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SOOIAL questions are supreme.” So said a leading
the Non-Conformist preacher at the opening of one of
&n;i g;‘l’lat May meetings of the churches in England a year
iScu- f*lf ago, and his words gave the key-note to the
ut Ll}i‘ﬂlons over which he presided. Those words were
Somge (;echo of the voice which has been going forth from
ang 't‘; the most influential pulpits of both the Established
Pagt :’i‘Non-Conformist churches in England for years
1€ad;.,. 'he sam'e note has, too, been takf»n up by a few
Ono’us of Christian thought in the United States. Al

estcr to .thn noble prelates and preachers who like Dr.
ave ot?, in England, and Bishop Huntington, in Awerica,
. _ Deither fajled to perceive nor shunned to declare

in ¢ . L
um © name of humanity ” that * there are social sins and
an e

o quities which have a more urgent and imperative

w:Lm on the consideration of ecclesiastical councils and of
-anzl sermons, t:han. any questions of discipline., r'itua.l,
W°11der0gy or predestination.” These'm.en.—and it is th‘e
Uy flnd reproach of modern Chnsna.mty that their
“}" 1s 8o Small-—ba.ve done and are .tiO}ng, we venture
He“vex’, (;nore to bring the true Christian ethics from
of R down to earth, and more to re-vindicate the claim
. io::tianity to the faith of the struggl.ing arlxd stnf.ie‘ring
ll ;hthan all the profoundesft theolofglcal dxsqul.s1uon's,

¢ Rhag, ¢ most eloquent (.aulogles of piety and virtue in

i Cengmh’ have cffected in a century past, or can effect
- st‘"‘y to cor'ne. Th(fse mfm’s eyes are opened to th.e
Vaugeeq ate of society as it exists mear tha close of this
ing ) century, These men, too, have not only the
the tzmpathy with suffering humanity which hfa.s ner‘{ed
“ndredg explore the depths' of Wretchedness.m which
8o thejy Bo,f thousands of their bretlfren and slstel:s——for
which it ible calls them—are wearing out .an existence
Ve algg Seems almost a mockery to call life, buc they
to Searc) the no less divine courage which emboldens them
orimgy out and hold up to view, in the sunlight of the
Y‘hia mig:n the Mount, the fruitful source and cause of all
Iy wory‘ That cause they do not hesitate to describe
rd ag human selfishness, selfishness rooted and
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flourishing in the hearts of capitalists and employers of
labour—the money-grabbers of every description who are
onc of the products of the age, and many of whom occupy
the foremost seats in luxurious houses of worship. But
these men go further and lay the axe, it may be hoped, at
the root of the tree, by exposing the true character of that
nineteenth century fetich, which was appropriately called
by Rev. E. A, Oliver, in his striking sermon at St. Simon’s
Church, in this city, on Sunday last, “The Great God of
Competition.” After this allusion it is unnecessary to
add that the preceding thoughts have been suggested by the
reading of that sermon. We have often wondered that
these great social questions, which are moving so deeply
the minds and hearts of many of the foremost clergymen
in England and of some in the United States, have
attracted so little attention in Canada. The great billows
of thought and feeling, which are overwhelming some of
the noblest minds and hearts in the Mother Country, seem
to become attenuated to the merest ripples before they
reach our shores. It may be the fault of our own want of
observation, but we do not remember to have before read
or heard a sermon from a Toronto pulpit touching these
intensely living questions in the manner and spirit in
which they were dealt with by Mr. Oliver in the sermon
which was noticed in most of the Monday morning papers.
We congratulate the eloquent preacher on having called
attention so pointedly to the great question, religious as
well as social, of the day. We hope that he will continue
the work so well begun and that many others will follow
his example.

MHE so-called ¢ Minister’s Movement ” for the deliver-

ance of the city of New York from Tammany rule,
which unfortunately for the city ended in defeat at the
recent elections, has given rise to an interesting discussion
with regard to the proper relation of the clergy to politics.
The question evidently has two aspects quite distinct from
each other. It may be looked at from the view point of
the churches, or from that of the citizens. Touching the
former the policy of the clergy in most parts of Canada 1s
pretsy clearly marked out by the law of expediency, and
can scarcely be considered on its merits, the fact being that
in most congregations both political parties are usnally so
well represented that any attempt of the clergyman to
bring pulpit or vestry influence to bear in favour of either
candidate would inevitably lead either to the dismissal of
the pastor or to the disruption of the church. This fact
would make it eminently unwise, if not utterly imprac-
ticable—to say nothing of its consistency or otherwise
with the spiritual functions of the churches and the great
ends for which they avowedly exist—for the Canadian
clergy to attempt to exert any influence in their professional
capacity on the side of either party or candidate. But we
may venture to doubt whether either the politically mixed
character of its adherents, or the spiritual motives and
aims of the church itself, should prevent the occupant of
the pulpit from bringing all the combined influence of his
office and his personal character and eloquence to bear for
the moral education of his hearers in regard to their duties
and responsibilities in political as well as in business and-
social life. Is there not reason to fear that this duty of
the pastoral office is in too many cases neglected or
shunned? It can hardly be denied that the political
morality of a considerable proportion of Canadian electors,
including, there is reason to fear, many babitual church-
goers, and even active church members, is at a deplorably
low ebb. How else is it possible to interpret the facts
that are constamtly being brought to light in our election
courts, facts which should bring the blush of shame and
the flush of indignation to the cheék of every honest Cana-
dian? It is, unhappily, not necessary to go back wore
than a very few days or weeks in our political history in
Ontario for illustrations of our meaning. It can hardly
be doubted, we think, that this unblushing buying and
selling of votes is in very many cases due more to the lack
of moral education than to utter unscrupulousness. Some-
how o~ other, many a man, who would be tolerably upright
in regard to ordinary business transactions, seems to see
no moral wrong in selling, or bribing another to sell his
political birthright, his national manhood, for filthy lucre.
Could such a state of things exist if the pulpits of the
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various churches rang as they should with denunciation of
such acts of baseness and corruption, by whomsoever done
or winked at? Is there not reason to believe that if the
great principles of New Testament morals—the highest
code of morals the world has ever known-—wore per-
sistently and fearlessly brought home to the consciences of
those who sit in the pews from Sunday to Sunday, and
from week to week, the occupation of the briber would
soon become politically unprofitable?  Surely the churches,
with their pulpits, Sunday schools, and other machinery
for doing religious work, should regard it as a part of their
duty to teach their adherents that genuine Christianity,
whatever else it may mean, means honest and conscientious
citizenship.

GLE ARLY it is one thing to conclude that the clergy, as
such, neither can nor should take part directly in
party political contests, unless compelled by the highest
moral considerations ; but is quite another thing to main-
tain that the State, as such, has any right to deny to the
clergy the utmost freedom of action in the matter. It
may be very wrong politically for the State to forbid what
it may be equally wrong religiously for the clergy to do,
In Canada the principles of absolute religious liberty and
equality are happily pretty well understood, and in most
respects pretty firmly established. Wich the exception of
one particular Church, the Romau Catholic, we do not sup-
pose that any Canadian Parliament or Legislature would
think of interfering with the freedom of the clergy, even
were they, or any number of them, to use their pulpits for
the advocacy of partisan politics of the most pronounced
stripe. An uncuviable notoriety has recently been gained
by a Nova Scotian Bishop, through the publication of a
letter written by him to influence the judgments of bis
parishioners at the last general election, which letter, it is
thought, saved the present able Minister of Justice from
defeat. But it will be found on examination that the
main inducements held out by the letter in question are
precisely of the same kind as those often used by other
canvasgers, and even by Ministers of the Crown them-
gelves. Lt is shuply an appeal to the avaricious ingtinets
and impulses of his parishioners. No thoughtful person
can have much doubt as to the moral quality of such
appeals and their pernicious effects in lowering the general
standard of political worality. But a clergyman loses
none of his rights of citizenship on entering his profession,
and it would be absurdly unjust to forbid a priest or pre-
late to do what any other citizen may do with impunity.
The only question that can be soberly argued touching the
right of the clergy to the utinost freedom in the use of
their professional influence is that which concerns the
practice of that spiritual intimidation which ecclesiastics
of the Roman Catholic Church alone can use, because they
alone are believed to have power to follow their parishioners
with their inflacnce beyond the bourne, and to determine,
This
spiritual intimidation is, as is well-known, regarded as a

in gome measure, their happiness in the future state.

species of undue influence, and as stich forbidden by our
An able correspondent of Tre WEEK has criticized
this particnlar characteristic of our election laws with much

laws,

force and acamen, but we doubt if he will be able to con-
vince the people of Canada that the free use of this mighty
weapon for intluencing weak and superstitious electors can
be permitted without serious danger to Canadian interests.
The question is veally swi generis and can hardly be dis-
cussed on general principles, and there is undoubtedly a
good deal to be said on both sides. But should a priest
make use of the same spiritual terrors to deprive a super-
stiticus parishioner of his property, few would hesitate to
declare that the law should step in for the protection of
the defrauded. Why should society be readier to protect
a man’s personal property than his political liberties ?

HE return of Mr. Paradis, the Government Candidate
in Napierville, adds another to the series of Govern-
ment victories in bye-elections during the present Parlia-
wment. Napierville was regarded as one of the strongholds
of the Oppositon in the Province of Quebec. What is the
cause of this unexpected change in its political sentiments b
A satisfactory answer to the question is not easy to find,



