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THE CHURCHMAN'S PRIEND.

clorgy 1 utwrl) ropudiatetheidea that any such
superiority is sought by the clerg), or that
they desire. amthnw buv. the best mlou.sts of
that. Church of which they are the ordained
winisters.  Sull it .canuot be denied that it
would' give then- an Appearancs of superior
power, am appearance whicly is by all means to
boaveived.  The second proposition is equally
objuctionable,-and  that -mainly ou account of
the practical effects which would follow its
adoption, a topic which was hardly touched
upon dunnnr the late discussion, and to which

. T must therefore at some lcugxh be permitted
.tp xdvert, .

3. Fiest the possibility, nay, the strong proba-
bxlny of a conflict between the two hous(_s I

. oo candulau, should be elected by the clergy,

and. _:mg;_hex: by the l:uly, I do not see upun

 what principle. of jastice-either istto give way
. to the other.

And ¥ can imagine nothing
more disastrous than the posmon of a Bishop,
zsho feels that the votes of a majority eitiier of
the clergy, or of- the people have been recorded
I cannot intagine that any C bris-
tian minister would venture, under such cir-
curnslances, to take upon himself the burdenand

- high respous:bxhucs of so high and sacrcd an

oftice.
- 2. A conflict between ‘the two houqés, in
the  event of different candidates being chosen,
coutd only be terminated by the clergy giving
wry to the daity. This, on account of the
vast dumerical disproportion batween the two

" orders, would bo the only possible, indeed the

only just solution, when the principle of equghtx

. of rights has once been admitted. And thus

the clergy; instead of really having equal rig]xtk

. in this matter, would bo placed in a position

3f marked inforfority. The cheics pmcug\glf)
would rest entirely with the Inity. )
=@ From this it will follow that the li{*%ts
withiif shich our clioite ean be. made, woul f’be
tduly varrowed. I feel a just pride in b-wnrv
£ humble membEe 6F & Hody of men, whs,;:,,
8 highly und so deservedly estecined b)i‘ é,”‘:r
'p-:mhwnen, that there are many mmong *i*em
‘who-are thought worthy of the dignity- Q} the
Tpiseopate. - But we have adopled the Ca-
tholie principle- that-our choice shall not be
fienited “to tho éleray of qur own dioce$ but
ahall be ¢o-axtensive with the United Chupch
of Gresy Brittin-nnd Irghind; including sl her

colonii] branches, And I cannot doubt the fact
that circumistances wmay arise, under which it
may be expedient that we should seleet one from
among the many thousands of able and devoted
med in vur Mother Church, rather than from
wmong our own small number.  While, if the
choice rests practically with the luity, the elec-
tiun of any but a Canadiau Clurgyman would Le
well-nigh impossible

4. A greater objection is to be found in the
fuct that it would lead to canvassing and party
strife.  Indeed this objection applies, though in
# less degree, to the propusal of the Reverend
Mr. Denroche. Not only when the actual elec-
tion is to take place wouid this occur, but every
veslry méeting at which Lay Delegates are to
Le chosen would become a scene of discord and
confusion. We aro wisely stiiving to rouse the
laity to some energetic interest in the affairs of
the church; but are we willing to see that inte-
rest develop dtself in the form of election placards
stating the coutroversial merits of the respec-
tiva candidates, or in banners of Broad Cburch
blue, Tractarian red, and Evangelical yellow?
Are we willing to see “High Church for ever ”
or “Down with Tractarianism” chalked upon
the walls of nur streets, as has lately been seon in
England? Would it be possible under such
circumstances, to make a wise, a dispassionato
choice? Would it not inevitably follow that
some leader of 4 parly, some bold and generaily
rash asserler of extyeme, views, would be chosen
tc fill that office, which.abova all others requires
ivoderation, discretion and finpartiality ?

5. The last and the gravest objection to which
I shall advert is, that it would place a great
and dangerous temptatian in the way of the cler-
gy. Géutlemen of the Laity, we are but weak
and fiaii men, liko yomsclves; and one of the
subtlest femptations to which our cffice renders
us liabig, is that of secking the applause of men,
racher than the approval:af tbat God, whose
servants we are. I will not-dwellupon this pain-
ful topic, but only solemuly appeal to you not
to place this temptation in our path. Do not,—
as you love your Church,—do not tempt us o
become a time-serving and popularity-hunting
clergy, the greatest curse which an offended God
could inflict upon a self-willed people.

I e e\phmed the fnsuperable objections
to which I conceive both the proposals Intaly
discussed in the Srnod to be liable. Aund I will




