
despotism. Such conflictiug charges might, perhaps, be left

to neutralise one another, and i is not my purpose to defend

the reports from the various objections that may be made
against their details. Those, indeed, who view the whole

scheme with suspicion as a conspiracy against the liberties of

clergy or laity, are so ingenious in detecting evidences of this,

that it is impossible to anticipate or follow their objections.

When, for example, an ex-M.]?. professes to give a searching

analysis of the scheme, and in trenchant style—much ap-

plauded by those who have never troubled themselves to study

the original documents—declares it a firmly compacted system

of tyranny unprecedented in the history of the world, except

in the Church of Rome, it almost staggers our belief in our

own intentions. We begin to fear, at least, lest, inadver-

tently, we have called into being some ecclesiastical monster.

It is £^ relief to find, however, that this searching analysis is

a series of most singular rais-st£^tements, either expressly

contradicted by the very language of the reports, or the mere
oflPspring of the writer's lively imagination : such as that " it

appears to be left to the bishop to suggest how many laymen,

or how few" should attend a synod ; that " any clergyman
whom the bishop rejects will be excluded from the synod ;"

that *' two bishops may decide the faith and fate of the third;*'

that " in the case of a clergyman the bishop sits alone on his

tribun£^l ;" that on the provincial tribunal of appeal the cler-

gyman " will find his owxi bishop seated beside two other

bishops," &c. It really comforts one to find that the writer

must so utterly despise sober matters of fact in order to prove

his case. And when evfjn the Times newspaper is driven to

the argument, in its cpudemnation of the proposed central

tribunal, that " a.s seven are to form a quorum, and there is

nothing said to the contrary, it follows inevitably that five

American and two Scotch bishops might pronounce an irre-

versible sentence against an English clergyman without the

presence of a single English bishop " which is about as rea-^

sonable and logical as to argue that because there are Irish

and Scotch enough to make a house in parliament, therefore

an English question might be settled without the presence of

a single Englishman ; and when it boldly affirms that '* it is

no mitigation, but rather an aggravation of the case," that

^he plan " depends for its adoption on the free will of the
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