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found deliberation the affirmative side of the case had been taken* by
wthe Chief Shepherd !” and that in consequence, about 100 shiris or sur-
plices, had be n ordered to be thus worn C. W. We know not the
service which the Bishops appomted tor the solemn occasion of thus ro-
bing thor clergy, but we shou d suppose that none more appropriate than
Matt, xxin. 27 could have been tound 1n the sucred canvn, viz, ** IFoe
unto you Scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites ! for YE ARE LIKE UNTO WHITED
§EPULCHRES.” .

It svews that the congregntion at Guelph, as at other places, were
disturbed by the innovation of their Diocesan ; but, whether 1t was sim-
ply a ‘eeling of reluctance at getting out of the b-aten path, or some se-
cret misgivings about whited sepuichres we cannot tell.—Be that as it
mav taey demurred at the proceedinyg and wanted again to have the sur-
plice order rescinded through an appeal to the Bishop.  But unfor.unately
for the slaves of priesly power, the appeal had 1o pnss through the Priest,
just ns in the case of Methodist slaves an appenl against Conlerence mnst
pass through nn agent and member of’ Conterence ! —so that when the
Episcopal:an Parson or Methodist Preach-r shall r-fuse 1o be the channel
o communicatinn—the peopl> must just bear the yoke : —there is no re-
dress — I'he minority however on this oceasion appenled 1o the Prees,
and published the peiition which they failed to carry and were unuble
fawfully to tranemit, and also their reasons for 8o doing.  Their petition
is one of the most pitiable and abject kind :—it runs thus—

To Tur Ricut REVEREND Joux, Lorp Bisuor oF ToroxTo, &c. &c.
The Petition, &c. &e.

That in the opinion of your petitioners the wearing of the surplice (or shirt) has

given great dissatisfaction to many of the most conscientious members of this congre-
gation — ¢ —¢¢ —¢¢ that it i3 with exireme diffidence we approach the subject of the right
of the constituted authorily of our Church to direct its spiritual concerns (such as com-
pelling men to wear a shirt outside of their coat,—yet we humbly submit to your Lord-
ship the propriety of withdrawing your recommendation to your clergy on these mat-
tors— ¢ — ¢ — ¢ "that we are emboldened Lo address this request to your Lordship in
consequence of the recent declaration (or recantation) of his Grace the Archbishop
of Cauterbury, (concerning the Excter shirt question) &c. &c.
No boly of men who had ever read their Bibles with an ordinary share
of common sense could vver submit to play at such a game of c!nldish
foolery with their f-llow-mortals as that to which we have referred—un-
der the name of Christinnity.  The New Trsrament does not eoen recog-
nize the office whicn they allow to be their constituted authority—namely
—:hat one man shall rule over many congregations as Bishop—Ilet the
liternti of Guelph discoverit there. if they can. It also condemns the re-
ceiving of honorary titles—(eee Matt. xxiit. 7 & B)—and knows nothing
of Lord Bishops. (see Mark x. 42 & 43, and Ist Peter v 3). And as 0
the wearing of official garmen s by the ministers of religion itisaltogether
silent. It tenches everywlie e that respect is due to character not to ap-
pearance. A man in plain clothes may thorefore be an object of our es-
teem and love, while a surpliced sinner may deserve both our pity and
contempt.

Either grossignorance or rank infidelity—or both—must prevail to a
Inrge extent togother with State support to uphold this grand AxTt
CHRISTIAN UsURPATION in the world.

* The term ¢ Tue CHier SHEPRERD' was lately applied tn the Bishop of Montreal i
aletter from one of his clergy wpon * the surplice question.”’ ! !

The People's Almanack.




