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WM. UHCON»TlTlmoN.^^ ihc icndcnry of «/,. h U
«lw«yt 10 crcntc «n«icly. botdctlng on di»tru.l/ Ihe
ncxi move in the drama wan

'

, ille(;ai.
Al the Synod of .876. the matter ««, aK«in brought
lorw«rU, and a motion iiul,miltc<l for ton»idcrati«n.
Afterward, an amtn<lnicnl wa» moved, not to the
inotion, for the prin, i,,l„ involved w«. different, and
ilieiyfore it rould not be an amendment to IT) but to
the Unconstitutional procireding of 187$. This la
very clear, for the fir,t word.s of the amendment <yfu,-ThU clau« , of the Canon of rSrs l« .truck ^,and the followmg substituted. (See Synod rournal.-
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'876, r">KC 43 ) The assertion that the mtion of
1876 was illcKal is proved by offi. iai d.« umcntnry evi-
dence, for no act could be legal which was Lscd upon
another at vijriancc with constitutional law. How
then, docs the matter stand f The Canon rcgulatinJ
the surplus previously to .875 i, still i,t force, and not
only have the clergymen who were re< ipients of $200
l>er year a legitimate and legal claim, but all otheni

'

who would be entitled to be pla.c.l upon it up to the
present datc-^ That they can .nake their clain.s good
must be evident. Strange to say that in the midst of
confusion, the utga$i„e vote was not taken, but the
I)oxoi.or,v wa. mng. We leave it with our readers to
judge whether such proceedings in the fchunh's led-s.
ative assembly, do not necessarily tend to destroy
Diocesan interest and confidence. No wonder the
clerical dciHitation sy.stcm should, as the lay official
declared. •|,ccom,- a fa i lure," and lay subscriptions


