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that ne that clause aud the ono following were if tho proviso heseinafter mentioned,’ provided and fi principlo which wasnt variancge with it, or presumo
intimately connected, ns also tho last clauso §n | proposad to bo introduced in the Insc introductory | to say that the powers of the Metropolitan should
tho patent printed in italics in the printed copy ' clause of tho letters patent; aleo all the words, he made subjeot to rules aud regulations of tho

in the hands of the members of the llouse, he
would move that they might be readat the same
time, for tho sake of cconomy of time. Some
debatg casucd on this point, but Mr. Carter finally

moved, scconded by Rev, Mr. Slack, thosuspension |

of the clauscs referred to until after the consider-
ation of the report, which wotion was carried,
The ninth clause was then read, when a clerical |
delegato arore on n point of order, that the houso
coulﬁ
untit tho provious ones were disposed of. M.
Carter on this withdrew,bis motion, when the 71h
clauze was read, it having bLeen explained that
Mr, Carter nd a perfect xight to read and allude
to apy other part of the report.
Mr. CARTER said that in order to make lis
vicws on the subject the moro intelligible to the

house, he bad drawn up his motion in a special !

form, and hiad embodied in that motion his ob-’
jections to the clauscs ho had alluded to, e
+would read his motion, which was as follows:—

Moved by Edward CanTeER, seconded by Rev. "'question which presented itself. What wero the
{powers properly pertaining to tho office of Me-

Q. Sracs,

pot proceed with tho discusaion of thoclauso

roposcd to be introducedin the clause nominat- Synod, that ho might be coutroled in his action,
og 1lis Lordship tho Bishop of Montreal to be the that ho might possible even be deprived of his
Metropolitan, relating to the succession to that offico. The principle Lo wished to nffiirm was
offico ; and likewiso tho wholo clause proposed to  this, that while regretting thatthe law did not give
bo introduced at the eand of the letters patent, them the power to control the action of the Metro-
declaring tho powers conveyed oy the eaid’ politan, that that Jaw was defective, and ought to
letters patent o be ruled by tho rules, requiritions  be corrected.  Again, would not the fact of the
and canons which may by this General Assembly Metropolitan accepting Letters Pateat in the form
be made in respeet thereof, and the words until then under consideration, placehim in an inferior
and unless otherwise provided by the General position to that which he should occupy. Arguing
Asgsembly aforesaid in the preceding clauso.” from analogy, and what obtained in Englaund, the
It would bo seen Mr. CARTER continued, that Metropolitarn in autbority was ligher than any
soveral cousiderations were jnvolved in that. other Bishop: but under theso Letters Patent ho
motion, aud for the snke of bresity bo would would bo in an jnferior position to the clerical,

" divide bis argument. Tho four considerations, and cven to the laoy delegates, a8 occasions might

cnumerated in that motion scemed to involvo the ariso when the Iny element was stronger than tho

consideration of tho question in o legal snd also clerical. It was not cxpedient to mako tho

in an ecclesiastical point of view, the last con-! authority ofthe Metropolitap subordinate to that

sidoration in the motion belug moro particuiary . of an inferior body. ’

tobo determined by ecclesinstical law.  IHowould) A Delegato called Mr. Carter to order, as he

thereforo first dircct his argument to thelegal: did not think tha. this house should be called an
é, gxlferiti: body, which was the highest body in the

urch,

Mr. CARTER explained that bo had been mis-

¢ Inassmuch as the Act of the Provincial Parlia- ' tropolitan, and in whattgosition did that dignitary |
ment under which this General Assembly is staud in relation to the Bishops, aud inferior{ understood, his argument being that the Me-
organised, has vested in tho bishops, clergy and |, clergy? It would not bo difficult to establishi tropolitan was the superior of its members, He
laity {n their several dioceses, the power to meot ., that his powers would be only inferior to those of . then procecded to tho discussion of tho question
for tho purposes expressly stated in the said Act, . Royaltyitsclf. Thiswasfound necessary whether ' in an coclesiastical point of view. Finally, he for
and that to that cxtent only bas the Crown | the affairs to be controled were in relation to - his part desired to adhere as closely as possible
divested itself of its Royal prerogative; and that | civil or ecclesinstical matters. Ilewould read to. to tho forms followed in similiar assemblies in
1he powers vested iu this General Asscmbly by the Houso somo quotations from works which he England, by which means aloneit was they could
thoe sccond clause of that Act, to frame a con-. had had under bis hands, which would tend to - expect to seo theinfluence of the Church exercised
stitution and regulations for the gencral manage- _cstablish his point. Now let them consider in - in an extended mauner in this Province.
ment and good govermunent of tho Church in this . what position the present Metropolitan stoed.  Rev. Mr. Stack seconded Mr. Carter's motion,
Province, must bo understood to limit its powers Having been appoiuted under Her Majesty’s, saying that tho subject badbeen 8o ably put by
to such objects only as aro within the jurisdiction Royal Letters Patent, ho was undoubtedly invested - Mr. Carter that it wasscarcely necessary to enter
of tholocal dioceses over which the authority of the ' with all the powers and attributes pertaining to'-into it at any greater length; but there were two
General Assembly of such dioceses oxtends. that office in England, with this difforence only, ' or threo points which still required further

* Jngsmuch 2ls0 88 no power i8 conferred by that that guthority was exercised within moro! clucidation. The patent contained somo powers
the eaid Act inany local diocese, orin tho General  prescribed limits.  Let them next exsmine what, to which it might not be desirable to give effeet,
Assembly, to appoint a Metropohitan or any powers this General Assembly possessed.  On: and the Metropolitar hiimselfadmitied that it was
dignitary of the Church above that of a Dishop, that subject they bad all come to tho conclusion: not advisable to do so in hig address to the Synod
and such power was andis sull indisputably that thoy possessed only the powers specified in  at its opening. The speaker bere quoted the Me-
vested in tho Crown. . the statute. To the extent therein sct forth bad tropolitan’s words as reported in the Gazefre, and

¢ Apd, innsmuch as by the proposed alteration , Her Msjesty been alono pleased to waive Her: remarked that the note on the draft of the Letters
in the letters patent sppointing the Metropolitan, royal prerogative. Now it was in the fivst clause i Patent was tho Jetter of which they had heard so
to pince the succession to tho office of the Metro-  of the Act, which referred only to diocesan syaods, -much. He also read the said note, and called
politap, and the powers aud jurisdiction to be. that any rcnunciation of prerogative had Leen: the attention of the Syned to it, as in his opinion
cxexrcised by him under tho said letters patent, . im:\dc, wherens in the second clause in relation to! it had been most unnceountably overlooked.
gulject to the control of this General Assembly ‘' the Provincial Synod, there was no such renun-|,  Dr. BoveLy hererequested the speaker to read
asby apy canon or decrce may hereafter be, ciation made. ‘Tho legal deduction from this fact; tho next clause.
declared ; the effcet of which would bo to divest', was that the Provincinl Synod could not placo its:  Rev. Mr. Stack read it, and concluded by
Her Mojesty of her prerogative to an extent; authority above royal prerogative. There were' objecting to the passege of amendments jnimieal
greater than by thg eaid Act was ever coutem-, some who contended that because the statute gave: to tho authority of the Metropolitan and the spirit
plated, and to assume a power to bo vested in! the power to Diocesan Synods of removing all) of the connexion of the church with the supreme
thig General Assembly by controling the succes- |, persons of “whatever order or degree,” therefore authority of the Crown.

sion to the office of the Mectropolitan npd the! they had the authority to remove bishop or any |

exercise of his powers, cootrary to 8 well es-: ope clse; but this could not be supposed to refer:

tablished principle thatif there be no power to) to the Metropolitan, who was not mentioned in
creste an office, there can bo none to control it or ' the clange, and wbo belonged not to any one
divest tho incumbent of bis powers " diocese, but to all Canada. An honourable gen-
« Finally, inasmuch as it is inexpedient that' tleman present had on one occasion expressed his
the superintending ?ower of the Metropolitan opinion that the words of the statute gave to this
derived under Royal letters patent, should bet General Assembly all powers necessary to tho good
subjoct to the control of any (General Assembly working of tho Church inCanads, and by implica-
composed of bishaps, clergy and laity, ns being i tion the power was vested in tho assembly of
calculated to weaken the connection between the ' controling not mercly the bishops, but also the
Churoh in this Province and the Motber Church, l Metropolitan. ‘Thie was o principle in which ho
and to interfere with the exercise of the Royal! (Mr. Carter) could not acquiesce. Ithad already
prerogative, which should prevail to its fullest been conceded that the Crown had indisputabdly
cxsent in this, az in cvery other portion of Her the power to appoint a Metropolitan, and slso,
Mgjeaty's dominions. } that it wascut of the power of this General As-
-"I};;t it bo resolved that the following altera- , sembly, owing to no such power having been
tions ia 2nd additlen o the ssid letters patent, ' nomedinthoact, Therefore, it becams necessary
suggested by the Committee in their report, be, to call in tho aid of the royal prerogative to give
Struck oul, namely: ‘ to this province o Metropolitan. Ifthey admitted
¢ Tho words ‘subject asto the succession, to

this, how could they with consistency afirm a{

Dr. BoveLL, in & lengtby address, quoted tho
Mectropolitan’s remarks, in which he himself
1suggested that the question of the Letters Patent
be referred to a committeo of Synod. Mebelieved
, that the assembly bad o right to bo heard as
: members of the United Church of England and
i Ircland, and not as a seclion of that church, and
'ugucd that though the strict letter of the canons

" placed the wholo power of the law in tho hands

of tho prince, its truo spirit and the constitution
of the church was inimical to tho vesting of tho
: whole power in this province with the Bishop of
Montrea), and that by doing so they would
ultimafely militato ggoinst the truoc union of the
Church in Canada with tho Mother Chusch, They
should seck to establish o wider, more palpable
and broader union than now oxisted, and in order
to do so might well adopt resolutionsin accordance
with thé followirg suggestions -
*That her Majesty the Queen, in issuing ber
new Lettera Patent, be respectfully requested to




