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that has been said against the
up 1{\ T.ord Tlalhifax. the President of the
Tnion. “T am ¢lad that the Umon stands
ite gronnd and is increasing. for its raison
d’etre is. ac< it has been. its unflinching lovalty
to the Reformation settlement and its faithful
defence of the rights and liberties of E nelish
Churchmen. T cannot but rejoice, too. at
the wise and self-restrained attitude of the
clergv. During the uproar there have heen
uncharitable attacks upon the most hard-
working and devoted. 1f Fnelishmen are
unfair in their heat and in their moments of
misunderstanding. thev recover calmness at
last. and are ashamed of their unfairness.
Manv who did not know have learnt and are
learning much. Theyv learn what the Refor-
mation Settlement is. and what it is for which
we contend. Thev are learning what the real
teaching of the Church of Fngland is on such
auestions as Confession and Absolution. and
the doctrine of Blesced Sacrament, and the
Creeds, and that it is to that teaching that we
adhere. They are learning that we are law-
abiding Church of England men. and that
we must contend for the liberties and heritace
of our Mother,
a real meaning to the words they use—“T be-
lieve in the Holy Catholic Church.”  Thev
are learning the fact of the continuity of the
English Church. Above all thev learn. that
far from being lawless, we contend for soirit-
ual authority, not Papalism or dominion or
ipse dixits of individual bishops. but spiritual
authority of those who are servants of the
Church—more exalted servants—but still ser-
vants of the Church like ourselves. It is a
glorious result of the long struggle we have
been engaged in for so many years, that at
last there is a glimmer of the dawn; at last
men begin to feel that it would be impossible
not only for Churchmen, but for anyone call-
ing himself a Christian, to be guided in the
doctrine, discipline, ceremonial of the Church
of our Master, by even the best Privy Council
or the best House of Commons, but only by

the authority 1pp01ntcd by Chn%t Himself.”

Thev are learning to attach

THE TORONTO SYNOD.

This year’s Synod of the Diocese of To-
ronto was certainly of somewhat unusual im-
portance in several ways. In the first place,
we think the attendance was larger than in
most previous years, and not only so, but it
continued to be much larger until the end.
Generally speaking the numbers are greatly
diminished by Friday afternoon, but this year
there was quite a respectable audience on
Saturday morning. . Speaking of the charac-
teristics of the Synod, we note, as a prominent
feature, the presidency of the Bishop of the
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One very seriots matter in connexion with the
Synod demands more notice than 1t has vet
recerved \We refer to the ac Mistice proper
tics of the building in which the Synod s held

When we <av that this matter demands more
attention, \« do not mean that 1t has been
1cnored Complaints, numerous and ener-
getic, have been uttered, but nothing prac
tical has been suceested, althoueh all are <en
<ible of the mconvenience. \s a matter of
simple fact. not one-half of the utterances of
speakers are heard by the majority of the
audience: and it is evident, without further
remark. that a debate, in such circumstances,
must be very unsatisfactory If one could
only be sure that the inaudible portions of the
speeches were the nnimpnrt:mttur the super
fluous, it would not matter. but no one can
be sure of this, and it is a verv serious con-
sideration that the Synod mav find itself com
mitted to measures of which 1t has no know-
ledge. Tt is not quite casv to suggest a satis-
factory remedv. TIn the first place, there is
no other building so conveniently situated for
the meeting of the Synod, and this is a more
important matter than manv might imagine.
In the second place, experience has proved
that several of the schoolrooms which have
been used for Synod meetings are no better
If the truth
must be told. the fault is not altogether with
the building.

In this respect than S, Tames.

Several of the speakers of the
Svnod were heard perfectlv well. and this
without anv painful raising of the voice. Of
course thev were., more or less. practised
speakers, generallv clerevmen or lawvers.
But some of these learned gentlemen were im-
perfectly heard, and the majority of the
speakers were scarcely heard at all by a large
proportion of those present. Tt was several
times suggested that the speaker should go
up to the platform, but this was a step which
few were inclined to take. There is one
remedy which might be adopted, and that a
very simple one—to have a rostrum or desk
raised above the heads of the audience from
which every speaker should be required to
address the meeting. There would be a
double advantage ‘in such an arrangement
On the one hand, some might be dcterred alto-
gether from speaking whemthey had nothing
of importance to say.

This would be a very
great gain.

On the other hand, the elevation
of the speaker and the position he would of
necessity assume, would at least give him a
chance of being heard. We have no great
expectation of this suggestion heing adopted.
People go on grumbling year after vear, and,
although the remedy is comparatively simple,
no one takes in hand to have it adopted. On
one point there is some room for congratula-

tion. Our impression is that there was less

—

of boredom i this Synod than has been usual
sual.

(. course there were })nr(*\‘. and []1(-\- were
tolerated, as s necessary i all deliberative gs.
~scmblies, but they were less ""Mm.. than
¢

thicv have been on former occasions. Some

Jdav 1t mav be necessary to adopt a time limit
but 1t will be better if the present iHl})m\'c-
ment continues and men gradually learm to

limit themselves.

THE CANON ON DIFFERENCES,

\Ithough the Canon on the settlement of

differences between the clergy and  their
parishioners was confirmed by a great ma-
jority of the Synod, there is some reason to
behieve that its provisions are still imperfectly
understood: and it mav be well that \\'.c
<should clearly realize its intention and prob-
able effect. In the first place. the Canon pro-
poses no new inquisition into the character of
the clergyv. One might supnose from some of
the remarks made during the debate, that this
was the case. There 1s no necessity for any
such measure. Tt 1s not merely that there are
veéry few cases indeed in which the character
of a clergyvman comes into question: but the
general law of the Church is quite sufficient
for dealing with such emergencies. To pro-
pose any change in this respect would not
merely be insulting to the clergy, but would
reflect injuriously upon the Church. The
(Canon contemplates a verv different case—
the case of a clergvman and his parish being
so unhappily united that his work is thrown
awayv and the parish is in danger of being lost
to the Church. That there are such cases no
one camr-possibly deny: and it is to meet such
It would,

however, be an entire mistake to imagine that

cases that the Canon was passed.

the Canon would be brought into action in
every such case.  On the contrary, in the
great majority of cases the Canon would be
kept in reserve, as a last resort, in case the
clergvman refused to give heed to the godly
monitions of the Bishop.  Such clergvmen
have existed—men who simply declined to
consider any suggestion that they should
make a change, who stood upon their legal
rights, and declined to hear any arguments
based upon their failure as parish priests.
This Canon will give the Bishop power—as
he certainly has the right—to investigate such
cases. Tt is not to be supposed for a moment
that the Bishop will take violent or precxpltatc
measures. He will certainly try to ascertain
whether such changes as may be necessary
cannot be made quietly and with as little hurt
as possible to the feelings of all concerned.
But it will be clearly understood all through
that the Bishop has in reserve the power of
not merely ascertaining whether a clergyma
is doing the work of the Church in his parish,
but also of removing him if he is not doing
that work. An objection to the Canon urged
with great energy was, that it would be
ruination to a clergyman to have the CanO‘(;
applied to him. But this objection Pmceede]d
on the assumption that the clergyman wou

. .. . 1t ocan, and
resist every admonition of his diocesan
) to extreme

compel him to have recourse y
ase woull

measures. We believe that such ac ;
Dr. Langtry mentlon

hardly ever occur.
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