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al) acknowledgo tho moderation with which the ﬂi mny bo even requiring, tho bishop to iavite onthink that the proposal of the Bishop of 8t.
Primus had brought this subject Leforo them. | certain number of his most intelligent laity to his'! Andrews would havo the cffect of bringing tho
For himself, ho folt the nccessity of being etill | Diocesan Synod, aud lot him placo the laity on'i laity into their nssemblics, if thoy found their
moro cautious than even ho was, beenuso o could | the samo footing in which the non-instituted |l coming there was of no use, and thnt they could
not go along with bim in saying that ho thought \clergy wero placed. Thoy would by following this 'not attain any practical object by attending. But
thero wag nothing ia Scripturo orin tho authority « course fecl their way, and ascortain how far thoy " ho should be sorry to come to any hasty decision,
of tho Yrimitive Church to opposo the recognition | wero likely to succeed in raisinga sufficientintor- “and bo thought tho question was so important
of tho Inity 88 conscituont members of Church | estin the lnity withrespest to the church's affairs’ that thoy ought to defer consideration of it to a
Synods. Ifis own opinion with regard to the |—nn interest which, as tho Bishop of Edinburgh‘ futuro timo—perhaps till tho adjourncd General
scriptural argunient was the other way. Iis| said, thoy did not sufliciently feot at present, and ft Synod, to be held after the meeting of the Diocesan
opinion with regard to the nrgument derived from lf which it becamo their duty to attewpt to awaken ' Synods.
tho practice of the Primitive Church was certainly 'fu the least objectioneble cnd dangerous way. ' “The Bishop of Brrcux said he had dissented
not such as would allow him to concur in the ro- ¥ He thought, as a first step (and ho wished it to ' from tho resolution of the Episcopal Syned in
mark made by tho Primus, that there was nothing ; be undorstood that he merely proposedic asafirst’ 1862,  Tho amendment ho proposed on that
tn the constitution of the Primitive Chure . to 'step,) something of this kind might safély Lo occeasion was as follows:—
forbid their taking thoe step proposed. ! adopted :—*¢ Each biskop shall bo at liberty to"  ¢That whereas it is very doubtful what is tho
The Prisus said his remark was that there was  invito to his Diocesan Synod any of the laity who ' interpretation of the passage quoted in the Acts
no canouof tho church universal recognised by (,_ tnke o helpful and intelligent interest in the "of the Apostles for tho adwission of the laity into
this church which scemed to him to prohibat it, X affairs of tho church, and such laymen when 'church councils, and whereas the historical
T'he Bishop of St. AxprEws said ho wasquite present shall have the samo right as tho non-" evidenco for this proposition is very insufficient,
prepared to doal with this question ‘in the most instituted clergy to speak on all matters that are this Synod cannot affirin the principle that tho
practical way ; nud the most practical way, o brought under discussion at the Synod.” The' laity may sit and vote in ecclesiastical synods.”
thought, was not ta lny down any general prin- | Primus had reminded them that this was a matter  Having thought the matter over very carefully
ciple, but ta take thecircumstances of thoe church  which, if they advanced, they could not retrace siuce that time, he was still much of the samo
as they stood, and apply the best rule thoy could their steps  Ho believed that whatover power opinion Ifo did not thwk auy sound argumont
towards bringing thu laity to participate to some they granted to the laity in this matter would be ~ conld be adduced either from Scripture or from
oxtent in gynodical action. But en the other granted beyond hope of recall.  Bearing that in  antiguity in favour of ndmitting the laity to their
hand, if there was unotbhng to anthorise the miud, and believing that no right on their part' Synods. No doubt many of the carly fathers, as
admission of the lity in the practice of the could be founded cither on Scripturo or antiquity, = Cyprian showed, hardly took any step without
Primitive Chuvch, ho did not tinak 1t followed he thought it would nevertheless bon wise courso "consulting tho laity, but there was no tracoe that
that they were precluded from ndiniting them, (o try to get all the advantages which they felt tho thing was dono in Synod. o believed,
their circumstances being those of a veluntary the want of in the Inity's assistance, avoiding so  however, the enrliest records would show that the
and non-cstabliched commumon.  Ho should drav , fur ns possibie any danger that imght avise from  Inity had a certain voicen the clection of bishops;
a strong distinetion hetween the case of the church; indiccrect meddling with tho constitution of the "and if that could bo carried out, he, for his part,
as establithed and o church cireumstanced as the  chureh, which tiey lhad lutherto succeeded in  should not oppose it, alchough he saw great
Scotch and American Churches were, e con- | retaining iu its primtive punty.  In making this practical difficulty in regard to it from the con-
gidered it tu he quite competent for bam to say . proposal, it wonld stifl be open for them to con-  stitution of some of tho congregations, ali of whom
what, under their circumstances, 1t would be sider how the question with regard to the clection  woulkd need to be represented if it wero to boa
expedient for them to do, because he did not ;i of bishops should be dealt with,  He believed the  rea) representation.  Butwith regard to the point
think that the principle which would be applicable . voice of the lnity would bo exercised very benefi- * beforo them, they had scen how the experiment
to on estabdished church, and which would forbid cinlly in the choico of the supremo governors of had answered in Awerica, and in some of the
the introduction of the lmty, for nstauce, into the church, aud he must guard hunself against *British colonies. In Australia particularly it wae
Convocation in England, was applicable to this, saying that they ought not to have votes in that not warking well, and ho thought they ought very
church : nnd therefore they swere at hberty to go  matter. . much to guard against empirical legislation in ting
into pridential considerations further than he.  The Parinus said he felt quite disposed to adopt “matter.  Nothing could oxceed the caution shown
thought they might doin tho case of an estab- " the suggestion of tho Bishop of St. Audrews, that * in tho propositions his right rev. brethren had
Yishied chureh.  ‘Therefore, looking at the question ' the bishop should numinatea certain number of lay ! marde, but he must express a strong opinion that
from that poiut of view, ho would be disposed to members to sit in Synod.  The proposal he made ' now was not the time for such a change. There
yecommend somethng short of what the Primus’ was drawn up very much with the view of getting - was no cry for it, and even if there were, it wag
hiad proposed.  They all admitted that the laity " rid of that which was mado in the report of tho ! not quite clear that they ought to listen toit. In
did not do, and were not called on to do, s0 much ' committeo on the revision of the canous—namely, b the present circumstances of the church there
a9 thoy thought was desirable for the good of ""'F that there should bo an clection by each congre- ' seemed no demand for it.
church.  He would not go so far as tho Primus " gation. The remarks of the Bishop of Edinburgh #  The Privus said thedemund was more felt by
in saying that they were excluded at present from ! bore strongly against that form of congregational ' those who would bo iudisposed to come forward
the general management of the church’s affairs, " representation ; but ko felt no objection to adopt [ nnd make it in the shapo of » demand. e
because the Church Society had been really a ftho suggestion of the Bishop of St. Andrews. He ! beheved tho desire was felt by many of those who
canonical society, and 1its affuirs were practieally ! desived to approach this subject by the slowest # would bo most saluable to them if admitted into
to a great extent in the hauda of laymen, and the | degrees, and he was rather fortified in bis remarks » consultation; but they were not the persons likely
working of the committees was also very much in ' by the exsperienco of those Colonial Churches with | to agitate such questions, and hence thoy found
the hands of the laity. But looking to tho ques- ' which they were in communion. Suppose they |inothing in the shapo of petitions coming before
tion of bringing laymen inte Diocesan Synods, he ' adopted this propesition, it would not of course ' them,
should first ask himself what was tho proper {carry out the further view, in which he entively ©  Tho Bishop of ABERDEEN said the question was
theory of a Diocesan Syucd. Ho believed that  concurred, as regarded the election of bishops. | very important, and he had not quite made up
tho proper theory was, thatit was the Cousistory @ The Bishop of St. ANprews said that was quite / his mind concerningit. It seemed to him that
of tho bixhop, and that he brought around him the 4 a different thing, and it would not come under- the laity ought to have some voico in the clection
clergy to assist him with their counsel in the ' this canon, » of the bishop, and ho believed this was in strict
administration of the affaira of the diocese. e ',t The Bishop of AnrayLr said he was very anxious accordance with the practice of the Primitive
granted that it was quite competent for the church {ito seo the jutroduction of the laity into the . Church; and perhaps, under certain restrictions,
to go beyond that, and say that.tho bishop ehall +deliberative assemblies of tho church, but hoy the presence of the laity in Synods might be
Dbring into his counscls his presbyters, and that “thought thoy should be truly represented, and useful in many ways, and give more force to
thoy shali have certain rights in relation te tho ! should neither como in by the nomiuation of the . legislative ennctments. But ke did not wish to
Consistory. Thathebelieved to bo fully authoris- ) bishop nor by the election of the clergy—but by j: come to any determination on either point, and
od by the exawmplo of the Primitive Cburch in o ;nomination from among themselves, from thej he would not pledge himself to support esther of
way in which ko did not think it was authorised “ communicants deputing or electing ona or more: the two motions made till io know more accurately
with reforenco to any right on the part of the firepresentatives. Ho thought auything short of ; whether the laity felt anxious to have this privilego
laity. Fully adwitting, therofore, thatthe church ' that would not be a true representation of thon placed in their Jnands. When the draft was
may do what it had done, and give to the pres-(lay clement, and would be without valuo as a.discussed in the Diocesan Synods they should then
byters eertain rights in the Consistory, he would it distinct opinion from_the opinion of the clergy, i bave the opinion of the clergy, and no doubt the
say with regard to the admission of tho laity—Ict ¢if at any timo the opinion of the laity and of tho )i laity would also take somo method of letting thoir
thom try what ¢ould be done by authorising, and | clergy should happen to be distinet. o did not ‘opiu‘\on be koown.
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