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py the province of Canada, allowing a vote by
orders; and & clause is inserted indicating clearly
how this is to be done.

It would appear, from the schpme passed by the
rovincial synod of Canada, that it made no decision

on the separate sitting of the two houses, perhaps
regarding it as a minute matter to be settled by the
eneral synod itself ; but it seems 80 important in a
§emocratic country to ensure the independence of
the order of bishops, that it is proposed to insert this
clause of the Winnipeg scheme.

On one point the provincial ﬂynod_ of Canada made
a change. It provided that the primate should be
elected from the whole number of bishops instead of
from the metropolitans. It is proposed so far to
meet any inequality that might arise from certain
dioceses not entering into a provincial system, or
from any existing province ceasing to exist, by mak-
ing the clause read *‘from among the metropolitacs
or the bishops of dioceses pot in any ecclesiastical
province." 1t would seem, however, to be contrary
to all precedent and reason to have the primate of
the Church of the Dominion in his own province a
guffragan of a metropolitan.

The sections of the constitution respecting the
bishops are still unsettled. The revision committee
appointed some years ago by the provincial synod
proposed that the appointment of bishops, vested in
a certain case by our original constitution in the
Archbishop of Canterbury, should be given to the
provincial synod. The lower house unanimously
approved of this, and, in a conference with the house
of bishops, pressed for its adoption, but the house of
bishops felt that, in the isolated condition of so
many of our dioceses, the proposal was not sufficient-
ly workable. I suppose I am myself largely re-
sponsible for the arrangement that has hitherto
existed, and I think I need hardly say that I ap-
proved of it from no want of confidence in the clergy
of this province or of that of Canada, but simply
from the supreme difficulty of our position. The
Bishop of Saskatchewan and myself, however, a
long time ago came to the conclusion that, though
the difficulty in the way of election by the Church
of this province was still very great, it perhaps was
hardly proper, with our present growth, that in our
constitution we should declare ourselves incompetent,
and continue to lay on the Archbishop of Canterbury
the grave burden of appointment. We therefore
thought it would be well to put before this synod a
scheme that might meet the wishes of the lower
house and yet not be impracticable. As there is no
committee on the constitution, [ thought it advisable
to submit the matter to the committee on canons,
and the proposition that is printed is what met with
its approval. I have thought it well to make this
explanation, as for the last few months there has
been considerable discussion in the Church papers of
Canada on the appointment, about the same time,
of three bishops for Canadian sees from the old
country. This proposition was thought of long be-
fore this discussion arose, and has nothing to do
with it. But I cannot pass from this subject with-
out stating that we would be very ungrateful and
ungracious if we did not recognize the great courtesy
to us of both the present and the late archbishop,
and their unhesitating readiness to help us in this
and every other matter to the utmost of their
power ; and I must express my own deep sense of
their anxiety, in the appointment of our bishops, to
do what was best for us and most agceptable to us.

A new section is proposed, providing for the resig-
nation of a bishop. A difficulty showed itself when
the Bishop of Qu'Appelle resigned. I preferred
simply to notify the Archbishop of Canterbury that
the bishop had placed his resignation in my hands;
but the legal advisers of the archbishop required
that I should certify that I had accepted the resig-
nation. I did not feel that I was properly authoriz-
ed by our constitution to do this ; but, as the matter
had been omitted, I thought myself entitled to act
on the usual powers of a metropolitan; and I ac-
cordingly certified my acceptance. But it is desir-
able that the constitution should directly convey to
me this authority.

By a curious oversight the section X., “On the sub-
dlyunon of dioceses,” was not brought into harmony
with the provisions of the amended VI. section on
the appointment of bishops. It was accordingly
hecessary to have the appointment of Bishop Reeve
made independently by the Archbishop of Canter-
bury and the Church Missionary Society. This was
caused by one vote being entered in the lower house
In 1884 against the amended Tenth section; but
that vote,’ though solitary, was at the time all-
Powerful, as it represented the lay vote of a_diocese,
and the other laymen present all belonged to one
other diocese. Tﬁis unfortunate fate of the amend-
ed Tenth section was lost sight of in the following
Provincial synod, and till a practical difficulty
turned up.

The committee on canons proposes & canon on the
38e of various services, The leave that is granted
Dby this canon could probably.be got, at prosenh by
Application to the bishop nnder section II, . of  the
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constitution. But this canon will at once convey
to the (;‘lergy a liberty at present enjoyed by the
clergy of England, and by the clergy of the ecclesi-
astical province of Canada, without application to
the bishop. It proposes, indeed, to give to our
clergy the further liberty, when they feel it needful,
to use the shortened forms for morning and evening
prayer on Sunday. This they might be able at
present to obtain from the bishop. The only
difference is that the bishop, instead of having, as
now, to assent, will under the canon have the power
of regulating, or forbidding, if any objection is laid
before him. '

With these remarks, rev. brethren and brethren
of the laity, on the propositions to be laid before us,
aud with the prayer that we may be guided in our
deliberations, so as to do what may be most for the
glory of God and the good of His Church, I would
now ask you to appoint your prolocutor ; and I name
a8 your temporary president the Very Rev. the
Dean of Rupert's Land.

The members of the House of Bishops then re-
tired ; Dean Grisdale took the chair and the roll of
the synod was read by Canon Matheson, the follow-
ing answering to their names :

Rupert’'s Land—Dean Grisdale, Canon O'Meara,
Archdeacon Fortin, Canon Pentreath, Rev. S. Mc-
Morine, Rev. George Rogers. Lay—Sheriff Inkster,
W. R. Mulock, H. S. Crotty, F. H. Matheson.

Moosonee—Ven. Archdeacon Vincent, Rev. A. W.
Goulding. Lay—J. R. O'Rilly, A. F. Eden.

Saskatchewan—Ven. Archdeacon J. A. McKay,
Rev. E. K. Matheson, Rev. A. J. Wright.

Athabasca—Revs. J. G. Anderson, W. A. Burman,
A. C. Garrioch.

Qu’Appelle—Revs. J. P. Sargent, H. J. Rartlett,
T. G. Beal, G. W. Dobie, W. E. Brown,‘W. H. Green.
Lay—W. B. Sheppard, E. P. Leacock.

McKenzie River—Revs. A. E. Cowley, T. C. Coggs,
J. W. Garton. Lay—Mayor Taylor, T. Robinson,
A. J. Cowley.

Calgary—Revs. A. W. F. Cooper, H. H. Smith, W.
H. Barnes. Lay—A. G. Woolley,—Dod, J. H. Cava-
nagh.

8n motion of Rev. A. W. Goulding, seconded by
Rev. W. A. Burman, Canon Matheson was appointed
clerical secretary, and Mr. A. F. Eden, lay secretary.

Dean Grisdale was unanimously chosen as pro-
locutor on motion of Rev. Dr. Cooper, seconded by
Rev. J. P. Sargent. He heartily thanked the synod
for its renewed confid nce, and nominated Rev.
Canon O'Meara as vice-prolocutor. He was escorted
to the house of bishops by the mover and seconder
of the motion.

On motion of Rev. Canon Pentreath, seconded by
Mr. H. S. Crotty, Rev. H. Baldwin, dean of the dio-
cese of North Dakota, was invited to a seat on the
floor of the house.

On motion of Rev. A. W. Goulding, seconded by
Rev. S. McMorine, Rev. T. C. Coggs was appointed
messenger to the house of bishops.

Mr. F. H. Matheson was, on motion -of Rev. W A.
Burman, seconded by Rev. A. W. Goulding, appointed
treasurer of the synod. )

On motion of Archdeacon Fortin, seconded by
Archdeacon Vincent, the hearty thanks of the synod
were tendered to the Bishop of Saskatchewan and
Calgary for his sermon, and he was requested to
allow it to be printed in the proceedings of the
Synod. .

The prolocutor appointed Canon Pentreath and
Mr. E. P. Leacock as a standing committee to pre-
pare the orders of the day. ) ;

Mayor Taylor and Ald. Thos. Gilroy were appoint-
ed auditors of the Synod. . .

The house concurred in the following motion of
the house of bishops, Rev. J. P. Sargent moving and
Rev. S. McMorine seconding the resolution of con-
currence : That the provincial synod desires to offer
its warmest congratulations to the Metropolitan on
his appointment as prelate of the order of St.
Michael and St. George.| o

The house of bishops sent down a motion in_re-
ference to amendments to the constitution; and on
motion of Mayor Taylor, seconded by Rev. A. W,
Gonlding, & committee was appointed, the prolocutor
naming the following to interview the bishops in
reference to the matter : The prolocutor, Archdeacon
Fortin, Rev. Dr. Cooper, Rev. J. P. Sargent, Mr.
Thomas Robinson and Mr. Woolley Dod.

The house then adjourned for luncheon.

W ednesday Afternoon.—The synod having reassem-
bled pursuant to adjournment, Rev. Joseph Pattin-
son, M.A., was on motion of Canon Pentreath, sec-
onded by Rev. A. H. Wright, invited to a seat on the
floor of the house.

Canon Pentreath presented the report of the depu-
tation to the convention of the American Epmeod)gl
Churoh, the sessions of which were held in Balti-
more and extended over three weeks. The report
briefly outlined the business of the convention, and
recommended that a delegation be sent to the next
convention, which is to be beld in Minneapohs in
1895. On., motion of Canon Pentreath, seconded, by

Rev, A.W. Goulding, the, report was, adopted, .,

® j ’

The Royal Marriage—A message was received from
the house of bishops announcing the adoption of the
following resolution, and a resolution of concurrence
was moved by Archdeacon Fortin, seconded by Rev.

J. P. Sargent, and unanimously carried by a stand-
ing vote :

That a humble address of congratulation be pre-
sented to Her Majesty, the Queen, on the marriage
of His Royal Highness, the Duke of York, and that
such address be in the following terms: ‘ May it
pleage your Majesty, we, the Metropolitan, bishops
and clerical and lay delegates of the ecclesiastical
province of Rupert’'s Land, desire humbly to ap-
proach your Majesty to express the pleasure with
which, common with your Majesty’s loyal subjects
throughout the empire, we have regarded the mar-
riage of His Royal Highness, the Duke of York, and
Her Serene Highness, the Princess Victoria Mary of
Teck. It is our prayer to our Heavenly Father that
His blessing may abundantly rest upon their union,
and that it may not only be for their happiness, but
for the prosperity of the nation. We would, farther,
desire to take this opportunity of expressing the
loyalty and reverence with which we regard your
Majesty.”

T'he Indian Work.—Rev. W, Burman read the re-
port of the committee on Indian missions, giving
much general information, including particularly an
elaborate account of the labors of missionaries of the
Church in translating the Bible and various religious
works. The report recommended the fe-appoint-
ment of the committee, any vacancies to be filled by
the Metropolitan, the giving of instructions to the
committee to devote attention to Indian education
and especially to the relations between the Church
and the government ; the empowering of the com-
mittee to nominate a sub-committee to confer with
other Christian bodies and with the Indian depart-
ment, and upon the request of any bishop of the pro-
vince, to take such action as may be necessary to
safeguard the interests of the Church. A farther
recommendation was that in view of the practical
consummation of the scheme of consolidation of the
Church, the general synod be requested to appoint a
committee on Indian work.

On motion of Mr. Robinson, seconded by Archdea-
con Fortin, it was ordered that the report be printed.

Rev. Mr. Cooper gave notice of a motion favoring
the summoning of the next provincial synod to meet
at Regina or some other point in the west.

Rev. G. Rogers gave notice of a motion that the
prolocutor name a committee on the question of
young people’s societies. ®

Canon O’Meara gave notice of the following-mo- -
tion, to be moved by himself, seconded by Captain
Carruthers: ‘ That the Metropolitan be asked to
name a committee of both houses which shall be
known as the education committee, the duties of
such committee to be: (a) to inform themselves fully
of the bearing of any legislative action,” whether
Dominion or local, upon the religious aspects of edu-
cation ; (b) to bring such influences to bear as may
in their opinion be best fitted to make education
what it ought to be, the handmaid of the gospel
of Christ.” ‘

A message from the house of bishops announced ;8
the adoption of a resolution of affirmation of certain 3
portions of the constitution. The house of delegates :
concurred, on motion of Mayor Taylor, seconded by
Mr. Mulock, on the understanding that it be in order -
to consider any amendments, and if any of these
are approved by the present synod, with the neces-
sary negotiations, they will become part of the con-
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stitution of the synod at next regular meeting of the
provincial synod. The follov’w clause was dis-
cussed for some time and adop by a barely suffi-

cient majority, the clerical and lay orders voting
separately: * The Bishop of Rupert’s Land is Met- -
ropolitan'and the diocese of Rupert's Land is the
Metropolitical see ; and on the vacancy of the seeit
shall be filled as follows : Two names be chosen
by the synod of the diocese of Rapert's Land, of
whom the House of Bishops shall select one who
shall be bishop of Rupert’s Land and Metropolitan,
but subject to the provisions of the section for filling
a * vacancy of any see of this ecclesiastical province
except the metropolitical see of Rupert’s Land.'”
Rev. Mr. Sargent regarded this clause as a blot
upon the constitution, and as opposed to fairness and
justice. , _
The bishops sent down a motion providing for a
regulation in the constitution of the general synod,
that in any changein the boundaries of the
affecting this province there be to the
ecclesiastical province affected the right to refuse
consent. This was unanimously concurred in on
motionofBev.‘é.VtVe.dG: tl; e ' i\n :
A provision adop y the house of -
tended to be a safeguard against ob‘]mlﬂt: :

changes of the constitution of the was
concurred in. It ed that if a proposition be

carried in the negative it shall be conclusive; ifim
“bﬁ p ” .xmi m:m'h,. .
and if lt.‘ ) be. A :ﬁlm{mg &

ceses may be required, ' It was.e ,
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