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Lnglish communion thero wlmlo\'cr; of joalousy."
ignoranco, and anti-Briush feeling thoDutch popu-
lation hns hapycmd to includo. It was just t is
combination that overpowered Sir Harry Smith,
avd all Jaw, loyalty, and order on the, spof, and
Her Majosty’s Government at home, at the timo of
tho 1ocmorable anti-convict struggle.  And allow-,
ing for mnn]y honourable exceptions, no doubt, from
among all classes, it i3 tho =amo "union of forces,
cmboldened by tho indeterminatenees of our torins
of Church mewbership, and the .pt%pondmnco in
particular parishes, under cover of nowinal member-
alllp, of ‘tho Indepeadent and Presbyteritn clo-
ments, and strengthened now, mdreover, by the
possession of represontative ‘institutions froni which’
xhe gcntlcr and wore conservative class of citizens
far too much aloof, that has-never ceased to
barnss tho English Church at the Cape: _though not
always with equal® effeet, since its first indomitable
aud dovoted Bishop began, nine yeare ago, o rouse
its members to their dmy In order to tho exact
truthfulness of this account, wo believo that it is
only necessary to add the remark that the castern
nrovinces, speaking generilly, svo at oncé moro
Eoglish and less denocratical thaa the westerti; apd’
that the Wesloyan Methodistsi” who are by far the
most powerful of the dxseentmg communions on tho
fronticr,~have never, as a body, shared in the uae
fair spirit which has so severcly tried the p:mcnco
of our’apiscopal brethren'in'the-west.

Any one who will make fair allowance for these
facts hos the real eluo to the opposition which the
Bishop of Capetown has just experienced in his
endeavour to conveno a diocesan Synod, including
u representation of the lity, and may form a Jusz
opmwn of the measuro of bis success. The follow«
ing particulars appenred woith recording for their
own sake. A suhmary of the proccedings of tho
Synod iteelf wo hope to give in somo fatare number.

The Synod was summoned in November last hy

.a l’astoml lefter from the Bishop, ectting forth his
reasons—many and urgent ones—for convening it,
and proposing that the main principles of the Arch:

Lishop's Bill, since embodied in the Victoria Charch
Legislation Aet, which received the Royal Assenta
year ago, should regulate at once the form of the
coavention and tho- subjects of deliberation.- In 2
word, .it was msde clearcthat the- laity wero to eloct

beir own delegates, subject.to tho limitation that |

vnly communicants wero eligible as delegates; that
all persocs cl:ummr' to vote should, if not communi-
cants, first make a  declaration . thnt 1hcy were mem-
lscxs of the Church, and not members of any other
religious, body H and that the lay delegates, 59 cho.
ren, wero to be éntitled to an equal voice with the
Clergzy on all matters to be submitted to the Syrod.

Tt was aleo mado clear that tho inteation of tho Sy-
nod was not to disturb, or evea to, discuss, the
existing .relations of tho Diocese’ to- the ‘mother-
Church'; still Jess to meddle with tho. Book of-
Gommon Prayer; -or any of .the great.acknowledged
formularies: of doctrine—purposes for *which, as
being only a diocesansSynod, *as-weki -as: for other
still weightier reasons, it was declared to bo wholly
incompetent ;- but simply to tako counsel together
witbyg.yiew to some joint conclusion on points of
urgent practical moment, upon which the Bishop
Ead Litherto been forced to bo bis-own irresponsible
adviser. . Among these, the. questions. of tho ap-
pointment, snpyort and discipline of the Clergy,

the tenura znd managemest of Church property, and
the desirableacss, or otherwise, of secking tho -as-
sistagea of the Colonial Legislatare for earrying out
the objects of the Synod, ho.d a coaspicuous place.
Une can scarcely conceive a,more reasonablo, propo-
sal thrown_into, = more unexceptionable shape.—
Opposition,” however, on the part of throe _patishes,
and of portions of two others, indugurated in all five
cases, appareatly, with tho sxgmﬁmnt omission of
ans declaration of Church membership, and stimis
Jated anceasingly by the ultra-democratical and dis-
<entipg press, resulted in tho'refusai of five. parishes
vut of nincicen to seod lay-delogates, and of three
out of: from twenty to thirty clergymen o take part
in the proceedings, -and consequently in their being
yenmitted to absent themselves...- Ono parish, halfa
Missionary station, appcars- to havegeen too-feeble-
1o producc a _competent delegats. Tho rest of the
Diocese. in shors alinost 2s meny; probably, as dar-
ed 10 commit themselves..to: a¢distit® .avowal of |¢
(,lmrch-mcmbenblp. seem to havo been unanimous
and hearty in support of their Bishop, and-in favoar
of the Synod.  And of the issue, moral and pmcn-
cl, we have no inisgivings.

Upon ono feature, however, of lhxs oppos:txon'
% woull fain add:a word or two, which may be
usefcl to other colonies besides the Capel Tho
chief run of adverso argament in’ the- parochxnl
mectings was against the {egality of Synodq. and on®
xhcxr mco-np*ulnluv wnb tke.? auprcmacv of tha
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Crown. ngo L‘pposlto o was ndmlmbly und lcom--
cdly sustained by tho Bishop ;% but ono of the
most useful results of this part of tho discussions
was, that they olicited an olaboratp opinian on tho
Jaw. of .the caso frem. tho. Attornoy Genceral of the
colony, ‘ovidently an ablo mnn, and, beivg uvowcdly,
no Clitrcbman, afi irbpariial 'ang, o mdy suppose,
Jnto tho bargain, _Wo rdgret that avo bavo, not spaca.
*to give this oplmou in exfenso, but tho. followmg
maf' bo ‘rulicd uponi’ss 3 faithful‘abatract of it. =

t is tho opxnxon of tho ‘Attornoy General, -

1. That, in tho absonce of an duqual:(}mg
law, tho mombers of the Churcb of: England of the
Cape, Joy or .clerical, . aro - ontitled ~tor tho” same
Hibesty of meetivg for pohhcal’ social;’ for'Feligious
purposes, as tho rest of- Hor I\Injcstys sublects ;
and that no such disqualifying law oxists.

2. That, if tho Act.25 Hen. VIIIL. o. 19 docs
not extend to the Aust;glmu colonies, which,wero
acquired by settlement, “and which, thorefore, carry
with them s0 much of the etatuto snd common law

| of England ¢ as is applicablo to their situdtion’—

and it is tho ?mwn of high_legal authoritic .at
homo that it locs not, extend to lhom—-u fortiors,

it docs not extend t’tho Cape, “whicki s acquired

by cession, and which, therefoxe, . preserves, uccord.

ing to English lar,, xts former laws; unless abrogntcd

bythe Crown or Parliament.

3. That tho oonthluhou, Jaws, mnd usagc; of tbo
Chuorch of " England are not matfers’of law af the,
Cape, to be Juuxcmlly taken notico-of by the courts
of tho colony, but matters of fact, like tho constitu-
tiun, laws, and usagésof tho Wcs]oynns or Congre-
gatnon:hsts, to bo mqmml into as often as m:l‘;
question of a'civil natars shall s .pending wi
which-they ehall bo mixed up. Whenee it “would
follow,-that the colonial ;laws of .the, Capo, kuow,
nothing of the Synod-of tho Chureh of hnghnd

4. That tho colonial law of the Cape can impose.
10 restriction upon any Synod in regard to the sub«
jeets which it might discuss or profcss to.regard. . ..

5. That no ralo or rognlauon "of 2 Synod at the
Capo conld affect the civil rights of apy persin who
had not agreed to the rule or. rcoulauou in question,
or undertaken to be bound by it, whether ho azreed
to quit it or not ; that, therefore, pro!nbly. no Synod
would bo’ cﬂ'ectunl mthuut ns.ustanco ‘of tho "legis-
latare. - - < -7‘,-‘_, ‘ .?:—'» _:“""“'. 5 .
6. That the statutes of emacy havg .nok tho
force of law at the Capo, - and that o, set, them up,
in any way would be contrary to lnw, and subver-,
sive of tho political equalily, of ll, Churches .,nnd
denominations in the colony and tb:\t the Quccn,
as bedd of the Chureb;’ is rclatcd 'to the, mcmbcrs ‘of
the Cburch at 'the’ Capo only a8 tho Pope is_ related
to the Roman'Catholics'in the co'ony. ar "tho Wes-
leyan Conferedce o the” Wesléyans™

So thas it appears highly probable that tho South
- African 'Bishiops have, really_no légal Lold on any
-of their Clergy, nor the statute or common law of
England any hold on Bisbops or Clergy, other than
they may bavo on a colanial Mcﬂxoazst or, Quakcr.
Where does‘the remedy lio if ‘not in Synodxc:d .ac-,
tion ? No colonial Bishop, wo conccive, has seen
the difficalty more clearly, or met it more decisive-
I5. than the Bishop of Mclbourno. And yet the
nced of a colony sitaated like the Cape is manifest-
Iy greater thanthat of any colony ncquxrcd by set-
tleinent. . Joe. .

* Chicfly in along co: dcneo with- Mr. Sartecs.
1We have carefuily his correspondence, and weo
think thatthe B.shop could searccly. have declined it In
the first instance, and that he bore. himself throughout it,.
under frreat pmromon ‘with ths utmoss faxmus, COpIiesy.
and patienes.” - - BT 2 § DO -k R
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TIOUSE.OP LORDS—~TIIx: §COTCL _RPISCOTAL CHURCK,
On T.ord Redosdele mon'vv on Thursday the sccond
reading of = privato bill toallow the Rev. Alr. Shep-
berd, a clergyman ordiined in the Scotiiih Episcopal
“Chureb, tn hold a bencfice in, England, the Earl of
Shaftesbury objected on the ground thay he would not
‘bave sobicTibed the three amc!cs.of the: tbmrsxlh
canon, one of which sz jor‘h (hc royai wpnmacr.
The Bichop of Bangor md bdox\. a clergyman could
bu admiited toa - bcneﬁce *ho; must: sobsciibe-all «the*
‘oaths p.reseribed by the'canohi® “The-Earl of Shaftes: |
bury opposed 1bb second readinz, becaors dll clgray.
men holdihy benefices inEngland should ‘sobseribo to
the sams anicles. Lonl C.mpboll said-that if it were
Tlghf at all 6 ‘admit Asicrican or Scotmh prscopa,
ordained cleraymen, thers oughl o bo'a gcncn] act -
Afer somg further corvemhon, ‘tho bxll wan read-a
second uu’:,c,’Lord Shafxcabury mng nou»e Jthar” be
sbou!d | move it it bc refemd nto a .‘!clcct com'ml(co b

"he u-w of” mlroducn" 8 vcncral mcasun
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\,&’ ma'r:ns MoO; z\r, (uu'mmn\ BILL,,
* Tulsbili- passad through comhitteo lato on Fndny
night, afler an unavailing prottit from Lord J. Man-
nors.  DIr. Horsman oxplained that the incownd. of.tho
Seclosinstical Comminioners for Ireland was' £89,000,
whilst their oxpenditure, including the .‘.‘.12,000 for
Ministore’ Monoy, was only £97,000, otill lnnvlng a ba-
lance 6 £2000: MF Hamilton inehied that nevorihe-
‘lasy it Was Alfpolistign ol tho Church, as,if, pradented
the (,oggpuuoncn applyiog sho monoyto.several.im.:
portant truste yot unfulﬁllcd Mr. Butt,asa Protes-
tant, was glad. to get Ha'of 1ho ithpost. 8ir A. H. El-
ton regrotted.that: @ yvornment;had not brought eomo
wise and comprohen.ivo plan before“tho bouse for eet-
plms. afl theso Irish grants, and 'not bo cohtinvally
igiving Prolutcnu a viotory over Catholics. or:tho re.,
vcmo—lbo Orangemon baviug thewr innings ono night
aud the'Catbolies: -auother. N

On ‘Chursday. Lord. Palmerston announced thnt tho’
Noulchatel treaty has been actually signed. afsw-davg
proviously, and that the, dispute, between Prossia and
Switzerland wight now be conndered savisfactorily
scitled. a4y 1

Sir Jobn Pakington bas given notica of, lbo follow-
ing motion for Tbunday week :—

“ Tbat the prosent systew of popular educauon in
Eogland is procarions, uncqua! and -muﬂic:cnt, aud
it s thereforo desirable, «to ,empower- local bodiés o
raiso and administer rates in aid of fands for education
which may in such' localitios ‘be derived from™ Parlia-
mentary grants, private subsoriptions, or payments from
children, duo provisién being made for secaring the

rights of conscience of all religious s Jenominations.
WW“\\\M -
GENERAL ASSEMBLY' —-nr!sco_?.u. AINISTERS 1IN
BCO‘ILA.\D
Thoe next bosiness was the' fol!ovmg overtnrs fromn
tko Synod of Lothisn and Tweeddale ;—% Whereas,
it appcars from a paper cnmled ¢ Bubo;u (Scotland)y
ordered by the bouss of Commons'to be* pnnted 17th
February, 1857, that tbero is reason to apprcbcnd
the introduction of'3 Bnﬂ {ato Bariamént,” fo témove
¢ tho restrictions whichi at prasent attach to Episcopal
miuisters ia Scotland,” and’that"the ‘%id"Bill would
irjuriously affect the, interests. of I’ramunb:m, and
the.coastitutional :w&ts ad pvllg"cs of<the Chuorch
-of Scotland, 1t 13 humblr overinred “by-the Syfiod of
Lothian and ‘T'weeddale, to the Geueral Astembly in-
dicted to meet at Edinburgh on «tha 21st-insty to ap-
- pornt a Committee to watch over -any * such measure.”
2 Mr. Phio, (alasbiels, spoke at considerable length
in suppor: of the overture, and. moved- thasappomnt-
ment of 3 Commitice’in terms: ¢f the ‘samessn
- Mr. Cunningbam, Crieff, seconded tho motiob.
- * Sbenill Tait conld by no means consent to” énter-
l;umn« an overture which Teferred to a bill, the con-
tents of which they did not know. Ho moved, thers.
Ll'n:n'c, that the overture be dismissed samphcdcr.
{ Dr. N‘Pbersan, Abemccn, foraumllar reason. se-
1conded the mouou.‘,"‘ SA
. Mr. A. S. Cook, Procnralor, ia :racmg tbo bistory
+af the restrictigns imposed upon:the Episcopal Church
in Scotland, said that it was charged with bLeiog an
intolersnt Charch, which charge bo thooght was in-
formal. o believed that tke Chureh of England was
“| theroughly Protestant, and if this Bill wis passed, the
Episcopal Charchin Secctland wocld become:much
“less Romish thanit was. Ho could not'ses tbat it wcald
m any way interferd -u.h ths n~bts of, tho Church ot
,'Scolland. “ b
! Professor Swmton md that ‘the Scotch E;uscopa-
hans Iabourced under disbilities to .which.no other re-
lmons bodics were snb_;cctcd' zad vm'c .n outcrv
now to be raised, when o real harm was'to Bo feared
.at afature time, when imininent danv?er'm to bo
apprekended, the cry of aarm might bs unhecded.
He slso spoke in oppomxon 12 any mouou for’ “having
a committee appointed to waich over any Bill broaght
into Parliament which mizht interferd with'rights and
libertics of the Chiifch 6f Scoland; ¢ ™ i
, Dr. Grant moved—+ That the Gcnc:al As:cmbl\'.
'winlc feclingly alivo to° auythmg !bat may-mjnnon-lv
| afféct the iaterests of l’rolcslanwm.» and r..solrcd to
-defend the constitational .xights and. tiberties, of this
; Cbun.‘x when pnbhclv assailed, do’ not foel c&llcd ’upon
2t the present timo 1o tak¢ the sish To rccommonded by
tho overtare, angd acconhngly dismiss thé moiion.”
Tbe motion was ecconded by Mr. Cook.
Mr. Pbin, of Ga!ashwh, made-a rcplv, “sftexr which
tbe mations were put, whea, tbat”of Dr. Grant was
.carncd. W
. DELOIUSS. -
1 ‘Lhe debata in the Chambcrs on (be bill;agthoiizing
!l:-.- tenuro of real §i properm bv.n:nnxonl and chamablc
| ipstizations, a3 been cont mucd Tuntil’ thc cxcx crment,
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