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THE ECCLESIASTICAL GAZETTE.
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proceedings of & meeting of the Church Society
of tho Diocese of Huron, held on the 13th inst,
as taken from tho London Protofype, is about
to mako its appearance in the Eeclesiustical

Gazelte. 1 therefore beg of you to give MO, 1o have moved that o committeo of thiy house bey

‘ ter, Lincoln, Lawdaff,
and Salisbury.

| THE SCOTCU CHURCIE, .

- The Bisior or Loxnox—It was my intention

' . . . .
St. Asaph, Bath aud Wells, f ozrlainlyp scem to vequire some consideration,

1 Your lordships are aware that in the reign of
King Qeorge IIL. an act was passed for the purposo
yof onabling the Archbishops and Bishopa of
England to conseerate certain persons, not subjects

room in tho Gazelte to say that, inasmuch  gppointed to take into consideration and report, of lier Mnjesty, to ofticiato ns bishops without her

ag tho report reflects unfavourably upon myself,
and as I abstained, as an nctof grace, from enter-

-upon the desirnblencss of applying to tho Legis-
.lature for some relaxation of thoso disalnhitics

, Majesty's dominions; and that under the provis.
t\ions of that act two bishops were cousecraled at

ing into the reasons in dotail which induced me hereby certain persons cpiscopally ordained to Lambeth for the Church of tho United States,
to writo to Mr. Marsh at all; I shall at the next | 4ho office of priests and deacons, who are ready to . During the veign of her present Majesty it has

quarterly meoting, with the permission of® tho |gubecribe to the formularies of the Church of;

Society, enter fully, into the subjects included in
my communication of tho 26th Dee. last; and I
doubt not but that the wholo will receivo its pro-
per, and & very different colouring from that
which it is now made to present.
T am, dear Sir,
Your obedient servant.

E. R. STIMSON.

DIOCESE OF MONTREAL-

T Riour Rev. Frasets Fuuronp, D.D.,
MEeTROroLITAN Bisutor oF Caxavs.—This dis-
tinguished and learned prelate, so justly cele-
brated for his goodness and piety of heart, holds
the high position of head of the Anglican Church
of Canada. Dr. Fulford is the second son of the
late Baldwin Fulford, Esquire, of Great Fulford,

Dovon, by the cldest daughter of the late William

Adams, Esq., M P., of Bowdon, near Totness.
The family is descended from William do Fulford,
who held Fulford temp. Richard I. The right
reverened prelate wus born at Sidmouth, 1803,
married in 1830, tho cldest daughter of Andrew
Berkeley Drummond, Esquire, of Cadlands,
Hants, graund-daughter of tho second Earl of
Egmont. Ho was cducated at Tiverton grammar
school, and subsequently entered Exeter college,
Oxford, where ho graduated B.A., in 1824, he
was cleoted a fellow, in June 1825; he received
the degreo of D.D. in 1850; was rector of Trow-
bridge, Wilts, fror 1882 to 1842; reetor of
Croydon, Cambridgeshire, from 1842 to 1846;
was minister of Curzon chapel, in the parish of
St. George’s, Hanover square, London, from 1846
till his consecration in 1850 ; he was also chapiain
to tho Duchess of Gluucester, and has published
sermons, and a work, ¢ The Progress of the Refor-
mation.”

In 1869 be was appointed by the royal letters
patent ““metropolitan bishop of this proviuce,”
and as such, is at the head of tho church in
Canada. His lordship is regarded as a bright
ornament of the church, and an eloquent preacher.
1lis languago is elegant, and his reasoning
logical, without any affectation or pedantry. Since
ho has been connected with this country, he has
done much to promote the advancement and pesce
of the church, is popular with all denominations,
and has endeared bimself to all with whom he
has come in contact. Hisservices towardsscience
and art havo been extremely valuable, and are
held in high estimation; so much so indecd that
ho has been elected on several occasions to high
offices in some of our best institutions —Cel.
Canadians.

FForcign eclesiastical Fntelligense.

CONVOCATION OF THE PROVINCE OF
CANTERBURY.
UPPER HOUSE—~WEDNESDAY, FEB. 12,
The bouse met at ono o'clock. The members
present were the Archbishop, the Bishops of

London, Winchester, 8t. David’s Oxford, Chiches- !

England, and make all the declarations required
by the law, are prevented from ofticiating in
|England and lrvcland. But circumstances have

;appointment of such a committee, I may, how-
lcvcr, take tho opportunity of making n few
jremarks on the subject,  Various representations
havo been made of late years, of mnore or less
Yurgency, from our brethren of the Scottish
Episcopalian Church, respecting the hardship

bishops of that church suffer in consequence of
Ithe present state of tho law. It does appenr to
“'mo to bo & very great hardship that whilst any
‘other subject of her Majesty, who is episcopall

;ordnined, can bo received as a priest or deacon of
i the Church of England, those who ave so ordained
lby the Dishops of tho Scottish Lpiscopatian
*Church are for ever excluded from officiating in
' England except for tiwo Sundays, or by obtaining,
1at great expense and inconvenience, a privato
" Act of Parlinment to enablo them so to officiate.
1| At first sight it scems to be a vory great hardship

'fing minister finds no insuperable difficulty in his

i way of becoming a clergyman of the Church of |

" England—that whilst o person ordained by a
‘i Roman Catholic Bishop, cven if that bishop be
“ officinting in England, and the individual be
{ordained in Englaud, finds no difficulty in ofliciat-
“ing in tho Church of England—our brethren of
' the Church of England in the northern parts of
' the kingdom should be subject to this disability,
~which can only be removed by an Act of the
{ Legislature. 'This relief has frem time to time
ilbeen sought by the Bishops of the Scottish
Episcopal Church. When wa consider the matter
' carefully, however, the question becomes a great
“deal more complicated; for although it is stated
! that persons ordained Ly the Scottish Bishops are
.the only persons labouring under this disability,
.an examination of the actual provisions of the law
- will show that that is by no means the case, and
"that the question is a somewhat larger one than
'in its simple bearing on the Scottish Episcopal
“Church. In drawing up my resolution [ aave
I therefore adopted words somewhat wide; for
/| besides those persous who are ordained by the
i Scottish Bishops, there are others who suffer from
‘I the same disability. Thero are, for instance, our
brethren of the Church in the United States.
Their easc is undoubtedly somewhat different
I from that of our Scottish brethren, in so farag
"they arc not subjects of her Majesty the Queen;
- but, according to ccclesiastical principles, their
fordere being perfectly valid, it seems undosirable,
funless from some great necessity, that an insup-
', erable barrier should be presented to their
(officiating, except in & very limited way, within
thisrealm. The necessity for a relaxation of this
‘bar has from time to time been acknowledged by
rthe Legislature, who have passed acts for the
purpose of enabling the members of the Protestant
; Episcopal Church of tho United States to officiate
and hold livings in England. DBut besides the
+t persons ordained by tho bishops of the Scottish

!Episcopal Church, and by the bishops of the
Protestant Episcopal Church of the United States, {

there is another set of persons whosc cases

occurred which make mo hesitate in_moving toy,

which it is thought tho persons ordained by the y

if that, whilst a person in the position of o Dissent-

been thought desirable to oxtend the power of
conseoration to the oflico of biskhop boyond the
provisions of the Act of Goorge 1lIL.  That act
» had provided that no one should be consecrated
to tho offico of a bishop or oxercise the functions
ofa bishop withou: her Majesty'sdominions, unless
he wore not a subject of her Majesty; but it wag
! thought desirable to widen the power, 30 asto
1 eaable tho Archbishop of Canterbury for the time
being, and the other bishops, to cousecrate to tho
oflico of n bishop persons whv were subjects of
her Majesty, as weil as persons whe were not in
1 that position, to exorcise their functions beyond
| her Majesty’s dominions.  Under these acts two
| individunls havo been congecrated Bishops of
. Jerusalem, one of them boing o subject and the
| other not being o subject of her Majesty. But
- the latter act contained o clause providing that
jjthe swmo  restrictions ghould Lo placed upon
deacens and priests ordained by the bishop of
. Jerusalem as ave placed upon the clergy of the
. Scottish Episcopal Church awd the clergy of the
.. Protestant Episcopal Church of the Unted States,
,, Now, with regard to these eases, the argument in
i favour of restriction is partly this—that if the
, bishop be not a subject of the Quecen, it does not
| seem desirable to give to those who are ordained
i by him exactly the same rights us are possessed
.. by those who are vrdained by bishops who are
., subjects of the Queen. But that that can hardly
. hold good as a general rule is proved by the fact
. thac Roman Catholic priests, ordmined by bishops
w who are not subjects of the Queen, arc in many
| instances admitted mnto the Church of Lngland,
:. receive orders, ofliciate, and cven hold onefices
iin the church. Then, on tho other hu.d, itis
i said that if persons are not bishops of tue Lstab-
. lished Church, it scems right to put some restric-
+ tion on the powers of thoso whom they ordain, so
;s to prevent the persons £0 ordained from bemng
. exactly in the same position as those who are
! orduined by the Bishops of the English Church.
Of course the Scottish Bishops are subjects of her
. Mujesty, and although there was a time when
i they wero supposed to be disaffected, the staic of
. aflnirs is now so altered that every ground for
such suspicion is gone, and the simple distinction
- is, that they are bishops of a church that is not
cstablished. The question raised is this—whether,
on account of their not being bishops of aun
! established church, it is reasonable that the
. persons ordained by them should be excluded from
| the excercise of their functions i her Majesty’s
ydominions ?  But thero remaing o harder caso
., than that of the clergy who are ordained by tho
" bishops of the Scottish Episcopal Church, by the
| Bishops of the Protestant Episcopal Church in
Y the United States, or by the Bishop of Jerusalem
| —thero remains the case of those who_are likely
,to be ordnined by bishops conscerated under the
' same act as the bishop of Jerusalem, but in really
totally different circumstances. That act isa
; gencralact, Itcontemplates this state of things—
; that from time to time the Sovercigns of foreign
countries may desiro that o bishop of the English
’ Church should be sent to minister amongst them,
jj and it points out tho way in which the Archbisho,
i, of Cunterbury, with tho full consent of the civil
power, may procced to consccrato missionary
! bi."iops who shall go forth bearing the Church of




