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DR, STRACHAN'S CHARGES AGAINST

Synod, toxorancr and msnoxpsty. Now both of
these, some may think, are very scrious charges,
especially as coming froma dignitary of theChurch,
against 2 body of men, who, although not bless-
ed with the inposition of hands episcopal, do yet
hold the office of religious teachers, pretend to
some learning, and are doubtless desirous of afar
reputation for intelligence and honesty. Imputa-
tions against the characters of such men should
be very cautiously made even in an address to be
heard by none save the Clergy of the Archdeacon-
ry of York. They siiould be still moze cautious.
1y made if they are designed to be published to the
world in ¢ The Church,” stamped with the ap-
probation of the Clergy, and a wider circulation
requested forthem by means o'the political press.
All this has been intended and done against the
Synod, and it becomes a matter of importance to
determine how far, or in what way, the charges
are substantiated. Then asto the first, ignorance:
The accuser is pleased to affirm on the credit of
his own wisdom, that there isno foundation for
the apprehiension that the Rectors have been in-
vested with powers incompatible with the rights
of the Scotch Clergy. Now some, and among
theee perhaps the Doctor himsclf, may deenint
high presumption in us to wispute lus interpretation
of a charter, which ke has perhaps read as fre-
quently as any lears »d person in Canada, and still
more because of his being a Professor self clected,
as rumor says, of moral and political science ina
University hereafter to become famous for its
great and learned men ; yet ncvertheless we pre

sume to assert that the Doctor’s declaration of the
groundlessness of our apprehensions, has nothing
whatever to rest upon but the credit of his own
wisdom. Letthe reader look to the words print-
ed initalics inresolution second, the express words
of the statute, and say whether there be notmuch
in them to crcate apprehension in the minds of
those who claim by anancient and sacred treaty
to be placed in a British Colony ona perfect cquali-
ty with the subjects of England in all matters, both
commercial and ccclesiastical. 'We are awarethat
one or two learned jurists,besides the Dr. have de-
clared that these assertions in the charter mean
nothing, and thatthey invest the Rectors with no
power detrimental to other denominations of
christians. But if language has any wmeaning, is
it not cvident that a very extensive right ishiere
created, and by a maxim of law cvery thing is
created cssential to the enjoyment of that right.
Theecclesiastical laws of England are essential to
the full cnjoyment of the created right, and there-
fore, in the clause referred to, they are construct-
ively enacted for Canada, This view of the com-
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prehension of the clausein our opinion s borne out
by a statute passed in the first Provincial Parlia-
mentin 179¢, in which French Canadian law rela-
tive to property and civil rights was abolished, and
the Jaw of Lngland adopted inits stcad. Inthe
6th section of this statute, it is ordained, that sub-
sisting provisions respecting ecclesisstical rights
or dues within this Province shall not by this act
be interfered with or changed., Now these sub-
sisting ccclesiastical rights or dues, are of two
classes : first these that belonged to the church of
Ronie, and this statute provides that these shall
continue to be recovered, uccording to the French
Cunadian law, and the usages of the Romish
Church ; secoud, the rights and dues belonging
to the Church of England, created by the Imnerial
statute passed in the preceding year, and these
were not to be altered, but should continue to be
recovered according to the usages of the Church
as cstablished in England. It seems to usthere-
forc that the English ccclesiastical and parochial
law is by these stututes constructively enacted,and
that the exclusive rights thercby conferred onthe
ministers of the Church of England, do create
certein disabilities against all who are not of her
communion ; or in other words, it places them in
exactly the same rclation towards the newly creat-
¢d Provincial Rectors, as dissenters occupy ia re-
lation to the Church established in England. We
hold farther that thesc disabilitics are not legally
relicved by any Imperial statute passed since 1792,
in favour of religious liberty, and that all not of
the Episcopal commuunion, may if they please,
groan under the burden of Englich ccclesiastical
law, as it stood in England at the time the act 81
Geo. 111 was passed—excepting so far as this has
been mitigated by the Provincial statutes respect-
ing tythes and the celebration of matrimony.

But. as it is not impossible that in this exposi-
tion of our legal knowledge, we may perhaps be
dieplaying our ignorance of the law, we engage—
if the Vencrable Archdeacon shall make it so0 ap-
peanothierwise than by lus own simple affirmative,
that the creation of parishes in Canada under this
charter does not compromise our civil and zelizious
liberty, if he shall make 1t appear that the Clergy
of the Church are notinvested by Jaw with 2uthori-
ty over other denominatious and not even aver
their own people except in matters purely spiritual,
by such demonstration of legal learning on his
part,time and opportunity suiting—toseek thebene-
fit of his first course of Lectures on Political sci-
ence to be delivered herenfter in the University of

Toronto. . .
But let us proceeil to cxamine the more serious

charge of hypocrisy.




