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Hlect_not the man best fitted for the office of! plered the House to come to & decision as speedily ! Apostles. By this plan the Synod would still
ishop, but the best for that of Metropolitan. || as possible, as much time had been spent and || have the power of approval or rejection, and the
car, hear.) DBoth on the question of number | delegates were going home. . |i bishops could not carry any thing against the vate
ad that of the qualifications or quality of the!| The DraAN oF MoNTREAL stated ke voted in{l of the former. This would tend to bring hqm}qny
ishop (Mr. Baneroft) would oppose the amend- i favour of the canon ‘when on the committeee, but |l into our councils. The principle of the primitive
Rent, He was opposed also to its unsettling |; had since changed his mind on hearing the debate, || church was that no bishop should be forced npon
tffect. As regards the question of feeling, their! and was now prepared to vote for the amendment. Il 3 digcese without their consent. IHe thought
Bympathies and affections should paturally cling | There wasno proposition brought before the com- || Rey. My, Palmer’s amendment ;!ppeared nearer
Yound one man as their beloved and venerated || mittee by which he could see how they were 1o}l to 4 specific solution than any thing yet brought
ishop, and the diocese should not be liable to | preserve the rights of the Diocese of Montreal, i forward. He would rather, hOW‘*_V‘;]": thely ‘{‘Olﬂd
% distracted by having to choose three men .should that be o l{ﬂﬂ-Pefamb“l“‘Or.Y Metropolitan ﬁ have some other arrangement whic :ou;d deswc;
Or the office of bishop any more than a man “;Sce. The .prmclp]e' reason fqr .Ins changing lns‘.’», the nomination of motropolitan in the t:nn IS 0f
8hould have to choose three wives. (lear, hear, | views, was involved in the receiving of the letters (' the pighops, and the acceptance in the hands o
80d laughter.) Iow could the delegates from patent.  He felt they should not commit such an [ t)q synod. - of th
this diocese ever throw away their right of elect- * indignity as overriding the letters patent, unless . Ryy My parmen then rose, as m?ﬂ]r of the
Ing their bishop. What right had they to do . there was an absolute necessity. !Sut in :u_]optmg":\memlmenc, to close the debate, by rep y;ngﬂto
80, They could not bind the diocesan synod to  this mnendm.cnt the necessity in question wus"’ the ohjections which 1131(1 been made to n., ln llg
their action in this respect either, The two  done away with. o .. . lifirst piaceas the question, whether the 58\(]}8)0“ !
Questions were totally incomsistent, and he had 8 The ProrocuTor #aid it appeared to hfs mind * be perumbulatory or not: soconq?’wxiss‘) OP“Q%
Seen no plan yet by which they could be coa- ! that it was attempted to change a fixed See to 8. the firest place for the Metropolizieal See; ar;
lesced. The twenty names inthe committee which ' changing one. It h.n(! been said the othcpdmcgses ! third, how were they to re.concxle two aparently
rew up the canon represented every portion of | would not be satisfied to sce the Metropolitan | conflicting rights ?—the right of th]i lsynod to
€ province, and all its various opinions, and ~See fixed here, but he believed they would be legislate in the matter, and the right of the syngd
hight justly be regarded as representing this o satisfied in time. Hg had seen great changes i of the digcese of Montre:&l to elect its owr bis-
ynod’s views. |" take place in pubhc_ opinion eveu since they had “hop.  Mis (the speaker’s) proposition, as set
Several voices—No, no. i entered upon synodical action. All the luym.en i forth in the amendment he had moved on tl}e pre-
ev. Canon BaNCROFT.—A majority of the; he had spoke to on the subject of the elective I vious day, was, when a vacancy occwrred in the
Committee, 15 he believed, having agreed upon i principle, l'md expresse_d themselves entirely dlS-;‘ office of metropolitan, to present thg names of
is canon— il satisfied with the working of the system of elect- | three clergymen to the House of Bn}hops and
Rev. Mr. Ror (interrupting)—The positive[‘ing bishops. j and  from those three their Lordships would
Tote of the committee bad not been taken.)i Several lay delegates signified their dissent‘{select one as bishop of Montreal, and he would
here was a sort of negative vote taken, Byt if!from the laymen referred to by the Prolocutor. . succeed to the office of metropolitan. It had
8 direct, positive vote had been demanded, he ! One of thelay delegates said, they were perfectly ' heen stated in objection to this amendment, that
believed several members would not have voted ! satisfied with the system, in his diocese, and . pyep if it were adopted, it could not be made
&t all, while others would bave voted against the ! hiuted that the Rev. gentlemen had spoken to - binding on the gynod of Montreal—-there_would
Teport. He himself would not have voted for. parties living in a diocese where the principle had ¢ 4 security for its performance. But in ans-
the canon, ‘ot been sufficiently tried. i"wer to this he might say that if they adopted
Avortier Mewmper.—Why did you notsay soij The ProLocuTor continued—With respect t0° the perampulatory system, they would have no
at the time? It s not right to throw out such. future chauges of sentiment he believed the ‘security for its permanence, because no legisla-
Bta'tements at this stage. tendency would be towards unity and CONSErva- i tion in the matter can, in the nature of the case,
he Draxy or MoxnrrEAL, asked was itnet tism. He believed that this city was emivently | bhe final, In any future session the Provinciak
Dossible that some of the committee who voted 'fitted fur the purpose of a Metropolitan See, as Synad n.ﬁgbt repeal it. He thought that the per-
fo.r this canon might have since changed their it was now, and would likely continue for & long ' 5arence of any arrangement on this subject was
Minds on hearing the debate?  Ile, for one, period, if not the civil at least the commercia] 'altogether dependent on the consent of both the
ad. . metropolis of Canada. The presence of the prosincial Synod and the diocese of Montreal.
Rgv. Canon BAXCROFT, continuing—It was im-, deadening influences of Romanism would be It would not be wisdom to adopt any measure
Possible to say whether in 20 years or so showld angther argament in his mind, for bringing here | that might be found objectionable to either
3 vacancy oceur in the Metropolitan See QH.S’ vivifying influences, and he looked up to the | fjouse. In the second place, he wished to ask
Sity would still be the best place. It was PUSHl- agsembling here of the synod as likely to exert ! was it at all likely that the diocese of Montreal
e the province might ke extended into Rupert’s vivifying iofluence, (liear, hear.)  He could | would object to an arangement which secured
aud, and the population greatly increased, and jnat look upon this question in the same discour- | 4o them the metropolitical sce, and the exercise
Other circumstances a]sp much altered. He wl:ts aging light as l{ev. Canon Bancroft. The English | of their rights as electors so far as to assure
:Ompelled to concur with Archdeacon Blf;{llg 18 langunge and literature was spreading among i them that no one shall be appointed to be
¢marks upon the Romish influences prevailing in " the French Canadians, and a missionary euter- || their bishop who is not the object of their

hig city, and the character of the adherents of the, prise was in full operation, for the purpose of own free choice. But he is willing to add
omish church. The deadening, palling influence i bringing that people into our own church, The ' to his amendment the words, ¢ if the csynod of
of Rome as regards our church, was strengthen- | ps5.ofon was young yet, but knowing that our doc- ;j Montreal shall not present three names, the
Bg day by day, under the ultramontane mﬁuenceu trines were the truth, he also knew that this being |’ right of electing the metropolitan shall be vésted
Upon ug; and the act of the last legislature cut- {go they must prevail. Could they help hoping‘;fin the House of bishops.” Another objection
ting us away from our brethren in Upper Cana-i . 6 progress of the English language and their [ made to his amendinent was that it would prac-
3, and ]Paymg us to manage our own affairs, | Protestant literature and sentiments might be | tically vest the election of the metropolitan in
ad left us without a ray of hope that we should brought more and moreinto connection with French | the diocose of Montreal, the diocesan sy-
&ver excrt any great influence for the Protestant ‘{Cnmuli;\n minds, and that they would in the end || nod might elect one eminent man, and two
tause in Montreal. Those who had like himself); pooail,  The progress of the Subrevois Mission " others utterly unfit to be either bishops or me-
ten born in Montreal would have !"“rked the | 3would shew there was hope, and that the constant (; tropolitan. But could they for & moment sup-
Bteady, onward progress _of the Romish ehurch, | yqmission of convertsinto the church would make ' pose any christiant assembly would adopt a course
Which progress was terrific, and threatened to ) ypiq city still more impor:ant as a metropolitical | so unworthy as to nominate men who were not
lbsorp every other influence. And, therefore, as i'see.  With regard to the precedent of the African fit to preside overit. Supposing however, thgg
3 legislator for the whole church he was not 1 Church cited, he would ask where could they | this course was adopted, he thought that it
Pl‘e.pared to sny Montreal should he the Me!m- ;find in all bistory a case in which, after a metro- I would be competent for the Provineial Synod t
Politan See for ever, although at the same time ') nglitan see had been fixed in any one place, that || determine that a diocesean synod that aited in
® would like to see it here. When a vacuucy . gpe hecame migratory. Did notall or the majority || such a manner should never o
oceurred here let the diocesan Synod meet and ' of the sees resolve themselves into ‘

xal Ay iment. by fos be able to repeat
o . | xed sees, the || the experiment, by fixing on some o

:;ejt_ their bishop untrammeled by any influence, ! tendency being to fix the see in one place. . Ile | the metropolitical soe gAnother ol%el::gozeeh a;

o if fit fo‘r Metropolitan let hmf be appoi.ted ; | desired to advocate the ancient principle, which‘ been made by the Rev. Mr, Holland, who g %d

lita ot the bishops meet and appoint s Metropo-  wag, when o vacancy ocourred, for the bishops of | that the House of bishops should send down tawo

l'evn' In any event' the lfrovmcml Synod coum{ the other dioceses to meet together in the vacant || names to the syuod of Montreal and that if that
it oro¢ Whatever action might now be taken when | see and take counsel with the diocese and after- | synod should reject them both, th the H

t seemed best, (Hear, hear.) ! ish i s (] oth, then the House of

Rev. Mr Woomrcm}. and @ lay delegate im-| wards elect a bishop. Thxg was thg principle | Bishops should send down two more. Now he

. Mr. y g i followed by the church ever since the times of the lwould ask what would be the effect of this pro-
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