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were onl> human accidents of it. These 
however the State could takeaway, and it did 
so, leaving the old established Church abso
lutely penniless. But its brief existence, even 
in poverty and destitution, was an offence. 
The tire of persecution from the State did its 

v Worst, but it was not able to destroy it. Fur
ther Acts of Parliament were passed, by 
which its worship was forbidden in any of the 
small churches and chapels which it then 
possessed, and was permitted to be practised 
only in the clergyman’s private-house ; and 
even then, the number of worshippers allow
ed to meet together was limited. More than 
four persons besides the family were not per
mitted to worship together at the same time. 
The penalty upon the officiating minister for 
transgressing this law was six months im
prisonment for the first offence, and transpor
tation for life beyond the seas, for the second ! 
Such was the condition of the old Church of 
Scotland up to nearly the close of the last 
century, while the Presbyterians were allowed 
to possess all the privileges, all the liberty, 
and all the endowments.

In spite, however, of all that was per
petrated against this ancient witness for the 
truth, it never failed to preserve unbroken 
the Episcopal Succession, and the priesthood 
never died out. When its cup of suffering 
was full, four Bishops and forty-two priests 
remained where, a hundred years before, 
fourteen Bishops and Archbishops, and a 
thousand clergy, ministered to the people of 
Scotland as its established Church. But this 
poor, oppressed, persecuted, though pure 
branch of Christ’s Church was able to exercise 
her spiritual powers in a way that her wealthy 
and powerful sister in England was unable 
to do. When in the year 1784, just a hun
dred years after the disestablishment of the 
Church of Scotland, Dr. Seabtiry went to 
England iqjrççk, for the United States, Epis

copal consecration from the Archbishop of 
Canterbury and the English Bishops, who 
were very reluctantly compelled to inform 
him that it was not in their power to grant it.: 
he thereupon sought consecration at the 
hands of the Scottish Bishops. And, not in 
a Cathedral, for they,had none; not in a 
Church, for the law prohibited Episcopalians 
in Scotland from worshipping in a Church ; 
but in all tipper chamber in the city of Aber
deen, three , ticoitish Bishops met fori the 
Bishops of Aberdeen, Moray, and Ross—and 
consecrated the first Bishop of what is now 
the greet and flourishing Church of the 
Uni|e4iStates,, at the very time when the 
severest plena! statutes were in force against 
the Church of which these three were 
Bishops. Tb# Bishops oif .the Scottish Church 
also consecrated Bishop Luscombe in 1825 
for fce benefit of Englishmen in Paris ; after- 

I they consecrated a Bishop for the 
liver Territory# when obstaafaft occur

venerable Church of Scotland was able to 
make use of powers which the Established 
Church of England was not permitted to 
exercise.

IS THE DIOCESAN SYNOD A 
FAILURE !

WK

obtain the Qupen „ 
the Archbishop of Oantarti .ryfto oonseorate a 
Missionary Bishop of Madagascar, Bishop 
Kestell-Cornish was consecrated by the Scot
tish Bishops in St. Paul’s Church, Edin
burgh.' Disestablished and disendowed, the

do not mean to ask whether Dioce
san Synods, as we have them in this 

country have failed to extend the borders of 
the Church, and give efficiency to her minis
trations ; for these are only some of the ob
jects supposed to he aimed at in the institu
tions to which we refer. A principal inten
tion of those who first proposed the formation 
of such assemblies is understood to have been 
to endeavour, as far as possible, to popular
ize the government of ecclesiastical commu
nities, in such numbers, and spread over such 
tracts of country as may he found most conve
nient, in assembling together the members 
or their representatives in certain central lo
calities. Arid the benefit expected to be 
gained is to interest the masses more fully in 
Church work, to secure their co-operation, 
and to ensure an entire satisfaction with such 
arrangements as may he made in furtherance 
of the objects of the organization ;—it being 
supposed by many people who fix their atten- 
more upon theory than upon fact, more upon 
what things ought to be than upon what they 
really are, that these regulations and laws in 
which, directly or indirectly, every member 
of a community has had something to do, 
must give very general satisfaction. This, 
however, every one has had plenty of opportu
nity to discover, is a great mistake.

In seeking an answer to the question at the 
head of this article, if we connect it with the 
former among the objects to which we refer,
the reply must be that Diocesan Synods, con-
... irrimnoo u-cmi MOTsjuw ,.stituted as we have them here, are an entire-
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the Church, and have
not been long:enough, ’m.existence to enable 
us to determine whether they will ultimately 

.be successful m prompting her extension and 
efficiency or not. 'in regard to the latter ob
ject supposed to be kept in view, that of se
curing a general satisfaction among those 
who have been most forward in invoking their 
aid# there are several Circumstances of very 
recent occurrence which bring tis to the con
clusion that of all the miserable failures that 
have ever taken place, that of our Diocesan 
Synods piust take a foremost rank. Of course 
no one will Retend for a moment that our 
practice in this respect has a New Testament 
sanction : and, consequently, we know not 
what has become of the doctrine The Bible, 
and the Bible alone, is the religion of-
etc. Nor have we met with any one wïjio,, 
after the deepest research into aÙ the nooks 
and corners of primitive Christian life in the 
early centuries of its existence, can venture to
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in the sacred soil of Palestine, or among the 
deserts on either siâé of the land df Egypt. 
It is an innovation, a purely modern inven
tion belonging entirely to the age in which we 
live. And we say it belongs to.the age, be
cause it is especially the product of two such

dissimilar and distant parts of the world as 
New Zealand and North America, and was 
never known in the Church till after the 
American War.

We were led to direct our attention to this 
subject by several circumstances connected 
with the late meeting of the Synod in 
Toronto ; and from finding in connection with 
that meeting that those who are accustomed, 
the most frequently, to invoke aid from the 
sentiments of the masses entertain so large 
an amount of dissatisfaction at the results of 
their appeal. And now, again, comes a most 
astounding piece of intelligence from the 
Diocese of Montreal, which seems to be 
perfectly unaccountable. We give some 
particulars under the head of . Diocesan In
telligence ; and we must confess that the 
circumstances there referred to have led us to 
think more seriously than ever upon the con
stitution of our Diocesan Synods and the 
measure of success to be expected from them. 
If there were any among us who entertained 
a whole-souled faith, that is one absolutely 
perfect and complete, in the organization of 
the Primitive Church as we have it in the 
New Testament, the estimate thereof being' 
corroborated by very early and very sufficient 
testimony, such men would as little expect 
the Divine blessing upon our human and 
wordly attempts to improve upon the Divinely 
revealed model, with the repeated efforts to 
patch our bungling substitutes for that model, 
as they would expect to gather figs from, a 
bramble bush. And without a blessing from 
the Head of the Church, the most finished 
and the most beautifully perfect arrangements 
we may make must be utterly futile ; while,
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outcome from our Diocesan Synods.
lere are several remarkable features about
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elect the Dean. But we feel inclined to ask, 
If the Dean had à' right to be a member of 
the Provincial Synod, Why should ttie Montreal 

Synod elèct him at all ? Or, if an election 
was necessary, and it was their duty to per
form that impôrtatit business on behalf of the 
Dban, how is it that the said duty is not 
mentioned in the C&tidhs of the Diocese, or 
at least in the adeftess delivered by the Met- 
rdpotitati; the Bitfhôp of Montreal ? In Eng
land the Queen issued a conge d’elire, and 
forthwith the Dean and Chapter of a cathe
dral1 are bound to elect a nominee of the 
Crown for a vacant bishopric ; but we cér-


