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" DIOCESE OF MONTREAL.

A mecting of tho Clergy of the Diocese of
Montreal, and of Lay Delegatesfrom the several
congregations, called by circular from the Lord
Bishop, to take into consideration tho necessity
or propriety of establishing a Diocesan Synod
for this Diocese, was held in the City of Mon-
treal on Wednesday, the 16th of January, 1866.

Divino Service was celebrated in the Cathe-
dral at half-past ten o'clock A.M.; Morning
Prayers wero said by the Rev. Canons Gilson
and DBancroft, the Lessons wero read by the
Rev. Canon Towasend, and the Ante-Commu-
nion Scrvice by the Dean, Archdeacon Lower
taking the Epistle. A Sermon appropriate to
tho occasion was preached by tho Lord Bishop,
after which tho Holy Counnuanion was adwinis-
tered.

At ono o’clock the Clergy and Lay Delegates
assembled at the National Schoolhouse, under
the presidency of the Bishop.

Rov. B. J. Rogers was appointed Clerical
Becretary, aud J. Armstrong, Esq., Lay Sece.

The names of the Clergy having been ealled,
and the certificates of Delegates having been
presented, the following lists were drawn up:
those iu italics were absent:—

bbotsford—Rov ¥ Hobf » J Drake, § Bacheldor;
Aylmer—Ttev. J. Johnston, Q. J. Marston; Berthier—J.
Armstrong, J. Bostwick, Bromc=—hior. i, Lindsay, L. M.
Knowlton, 1. 8. Forster, Chambly-Col. Aus' 1, Major
Campboll, C.B , Chiristleville—HRevy J A Meleod, W Mo
Ginnis, Hon.RJones; Claroncevillo—Rov.Canon M, Towa-
send, A H. Vaughap, D. Derrick, Clarendon—Rev. J. 8.
Sykes; Cowansvilio—itor.d C.Davldson, Cotedu du Lan—
Hey. J. Mountain, A FPerry; Dunt Rer Jos. Scott,
8. Baker, Thos. Sdby; Fdwardstown—Rov, E. Q. Sutton,
J. Charters; Farnham—1Liev.W.Jovaes, Guo. Adaros, Frost
Vﬂhqio-kcv. D, Liugeny, Asa Forster, Granby—lley T
Machin, Dr_ Abbott; Greavitle Rev C Forest; llemming-
ford—Yeov T Muson, F. D. Fulfonl, G. N. Johnson; [{un.
tingdon—Rev. F. 8, Neve, J. Morrison, A, Curningham,
Henryrille—Itor. b, Dulernet, 3. Martin, Lachine—Rev
J. Flanagan, Col Wiigress, Mr Newman: Lacolle~Itev
J Coruwall. W Rawinan, Col. Hoyle; Lapratrie—Rov. R.
1 Qolls M bo—1Rov.d.doC.u'drady , Hon, J.Pang:
man, E. liaown, Milton—Rev Q. Slack, C Gillesplie,
Montreal. Cathedral—Revds Dean Bethuune and Arch
Lower, Hon G Mofatt, Ilon Judgo McCord; St. George's
Chburch—Revds. W.T. Leach and \W. B, Bood, J. Crawford,
1. J. Gibb; Trinity Charch—Rev. A.D Camybell, J Camp
bell, Geo McReo, St. Stephen’s Church —Rev R R Bur
rage, J Knox, Mr. Gough: $t. Luke's Church—-Rev.Canon
Qilson, Hon. Judge Aylwin,J, S, Ferris, M.2.P., Now Glas.

w—Rev. A. Lockbart; Ormstown—Rer.\V. Brethour, A.

I. Camapbell, A N Reonle; Rawdon~—Rev C. Rollit, Jas.
Swift; 1{usscitown~l!ov..!. Fulton, Wm.Barrel; Sabrevois
~Facan; St. Androw's—Rov. W, Abbott, Il. Schnelder, J
Wainwright, Jr., St. Atmand, East—D Westover, St Ar
mand,West—=Rovds, C.Wetherall and R.Whitwell, W. Rob.
crts, Hon. 2 Moore; St Jobu's—~Rov. Canon Bancroft, B.
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forget they were Lefore God and man. 1lis ' regulationg, since no lnw forbade it; therefore
Lordship smd ho was glad to see so many of the | the Lill must be intended to give n fegal sanction
Clergy and Laity present. It was true there, to something not now sanctioned by law.” Sub-
wero somo who wero absent; but, considering | sequently the present solicitor-general (Bethell),
the present atate of tho weathier, ko was glad to | Sir Fitzroy Kelly, Mr. Napier, and Mr. Stepliens,
8co 8o many como together. It was a pleasing | on special npplication from the Bishop of Ade-

Mootizambert, 1. Coote; St. Martin—Rer. T. A. Young,
Dr. Smallwood, G. L. Mook , Sheford—R. A. Ellls, Sher
rington—Yacant; Vaudreuil —Revy Jas P'yko, R Shepherd,
Garrison Chaplain—Rev. ¥ J Rogers, St Hyaclotho—
Rev. J. Godden.

After prayers had been said by his Lovdship,
tho Right Rev. Prelato procecded to state tho
objects of the meeting.  He said thoy were met
to dcliberate on scrious and eolemn matters
effecting not only themselves, but others: they
were met to take measures for the improvement
of tho position of the Church, and they must not

ovidence of the great interest taken iu the ques-
tion before them by the members of the Church
in this Diocese.  They had already had the mat-
ter under discussion on two previous oceasiyus,
and ho trusted that their present proceeding-
would result in somo benefit to tho body of
which they wero mcmbers.

Hitherto the Church in this Diocese had been
strictly o Missionary Church, presided over by
o Bishop paid by a Society in England. But
that stage of its existence was passing awny,
the funds provided from home wore being with-
drawn, and new rules beeame necessary in erder
that the Church might carry on her work.  Still
the Church in this Diocesc was truly part and
parcel of the Church of England, tied to that
latter Church by tho vows of the Bishop and
Clergy, and by tho Liturgy and Services which
were used, and acknowledging the Queen's su-
premacy and the spiritual superiority of the
Arclibishop of Canterbury.  But in England the
Church had a system of discipline, &e., which
was wanting here, whero at present everything
depended on the will of the Bishop, and his abil-
ity to curry out that will, subject to appeal to
the Archbishop of Canterbury.  In this position
application had becn made to the British Par
liament to pass such laws as would cnable the
Church 1n the Colony to provile what was want-
ing. That request was immediately assented to
by the Church aod the Gusernment, therefure,
ho presumcd, Ly the Quecen. A bill to that
effect was passed through the House of Lords,
but was stupped in the House of Commons, be
cause if the act had passed, it was said, it would
have created a regular church cstablishment,
with the authurity of an imperial law overriding
tho law of the colony, and placing the Church
of England iu a position superior to that of any
other church. A modified bLill was again intro-
duced in order to relieve the Church in Canada
from tho effect of the Act 256th Ienry VIII ;
but this was also thruwa out on grounds similar
to thoso upon which the other bill had been
rejected.  Then came the question, what was to
bo done? In 1853, in the debate on the latter
of theso “¢Colonial Church Bills,” the attorney-
gencral (Sir F, Thesiger) had stated, in his place
in parliament, ¢ that the Church of England in
the Colonies was in o most disadvantageous po-
sition, deprived of privileges and freedom of
action possessed by othier denominations and by
the Mother Church.  This avose from the Colo-
nics not having the ccclesiastical rights which
exist in England, especially the jurisdiction of
spiritual courts; in consequence of which the
Coloninl Bishop bad an arbitrary and irrespon-
gible power. Dut, as in his opinion, the act of
submission (25 leary VIII ) did not apply to
the Colonics, it was not nccessary to perinit the
clergy and laity there to assemble and make

Inide, gavo tho following opinion +—

» Weare of opinion that tho Act of Submission
1(25 Henry VIIL c. 19) does not estend to pro-
lutnt or render illegal the holding of Diocesan
| Synods within the Diucese of Adelaide
(Signed) s Ricunarp Brrare,

s Frrznoy KrLLy,

“ Jogprll NArIER,

A, J. Steppens.”

And if Synods are not illegal in the Colony of
| Adelawde, we may cunclude not in the Colony of
Canada.
y  The object sought was merely toregulate the
) hscipline and tempuralitics of the Church, with.
tout interfering with any not in her pale.  Jtis
1 smid that diocesan synods in the Church of Eng-
laud had not been held since the Reformation,
1 and, therefore, should not bo held now, That
i was & mistako. They were held in the Diocese
- ot Norwich until down to the great rebellion; in
, St. Asaph, and also in Kidmore by Bishop Bedell
11n 162y, % when Canons were passed, Lord Strat-
, ford bewng then Lord Deputy of Ircland, and not
1 having any legal power to present it.  And very
ivecently a Synod had been held in the Diocess
cof Esceter. It is true that the Church in Eng-
land being the establishied Clurdl, if sho wanted
1a church disciphine act, ur church building act,
i she applicd to Pariiament thruagh her Bishops
yand gutit, so that discesan sy nuds fell Lito dis-
use.  Stll m every cuse ke that of the Colovial
i Chiurch, when ceasing to be the state establish-
ymeut, as the Church i Suo laad and in the
j Umted States, such Synuds sore found neces
1 sary aud continued to be keld.  They had also
tbeen held mn the Diocese of Suldur and Man,
i which was not uader the junsdiction of the
| English laws; where tho oxceilent Bishop Wil-
yron, 1 1703, framed & cade of ccclesiastical
1 constitutions, which he read to his clergy, and
y which were afterwards passed into 8 law by tho
1 authunties of the sland.  And speaking of that
1diocese, Lord Chancellur King said, *If the
1 ancient disapline of the Ciiurch wero lost, it
might be found in all its purity in the Isle of
Man.”
The members of the Church would not have
1approved lis (the Bishop's) conduct if he had

thus brought down a whole body of coustitutivns,

*  In Scptember 1633 ho (Bishop Nedoll; eonvencd a
Synod, in watch he made wany cxerllent Cannng that are
«t1l} extant, but offonco was taken at this by some who
woro in power, and who questioned tho tegahity of the
meeting; aod ome talk there was, cays his biographor,
of calling him in question for it eltuer In tho Starchamber
or 1lixh Commission Court, but his Archdeacn Thomas
Price, who was afterwands Archbishop uf Cashiel, gave such
an account of the matter as satisficd the state  Archbishop
Ushier ferald to havo advised thoso who mored to havethe
Bishop brought up upon this charge to let bim alone, lest
1 he shoutd thereby boprovuked to sy worefor lumselfthan
§ nniy of hit« aocurera could eay aga$ost himn "—8cu Buract's
Lifs of Bishiop Badell.




