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ilsif povtc i dd not intcrfre with the fl ]sis judgrnent, in furnistîing the menins of mnxim In lawr tlînt no prorogative or tlic Crown

prový,is o put f r is guidance. flut thia m iglt sîtisfntorily carrying o jt tho ulcisions of th o coild bc nlilislied unless hy express w ords. Ile
lavolvo0 a- irng foîl. nies, and thoreforo it wvas Court of Aptîe.is iu tho court below, nnd purusti- fourid no sucli express words fur thint purposo in

,,,thtîath .li -genrninagement jan" go"'l gevimi. isig <liat court ir it did not carry ont tiio.qo ileut- the t;yîîedical nects. Comtîprismi liait been mando
ment" roforrcd to ivas vesteil lit ano.tlir body- longs. The ln.4t point ýis-wiîetiser decibions of %viîlî liperinil laws, repente(l by provincial sol,
thoc rupruseotative body of al tlie diocoses. Tue bi court wvoutd bu final. The MetropolItau, by but tiese ncts werc pa.secd by lise Queo licrtilf,
words iu tîmis Provincial Act were taken rroîn tle its patenît, lind jurisdiction, and 1< irns stnted t lint tvIizs ceiild, or course, modify or rcpenl the laws
Impcrial Act, enipowering Colontial tegislattires tiatjurisdictioo should bo final. Tho object of wli ato bail made. But tho Synod rla wsia mura
te dont wçlt1 questions nffec<ilig the Colonies. 0f ttîiq. tio doiîbt, %vis to gise Ille samoc Opportiiiiity corporaitionl, whicli couil (Io iiothing except what
course, tioso irerds weru slightly n1ttrcd to suit or uiigjusticeton pArtynappealing front cliarge it was nuthîorised to doc. le doubled vcry niuch
tbcir peculiar circunistaiices. ho Provincial boure, ns iwoulil bu nfl'orded by an oppent to tie wlîuther tc Syoll possessed <buso grent powcrs
Synod nov stood, lionvuver, ivitti regard to th i% rctibishop) or Canterbury lioiseif. But thero wnhich Mr. Comerom hl i sscrtcd for fil, wlio
legisiaturo of Canada lu tho saine positiont s i th vra no pover te say tho decisin of tlic Mutro- nppeared tabe Vi t tht<le Synod could do aOy
leg-isature of Canada formncrly stood te Engins)(. polititu sloutit bo final. Nothinig <bey could thing ilînt il ptenatcd-couldl cvcn nbolish tho
Tho logisiaturo of Canala uxisteil ouly iu its (Io would over-ride tho provisionîs cf tîu in.- Mropolitain digi<y wlîîct Ilie Queen bild crcntcd.
lcgislative capacity by virtuu cf an Aot ef Imiporial pcriiil statute, nnd niu decision tîpru would lic o i e ia oepeso uhrttr
liarliamnent, wbicb gave sauthority to tbu legi8la- fluait to priercutt an rappeal te t1io Jiuilcinl Coi- 1,opinion; buit 1we repented <bot hoetliouglit tlic
turc of Canada te niaku laws for thc guuierali mit<c ocf 1 le Privy Council. Ife tîmonglit eynoli slould do nothmiig Otint iras doubtful, and
managemeunt andl good govurnînu.it oft <le pro- cveryttîing <it inkedl us close to ttîu grcntjýiich mniglit give risc to grent inconveniece
vince. If it did net say a single ivord about Empire te wtiich re, beloog stîeuld mut -ii î liereaftsr.
Courts of Appeal, or tho crctioii cf courts, or approbation ;m hoi hieutieved it iras a greatl, 11E:v. Mn. lo~Nt said thnt it woutd ho a grand
coutiinuanceocf courts; noerthless under tlic privitege te be abde te fel ttiat if WCe had hum niistaku te appeinît a Court cf Appeat, and flnd
power cenfurred by tbat Act <lie Legistuîtureof ut wroiged by nniy judgment livre, wue could invoke ont nfturwards tint lise bynod lînd nec poiver.
Canada could eruet a Court of Appeat, and neo lite nid of ttîu best nuinds te bc foimnî ii Noir thre certainly %vrr grave deîîbts on tlie
cither bore or lus Engtnnd had evur caliud iu ques- i tint council te have tint judgment reversed. iiuuhjct, and if ttîcy tooked loto tho matter It
tien <hle tgatity otr a course0 tîat tîad a<tered 1 lic wGoîtd ho unwitting te do a single tiog ivliict, %vould bu foîînd <tlint shoe ilas certiiil3 ne powrer
and amendud <lie Couîrts of App-tal. Tlîey tinîl, 1 ivoiiut iave <lie effeut of rumioving from us <lh.it te conîpût ivituiesses te appuar lis tho lofurior
ccnsuqueotly, ovury riglît te ere a. Court of i avenue cf rudress. The mijority cf the coinmit- Jicourt. Upon irtint grouncl, thon, ceuld the Court
Appeal. Cuîîtd any onu iniagine tiat aclergymian tee ivere aigreeuipen ailt <le points te whtich lie eý f Appeats procedî, if <hure ivas no muns of'
in Canada ggatilst Mlîoin a judgincnt tiail becut liait rofèrred. Oîîly onu meiiiber tind dlisagrucd, obtiining uridenco on tlie inatturs wiicti ttey haid
Yendercd, slîould ho dtlvtn acrcss tlie ilttantie te % vitti tho oChers on tic second point, And a mem- Jte declilc. Agin. suppose t1ît un appeal beibg
ebtain redress, Whoun thero wals irithin ths pro- ber tuid doult as te <bu powrer cf tlie Synod te 1. ade, tho bi"lîop stîoutd sny, I de net care for
vince sa loir cf <ho stato irliet dect-ired tîat the establish a Court of Appuuîl, itîito a second iras your j. - dgmen< i appeot adverse <e my jîîdg-
rrovincial Syood baad the riglît te tegislitu for ttîe nlot prepared te give ]lis opinion. The assessors' ment. In tbat case <lie Synoai irs <l, you Must
rcneral management ndi goad geveroinent of tlie %vere proposcdl siipty for tlie purpose of giviug go o* tic secuitar courts ta compelth<b bistîop te
ebtîrutu. The second question wnas-ccuîd <boy Il <lîir Lordshtips such information on) points of 1 fÇocIo tlie juigunent of tie Court cf Appelais.
Whbo -wrre nly delegates toltlieSynoil ttîuîîîselves, b1w as tîcy niight iict tîemselves bu posqse.sei %Vas <bot irbat they wumnteul? lie vould shrink
take the powrer out cf a general body nnd invest cf. The court ivcutd avait itself cf thuir lnor- jfrom sucti a stop.
it in aparticutar body, Ont this question tihure Ivec. uO;îtion, but ivoutd at <lie saine lime decide upon lion. J. Il. CA3tsnto, said tint unlcss thcy <ricd
ne dhlturcisc cf opinion in <lie coîonittee, whti ai lis eutil jîidgment. Tho lion. Mr. Canîscron sat te ustoblisti a Court cf Appeuls, they coulil ocrer
fuit tbat a comamittee, appoitîteil by a guncral body, fldoiro nmid toifîd applaîisu. teti whtettier tlcy hîad t!îo powrer or net. A coin-
was iimvcstcd iritti<lie irle povur cf ;bat 'fM n. Justice %IcCoitDqeaid <he subdeut motter îni<teo of lawyers îvoutd ont- dift'ur.

boudy itself, andl <bat <hura couid bo no difficulty of<lie discussion iras a uestion wirbht iras pur- Re,. Mr. DIARLING seuil if jere irere ne dî'occsarn
'urliatoyur <ioder their constituîtion iritti regard iffectty ner ta thora. It band nover, been brouglit courte, no courts uf appe,, urouti bu required;
te this matter. They wrould find lit irulil bu a 1î tis xcupt in <lie Diocese cf Toronto. lie lîad ne but <hure iras a Diocesan Court io Torconto, irbich
dfinIîty <e have to doel wuitti uvcry case before 'doubt tlie inatter lied heen minutely exnntinedl by iras vury nctive, and if i7rong iras dune <here, no
V. large assumbly liko tbis, oîîd <ho cemmittuec 0hos geottemun virbo brougflît 1< up - but therc~ menus of redress existeil.
vure -f opinion tînt it ivoutld1 bo exclusive or tirals one question on wiriul lia ires oct prcpnredî Mr. Il. TAYLORL ttouflît <ho liberties cf <ho

absomilu delegation cf tlie Pei-vers cf <lie Synodt ;t<ogive any opinion-iras Clure powrer conferred, people of ths coutotry wrr invoircil te al gret
but just tho saune us if a cemmittue of Synod by tlic 2iid clause tc estabtisti a Court cf Appeal? extent in <bis motion; and <bat <lune for delibura-
ivoere inresto'd <umporarily ith its poerr; and 'lie had s<rong doubts on tlie question, land vould tien ouglit te ho givun. Ife never tcnew cf a case
tho censeqtienco iras a cemînittue ivould have tic liku more ltue te invostigate it. cf a court cf eppeal bcbng e.<ablishied uxcept by
riglît te acti 10 <at way. Viti regard te, anotlier Il Rer. MIr. PAL.%ii< imiquired if a charge ivcrc a sovereigo leffislt<ire, or in virtue of. direct
point, the cominittée irere of opinion dint ne br,)ughit agaitist a clergyman, might nutte bc uhoiyfntshlgýIuradastijsie
p<ritussesn livnt noc te a fofte Court of Appeal bcal f1 defe.,tod <lite bishep arising fromr 'want et nu appeal freun <lie di.)cesanwitesss, t te Curtof ppeil an lierefere Igiring judgment against flmu, andl wi<hîdrawing ceci <s, i< irns quille las possib>le tint wrong iroulilit iras <bat lic (31r. Camuiron> tmad givun notice~ bis li-ense. ho donc by a court cf appeaul as by a court of tirst
et bis intention te imove in Parliemeiit for tînt jlion. J. Il. Câmriaon replieil thast <hure coulditdance.
poweur. But ut course if <bey lînil net suci ' bu ne nppelai Whouent<h bishîep ivittidrairs bis Btev. ïMr. BALFouit s.id bu did net tlîink <bey
pouyer, tltcy ire depriveil ofet cit et ho strong- jicenise. steood teru n i unembts of a i.to<e cliurcli, dcei-
est means et ennbliuig <bu <rutht of ny cause te AninygeT <lie iii<erflurcncof et<he socutar cout!-. But
bo properly elici<ed. WVith iregard to a Court cf -'h diocean jorisdic<ion hcing, in its nature,
Appeal, rittcnçdùnce et iius3es iras ne sacces- Tt buing eue o'ctock, tlie meeting iras boire ecclesiastieai, sa must be the juribiictton of tho
sary, beeause hure ne iritXCS5C3 coutil bc adjpursuil for un fleur andi a haIt. lcourt et appeals. lu tlie early <lunes eft<ho
oxamaineil. l<ih regard <o <ho POir of uuiforc. t îurcb <bure iras a court of appeal ; but the son-
ing tLe leecees of the Court, tLo ere unnus FE OON SESSIO N, tencei ef ttîat court, as of ail church courts thon,
ly ef opinion tînt <hure WUa sucti p oier. 'w lien- COURT Or APPL'AL. irere net carried out hy scîlar interférence; but
over tlue liw gave nuybody any auttiority te -lct. Juîdgo McCon» salidlhie deubteil tho powrer ef, being et la ucclesiastical nature, <rere carried
<ho lav aise provideil a remcdy; becauso i< was tlic Syîiod <e mako a Court ef Appe.al. out only by ucclesuestical au<bority. Ice tbougbt

a rel-kueiu otaxint la lIaw <bat thora iras no Mr. I'ENTON ireUî more an omeodment <o roerI irithout the court eof appent tic loirer <rihunals
wrong wriMout a rcmu.dy, and areotîter iras te tue <lus canion to a cemmittee. W1hen grave doubts' - outld be usces, as gîcat injustice Might bo
cifet <bat <ho lair gave, te noboly lie powrer <otecIÇre etîtcr<aiuned, even hy a jîidge o! <ho lanild ii <teit ndvdaset irithout aIse enforcing -rhiat tic 'Y nigbî do, nas te tîu clipacityetf<lue Syncit te croate a court:. Ber. îdr. PALSEra <hîought ;f oin of'ender vrere
just as in ttiO upse cfjoisît stock compatlies irithi il iras tint desirable <liat tle Synod smoutld pi-o- brougtît befere a ceurt cf appeal andl sentenceil
respect to <he transter cf stock, ieliih ivoulil bc coud rastily. flesides, tie ceot'osso<l tînt lie stiared te a penalty, anif i11 îubsuquentty oppenrcd <bat

.enferced Ly <he prcess of <ho courts. Thlî Iin tlieso douhîls. Tiiere tuad been a Court ofd<the proceudings we<r0 oltegcettier nug-n<ory, it
diocesan court iroulil be etligeit te, ablide b' <lic Appunts, crcated (als ire unîtursltand> hy imperial 1-irutld bring great cotempt upon <ho churcb.
dccisioaf et tic Vreinci,9l Synoil, nud if tie forumer nct, andi yet it iras noir salil <int the Synoil hftd il o timerefers tîiougtit nu application shoutld bo
suspetîdeil a clergymnan lie irould bave the ligtitl reccired aîucri<y te alter tint hy tlieanetseof tiemade toe t egishcuure foranuthority <o croate al
te appei te tus court. Tliere ives no difllcuty, j Provincial Leg7tiatture. But ti c eceit w<ias aj court et nppeal, net subjeet te eoy of tic doubts

iih neir existed.


