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having, an established Legisiature should foùnd -a Churcli calling themselves
inembers of the Church of England, they wo4uld be members of the Church of
England, they would be bound by its doctrines, its ordinances, its ries, and its
discipline, and obedience to them would, be enforced by the civil tribunals of
the colouy over sucli persons ; but if a class of persons shoukdin any colony
similarly eircumstanced eall tbemàelves by any othernjame, such as, for instance,
the Cliurch of So'uth Africa, then the Court would have to enquire, as a matter
of fact upon propýer evidence, what the doctrines, ordinances, and discipline ot
that Churcir were, and wlien these' were made plain, obedience to them would
be enforcedl ag,àinst ail the members of that Church. But the fitct of calling
thefKselves in communion with the Church of Eugland would not niake such a
Chtureh a part of that Church of England, nom would it niake the members of
that Clitireh inefubers of the Church of England. .If they adopted its creed and
doctrines, but 'repudiated a part of its ruIes and ordinances, they would be bound
by thoso which. they had adopted, and not hy those, which belonged to, the
Churcli of ângland but which they had rejected. It wvould, howvever, be incuin-
bent upon t'nem fuily amil plainly. to set forth what their mules and ordinances
were, and who accepted thein, in order that this miglit prevent doubt when
the courts of law were cailed upon to enforce obedi.ence to these raies and ordi-
nancs. The whiole of what I arn now stating is made very 1 distinct and clear
by the wliole of the decision of the Judicial Committce of the 1>rivy Council in
the case of "4Long v. Bishop of' Capetoyn." In that case the Judicial Committee
heki that Mr. Long lid bouud himself to the doctrines and discipline of the
Chtirch of' Englatnd, and if the obedience required ofiim by the Bisliop of Cape-
town hiad been obedience to the mules and ordinances required by the Cliurch of
Englandl, that obedience would have been enforced by the Judicial Committee.

Accordingly they enquimcd into that subject, and, having done se, hcld that
the obedience required by the Bishop of Capetown wr.s not in accordance with
the rides and ordinances of the Church of England, and that Mr. Long was
justified iu re-sisting the sununons of the Biehlop. This ivas, in fiict, the real
issue between the Biishop of Capetown and Mr Long, and the point is put dis-
tinctly and, as I apprehiend, quite cormeetly by Mm. .Long, wlio says in his
letters of the 29tli of Novetuber and 3d of December, 1860,,that a declaration
by persons that "1they are members of tite Church of the diocese of Capetown,
in union and ia fulil communionlwitht the United. Church of Englaud and Ireland,
and belonging to no other body, is, in h1s opinion, a declaration of vimtual se-
cession froni the Charcli of Eng-land." And ln anot.hèr place .Mr. Long 'states
that lie is a niember of the Charch of England, and not a member of a Church
in tinion aad full communion with t.he Church of England, which are, his
opinion, two separate aud distinct thiugs. The distinction is plaina bi
oas. Any Church cstablished by voluutary association rnay caîl itself union
and in fuill communion with any other Charch. A Lutheran Chnrch establish-
cd in- South Africa miglit caîl it.eîf in union and full communion with the
Church, of England, but the trutli of the assertion is a distinct matter. But if
certai perisons constitute :hemselves a voluntary association in àny colony as
meinhers of the Chur-ch of En-land, then, as 1 appmehend, !.bey are strictly
brcthren and members of that Churcli, though severed by a great distance froin
their native <cobtry and their native Church. They are bound hy the sanie
doctrines, the saine rules, ordinances, and discipline. If any recourse snould
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