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ENOLAND.-With the instinctive feeling that the decisions, of a1l Çhurcb
counicils would ho against thern, the Arians of old were always great Church-and-
State men, i.e. wvere always in favour of appealing to the Stato to revise the deci-
sions of the Church. So it is with the Colensotes and free-thinkers of the present
day, who moroover are endcavouring te hring to their side in this matter such*timid
Church mon as thoso wvho fancy that freedom frorn State interference in niatters of
faith, means rebellion -against the lawful Sovereiga. Dissenters of ever.y persuasion
regulûte their oivn ecclesiastical affairs witbout the assistance of Iawyers or logrisia-,
tors of adlverse religious opinions. The Protestant Episeopai Church in *the States
of America manages to flourish and grow without the sha dow of sueh interference.
The Profossor of International Law and Diplomaey, in the University of Oxford,
has lately publied sorne most able -"Rernarks on some late, decisions respeeting
the Colonial Church," i. e. those of the Judicial Cornmittee in the two cases of
" Long rs. the Bishop, of Capctown," and in the inatter of the 1'Bisbop of Natal,"
and in tho case of" Bishop of Natal vs., Gladstone and others, Trustees of the
Colonial B3ishiopric's Fund." In the course of a niost lucid and closely reasoned
argument, tho Iearncd Professor proves, that in these Colonics.where the Church is
not establishced, and whero the Crown posseses no power of legisiation, (in
inatters ececlesiastical,) the Bishop bias no legal statu.,-no legal jurisdiction. He
is as a Bishop, subjoot to no legal jurisdiction. Ho can, as a Bishop, express no
legal authority or suprernacy over others, nor 18 he subjoot to any. The Crown
bas no power to clothohimn with a legal status. And aIl this follows from the faot,
that in such Colonies the est.ablisbed (Jhurch forms no part of the Constitution.

"I1 arn strongly porsuaded," ho says, in conclusion, 1>1that whatever we may
tbink or desire; whatevor troubles or difficultios the Colonial Chureb may have to
encýuntcr ln time to corne; whatever theories rnay ho spun, or expodients iniagined,
noit'h or jucinot of Courts nor ncts of local' legislatures, nor statutes of the lIm-
perial Parliamnent, can establish or perpetuate in the Colonies an ecclesiastical su-
premacy of the Crown over a single denomination, and I should sec witb' regret
endeavours in this direction, which must, as I think in the long Mn inultiply cm-
barrasments, and only end in failure."

The Professer is not insensible te the dangers te wbich the Colonial Churh-
se situated-way atpresent ho exposed; but he thinits such dangers ha7pe been
greatly cxaggerated, and that wbatevcr they may ho the .remedy for.them; is not te
ho found in a Central Court of Law sitting in London.

Tho bond of union betwecn the Mother Chureh of Engyland and ber daughters
in the Colonies was by sonie thought te ho the Royal Supremacy. This, as we
see, bas now utterly given way, and dangers of oery description appear on every
aide, so long as we blindly trust te and grasp after it. Our true bond of union-
that which bas stood the test of experience-is that which resta on a common faith.
Lt held the primitive churches together against the foerce strokes of heathen perse-
cution. Lt was proved sufficient ïo holdl together and draw constantly dloser together
the Churches of England and the Churebes in Scotland and America, and this
under far greater disadvantages than any which now beset the Churcli of England
and ber daughters in the Colonies.f

Iu patience let us possess our seuls, aud: with faitb aud prayers seek a solution
or' the present diflreulty in the aipproaching Pan-Anglica Council., May the Ioy
Spirit guide its deliberations.
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