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Frast yo tho Lord forever ; for in the Lord Jehovah ia everlastiog

—1salay xxvi. 4. "
Trust yo the Lord forever, .
He will fuil you never, never. []
¥rom the direst guilt He laveth,
¥rom the deepest want He saveth.
When the deroest storm s raging,
Ho dith tivd the power assuaging ;
When tho seati-lnil on us dwelleth,
His the waid its naght dispelisth,
When we uear the ulph despuring,
Hedoth ~ aw His Jove repainng.
When in taid o life w s tiourish,
And do prui ;igh-wanton nounsh ,
He dort wata ot conuny sorrow,
Life to-duy and death to morrow ;
That we may 1lis med'une borow.

Trust ye in the Lord forever,

He wiM 1ail you never, never,

Naught 13 there s power tasketh,
He will give whoever asketh ;

Asketh with a firm relymy,

¥echoy sufe of hind replying.

For Hix sons Bis love ue'er sleepath,
Constant watct and ward He heepeth,
Night and day uo evil neareth,

Wtcm Hus ungeed guand appeareth,
Them who tarry he unpelleth,

Who retuse, His love compeileth ;
Them who wander ho returncth,
Gauns by love His luve who spurneth :
¥or the health of all He yeamncth.

Trust ye in the Lond forever,
Ho will fuil you never, never.
Lack ye wisdom, e aupplicth ;
Lack yo unswer, He replieth.
Aroye hungry, then He feedeth,

ore He gives tnan hunger needeth ;
Full and lounteous hoard Hn spreadeth,
On His guests all blessings sheddeth
Ho thy Llesting-place when weary,
Heo thy Mope when carth is dreary,
Ho thy Light when gnefclouds lower,
Hc thy Peace wlhen war hath power,
He the Salve tune eve that cleareth,
Ho thy Heuuty that endearcth,
He the Juy thy soul that cheereth.

Trust ye inthe Tord forever,

He ol fail y ou never, never.

He tiy Swounl of proof in danger,
He thy Home when care worn strapger,
He thy Calm no storm disturbeth,
ke the Charm tiny lusts that curbeth,
Ho tiuy Mouck the luods that stayeth,
Ho the Bond thy debts that payeth,
Hus thie Name thy foul foe dreadeth,
He thic Way thy due foot treadeth,
He thy ‘Truth 5o foc reproveth,

He thy L.fe no death rmoveth ;

He thy Bliss all thought suspending.
He thy Roboall light transcending,
Ho thy Crown of lifc uncnding.

‘Trust yein the Lord forever,

Ho will fil you never, never.

Ere the subtile venom harmeth,

He the lurhing sting disarmeth.

He the wrong long-suffered nghteth,
And who patient wait regaiteth,

Hope, then, though thy night be darkess,
Help is nigh cre yet thou markest;
Thouph at eventide 1s sadness,

‘With thie morrew shall be gladaess.
Trust, then, thuugh thy mind disputeth,
‘Truat, then, thengh thine eye refateth
He from out Hs hidden treasures,

Shall bring forth His unknown pleasures,
Thought of man not over measures.

—X. Y. Churchman.
T Religious (Histellany.
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AUSTRALASIA,

Tus Bishop of Sydney’s Circalar, publishud in
thoe Guardian of Sept. €3, baa called forth consid-
erable expressiou of fecling, and a meeting was beld
in the parochial school house of Christ church with
teference thereto on Monday ovening, July 13.
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Tho chair was taken by the Rev. Canon Walsh,
who bricfly oxplained the objeots of the meeting,
stating that ho was desirous of obtaining the uubias-
sed opinion of the laity whother they should take
up the question oi'a Syaod themselves or wait for
Bishop Barker to obtain the opinion of Bishop Per-
ry on the matter. It would bo remembered that as
far back as 1850 the six Bishops of Australasia ex-
pressad their opinions on the importance aud neces-
8ity of establishing Provincial and Diocesan Synods
for regulating the affairs of our Churob. In accor-
dance with these minutes stops were taken by Bish-
op Broughton in 1852 to give effect to the prepo-
sals of the Conference. The subject was brought
before all the clergy and laity of the several parish.
es of tho dio. se. aving obtsined a unanimous
opinion in frvour of synodicul actiin, the Bishop
took a voyago to England for the scle purpose of
removing tho obstacles to the assembling of such
Synod wbhich then oxisted. His life fell a sacrifice
to the undertaking. An Episcopal interregntm of
early three years succeeded, duriug which pe siod
nothing wasdone. The vacant sec was at last filled
and for wore than two yeurs many of the elergy
aod luity have been lovking forward to the openiug
of the subject alresh. ‘I\.unger cxperienco only
thowed the unsati-factory nuture of their present
pusition. It was not improbable that the support
now received from the State might soon be lost,
und therefore” they ought to be prepared by self
goverament and scif relizuce to mecet all emergencies
as they arise

' The Chief Justice then rose, and in an able
speech declared himself in favour of the immediate
establishwent of a Synod withou: waiting for the
Bishop to consult the Bishop of Melbourne. Hav-
ing recupitulated former proceedings as related by
the chairman, his Honour refered to the Declaratione
of the Clergy in 1852, and the petition submitted
to the Queen diawn up by Bishup Broughton, a
man of great exporience, great caution, sud great
capacity of taought. The Peclaration comw 'nces
thus :—

** * We are of opinion that there are many ques-
tions of great importance to the well being of the
Church 1n our province, wbich cannot be settled
without duly cobstituted provincial and d:iocesan
Synuds.” Tolerably pluin this, tolerably guod au-
tbority. It then goes on to state that the functions
of Synods are * to consult and agree upon rules of
practice and ecclesiasticul order, within the limits of
the province or diocese, aad to conduct the process
necessary for carrying such rules into effect.” Ia
short, it declares that » Synod bas power of legis-
lation. In considering these questions, a discussion
arose whether the power of the hity should be limi-
ted to temporalitica only—and whetber the clergy
and laity sticuld deliberate as separate bodies—or
whether they should meet and deliberate together,
and vote separately.  On some such grounds a gen.
cral meeting of the laity was heid in the Royal
Hotel, and an opposition to the plan of the Bishop
was ruised ; but the opposition was coufined entire-
ly to matters of detail.  Tu the report of this meet-
ing we do not find that anything was uttered unfa-
vourable to the principle of a Synod. The general
and united opinion of tho Church of England in this
colony was in faver ¢f a Synod ; the object of the
petition was to enable the clergy and laity to ¢ pass
ruch regylations, rules, or canons, 23 might beme.
cessary, fit, and convenient for the honour of Al-
mighty Gud, the good and quiet of the Cburch, and
the better government thercof ; to be observed, ful-
filled, and kept by the Bisbop and his successors,
Ly the whole clergy of the dioecse, and all other
persons being members of the said Church.” Thus
this petition shuws that the same opinion of the ne-
cessity of obtaining for tho Church powers of legis-
latiou, maintained in the Conference of 1850, was
also maiotained without abatement in 1852. Woe
may infer trom what has sinco taken placo that the
Bishops bave not changed their opinions.  Thus,
when 8t. Panl's College was established, in the
view of possible difficultics, it was determined to
cffect o uoion of sentiment on certain terms. The
Bishops of New Zcaland and Newcastle thought it
desirable that the warden ard other olergy connec-
ted with St. Paul’s College sbould be placed uoder
the sawe ecalesiastical discipline a8 tho oiber clergy
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of the dioceso, and it was nccordingly agreed that
thoy should be subjcct to tho rules and laws of the
Synod as soon as it should be established.  Hence
we find the following among tho fundamental Jaws
of that college, arule to this effect. I merely quote
this to show that in tho year 1853—that is one
year after Bishop Broughton's departare, the Bi
shops of New Zealand and Newcastle still contem-
plated the idea of an early establishment of Church
government by synodical laws. The next step in
the matter of a Synod was taken by the Bishop of
Melbourne, and at bis instance an act was passod
by the Legislative Council of Viotoria in 1854, to
authorise a Syunod, and aid it with Legislative
powers.”’ .

In ono point the Chief Justico could not concur
with the Melbourao Synod. They deolared they
had no sympathy with the Cavadians in desiring to
he.zo the clection of their own Bishop. Hoe did 10t
deswe that the appointment of their Bishop should
remain with the Crown  Oa this question he had
¢ very strong opinion :—

** I consider it one of the ehief adrantages of a
Synod that we should have in it a body with full
powers to make and vulidate such cleciion. I do
not imagine that any evii, vut ratber much goosd,
would result ‘ om our eclecting our own Bishops.
I bave no fear that it would create unseemly jea-
lousies umonyg the clergy. 1 bolieve that it would
tend greatly to elevats the standard of clerical qual-
ifications jo general, und w ald open a field of
Jaudubls ambition to wen of cuersy and high cha-
racter.”

Syuod: had been established in three out of the
six diveses whose Birhops met in 1852, in Mel-
twurne, Auclaide, and New Zcaland ; in Tasmann
the first step had been taken, and in Ssduey and
Neweastle slone had nothinyg been done.  They hadl
the precedents of other culonies before them, sine-
tioned by the Archbishop of Canterbury.  Wha
could tho Bishop of Sydney learn from going to
Melbourne or Adelaide 2 The whole of the pro-
ceedings at the Synods of these dinceses bud heen
published. He would not convert them, and he
could obtain no advice that e did not slready pes-
cess. The idea of a Synod had been suggested in
1850, and since examined and canvassed in all it<
Leurings, and there was really no reason why it
might pot at once be carried into effect :—

** How can it be said that the consideration on
the subject 13 premature ?  What end or objects
can be gained by merely asking us the question whe-
er we shall yet longer deluy 2 We are already the
last.  Cun we be more than the last 7 Will there
be dissensions 7 What harm ?  Are there not dis-
senrions now which are paiuful to contemplate ¥
Are there nut discussions painful to har, and which
would not exist if a Synod existed ¥ There is at
least this advantage in a Synod, it would enable us
legitimately to express an opinion that a Bishop way
be wrung withouu encountering suspicions. I do
not understand why Bishops are so sensitive on this
point. They are not infailible. They are 2s liable
s ert as other nien, and why they should object to
hear'it said 1 really do not know. The office of a
Jjudge i not less imjoriant or less responsible than
that of u Bishop. The lives, the propeity, the hap-
piness or misery of nusnbers of their fellow citizens,
from yuar to year, hang on their decisions ; yet it is
not an insuit 10 a judse to say, you ave wrong in
your judgenent, you are mistaken in your facts. It
is no discredit to him to say that he has erred. s
station, or character, or authority, are nat injarcd
or impzired by criticism ; yet one cannot impugn
the opinions or judgnent of a Bishop without being
considered guilty of sin.  .And why this? Simply

i because there is no authorised meany of discussing

his opinions ; no legal standard by which they may
be measured and adjusted. » Hence the errors of
Bishops remain unredressed—the ranklings which
they engender remain—much mischief is done, which
a Synod would cither prevent or remove. A Sy
uod would not weaken the influence of a Biskop ; it
would strengtben it."”

Without wisbing to enter into questions of detail.
bis Honour expressed hirself in favour of gising
the Bishop a veto on the proceedings of a Syncd,
in the same way that the Queen has a veto :—

“I would wot give the Bishop a place in 17e



