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the proper maintenancg of the Episcopal oftive.

Wo heurtily congratulate the clerey nned Inity

" of the proposed Western Diocese upon the fuct
that 50 much has already been accomplished.

R

" contrary-to the L\\&\)l}-@gh&h

The erection of this new diveese by the volun-
tary exertions of the peaply, and the unfettered
choice of a Bishop by the united voico of clergy
and laity, will be one of the most interesting
events which for many a day has beon witnessed
in the Anglican Church, and cannot fuil to be
productive of most important, results.

‘The case of Arcliieacon Denison
has again occupied 1 large share of public atten-
tion. On the 2ist of October the Archbishop
of Canterbury pronounced sentence, depriving
the Archdeacon of all his preferments, A pro-
test was however first delivered and argued by
Dr. Phillimore, which involves the que:tiu'n to
which we refered last month, It is elear that
the Statute of Eliazbeth, under which the pro-
ceedings were inslituted, does not speak of
Thirty-nine Articls, but describes a certain
printed book of # Articles, &e.”, four and a half
inches long, three wide, and containing 37 pages.
Now Dr. Lamb’s “ History of the Thirty-nine
Avrticles’ contains a fuc-simile of the book,
which is supposed to be the one referred to, and
which exanctly correaponds with the deseriptions
and this book does not contain the Twenty-ninth
Article.  That Aaticle, according to Dr. Philli-
more, was added by Parker, Archbishop of Can-
terbury, in 1562, but did not reciive the royal
assent. His argument is that at the time the
Statute of Elizabeth passed, there was no
printed book in existence, containing the twen-
ty-ninth Avticle.  Dr. Bayford, on the other
side, showed that the Archdeacon was proceeded
against under the 36th canon, as well as under
the Statute of Elizabeth, and that canon, it was
admilted, contains the twanty-ninth Article.
He was also charged: with - preachivg duetring
Article, about
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which thero i_s no doubt.
Atchdeacon Denison has. appealed to tho

‘Gourt of Archés, and from thence a second ap-
i pe'ﬂ if needed, will carry it ‘to the final court,

the Judicial Comuwittee of the Privy Coumneilyso

that it mey take a year or two vet beforo the
qiestion s gettled.

Wehave received a lotter fiom s hmh]j “valted

correspondent, in which o speaks of ot previ-

cus article o this subjuct as um.uhl.xc:ur). Lllo

* truth s, we fear to wiite upon so sacred a sub-
" jeet in the eursory manner which would be suited
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. and incomprehensible manver,”

to this publication. But at the same time we
do not hesitate 1o state our views., We raard
it as peeulinrly unfortunate that Archdeacon
Deuison should have raised this controversy.
He has endeavoured to express u great mystery
in hard and dry words, which coull not but be
saen to contradict the plain words of the Article,
And thus he has brought upon us an apparent
authoritative denial of that great and essential
doctrine of the Catholic faith, that (as Bishop
Cosin expresses it) “upon the words of conse-
cration, the body and blood of Christ is reully
and substantially present, and so exh:bited and
given to all that recciveit; aud all this not after
a physical and sensual, but after an heavenly
This doctrine
the doctrine of the Church in all ages, the doc
trine of the most revered divines of our Angli
can community, we have hitherto been allowed
toholdaud to teach. The judgment of Archbp.
Sumaoer seems to imply thae it is repugnant to
the doctrine of the Thirty-nine Articles, That
this judgmoent will Lo confirmed by the higher
courts wo entertiain no doubt.  What the result
will be is bidden among the inserutable designs
of God's Providence. A protest has already

" been started, to which are aflixed the signatures

of some of the most distinguished among the
clergy of Eugland, and to which many more
will append their names, appealing from the
sentence of his Grace to a free and lawful Synod
of the Bishops of the Province of Canterbury
aud then, if need be, to a fice and lawful Synod
of all the churches of our communion. That
such an appeal will be granted, we do not for a
moment imagine, and it appears difficult to con-
ceive how the final result ean be anything else,

Lut another lamentable disruption in the body of
Chuist.

Usrrep Stares.—Among the canons enacted
Ly the recent General Convention of the church
in the United States i3 one requiring every bi-
shop to visit each church in his diocese once in
thieo years, The Bishop of Massachusetts has
for many years refused to visit the Church of

1 the }xd\u.t in Boston, on_account of soweq so-

calied Traclarign practices ‘sybich Bisliop- South-
gate, the Rector of the.parish, refused to discon-
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