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To the Editor of the Church Guardian i
HALInX, N.S.

Si,-Having cleared the way iu the former
paper by some preliminary considerations and
the laying down of two principles, viz,: the
ratention of provinces, and the equality of
Provinces, we proceed to examine the matter
farther in the light of History.

Presuming that it may b objected that these
principlas are antiquated, and that the Church
in the Daminion should cast aside the teachings
of the past and etrike out a new pathway more
suited to the neede of the present, lot ns glance
for a moment at soma of the modern substitutes
which have been made for the Church's anoient
organizations. The desirability of unification
is admitted. Thora should b, no one will dany,
some ultimate authority for the deoision of suh
question as may gravitate through the inferior
Synode to a central governing body. Such
questions will in the nature of the case ba few,
and must be rigidly limited; but tbey do exist.
Thora are spheres in which we may seek for
guidance; the one is that of other Colonial
Churches ; the other is that of the Anglican
Church in the United States.
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beset with diffloulties of its own, whieh a con.
sideration of our other exemplar will reveal.

2 The Church of the United States iu its
prosent form had its genesis as to organization
from substantially the sarne fathere who formad
the political constitution of that country after
the Revolution. Thir civil establishment wase
in many respecta unlike any that the world
had seen; and the republican President dnring
hie brief tenure of office is more of an absolnte
Raler and bas more personal power than any
monaroh-of th effete civilizations of the Old
World. Having so far rrought out thair des
tiny, The Church was organized in a similarly
original manner; and the result is practically
a ihuge Provincial Synod, with no Motropolitan,
bat only a Presiding Bishop, who bas- no fane.
tions eoxept that of prosiding over his brethren
in their triennial assombly, and no pretentions,
to personal rule. The four clerieal and four
lay representatives from ech dioceso te the
House of Deputies, rendors the assembly pon-
dorons and unwieldy; and the attempt in con-
travention of the ancient practice of the Church
Catholic to invent a new and improved logisla.
turo and deliberativo organization has beu
found to b a comparative failare, The dis-
tances too between the diffarent portions of tha
vast aes enter into the question; and the time
is not far distant when the Church in the United
States will be resolvad into at tcast threo Prov-
inces, each with its Motropolitan, which will
be ropresented again in a reconstituted National
Synod, the form and procodure of which will
oortainly be taken from primitive preocdent.

1. First then, va consider the case of the It is porhaps not too much.to say that the agi-
Colonial Charches, and of these we will take as tation tending towards this stop would have
a typical example the Church in Australia and bcon by this time bagan, but that the trial of
Tamania. the Bishop of Lincoln, and the preposterous

ln ltB tc Seo cf Australis was fcrmod and unhistorical claims mado for the Arch.
which inclad3 d the wole cf Austra is Ne bishop of Canterbury as Motropolitan have
Zaland, and Tasmania (formerly a dependency oxcitod alarm sud causai cautions mn te wait
of the Diocese of Calcutta). New Z aaland was Lie t- f avnts.
datached in 1841, and Tasmania in 1842. In But it is time to come to the positive side of
184', the Diocose of Australia was again the question, and to ask what light History
divided, the Sees of Sydney, .Newcastle, Ade- casts upon such an assombly as the one con-
laide and Melbourne, being formed; and the templated by the resolutions of the Provincial
Bishop of Australia being created by lettera Synod of Canada. If modern substitutes for
patent, Bishop of Sydney and Metropolitan of the rogularity and efficiency of the old methods
Australia. The Province of New Seti Wales of Charch logislation b fbaund to ba wanting,
now consists of the Dioceses of Sydney, _Bath. let us turn to the old paths and searching sec
urst, Goulburn, Grafton and Armidale, New which is the good way.
catle and Riverina. Thora are bosides, not At present the ultimate legielative authority
forming part of the Province of New South of the Charch reste in lier Provincial Synode.
Wales, bat inoluded in the General Synod pre- Thore are not meruly in posse, but in ese. Any
sided over by the Bishop of Sydney as Primate, attempt to destroy them no;v they are bora in
the Dioceses of Adelaide, Ballarat, Brisbane, existence and in lively existence, will certainly
Melbourne, North Qaeensland and Tasmania. fail. It will fail, first because the Synods will
Here thon we have a number of Diocomes, regu- not efface themselves, there being in them too
larly constitated a Provincial Synod, under a mach attachment to ancient order and the con-
Motrrpolitan, the Bishop of Sydney, and a stitution of the Church from the baginning,
number of other dioceses not so organized, but to consent to sncb a rovolutionary step. It
the whole meeting in a Ganeral Synod uder will fail secondly. because the Metropolitans
the nresidency of a Primate. The General themselves naither can, nor will unless the wri-
Synod, whioh we are seeking an example le ter of this totally mistakes them, give up and
thero, but the whole arrangement is much more feebly allow to collapse, what cannot but b
irregular than our own. We have Provinces regarded as a sacred trust, committed s>lemnly
rogularly constituted, and independent dioceses, to their bands, and which they are baand to
sach as e.g. Newfoundland. But we eau hardly maintain. IL is improper to express bore more
bo expected to take as our example a General than the proper views of an individual ; but it
Synod which is in itself an anomaly. It would will ba a sore grief and shock te very many of
surely be much esier for us to form a General the Church's noblest and best both of the clergy
Synod from our Provinces, after attaohing to and laity, shoulduch a proposition ba serioeuly
ourselves the independent dioceses, than that entertained.
we sehould take for our example one Province The power of lagislation residing thon in the
united in General Synod with a number of in- Provincial Synods, the expression of it in any
dependent dioceses. The difficalties in the way more concentrated form can only come from
would be much loes by acknowledging and the common consent of those bodies, and le
presoving intaet the rights and privileges of legitimately arrived at only by thoir combined
our present Metropolitans and their Provinces, actioned; net by their fusion. Fasion is a
and the due adjuatment of the relations between canonical impossibility.
the Dioceses, Provinces and General Synod 'lhe best, and practically the only availablo
would be much lues hard of accomplishmont. source of investigation and comparison for one
There is not, thorefore, mach help in this branch of the Church, lies in the history of the
direction. It would be botter to have the whole two Convocations of Canterbury and York.
Of the Diocese united in one large Provincial Hare we have two Provincial Synode whose
Syi.od, as is the case with the Chureh iu New jarisdiction i conterminous with the nation.
Z.aland. But thia solution of the question is They are entirely independeut of each other,

The legislation of the one ned not ba aocepted
by the other. Nevertheless thoy hiva on var-
ious cocasions joined togather for deliberation
and for time of the moat imp)rtant legis-
lation which could engage the attention of the
Charoh. It is from the stady of the modals
hore provided that wa shall derive car bait and
wisest guidance in the delicate en diffi ilt task
wnich lies before the Cnferenoce msiting nart
month at Winnipeg Taese will ba treated
somewhat in detail in a third and conoluding
paper,

F. PAarnou.

THE PROPOSED UN[FICATION OF TRE
CHURC El.

To the Editor of the Church Guardian r
lI following up my previous lettor I dosire

te lay before your readers what appoar to me to
be serious objections te formi-ig a number of
Eoolosiastical Provinces under a Genoral Sy-
nod :-

let. I deprocate the unnocosary multiplying
cf machinery with its unavoidable friction
with car Diocesan Synods attonding to thoir
own local affirs, and a General Synod, to
which shall he transferred the prasent powera
and prorogatives of the two Prov, Synode, and-
if thought advisable-additional powern addod;
it appears to me we could have the desired, and
necessary unification and everything working
smoothly. But if wo insert Provincial Synode
batween those, there will-I think b a great
doal of friction without, or at bast, vory few,
componeating advautages. What e. g. are to
b the powers conferred upon those bodies ? If
they retain thoir prasont ones, what will the
General Synod have to do ? These are ques.
tions which will have to be olved bfore stt-
ing op this multifocrm logislation. And it will,
t think, b very diffcult to prevent the Pro.
vincial Synode encroaching upon the Diocases,
on the one hand ; or the General body on the
other. And thon there will b the question of
ultra vires constantly cropping up.

2nd. I deprecate the unnocesary expendi.
ture of money. At the present time we find it
very difficult to find mon who eau aff>rd to at.
tend the Provincial Synod of Canada; and so
far we, in Nova Seotia, hav inot seen our way
clear to assessing the Parishes for the purpose
of defraying the exponsos of dalogates. Now
if we add another Synod to those already ex-
isting we increaso this diffiouity, and one of
threa thingé muet rosult from it. Either tax
the people ; leave the more distant Dioceses
unrepresented ; or leave Church legislation in
the bands of a few wealthy individanls. And
this loade us 3rdly to anothar objection, viz:
the indirect ropresentation of the people. At
prosent the parishas oleot thoir lay representa.
tives to the Diocesan Synods, which Sy-
node olect dolagates to the Provincial
ones. And, I suppose, in the avont cf a Go.
noral Synod being constituted over theose,
they-the Provincial Synods-would elect de-
legates to it. And as it is now diffiault to get
the people geanerally to take any intelligont in.
terest in the Provincial Synods, the diffioulty
of getting them practically interested in the
General one would b far greater. Thora may
b those who would not regard this as an un.
mixed evil. But 1 think, if we profess to gov-
ern the Church by reprosentation, the repre.
sentation shoul be roul. Against what I have
said, it may be urged that the work te ho par.
formed by the one body would ba two mach,
and the exporience of the Church in the U. S.
may b quoted. I reply that this would be a
good check to that evil of whioh we are in
great danger-over legislation.

Thanking yen for space,
I am, eto,

W. J. ANOINT.
Rawdon, N. S, July 15th, 1890,


