255

877, May 31, 1877.] DOMINION CHURCHMAN.
RGY. would (;rm.tu no injury to any other clergy- |the varying feelings, sentiments, and aims of [ respects carry out the injunctions of ~others
g from n;m’l[‘. u,l::llt(l)f “m:”t:l(i ;t}b)m:':lbl.s(])‘ :)“"'] t,}tm (lfi;»(z(ls'v | ]‘mr.tic.ulur .imli.viduuls or self (-onstitut.(ed that is to say to do as he is bid.
conse. N ,-“]Ij ‘ll»llx -mm(m ¢ of il '(‘”‘ll'lt’(‘t(} ' tU v" l‘"'t - 5”01“t1f‘“» with 1‘1“10 T“ff'l‘t'nmf_ to the zuﬂhggty At a subsequent conference held on the
1 in re. ("”“E“. (l r 'l‘}n“ b )l ;(l(') ‘ f" m " ltl}‘l’ “‘})“ d l"j ff‘) Whl‘(‘h the (/l‘mrch herself owes her origin. [9th and 12th of March other collateral sub-
il m}l 1”.‘L q . -‘m’t ‘<' ll“‘ ‘;T:j tL .“‘mﬁ) ‘nm\_g I'he Bishop of (,A)l()ﬁll)f) appears to have acted [jects were considered by the assemb.led
S and I\I'IM'.( : t( I’f‘llrrlm I(luu‘ ( nslﬁ{rlll( | as | .mhu of | u'pon tl‘ue former principle ; the .Clorgy of the | Bishops. On the subject of the conse'cratlon
i : ()-\TL ;.(l 0.1.2; '«L x.<“. | luutm, il.] Ltptl}wtu t()'f‘wl C. M. S. appear to have been influenced by |of (,hmch_es, th.(ey re@lved that “ the idea of
20b vy H.‘fl.:\ ”‘J) Oh-(ni );t) )‘(‘):ll'f’l (t}“t] .;),.l‘t,r.. “H'.‘UN* latter. _ 9()98(>01°at1()r1 1mp.l_vmg that the person or
5 viny f:‘ntm‘,;(n:“d }\Yi‘u}r‘ .H« 1\'11‘\,‘ m‘ | (] ‘( xhr_? m,“r.ll (l)i .As thc_ n:sglt of 'thmr conference, tl{(r thing consocm?ed 18 thencefort.h wholly and
episen ‘11»'1(Antx}<>. ”le (12(?{& z l;l“A (.M J,m«t,,.utl.;, 8 11L B'IS}I()I)S of [.nd.m and Ceylon exln'v..%sod their | permanently given up and dedlfzated t",o sacred
it he m'u ” ul b‘(ll,l ol I,) :ttit,‘on.l ,’ .T:l,u”,m“u,-‘tt} “)l,ll 15t hvngh appreciation ()f. th.c great fm(.l l.mport:.mt purposes, no building can be in the proper
celiia, nlh \? «L‘hv }“ ( ) )y A )jf- l(\, l« lt,.},_V‘l;)(,ltl} \\&1”1 W n’ox'n \wr'k done l»yfhf% Mlssmn.ary Socwtu-s which | sense of th.e t.erm consecrated., unless the site
e t e (;\( {al)h'o, provided that the mu}?u pri- %mws. voluntarily 1:L?)()1'ed in her name. And | and the building are, at the time of consecra-
' vileges are extended to the clergy of Niagara|in view of the revival and extension of the |tion, legally mmeud and given over to the
lzlrds.hlp by the Diocese of Toronto. As far as it|corporate work of the Church, they feel the |Church for ever.”
—claims goes the by-law 1s so reasonable that it|necessity of considering and more accurately Such being the true idea of consecration
y many can scarcely fail to meet with success. A |defining the relation of these societies to|they resolve that, “no church which is in-
oL, We vote will have been taken upon the subject | Diocesan organization. They consider, also, |tended to be a permanent consecrated build-
bjeet In before this article mcets the eyes of most of [that the employment of lay agency should|ing should be built upon a site, the title to
'HMAN -1n our readers. receive the attention of the whole church.|which is in any way insecure or of a tem-
‘r('ase.of The other part of the by-law will still| With commendable wisdom the assembled |porary character, and every care should be
3 restrie- further commend itself to every one. It pro- | Bishops do not desire finally to determine on |taken for legally securing the site before the
18 ques- vides that if the Toronto Synod shall agree | these important questions, but pledge them- |building of any church is commenced.”
must be to make the same alteration, clergymen re- | selves to bring them before the respective| And further, inasmuch as buildings, the
the word moving from Toronto or Algoma to Niagara |dioceses, and to take steps to obtain the|title of which is insecure, cannot be perma-
he word shall not be required to pay any fine or|opinions of the Metropolitans, Suffragans, | mently dedicated and consecrated, and as it
lecidedly charges in order that their families may par-|and dioceses of the other parts of the Angclican [is the law of the Church that such buildings
d almost ticipate in the Widows' and Orphans’ Fund. | Communion; and further, to have them |if used for public worship should be licensed
Diocesan The ridiculous system of requiring the pay- brought before the Pnn-kﬁglio:mk Synod. | by the Bishop, that ‘“no building should be
division ment of a fine, as it is curiously termed, on|Should this and kindred subjects receive the | used habitually, nor except under pressure of
ve intact the removal of a clergyman into the Diocese | serious attention of that Asscmbly at its next | necessity, even occasionally, for the celebration
from one of Toronto, is a eustom derived from the relic [ meeting, we have no doubt that one of the|of the Holy Communion, without his licenée
pon 'the of a barbarous age, and ought to have been most important objects it could possibly have | or permission.”
acquired, long ago laid aside. Instead of it, the amount will be answered. Expression was also given to a desire for a
s andto of tie annual payment ought to vary accord- But in the meantime, and pending these |system of Synodical action, both Provincial
nt  kind, ing to the zige of the olergymun at the time |several steps to be taken, the Bishops|and Diocesan, and engagements were made
lon could he begins his connection with the fund, none have resolved : ‘“ (1) That the Bishop of every | for ascertaining the feeling of the clergy and
as_year being allowed to enter after a certain age. diocese is, in the last resort, responsible for |laity in their respective dioceses in regard to
alms on The present arrangementin that diocese would all teaching given and all work done within {the constitution of diocesan Synods. _
ACOTHPr require the fine to be paid by a young clergy- his diocese in the name and under the au-| Tt was also agreed that-in-ease-of a-reveea-—
L are not man on removing from another diocese, thority of the Chureh. (2) That in accord-|tion -of licence, it would be desirably that
tich he is whereas if 18 noi; demanded from an old|ance with this principle every appointlpent t0 | opportunity should be afforded to any clergy-
‘ese upon clergyman ordained in the diocese. Those the discharge of spiritual functions n th.e man to submit “his case to an in.f,‘orma_.!_
And to entering the diocese are, we may imagine, Qhurch ought .to be n.m.de with du.e recognl- | Court held by the Bishop, the Bishop uander-
recognize supposed by the present by-law to be older|tion of the ultimate ngl?t of the Bishop to be taking, in that event, to recognize the right
ocese, by than thoss ordained in-if, altfnough often- | consulted on such appointment, 'and to exer- | of appeal to a similarly informal ‘Court:held
it he has times they are much younger. The fine cise a veto upon the same. (3) ['h’}t it fol- by the Metropolitan, whose decision shall be
r fair.and system is, however, clung to with remark- lo.w‘s from the sa.me‘p'nnmple, that like ecog- | held to be final.” ;
yut would ahle fenacity, notwithstanding its manifest n.ltlon ought to be acéorded to the ult}una,te These subjects, which were considered at
tisfaction unreasonableness. right of the Bishop .to be consulted with re- |4y oonference. of the Bishops of India and ,
ds those S gard tO. any change in the xganagelnent, order Ceylon, assembled for that purpose,’are of
reby been TBE . CHURCH: ' AND MIBSIONARY of s.erv1’(’:e, or place of worship of any congre- |44 - greatest importance in'the present stafe"f
Tt wounld - e ?0(’1}«":1'11" g gatlgn. _ _ _|of activity in the Churchs and it is;to, bﬂ’
he ahursh £ tTIES. . . Now these are lmportar.lt resolutions, in- hoped that they will reeeive: an early and"
we have HE difficulties which have arisen in|volving -the whole quest.;mn between the satisfactory solutlon. ; il 'a
be, some: Ceylon, arising from the independent| Bishop of Colombo anfl hfs clergy;. a,nd.we ¥ : 4:
unt of in- action of the Clergy of tlie Church M1§31onary must confess that, taking into consideration BELLEVIL L E CHUR CH TROUBL&ESJ'
se of the Society and the proceedihgs of the Bishop: of | the origin and constitution of the Church as it bt )
a number Colombo consequent thereupon, have resulted | we haye them given in the New Testament, HE opponents ef the Rev. Mr.: Bﬂhh
conveyea in a conference of the Bishops of the Province [ and her subsequent history, we do not see to have begun to vent their mohngt;&p
m lowers, of India and. Ceylon, held at the Palace,|what other conclusion the anho;.)s could have | spleen ‘against him  and . hig sup orto
y for the Calcutta, on the 7th and 8th of March, 1877, fcome. ' The question is ‘one which demands [ by the publication of the most  profane,
to ﬂﬁ‘w- and & series of resolutions pagsed on the|an early settlement, and should not be; left|satires ; upon the meeting wh‘ldlll" \ﬂieym ‘
provmceo' ; occasion. The subject appears to haye been|to a single Bishop to work out for hlmself as |lately held to express their sym thy i {:.‘;;
service. 18 considered in England and elsewhere from |difficulties may arise, but should be 'deter-|thé Rector in his trials, and upon the @‘{ ]
an to 88y two ' totally - different ' 'standpoints—the - one|mined, as far as pragt.nca.ble, l.)y the  whole [to his congregation which he delgwmdnﬁ 2,
ordained, regarding the Church as & Divine Institution, | Church, ' And there 18 .no ,z.mddle course. | Emster, and ' which was wn.he‘ﬁ: )(bﬂihc,«;ﬁ
tis much‘ having an organization, an authority, and a|Either the principle adopted  in 'the .resolu- language of Chnsha:n‘ mbdel‘hﬁlo‘l‘l &
could e government of a Divine origin, coming to us|tions of the Bisnops must be recognized, or | closing words of this address, ' typp‘

: through an Apostolic channel; and the other, | the Bishop of a diocese.:must be regardfad as | how I have been tmsreplesente&t ,
prop‘ds'ed apparently regarding the organization a_nd a mere machine, with no other business,|malignéd; but youdo nott ”k;mw ‘!W_V\? :
Niagifﬁ management of the Church as matters which | authority, 'or ;power than to ‘confirm younggrbuﬁered God' knows 1 hﬁ 311_ &

ich ... may be altered at pleasure, and made-to suit!people, ordain the clergy, and in all other |silly satirist is as follows :— But as
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