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To me there appears to bo a well-founded ob-
Jjection to a body composed, as our Synod is, of
threo distinct orders, with co-ordinato legistative
powers, adopting canons affecting, as the proposed
canons for tho most part do, only one of its or
dera.  Such o procedure is inequitable and suici-
dal, aud if sanctioned, must in its practical work-
ing, indirectly if not directly, fetter the {reedom,
and consequently detract from tho dignity of the
8ynod's proceedings. Iuthediocesnn conventions
of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the United
States, which, in their composition bear a close
analogy to our Synod, no such thing is tolerated,
We find that in all of them, canons applicable to
all the orders are unifsrmly in force.

But furthey, if the reasoning n the previous
part of this statement be correct, it may well be
doubted, whether the proposed canonsg, or any
others differing from the canous of 1603, would,
if adopted, legally bind the whole clericsl order.
It mey indeed bo said that the Synod is cmpor-
ered by statute to frame constitutions and mnke
regulations for enforcing discipline in the Church
8 any rights of the Crown to the contrary notwith-
slanding.”” But it must bo borne in mind that the
privilegez, duties, and responsibilities of the Rec-
torg at least, aro clearly defined and guaranteed
by statute; and to introduce canouns affecting
ouly a portion of the clerical order, would obvi-
ously be invidious, and must necessarily give rise
to disputes and hostile feelings concerning the
8ynod’s jurisdiction. Thesc appear to me to be
80lid fundamensal objections, which may fairly be
urged against theadoption of the proposed canons.

2nd.  Tho canons providing for the establish-

ment of a Diocesan Court, scem in their provisions
to fall short of that spirit of equity and fair con.
sideration for the accused, which so much dis-
tinguishes tho English canons and ecclesinstical
statute law. Thisdefect may povsibly beattribu.
table to some supposed peculiarity in the circum-
staaces of the country, which may be deemed by,
some sufficient to justify a departure from English
precedent. I shall however notice a few of the
provisons which scem to me most liable to
objection.

The 20d canon, ¢ 1, provides, *¢that the trial,
of & minister, whether priest or dencon, shall be
on presentment in writing specifyiug the offence
of which heis alleged to begwity with reasonable
certainty as to the time, place and circumstan-
ces.” No limit a8 to tho time within which
guit may be commenced i3 here agsigned, and it
is consequently possible under the cnuon, tol
present for an oflence an indcfinite number of
years after it ig alleged to have been committed
Tho chureh and parliament of Englasd have,
however, adopted a different principle. The 3
& 4 Vie., ch. 86, 3 3, expressly provides that no
suit or proceeding under the act can be sustained
unless eommpenced within two years after the
comission of the offence compluined of; nnd
nothing short of n conviction in a court of law |
for au offence, will justify any proceedings in,
consequence of the offence, supposing two years,
to have clapsed since it was committed.

Again, sections 2, 3, & 5 of gaid canon provide
that in the sbsence of the bishop, the archdr rcon
or his comuansgary may rcceive presentments,
constitute the court and pass sentence, which
shall liave the same force and cffect as if
pronounced by the bishop, with the proviso, that
if upou the return of the bishop the accused ehalt
shew satisfuctory cause to induce belief that
Jjustice has not been done, the bishiop may in his
discretion grant a reheaving. Thus the accused
has the privilege of only two henriugs, whereas
by the English Clergy Discipline Act, 8 & 4 Vic,,
ch. 86, four several hearings are graunted him

before he can bo fiually condemned.  1st. Before

the commissioners of the lichop,  2mi.  Befure ” SArnI vveis e 8 60

the bishop or commissary and lus assessors, Jrd | Trinity (:’lllll'?‘h. .\lo?ro - % 13

Before the court of appeal of the province, und St Mary’s, N 2 60

4thly. Before the judicial committeo of the privy || BUUerS v vinnse 1 (38

council. Qur Synod acknowledges by nln express || SUMbIA co, 193

canon, the Queen's supremncy; our divcese is

within the province of C«I\‘nlcxhu):-y. and we profess !l | Per R,“V' J G. R Salteran i 18 44
a desire to maintain vur councction with the l}"’""- l“," ("l"'mh“'“”l*‘“s' eseres b 70
chureh in England unimpaired ; but by refusing St l,“tc"' 3, Cobourg ... 45 36

an appeal to the two lutter courty, we practically Stle’s 50“[‘:01 ““‘:'3“ 1 {’)0

deny, in & very importaut particular, lhlc supt - Bourus, rernee vneee 3 20

wacy of the Queen and the pritnacy of the arch-

bisth; and ?mt. only so, bu{ uclua{l'ly come inte ! l'_" ‘:"““""M” Archdeacon Bethune... 40 10
conflict with tho statute law; for the Buglish! Christ Church, Ottawa, per Churchwar-

statute, 24 1l VILL, ¢l 12, iutituled, the Act of || . (lcn? Pissecass coseseess srasesiease strtece 40 00
Submission of the Clergy to the King's mnjesty, St. J‘""“‘} U‘“ ch, nth's Fulls ‘f) 60

and the 26 H. VIIT, ch. 19, which determine th'(' St. Jumes's, PPort Elmsley .veecee 2 40
patticular order aud method of nppeals, extemd, , n

by the generality of the words, to all the Queen’s! l’cr‘ Rev, ;] B Worrell ...... ereeacs wee 4 00
dominions. —(Bolingbrooke’s Eccl. Luw., vol, 1)lst George’s, Kiugston, per Rev. A

Several other striugeut provisions have been btcwnn‘....:...‘ eoreersssnsssiansiensian 19, 10
wtroduced into the English act, to guard against [l Barnie, per C. Willinms, Esq . 767
even the semblauce of irjustice or partiality ) u‘"f" Church, Scarborvugh ......

in hearing and deciding ciuses, which are wot || St l““‘}’

hiowever, to be fouud in the propoesed canon; but St Jude’s cenrneves e s,

L shall not dwell longer on the subject by advert- . —

ing more particularly to them. ‘The defects nl-fi  Per Rev. W. Belt wevvviiiiiniiiinnins 12 00
ready puinted at, are at least of sufficient mugni-

tude to demand at the hauds of the Synod o mostl
carcful revision of those canons,

It was proposcd to postpone the adoption or-‘
the report for this amoeng other reasons, viz , tol
afford titue to consider, could nn officer author- !
ized by Inw to administer orths to witnesses, be
cemployed for that purpose by the proposed
court, and a hope was expressed that such might
legally be done, as it weuld ntford considerable i
protection to the clergy  ‘They will perbaps best if
promote the wellare of tho church und protect |
themselves, by resolving to continue ns hcrclo~'
fore nader the firm but equitable and judicious’
rule of their vencrable Diacesan, uniil the canons)
nre at least made sufficiently comprehensive »o!
as to apply with equal furce to the several orders'!
of which the Synod is composed, and to be more !
in larmony with the spitit and letter of that
portion of the cccliestical law of Eugland which
ts in force in the Province.

I have only in conclusion to add, that [ have in
the foreguing statement cudeavored to develop the
views and opinions | expressed and advocated in
committee, nnd subsequently in Synod at its lust
meeting.  These views of necessity could not at )
the time rveceive any very lengthened considera-
tion, and 1 have, therefore, availed inysell of this if
menns respectfully to invite the attention of wen-
bers of Synod to them.

D. E. BLAKE.

Thornhill, Aug. 1858,
COLLECTIONS UP TO SEPTEMBER 8ru.

Collections appointed to be tuken up in the
several churches, chapels sud missionary stationy,
in the Diocese of Toronto, in the mouth of July,
in bebalf of the Mission Fund of the Church
Socicty.

Previvusly announced.ceuc.cnveeeis ceaeen o 3585 80
St. Jumes’s, Kuigston, per Rev. R. V. s
1
1

Rogers .oiecicercenes cinenn o 00
Eitobicake, Purochind Beauch, specl .. 35
Northport, per Kev. T. Boustield ........ ov

St. Paul’y, Caculleccn verenrcieaeeens 3 6 00
St. John's, ¢

eescssssses cessesses

Per Rev. T. W, Allen ciiiciiiniens e 8 00
Caledotiin veseverennvenne .

CuyUgn . coveeescrrecsansssesanes

122 Collectionz, amounting to..... $762 44
WIDOWS AND ORPHAN'S FUND, 10TII YRAR.
(Collections up to September Bth.)

L:tobicohe Parochial Branch, special ..... B 625
Muore, per Rev. A, Williams w.. 10 00
16 26
GENERAL PURPOSE FUND, 10T YEAR,
(Collections up to September &th.)
Moore, Parochial Branch, per Rev, A,
Willinms ooovviinnninnie e v 32 00
STUDENTS' FUND, 16TH YEAR.
(Collections up to September 81h.)
Loutl, yer Rev. A Dixone.. vviveciiniinnnes 8 00
Christ Chureh, Scarboro’
St Paul's e FITTIP
St. Jude’s wovveevinnnann e
Per Rev. W, Belt wiveiiiiies vivviinenees. 9 25-
12 25

ANNUAL SURSCRIPTIONS,
Rev. R. 3. MacGeorge .
s B Tremayne ...
¥. Belt, 16th year

Y

BOOK AXD TRACT FUND.
Rev. 8. Girvin’s subgcription

EASTERN EPISCOPAL ENDOWMENT FUND.

Just ag our paper was going to press we received
a note fiom the Rev. Dr. Lauder accom;anied
by a list of subscribers to the Eastern Episcopal
Endowment Fund; not having roem for ol the
namee, we give below the total amount contributed
in the reveral parishes or missions numed,

Franktowin eeeeeee sececee evennnneenens £ 42 4 4
Ca-itun Plice ... v weeen 3EH 10
March coeeeee e 8216 ¢
Huntley ...... .. g7 10 0
Gouldbomine 1719 4
Fitzray tHurbour . 6610 0
Canulen 710 0
Gausuoque . Wb 60
RICHMOnd  eceeeer cocasanns sossosseaneases 18 16 0
£671 18 8

Per Rev. B. C. Hillecwosiiivvnnns eveeenns 11 28



