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coutrary to, or at varianco with, the formularius and
doetrines of the Church of Enpland,™ woro as stringent
as &ny that could bo devised by his neble friend.  Ae
to the constitution of tho assembly, it was to consist of
laymen and clempymen, and thers must bo a mnjority
of bath Lo give validity to the regulationr. Tho estab.
lishtnent of theso assensblics would gite an opportimity
for tho discussion and settloiont of questions which
might otlierwiso bo & muattor of confinnal disputo ; and,
far from producing the ovils anticipated, it appearcd
to him that this was tho best measuro wwhich could bo
devised for preventing their rocurrence.
' ‘Tho Earl of Harrowby said that the bill omitted alio-
gether the provision of sumo tribunal for the jurposeol
gotting rid of improper clergymen.

‘The Archbishop of Canterbury considored that the
very object of tho bill was to enable the colonists to o
that which thoy could do bettor for themselves by having
it in their power to establish sach a tribunal, and to
introduce such rules and discipline astho circumstances
of tlo caso mighs scem to require.

Tho Bishiop of Salisbusy snid tho intention of tho
Lill was to bo permissive and not compulsory—to give
tha members of the Church of England in tho Colonies
tho power to do such thingsonly as tho members of all
otber refigious communions could nowdo.

The Earl of Derby apprebonded that, if the powers
of self:government possessed by Dissenting bodies were
extended to the wmembers of the Church in the Colo-
nies you would enablo an ecclesiastical body such as this
asembly to punishby deprivation of henefice a clerpy-
wan who ‘was exercising functions which ho would ho
-ontitied by faw to perform,

The Duke of Nowcastlo assured the noble carl that
the danger puinted out by him was guarded against by
the fourth and the first clause, by which it was enacted
that theso synods, or by whatever denomination they
wero 1o be known, should bave no power whatever
-over or against the laws of this country, or of the colony
n which they ehould bo brought into operation. ‘Yhe
‘bill'was simply enabling and permissive.

Tho Earl of Harrowby complained that his question
as to the griviag of greater {acilities for tho ge tting rid
-of improper clergymen bad not been answered.

The Biskop of Salisbury conceived that every Church
ad in itself a natural and inberent right and porer to
rezulate its discipline. Every Churc, therefiore, would
tave a right of muking arrangements as to t!10 manner
in which its own discipline would be exercised, unless
impediments wero placed in its way by tho eaistonce
-of some extrancons authority.

‘t'ho Bishop of Oxford apprebended that the difiicul-
1y into which the noble ¢car] had fallen was not from
sufficiently bearing in mind the differenca between the
Church in the colonies, which was a purely spiritual
body, and tho Church at home, which possessed mixed
spiritunl and civil rights.  Toe civil position of the
clergy io the colonies wes not like that of the clergy at
home. They werc not possessed of beneficesin the
same aense as the clergy at home.  There wers very
fow so circumstanced, and such as were would not be
affected by this bill. The position of the great body of
them was this—that they received certain stipends or

salarics so long as they continued to bold the license of
tho bishop of the diocese.

Tho Earl of Chichester expressed bimself not satisfied
by the explanation of the right rev. prelate.

Tho Farl of Darby said the object of the bill appear-
«d to him to be to check the autbority of the bishops
Tvith regard to those of the colonial clergy who were in
the position of licensed curates, and to interpose ar'lothcr
body for the guidance and regulation of tho bishop ;
Lut be thought it vory desirablo that it should be more
Qistinctly expressed in the bill, that the assembly could
hiave no power or authority with regard to such of the
clergy 33 were not in so precarious a position, who held
what might bo termed bencfices, and who had legal
sinhts capable of being enforced. He doubted whether
the fourth clause expressed this sufficiently clearly, and

ho was afraid that the warcs already introduced, dis-
claiming all civil autbority over the clergy in the posi-
tion of licensed curates, might by implication be held
20 assert the existence of such rights over tho bencficed
clergy. It wonld be better to get rid of all ambiguity
by inserting a saving clause.

The Duke of Newcasiloraid the mode of proceeding
;n tho bill was this:—The first clause removed from the
Church of England in the colonics all the disabilities

under which, by the statate law, it now laboured, and |

the next five clauses merely pointed ont what tho as.
sembly should not be ablo todo. Lo himselfbelicved
the fourth clause to be unnccessary, but as some of tho
colonial legislatures, Australisand the Canadas, had
the power of removing from benefices, ho bad thougly

it tnore advisablo to ivsort tho clauses, to preventall
possibility of the Acts, -of tho Legislatures boing over-
ridden by tho assembiljes,

The Bistiop of Lot silon said the object of the bill was
entlrely confined 1o spiritunl duties, and could not,
therefore, give atsy power to intorfere with the civil
vights of parties.  Ifo was of opinion that to adopt tho
suggestion of the noblucarl would place tho clergy of
Canada in a -sorse position than they wera in at tho
present wome nt,

The Lord Chancellor proposed, when clause 3 camo
under eamsicieration, to adi tho words, * or to deprive
bim of avy civil rights to which he may by law be en-
titled.”

Clarise '1 was then proposed.

Thes B srl of Harrowby objected to thoso parts of it
whiclico nfurred curtain powers on tho coloninl bishops,
among  which was the power to compel the clergy of
Canadri to meet in synod at the seat of the wetropo-
litwa diiocese.

“Lbs Bishop ot Oxford said their lordships ought to
weig's the matter well befuto they consent to strike ont
that part of the bill, which the whole colonial ministry
altexr consulting the people throughout their diocescs,
hatl agreed to. The Bishop proposed to mako the
clauso enabling assemblies to be beld more explicit by
tho introduction of words to the cffect, that the arch-
Lsishop or the metropolitan of the district should, on the
first occasion of holding the same, convene the isbops.
The right rev. prelate objcoted, however, to ony
definition or limitation by the Act of the powers of the
synod.

Tho FEarl of Harrowby consented to withdraw bis
amendment, and clause 1 was agreed to, as were clauses
2and 3. Onclause 4.

Lord Mooteagleinquired whether under this Act tho
laws passed by tho ceclesinstical gssemblies would bave
the effect of overriding the Imperial Acts of the Bri-
tish Legislature ?

The Lord Chancellor was understood to reply, that
no regulations or laws passed by these assemiblies would
have such a power. Clause 4 was then agreed to.—
On clause five,

Lord Monteagle objected to the clause. It did not
provide any way of preventing discussion on matters
of faith, at these synods, and, if such discussions were
permitted, {hey would have n very injurious tendency.

The Bishop of. London oppueed theamendment.

The Bishop of Oxford wished to correct an error,
which might be injurious in its consequences if not
contradicted, as to the cause of the flame which had
broken out in tho Ausiralian diocese. ‘“Lbe cause of
that flame was that the colonists were unwilling that
the biskops should, unstrengthened by the ruport of the
Iaity, uadertake to glter in any way the standard of
faith which they had received. e wasof opinion that
in such matters duc representation should be given to
tho laity. IHe considered that the clause would be
more effective as it at present stood thaa it the amend-
ment were agreed to.

The Archbishop of Canterbury was willing to inseat
words prohibiting tho passing of any resolution by the
colonial synods affecting the standard of faith and
doctrine, oz at variance with tho Book of Common
Prayer.

The Duke of Newcastlo said the preseat wording of
the clause was due tothe suggestion of the Government,
It was impossible to prevent discussion ; but what the
clause aimed at wae, to preveat the colonial assembhies
dealing with matters of doctrine, or altering the stan-
dardof faith.

The Duke of Argyll said, if assemblies of the kind
were constituted, it was the height of absurdity to call
them tosether and leave them notlung to do but to ex-
change the compliments of the season. In a country
where no question could ariss with regard to the regu-
lation of Church endowments, ho could not conceire
that any subjects wvero likely to be brought before theso
synods, which must not, more or less, rolate to faith and
doctrine ; and he should feel it his duty to vote against
the amendment.

The Duke of Neweastle and the Bishop of Oxford
considered that, if the amendment was sauctioned by
their lordships, no regulations could b adopted by the
assembly for preventiog clergymen from preaching So-
cinian or any other heretical doctrines.

Atlength the words proposed by the Archbishop of
Canterbary having been agreed to,

Lord Monteagle moved the addilion of the words—
@ or which shall affect the royal supremacy of the
Crown of England.” d

Thoe Lord Cbancellor said thai he would state what
ho believed to ba the law with regard to the Queen's
supremacy. -Among other slatutes passed at the time
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of the Reformation was ong which declored that the
Sovareipn of this kingdom should bo the supreme hoad
of the Church of Clrist in Eugland, or whiol contain-
el words to that effeet.  In tho reign of Queen Mary
all tho statutes passed with referenco to tho Roforma-
tion were abolished. Tho Act 1st of Elizabeth, although
it revived theso statutes generally, did not revivo the
patticnlar statuto to which Lo bad referred 3 but the
first of Ylizabeth, contained an enactment providings
that tho Sovercign should bo supremo in all causes, ec-
clesinstical or civil, and therefore in common parlanco
they apoke of the suprewacy of the Crown. Ilo must
say that he viewed the proposal ofthe noble lord (Mon-
teagle) with some jealousy 3 but,if the amendment was
postponed until o further stago of the Bill, ko would
take the oprortunily of looking into the mattor.

Lord Monteagle baving expressed his readinees to
postpone the smendment, the clause was agreed (o,

The other clauses were also agreed to, and the bill
was reported with amendmente.

‘Their Lordships’ then adjourned.
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Tur Questiox oF Prack on WaAR bas been acting
pendulum-wise during the week.  Tho Russian churche
s have bLeen re-cchoing with masses celebrated in
honour——of God ? — certainly not ; but in Lonour
of the Czar, who is keeping up u war fever at oms
whilo hio professes abroad to be anxious for peace. In
Turkey tho old national party are cager for war. 'The
wild tribes of Asia aro whelting their fabaticism
and yataghane. A conspiracy bas been detected in
Constantinople to dethrone Abdul Meshid, and put in
his placo his younger brother, Abdul Assiz.  Fifteen
religious students have been Low-sirung for participa-
tion in this plot, The war fury in Turkey has been
further excited by the cntrance of the Russians into
the Danubian principalitics. In the meanwhile, France
has proposed a measure for tho arrangement of the
Yuestion which Russia is said to bo willing to accept.—
The basis of the measure cannot bé pleasing'to Rus-
sia ; and if the Czar, while accepting it for the purpose
of gaining time, should also insist on retaining the occu-
pation of the principalitics, why, war is morc Likely
than ever lo be the end of the general protocolfing and
of the Muscovite treachery.— Church and State Gazette.

FRANCE.

Tae EAsTerN QUEsTION.—~Mr. Drovyn do Lhuye
has lost no time in replying to the sccond note of
Count do Nesselrode. The Monifeur contains the
Minister's answer, dated the 15th. The prompitude
of tho publication is accounted for by tho breach of
efiquetto committed by the Russian Governwment in
giving a diplomatic citcular tothe Petersburgh  Journci
before it bad been dispatched to the parties for whose
instruction it was intended. ITaving accomplisked this
act of retaliation, the French Minister with moderation
with perfect firmness, proceeds to convict the Russian
Minister of having wisled the other powers by an ad-
mission that the Sultan had satisfied the demands made
by Prince Menschikoff, and of then raising a fresh
question.  Ilo next convictshim of misrepresentation
of matters of fact regarding the pretended provocation
to pass the Truth by the anchorage of the flect in Be-
sika Bay. In fine, he makesthe Russian government
cut a sorry figure.

. ITALY.

A telegraphic despateh from Turin announces that
tho Grand Duke of Tuscany had commuted the sen-
tence of perpetual imprisonment on Guerazzi and
threo of his fellow prisoners to perpetual banishment.

“ StorrING OF Tue SurrLies.”—The Semaphore
of Marseilles, of the 6th says i~ The general subject
of conversatior. hero is a private dispatch from Genoa,
announcing that the King of Naplés had just prohib-
itod the exportation of corn from bis States. This
news is said to have been brought to Genos, by a pack-
et which had arrived direct frem Naples. Wo wan
with impatience for the arrival of a packet in our port
to give us details of & measure tho pravity of whick
cannot be misunderstood. Thisnews has produced con-
siderable sensation in the corn trade, and led to nom-
crous operations in tho article.”

RUSSIA AND TURKEY.

A letter from Constantinople states that the Earl of
Carlisle, a few days alter his arrival at Constantinople. |
Ieft that city for Broussa.

Tho Rusdian forces cntered Ollonitza on the Ttk
inst, an important pasition on the Danube, wkich was
crossed there in 1828 by an army of 40,000 men under

tho command of General Roth.
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Tho Crown Princo of Hanover was altacked witk
measles immediately co bis retorn from Xnglend.



