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DEBATE IN THE HOUSE OF ASSBEMBLY.

A
Qurnxc, 39th March, 1833,
THORC OF XNGLAYD IN TIE COLONY.

Atr. Cameron moved \hie address of which Lo bad gl
vén nolice the preceding avening. Ha supported Lis
motfon =ith arguments nearly & repotition ofthorn Lo
had employed when the watter way brouzht forward at
fitst, Lut with some fuller Nustration, and a wore par-
ticular pecount of tho history of 1hie uestion of the
Qaeon'ssupremacy inthe Coloniss,and of the attempts
tnado ut different times, first by tho old colony of Mas-
szobusotts Bay, and later by t' o Australian dolonios,
to sbtain tha right 1o mauxze thsir own aflairs.

Mr. Lorangae sustained the rerolution, saying that
Lo was in favor of entire religions freedom—of each
church being allowed to govern inelf, and that the k-
berty he, az a Catholic claune], he wanted to bustow
upon others  If hio understood tho questiun properly,

in what ba stated, the 1ouses of Yarliament in Eng-
land were prayed to (rame canons, not for the govotne
tnent of tho Church in Canada, but for therguidance
of the Impurial Government, siuce it was for ¢ their
own” govornment that they were asked to frana themn,
It was clear tt tho addcess had noeuch weaning, that
it meioly asked for the removal of the abstructions
which prevonred tho members of the Church in Canae
da to frame canons for thewr own guidance, For lus
own part, e Leheved thy membors of the Church of
England knew what tigy wanted much better th e
member for Lawbion ; but could uot even that Lon.
member undetstand that churchinen wighs deosire sul)
to keep up tLeir conneotion wiso tlr. Cuurchia which

tboy were »orn and biopghy up, though thoy unght
wish to o _ago their own allairs without relerence to
the Arctibubop of Cantorbury 2 The motavor for
Launbton should bavo bern the firat to asist tus 1novo-
ment. ‘Tho Church of England, it was true, dul not

there wore certain acts on the Britsh statute hook ; sutop o new Church for themselvos. But did the
which declared that the supremacy of the Charch of | Church to which the niember for Lambton belonged,
“ngtand belonged to *ho Qicen, and that even out of wben they left the Church of Scoiland, denrs to break

the realn of England, the tmembers of the Church
could not meet in Synod. It appeared further, that
tharo bad been several petitions {rom Coonal bodies
of Chiurchmen, praying that these statutes shoull be
repealed. \What was asked for, as ho uuderstood it,
was not to givo any privilezes; but that tooso statotes
which prevented this amembling togetbior in synod
should be repealed. 1a other words, the object of the
address was to place the Church of England os the
same footing as all other chiurches in tie colony.

Mr. Laberge asked if the demand fiom the mem-
bers of the Charch of Eazland was unanimous.

" Mr. Camnron said yes.

Messiie. Felton and Gambla supnorted the addrers.

Mr. Drummond said hio saw no objection to the ad-
dress being yranted lts tendeocy was merely to
plece the Church of England on the same fooiing as
all othor cfiurches. .

Mr. Brown s3.d that if the intention of those who
had promoted this resslution had gono no furtber than
the speech of the mover, ho should hava been of the
same opinion 34 the Attozney General Eact. But the
fact was that there had been introduced into tho
Hlouse of Commons a bill whose pruvisions wert much
farther than ths propositions contained in this address.
Tt in fact established as some thing taken for granted
that the Church of Ensiand exteaderd by its acclesias-
tical jurisdiction to this Province. Now, that was a
proposition which the liberal party in England and in
Canada bad always desired, and it was fur that reason
that the libarals in *he House of Cummons bad procu.
ted the rejectioftbero of the measare be alluded to,
here the Len. memher read some extracts, from the
debate in London, on the bill in guesion, in proof of
what he bad said,and went an to :ay that he heartly
approved of the plan 10 make the Bixliops eloctive in
tlus Provinee ; but this conld be done withont any po-
sitivo enactments, and it appeared from tho advices
that the Britihh Governtnent wwas 10 be prayed to mske
canons and laws to govern the Charch in the colony
The rame thing was done by the bill iatroduced in
England, and spon the wholc o far from intending to
soparate the Church from ths State tkat bill seemed to
him to confirm the connection.

M1, Cameron said the bill was one thing, the address
another ; the sddress was tho only thing be (M. C.)
wae responsible for, and the only thing before tha
Houre.

Mr. Brewn—DBat this address wazld natarally be
Tooked on ¢ supporting the hill. e had no objection
whatever to the address if it wero worded in a differ-
8at manner.

31r. Cameron preposed some change of words which
=¢ did not catch, and asked if that woald Qo ?

Ar. Brown—No.

M. Hincks—What will do ? Whatdoes be want?

Mr. Brown—What Le wanicd was a declaration
that there shoold ba no connection between any
churcb here and in England. Ilw then contended
tkat he raid it wes troe that the address prayed Her
Rajesty to cavss 1o be introduned into the Perliament
aweisare “ta remove all obstrurtions that may exist
ormiy bo sappoted to cxlst ® ® @ to prevent tbe
eaeeting of the Bisbops, Clergy, aad Laity of ths Uni-
ted Charches of England and Ircland, in their several
Diocesex in this Province in Synod ;” but then notico

-tba words that followed, ¢ 1o {mmo rules and canons

Tor their own goidance and govarnment” It was plain
thit the Imperial Pacliawment was to frame roles and
L}nons,

3r. Lanaton ridicolad Mr. Browa's interpretation
ofthe clsuse about cavozs. Ifthers were any thing

off froin thew envient nams? Noj; year aflor year
they asked Parliament to relieve thew from the grev-
ancos of whieh they complained, atd when at tast they
wato compelicd to break off from their own vomni-
nion, they still called themrelves the Free Church of
Scotlan).  1¢ was a noblo sight 10 see ticso men, attor
using all their «ffurts to obfan justice, throwing up
their tiving and marchbing out of theit bomes to trust
to the hberaluy of their poople. So it was a nodle
sight when the Paritans left their bomes and connec-
tions 1n Engtand {or conscience sake, to serve God in
the wilderness of tho new world. But thetre was no-
thing noble in the spectscle of these samu Puntaos,
beeoming scon after the mosf persecating of all cburch-
es. Mo boped the Freo Church of Scotland was not
aboat to act like the Puritans ; bat be greatly feared,
frum some indicatians, which he ovrarved, that telie
zous hibeity with them meant to do just as they liked
thewrelves, and to force otber people to conform to
their views,

Mr. Hincks supported the motion of ths hon. mem-
ber for Toronto, the more gladly because it has fallen
to lus Joi to be oppotad to the Church of England, on
many occasions, tbaugh n truth lus oppostion ooly

wenl to the point of tost-aming that Chutcb from ex-
ercising a dommancy over other Thurcles. There
was no use blinding the real question befors the Hounse
—the member for Lambton kad laid it down cleatly
cnonsb, and it was just this, whether the member for
Lambton, not being & member of the Church of Eng-

{ land, should prevent the Chbureh of England from ha-

ving tbe organization which its mewmbers desred. In
England there were undontediy a large number of
members of the Church of England who were opposed
to the contempiated cbange, and owing to the anoma-
lous position of partits, many members of the liberal
party were of tbe number, because they desired stillto
kcep the Chureh onder an iufluence emanating from
the Houss of Commons. 1t was pretended that these
persons desired an expression of ojdpion from the Co-
lonies themselves ; but be believod ths was rather a
pretext than any thing else.  The member for Lamb-
ton, 8% & volontary, professcd to be opposed 10 tbe
connection of the Church here with the ecclesiastical
authorities in England, but for his vart, bs keld that
the volan:arizs had nothing to do with tho matier.—
Zhe Pretbytersan Fres Chureb bad 3 certain connec-
tion with tbeir Churchin Scotland, the old P’resbyte-
rian Clharch had £0 alo; so hatl the Methodists—ho
did not know to what extent ; that was for themselves
10 decide,—and s0 it was with ihe Church cf Ecgland.
Their seligions connection they bad the right 10 de-
tarmine {or themselves. But the House bad certainly
the right, when called upon by a large number of the
*Coloniats, 1o address the Home Government fur $he re-
peal of Siatotes whichinterfered with their free action
a3 2 religions body. Ifthe member for Limbtan did
not want thezo statutes repealed, ha augbt to be cou-
sistent to move for their repesl in Englacd, as was
done in the case of the Cleray Reserves, and then re-
enzct them by Provincial xatherity.

Mer. Chavesu woold vole for the address a3 one ren-
dered neceasary for the porpores of religions freedom.
‘There secmed 10 bo two ideac of refigions freedom in
tbis country; one was that cach Church ahould have
the riabt to organize itsolf, and manzge its oan afleirs
in whatever manuor it pleaced ; the other thzt the le-
gislaturs ehould ignore religior “tozether, He ¢onld
not tlgem to that latter viaw o .8 case: ho thought it
was the duty of the State to protect 'all churches ia
their rishts, for religion was not a mera absiraction,

batwaen God and man j but javolvad relat-oms. bo-

‘twesn ono man and sncther.

e ettty e

M, Mackenzis continued to'sphak bitterly Bphing
the narrow higoted viaws of the Blbop of ‘Toront.
who hiad gono home to traduce {bo membans of o?&w
denowinations in Ceosda, and of the honorable and
loarned wmember for Toronto, who was his apens
tbat Hovse—"T'ls objeat of that resclution was not sire-
ply 1o get disabililies removed, but to give the Queen
of Eogland ths power to vote the election of a bishop
5y the prople here. (A mermbsr—she appoots them
altogether now.) The powor might be vory well w
the bands of the prosent Queen, who was a pattern
for all moparchnin the discharge of bier duties, but
would it uot bo absurd to vest such power in the
bands of such avother monatch a9 Georae IV, Lhe
wember for Brast had said nothing but what was per-
feotly tolsrant and just towards tbe Chorch of Eng-
land, o could not but surpect & wotion of this kind
cmanating from the hon. and learned member for T'o-
routo, whoso whole life had been warked Ly intoler-
ance of the roligious opinions of all out of his Chored.
and by endeavoursto build it up as the dominant one
in tLe country, Ho next reforred to the dificuhy o
the Catholic Church at Buflalo, where the Bishop hatl
absorbed all the power, and had excommunicated
those who dared to aesart their righte sfter & decision
against thr by Cardinal Bedini. Ho bad ever been
the bumbie but firm, and, be beliaved, consistent friend
of cqual rights to all, and of the futlest measuro of ci-
vil and roligious liberly, and as such be voted azainst
that resolution.  There was more in it thao at finet
met tho eya. It was an attempt to bolster up the
Charch with the aid and countenance of tho State ju
England. He wished the great learning, ability, and
sloquence which no man oould deoy to thu bonorable
member for Toronto had been exerted in a belter
caute than this. :

Dr. Clark asserted as a*Churchman that nine-tenths
of the Clorch of England in the Province—rnotwith-
s'and.c g what bad been sad by the bon. member for
Northumberland—were in favor of this measure and
ardently desired i, That hon. member had said that
they were not therc to legglate oz such sabject
What! a larpe number of his constituents wers depriv-
ed of their relyous freedom and privilezes, and it was
not his doty to use hig legislative powers to get thoae
deaabilit cs removed 2 3le considired it to bu clearly
the duty »f that House {0 securo for members of tho
Church of England as for all other denominat-ons full
power to exercise theie relimious daties 83 freely as
aoy one clse in Canadas, and demand the conzrnvion of

ual rights to them from the Jampe.isl Parcament.

Mr. Galt thounkt 1his measure was to bo reparded in
two aspects—{inst with repardto the demand itself]
and secondly with repard tothe mede of aszing it. He
believed the Church of England had been placed in s

| false positiun_ Ly thy agnaton regarding the Clergr

Reeerves, which bad excited a prejudice agunst her
in the minds of many. He thourht it was the duty of
the House after depriving that Church of any unduoe
advantazes respecting cadowments, that when it came
before Parliament for the first time and asked jora
liberal measusc such as he considered thig to b, to
grautit. He believed that such a measure as should
rocommend itselfl to the wmind of every liberal man,
who professed to be willing to accord equal rights to all
men, and instead of being opposed as'a Church and
S ate proposition skould by hailed with satisfation 2¢
a movement by the Choich of England to cast of
State shackles, and place iself on an independent
footing. A great many ofthe points raised against it,
Ly 1he member for Haldimandand others were mere
idlo bapbears.—1le would not stiempt to notice or
answer all uf them. bat to tke one for an exampls of
the value of all of them. Tha veto given the Crown
asto the Bistops elected by tho synods; why what
was sought was not (o extend tha power of the Crown,
bt to take away she power it now bad ol appoiatirg
bubops and seading then ont here witiont giving the
clergy and laity in this countsy any vcics ia the mats
ter. Yet this was mada a arcond <l op?oéﬁon on the
part ofliberz! members. ‘This must sunely be iss
ed ssa step inthe right directjon, though it might
oot no 30 far as ths bos. member for Hauldimand de-
sirrd.—As reparded the mode of procecding, be beld
that if there were dufficulties in the way of 102 mam.
bers of any Charch it the Province, obsticles placed
in the way of sheir irec 2ction, they were bound €0
lend their efforta to get them rvmoved. Ha was decids
edly in favor of the moijon. Ha counld not entertain
the fears that s50:0 hoo. gentlemen oxpressed of 8 Jork.
ina sntention on the paitof tha mover and suppoaters
of this resolution and the applicant for Imperial Legh
Istion 10 procure sach enachineats as woug 2ecure to
ths Choreh of England any dominwney in this Pro.
vinee, for be was satisfied that any legnlaticn in Bra,
Lnd wonld b6 made aabject to their revirion hers. b
any &t of the nature ayprehendmd was pased fi Rng.
land it woald be the signal for a dissolotion of 1he con-
noction between this Provaace and the motber country,
andibey wers aware oftho fazt here. To refuse the
ascistance of the House in a matier of tha kind R
Targe hody of Caristidas whose procesdings insynod
-shewed they Gisired tho Padfars tat Aow Yound them
10 be removad, woald e £0 trgat them most wafairly
Hoa. Mr. Carter 331 the- Impdrial Stafules were
 undopbiedly $ic law oS tha {nd a5 natbing was (sapo




