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which the Bisliop had so ably-advanced. Another person who reviousiy had been
somewhat luke-warm in thecause, was c-averted there and then by the arguments of
his lordship, into an out<and-out Synou. .an; and has frequently and opeily declared.
since, that the effect of that memorable “ exhibition” remuins in a sure convietion of
the ancient and constitutional claims of Church Synods, and of the wisdom and neces-
sity of our, Clergy bring under the control of one Bishop in Council, ruther than under
the tyranny of a clique in their several parishes, and of being at the meroy of
ten or tiventy popes.  The opinion was also widel)r expressed in the Cbuncil
Chamber, and has been often repeated 8ut of doors, that by his cornet on this trying
oceasion, our Bishop ruised himself fifty per cent. in the estimation of thase of other
denominations wha were present and heard. him. I myself heard the Chief Justice,
no mean judge, declare that the Bishop at this time developed new gualities of a high
order, even those of *a statesman and an orator.” So much for the ingloriousness of
that failure of which Anti-Synod is sn proud—and which ‘would have heen no failure
at all had the voices of tlie vast majority of the lower house been ratified by the ‘con-
serit of three Churchmen in the upper. ‘ . L

~ Maving had his fling at the Bishop * Anti-Synod’ next appeals to our sympathies
and our fears, He claims for his party o forbearing and defensive attitude ; he com-
Bhrins of unkind and distespectfal treatment; he threatens schism, a division of the

iocese, a seiting up in Nova Scotia of anather Bishop. . .

When Iread-his weak and foolish words, I could not help thinking of that which
oceurred in the Diocese a few years ago; and .of contrasting the conduct of our
Anti-Synodites then and now, Those who now sympathize with Anti-Synogd were
then engaged: in carrying out a pet project of their own, of making one of the most
remarkable innovations in the established order of things, of depriving the Diocese,
contrary to old ‘urage, contrary to Nova Scotia’s previous thought, contrary, to the
expressed wishes of many of our oldest and most worthy Clergymen, of depriving the
Diocese of the Bishops veto, or legitimate control over the money affuirs of the
Ghurch, and did they then exhibit any remarkable consideration of the fuelings and
wishes of others? - Did they give up théir project when they found that there was a

" resprctuble minority opposed to them? Nay! it wos then thought strange, wicked,
and fGnchristinn conduct on the part of duy of our Clergy fo refusec to yield to tie
views of the Wajority ; it was then declared publicly, alas! that that speech should ever
have been wmade, that unless our Clergy would yield, they wopld have to come submis-
sively to the doors of those who favoured the Anti-Veto scheme and beg for a piece of
bread that they miglit continue in the priest’s offite.  Now, howerver, the tables being
somewhat turned, the sympathies of the Diocese being with the Bishop in his endeavor
to establish a Synod contrary to their wish, now the Anti-Synodites can complain of the
injustice of expecting-u minority to yield to the majority, now they can threaten seces-

, sion unless th¥ir wishes nre attended to ! ’ .

Aud we, Churchmén of Nova Scotia.are brought per force to this, conelusion:—
that our Iriends the Anti-Synodites are determined that nothing shall be carried out
in our 1ogese but what they in their superior wisdom design and suggest ; that
nothing shall be established m our Church but what they approve; that in a word
they are resolved upon being the lords over God's heritage, and, small dparty. as they
are, upon making us their humble slaves. I trust, however, (unkind, unjust, and

" wicked, as it may be so to hope) I truat, ho¥ever, that we shall not meekly consent to
be thus the slaves of a clique, the mere machines of a favoured few—I trast that we
shall not weakly give up our most cherished convictions, our best designs for the good
of the Church, at the will or threat of those amongst us who gppose ﬁnem:c}ves-—nqd
whose only claim to our rpspect is that they have a little more influence in certain
circles, or a little more money than ourstlves. I trust that the apirit of England’s
Church and England’s people will burn too strongly in us to allow these things to be;
that spirit has ever given utterance to these two principles, * Let the ancient customs
prevail; let the voice of the majority prevail;” and, please God,. I trust those princi.
plés will be carried out in the firm establishment of our Synod. As Churchmer. and
Synod-men we have only to be true to our cause and so it will be.  Our past weak-
ness has been to have paid too much deference to our opponents, and ta have yielded



