Corresponderce. T

\}44%*’,3:!!;' cleeted ; and all parish matters makes them perfectly independer »f any
Bxtegnal intorfereuce? I, therefore, your eorrespondent means to assert that Nanodj-
cal #tidn is intended to supersede thelegal authority, rights, and privileges of puriches,

e and thus to deprive them of all control in dealing with the incumbent and in managing
their own affairs, is he sznre that he thus makes an admission of & *most dutging
tendency ? " an admission which would at onee condemn the Synod as illegal, unjust,
dishonest, and oppressive.  For one of the unanswerable negunrents against that body
is, that its action will necessarily interfere with the free working of Parish Corporationsg,
ond thu< prostrate, it may be, thair efforts to promote the interests of the Churelr.

Iis" allusion. to the weight of {uflnence which is usually eluimed for.a wijority in
the decision of public questions, opens up a fivkd of vemsrk and discussion, wheeh iy by
far tog extusive for dae consideration’ in a letter like this. - I woukl merely state, for’
the benefit of your correspondent 8. M.-C., that no majority, however numerous. and
powerful, can eifforee in-this protestannt country, their decinions or opirions on an- un-
willing minort'y, regarding matters of a religious character.  The minority have'y per-
fect right not uuly to maintain their own views and jmpressions, but also to carcy them
inte practicdl effeet, so long as thelr efforts do ot conflict with the laws of the Jand,
Thanks te the preseient wisdom of our forctathers, the Bilt of ‘Rights, anfl the Act of
Settlement have decided that point for all time. At all events 87 M. O, may rést satis-
fied that the present writer would not ou any aceount whatever, identify his views and:
conscientions couvietions with cither the intentions or wishes of those, of whatever’
party, who would reoklessly deprive us of that liberty of thought and speech with which
the ihbe wd the Byitish Constitution have made usfiee, . %

Tho paragraph, the last but one of fits communication, in which e denounces the
-Anti-Syuodisis as ohstructionists, and endenvours'to arouse the energyand determina-
‘tion of his friends to the seccomplishment of some great thing, deserves but litthe notice.
No great iram can result from an attempt to meount the high horse, even in disgussions
of an important bearing, only the horseman should be cavctul, lest, while cantering and
curvetting before an admlring public) the stéed should become unruly and had him
into very tfinpleasant proximity to thickets and thorys,or mayhap throw him inexorably
into the mud,  He says: “let the ancient cnstoms prevail”  So say Lo But will he
Rive the goodness to point out and specify-the precise time and place, when and srheve
Synodical’ Episcopney prevailed 37 Of codrse | do"hot here mean those Ssands and
Cauncils which often met in'the early ages of the Christian Chuareh, and atewhich num-r
bers of bishops and presbyters gave their attemdance, for the purpose of adjucting
points of tuicth and discipline. -1 refer to a case where an atteinpt may have heenr made
to administer the usual affsivs of a Diocese, through the intefvention of a Synod,—n
case where sueh Synod ot hiennially, with the bishup as perpetual chairman, who at -
tife samme time manugeddto cotitrol the action of the, whole body by means of comnmit-
tees, tecommended] if #ot pppointed by hinisclt, and: compesed of faymen as welDas
clergymen Will your corssspandent have the’ goodness, I ask, to point out to meand -
to your readers one saeh instance in the whole range ol Christian antiquity, or of
ancient Chiristinn J{terature > 1 hereby chalienge him to produce one.  And let him
observe thit any l'u&t}fc contmunication from bis_pen, in-which this challenge. shull be
disregarded, will not receive any- attention. e ) . .

No, government. by Synods was not an-ancient eustom. - The inventiont is quite
modern,  From my awn enquiries and carnest and devout seeking after truth, both in
angient and modern-literature, [ antivell- satisfied that Syrodical government in dur,
Episcopal Chwch is d direet innovation, both on piimitive customs and tlie practice of
reformed episcopacy. Jt may he ehavacterised as a.marked departure fromfs ghe beautifu]
simplicity and _seriptural .consisténcy of our sound disvipline and order. And’ the
merest tyro i logic or theology will tell you, that it j= in Iircct antagonism to the ab-
stract yet seviptural theory of episcopacy. For this reason we, who ate conseientiously.
oppased to the.whole movement, do not hesitate to view it in the light of un &tempt
to set up n new denomination amongst us.. And however ipuch may be the regrét and

“the sarvow, with which the admission is made, yet no skilliul” appligatios, of terms, no
artlul eolquring of expressions cun possibly alter The facts, as they are presented to us
in the present position of vur poor Church. oo - :

 For one 1 do'not for a moment dispute the right of the Synodists to follow out their



