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THE PROPOSED UNIFICATION OF THE
CEURCH.

—

To the Editor of the "Church Guardian ;

S1a.—1t may not be unprofitable at the pree-
ent time, in view of the approaching Conference
at Winnipeg, to elicit in your columns some
disoussion on the subjsot’ whioch is uppermost
in the minds of Oanadian Churchmen, I have

therefore ventured to put together the follow-
ing notes, which may serve to elucidate so far
a matter at present anything bnt clear to
m

any, .
Iny the first place, the name adopted to
represent what it is hoped may be properly
begun by the representatives assembled at
Winnipeg, is to & certain extent misleading,
There can be no unification of what is already
one; and essentially with ‘““one Loap, one
Farra, one Baptism, one God, and father of all,
who is above sll, and through all, and in all,”
there is esgential unity, The Church can think,
epeak, and act, clearly and legally, and bi.d-
ingly. 'What is sought to be sccomplished, a8
1 understand it, is the additional cohesion
which & pational Synod would givein externals,
the inoresse of organization whioh would spring
from & common centre, and the vastly more
powerful sentiment attaching in the ides of
most persons to the apparently more uuited
action of the whole Churck in Canada. I be-
lieve that such benefits would be more apparent
than real; partly because the powers of such a
central boedy would he striotly limited, and
must not interfere with matters outside its
gcope, or with rightsinherent in smaller bodies;
and partly becanse.the Church has slready all
necessary power of legislation in her provincial
Syuode, the only danger being that their legis-
lation might confliot. Still what is real is not
always apparent; and what many of our own
members do not see, we can bardly expect
others to observe.

Next—BSpeocial legislation will bave to be
sought, Tho only Actson which the Provinoial
Synod is condneted are Aota of the old province
of Canada previous te Confederation. These
Acts would presumably not cover the assembling
of any religious bodies without the limits of
tha said old Province of Oanada.

But supposing that unsnimity prevailsin the
preliminary councils, and there should be me
diffculty in obtaining enabling Aocts from the
Dominion Parliament, it may be well to en-
quire what shonld be some of the principles on
which such a Synod should be formed. In
order to indicate these, it will be necessary to
make some statements which will seem like a
twice 1old tale to some of our learned olergy
snd laymen, but which are not so familisr to
oburchmen generally,

Four kinds of assemblies for church counsel
and legislation have obtained in the Church
from the earliest times :

1. Diocesan Synods —In these the Bishop sat
in covjunction with all his presbyters. The
earliest example we have is that mentioned in
Acts xxi, 18-25, when St, James, Bishop of
Jeruealem, called together his Presbyters, and
enforoed the decrees of the Apostolio counail of
Jerusslem of Aots xv. Oune of themain objeots
of 8 Dioceean Sypod in early times was that
the Biehop might promulgate to his Diocese
the aots of the Provincial Synod under which
the Diocese was sitnated. Dioceran Synods
were disused in tho Church of Epgland for
several centuries, but have of Iate becn revived,
and sre part of the regular machinery of the
Church in the colonies,

2, Provincial Synods—These sare assemblies
of combined Dioceses, under the presidency of
the Metropolitan. There is good reason to
thik .on the authority of Chrysostom, that
Timothy hed jurisdiction over Procomsular
Asia, and that Titns had oversight over all the
Churches of Ctete, In the second century,

Irmoeuns, Bishop of Lyons, superintended the
Gallioan Dioceses, In the Hocolesiastioal his-
tory of Easebins, book w., o, 23, there is the
clearest proof of Provincial organization and
of metropolitical suthority. Aund the 33cd
Apostolion! Canon thua reads :—' The Bishops
of each province ought to own him who is
ohief among them, snd own him as their head,
snd do nothing extraordinary without hie con-
gent, but ench one those things only which
concern his own parish (i.e. Diocese), and the
country sabjeot to it,” The fifth Canon of the
Council of Nicca provided ‘That in each
Province Sypods should bo held. twice in each
yosr, 80-that all the Bishops of the Province
being gathered together to the samse plaoce, dis-
puted questions might be investigated.”

3. Synods of the Exarchaie—The Exarchate
is & combination of Provinces. The constita
tion of this ecolesisstical division is & little
later in point of time than the Province, and
appear to have been held for oause rather than
with perfect regularity. There is, howaver, no
possible doubt about its existence, powers, and
pogition in the Church organizations. As the
Bishop was Chief Offiter in his Diocese, and
the Metropolitan in his Provinoe, s0 the Exarch,
Patriarch, or Archbishop, was cobief in his
Exarchate, The Synods of the Esxarchate
ware convened under his presidency. To the
jadgment of these Synods the decisions of Pro-
vincial Synods were subject; and from its
judgment in the case of a trial of & Bishop there
was no sappeal, not even to an (Eumenioal
Conncil, The aunthority of Exsrchs over Met-
ropolitan Bishops is clearly defined and dis-
tinotly shewn, More will be said on this ques-
tion later on.

4, Ecumenical or General Council.—This is,
a8 its name implies, & representative gathering
of the whole Catholic Church. In the present
divided state of Christendom a true Jisumenical
Council is impos-ible. - We need not therefore
dwell upon it; but turn cur attention to num-
ber 3, the Synod of the Exarchate, sometimes
called the National Synod: a couneil superior
to, and consisting of 8 combination of Provin-
oial Synods, is what is now sought to be furmed
for the Church in the Dominion of Canada.
Such & Synod is not unknown to our branch of
the Church Catholio, many of them having been
held in Eogland. In another letter [ will
devote some attention to what is koown oi
their history. In this I would point out two
principles, upon whioh such a Synod must be
ntilized,

1. It oannot be brought into play at the ex-
pense of Provincial Synods. It is far more
important to the well being of the Church that
there shounld be Provincial Synods withount Sy-
nods of the Exarchate than that the Provincial
Synods should cesse fo exist becanse of the use
of the higher Synod. The oneis & prime ue-
ceasity of the Church, The organization of the
Church would cease to be Catholic if the Pro
vineial system were abolished. Nay, & small
portion of the whole Church, such as Canadais,
conld not obliterate the Provincial Symnods.

The acts of Provinocial Synods can always be
made universal by conourrence, Bat the Church
woauld ceage to be the Church as she has beon
from the beginning, without her Provincial
Synods. The founders of Diocesan Synods, as
well as those who drew up the constitation of
the Provinoial Synods of Canads and Rapert’s

Land, were strict conservers of the Church's |P

snoisnt customs and Laws. The constructors
of the National Synod of this Dominion, should
it be formed, must be, and doubtless will be,
£quully conservative The General Convention
ot the Church in the Uanited States is no model
for our imitation, It is an eccleciastical mons
trosity, bearing most resemblance to a Pro-
vinoisl Syned, but still differing in essentisl
respects from it ; and is in no bense & Synod of
the Exarchate. It recognizes that faot itself;
aud there must be sooner or later j3that conn-

N

try; at leagt three provincss, whioh will ba
united in a"Synod of the Exarchate at atated
and comparatively infrequant perioda,

2. The seccnd prinaiple is that of tho picfast
equality of the Provinoial Syaods. B oh isthe
peer of every othar. Hande the represeuntation
must be the same from each. Thero are varions
matters of detail of the highest importancs,
which woald nomoe under tha roview of thrie
ontrasted with the formation of a schema. Bat
the general lines to be followed must, if the
matter is to be conduoted to a snoosssful issua,
be those of tho Choroh in every age, Any da-
vistion from the Churoh's castom, tried and
proved throaghout the centaries, in ‘favoar of
brand new schomes born of tho psssing moment,
will prove fallacious snd disappointiag: and
will have eventuslly to give way to the anocisnt
ways, Yours, :

F. PartrIDG).

Halifax, July 12¢h, 1890

Sin,—As most of your readers sre aware, the
above sabject is to bo discusesed at & Conference
to bo held in Winnipeg during the latter part
of next month, And as I can conceive of no
more important subjest to the Church at the
present moment, I crave a small portion of

your colaumus for its discussion, I presume
there can soarcely ho two opinions as to the
degirableness of such unifisation, as cur present
position is one of wealknoss, view it as we may.
Take ¢ ¢ our relation to the civil power, and
contraat it with that of the Methodist or Pres-
byterian body, and this fact hecomes, at onos,
apparent. Ifinflacnae is to be brought to bear
upon the Government or Lagislature in con.
neotion with the question of eduoation, or
tempersance, for instance, these bodies speak
with all the authority of national ones; i.s.. ag
the Mothodist or Presbyterian church of Cain-
ADA ; Wwhile we, a8 st present constituted, have
to put into operation the maochinery of two
Provinoial Synods and a number of independent
dioceses beforo wo oan acoomplish such a result,
Aund then with the possibility of a diffarence of
opinion. And this weakness is no lesa apparent
when wo tarn to our own internal affairs, Tho
great questions of Missions, Prayer Book en-
richment, Discipline, both of clorgy and laity;
not to mention others, imperatively demand
unifleation. In faot, if this is not soor nesom.
plished, we shall have, at least throo practically
independent bodies each oalling itself the
Church of Eingland in Cauads, and esch one
beuring to the others about the same relution-
ship as we now bear to the Caurch in the
United States. The only difference being the
fact that we all owe sallegiance to the sume eivil
power.

- Assuming, then, that wo are agreed npon the
main questicn, what is to bo the form which
this unification is to take ? And hero, I pre-
sume, considerable difference of opinion will be
manifeated. Doubticas somo of those who are
to discuse this important queation will be stiok-
1o s for precedent, who wil insist uponframing
the Church in Canada after the third and fourth
century model, Now, while I approve of this,
go far a+ that model is adapted to modern re-
quirements, I deprecate the siavish copying—
for to dsy—any system not of Divine appoint-
ment, simply beoause it was the best possible
under entirely different circumstances reg, it
by no means follows that bocauso Oonstantine
rovided for the convoyarce of the Bishops
from their distant Sees to Nicia; that Qaeon
Viotoria shonld provide & coach and four to
take the Bishop of Nova Scotis to Winnipeg.

But as my lottor is already too long I must
reserve any farther thoughta upon this sabjeot
for snother letter., Yours, &¢.,

W.J. Aroizxr,

Rawdon, N.S,, July 9th, 1830,

Taar which we are wo shall teach, not vol.
untarily, bat involuntarily.—ZEmerson,



