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THE PROPOSED UNIFICATION OF THE

OHUROK .
To the Editor of the Church Guardian t

Sra.-It may not be unprofitable at the pres-
ent time, in view of the approaching Conference
at Winnipeg, ta elicit in your columns some
discussion on the subjeot which is uppermost
in the minde of Canadien Churchmen. I have
therefore ventured to put together the follew-
ing notes, which may serve to elucidate so far
a matter at present anything bnt clear to
many,

In the first place, the name adopted ta
represent what it in hoped may be properly
bogun by the representatives nssemblad t
Winnipeg, ie te a certain extent misleading.
Thora can be no unification of what is already
one; sud essentially with "one Loan, one
FAmT, one Bàapxsi, one God, and father of ail,
who is above all, and through all, and in all,"
there is essential unity. The Church can think,
speak, and aot, olearly and legally, and bitd.
ingly. What is sought to be accomplished, as
I understand it, is the additional cohesion
which a national Synod would give in externals,
the increase of organization which would sprimg
from a common centre, and the vastly more
powerful sentiment attaching in the idea of
most persons to the apparently more uuited
action of the whole Church in Canada. I bc-
lieve that such benefits would be more apparent
than real; partly because the powers of suh a
central body would be strictly limited, and
muet not interfere with matters outeide its
acope, or with rights inherent in amaller bodies;
and partly because. the Church bas already all
necesary power of legislation in her provincial
Synods, the only danger being that their legis-
lation might conflit. Still what is real is not
always apparent; and what many of our own
members do not see, we can, hardly expect
others to observe.

Next-Special legislation will have to be
songht. The only Acteon which the Provincial
Synod is conducted are Acte of the old province
of Canada proviens te Confederation. These
Acte would presumably not cover the assembling
of any religions bodies without the limits of
the said old Province of Canada.

But supposing that unanimity prevails in the
preliminary counoile, and there sbould be no
difMeulty in obtaining enabling Acte from the
Dominion Parliament, it may be well te en-
quire what should be some of the prineiples on
which such a Synod ehould be formed. In
order to indicate these, it will be necessary to
make some statements which will seem like a
twice told tale te some of our learned clergy
and layment but which are net so familiar to
ohurchmen gonorally.

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

1. Diocesan Synods -In these the Biehop sat
in conjunction with all his presbyters. The
earliest example we have is that mentioned in
Acte xxi. 18.26, when St. James, Biehop of
Jernsalem, called together hi& Presbyters, and
enforced the decrees of the Apostoli counoil of
Jeruesalem of Acte xv. One of themain objectei
of a Diccesan Symcd in early times was tiat
the Biehop might promulgate te his Diocase
the acts of the Provimoial Bynod under which
the Diocese vae ituated. Diocesan Synode
were disused in the Church of England for
saveral centuries, but have of late bean revived,
and are part of the regular machinery of the
Church in the colonies.

2, Pr6vincial Bynodi.-These are assembliee
of combined Dioceses. under the presidency of
the Metropolitan. There is good reason to
think on the authority of Chrysostom, that
Timothy had jurisdiction over Proconsular
Asia, and that Titus had oversight over all the
Churches of Ciete In the second century,

Irmaeus, Biehop of Lyons, superintended the
Gallican Dioceses. In the Boclesiastical his.
tory of EBsebins, book v., o. 23, there is the
clearest proof of Provincial organization and
of metropolitical authority. And the 33rd
Apostolical Canon thus reads:-" The Bishaops
of each province ought te own him who is
ohief among them, and own him as their head,
and do nothing extraordinary without his con-
sent, but each one those things only which
concern his own parish (i.. -Diocase), and the
oeuntry subjeot to it." The fifth Canon of the
Connoil of Nicai provided " That in each
Province Synode should b held twice in each
year, sothat all the Bishops of the Province
being gathered together to the same place, dis-
pnted questions might be ivvestigated."

3. Synods of the Exarchate.-The Exarchate
is a combination of Provinces. The constitu.
tion of this ecoleiastical division is a little
later in point of time than the Province, and
appear te have been held for cause rather than
with perfect regularity. There is, however, no
possible doubt about its existence, powers, and
position in the Church organiztions. As the
Bishop was Chief Offi er in hie Diocese, and
the Metropolitan in hie Province, se the Exarch
Patriarch, or Ârohbishop, was chio in hie
Exarchate. The Synode of the Exarchate
ware convened under hie presidency. To the
J .dgment of these Synode the deci sions of Pro-
vincial Synode were subjeot; and from its
judgment in the case of a trial of a Bishop there
was no appeal, not even ta an (E iamenical.
Counoil. The authority of Xxarohs over Mot-
ropolitan Bishops is olearly defined and dis.
tinotly shewn. More wili be said on this ques.
tion later on.

4. &cumenical or General Council.-This is,
as its name implies, a represantative gathering
of the whole Catholie Church. lu the present
divided state of Christendom a true (oeumenical
Council is impos"ible. We need not therefore
dwell upon it; but turn our attention to num.i
ber 3, the Synod of the Exarchate, sometimes
called the National Synod: a connoil superior
to, and consisting of a combination of Provin-
cial Synode, is what is now sought toe furmed
for the Church in the Dominion of Canada.
Snob a Synod ie not unknown te aur branch of
the Church Catholio, many of them having bean
held in England. In another letter £ will
devote some attention to what is known of
their history. In this I would point out two,
principles, upon which such a Synod muet be
utilized,

1. It cannot b. brought into play at the ex.
pense Of ProviLcial Synode. It is far more
important to the well being of the Church that
thore sBhould be Provincial Synode without Sy-
nods of the Exarchate than that the Provincial
Synode should ceuse to exist because of the use
of the higher Synod. The one is a prime ne.
cessity of the Church. The organization of the
Charch would cease to bc Càtholic if the Pro
vincial system were abolished. Nay, a emall
portion of the whole Chùrch, snch as Canada is,
conld not obliterate the Provincial Synode.

The acte of Provincial Synode cen always be
made universal by concurrence. Bat the Ch uroh
would cease to be.the Church as ahe has beau
from the beginning, without her Provincial
Synode. The founders of Diocesan Synode, as
well as those who drew up the constitution of
the Provincial Synode of Canada and Eupert's
Land, were strict conservera of the Church's
ancient custome and Laws. The constructors
of the National Synod of this Dominion, should
it be formed, muet ba, and doubtless will be,
îqually conservative The General Convention
ai the Church in the United States is no mode]
for our imitation. It is an ecclesiastical -ons
trosity, bearing most resemblance , to a Pro-
vincial Synod, but still differmg in essential
respecte from it ; and is in nO hense a Synod of
the Exarhtp. It. recognizes that faot itself ;
and there must be sooner or later 'iýthat coun-

try; et least thrge provinces, wviich will ba
united in a«Synod of the Exarobate at stated
and comparatively infrequ-ent pariods,

2. The soccnd principle is that of the p irreit
equality of the Provincial Synodi. E ich is the
peer of every other. Eane the representation
muet ba the sae from eah, Tber are v.irious
matters of detail of the highest importanoo,
which would come under the reviev of th,4e
entrusted with the formtion of a sohein. Bat
the general lines te be followe must. if the
matter is to be condunted te a suocessful issue,
be those of tha Churoh in very ago. Any de.
viation from the Ohuroh's custom, tried and
proved throughout the oentaries, in favour of
brand new achaines born of the ps9sing moment,
will prove fallacious and disappointiag and
will hava eventually te give way to the anouibt
ways. Yours,

Halifax, July 12th, 1890
F. PARTaIDO.

Sin,-As most of your readors are aware, the
above subject is to b disoussed at a Conference
te be hald in Winnipeg during the latter part
of next month. And as I can conceive of no
more important subject ta the Church at fhe
present moment, I crave a smal portion of
your column for ifs discussion. I presume
there can soarcely ho two opinions as te the
desirableness of sncb unification, as eur present
position is one of woeknoss, view it as we may.
Take e g our relation ta the civil power, and
contrast it with that of the Mothodist or Pres.
byterian body, and this faut becomems, ut once,
apparent. If infiaonce is to be brought te bear
upon the Government or Legislature in con.
nootion with the question of education, or
temperance, for instance, these bodies speak
with all the authority of national ones; i. o.. al
the Methodist or Presbyterian nhurch of Ct.N
ADA while we, as at present constituted, have
te put into operation the machinery of two
Provincial Synode and a number of independent
dioceses before ea can ecoomplish sncb a remLt.
And then with the pomibility of a differonce of
opinion. And this waaknaes is no less apparent
when wa turn to cur own internal affairs. The
great questions of Missions, Prayer Book On-
richment, Discipline, both of clorgy and laity;
net te mention others, imperatively demand
unification. In faut, if this is not oon cucomt.
plisbed, we shall have, ut least throe practioally
indepoendent bodios each calling iteif the
Charcb of Englazid in Canada, and esh one
bearing ta the others about the sane relation.
ship as we now bear to the Caurch in the
United States. The only diffarence being the
fact that ve all owe allegiance to the sama civil
power.

-Assuming, thon, that wo are agrood upon the
main question, what is to ha the form which
this unfication is ta take ? And haro, I pre.
sumo, considerable difference of opinion will be
manifested. Doubtless soma of thoso who are
ta discues this important question will b stick.
le e for precedent, who wlinoit iuponframiàg
the Church in Canada after the third and fourth
century model. Now, whie I approve of this,
so fer ab that modal is adapted te modern re.
quirements, I deprecate the siavish copying.
Ior to day-any system not of Divine appoint.
ment, simply because it was the best possible
under entirely different circumetances : eg., it
by no meaus follows that bacause Constantine
provided for the convoyance of the Bishops
from their distant Bes te Nicoe; that Queen
Victoria should provide a coach and four te
take the Bishop of Nova Scoia ta Winnipeg.

But as my latter le already tee long I must
reserve any further thoughts opon this subjeot
for another latter. YoUrS, &C.,

Rawdon, N.S, July 9th 1830.

TUÂT which we are we shall teach, not vol.
untarily, but imvoluntarily.-Emerson.
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