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—
I feel safo in declaring, as I feol ealled upon to “'»principles of Episcopacy Wo aro at liberty lo" courso taken in our own voluntary movement in
declare that no plea hos been afforded either in | repudiate Episcopacy if, in our consciences, wo ! Church matters, within our own Provinco, (for
the administration of tho Diocese, or the teaching, | cannot be persuaded of its primitivo and Apostolio - lock at the original constitution of our Church
tho procecdings or the practices of its Clergy,  origin, but can we, in that case bo qualified to Socicty subsequently incorporated by Provincinl
for any alarm to be sounded, for any agitation to, bear our part in acting for the Church of Eng- 1 Statuto which makes the Bishop’s consent ncces
bo put n tram, for any organisced opposition— , lnnd ?—And if we havo never fathomed tho sub- f sary to all changjes,—or look at the Charter ot
still less, of courcs, for any movement liablo to ject,—perhaps . ever looked into it at all,—ought ' Bishop's Callege, in all which instances men have
bo regarded ns having any revolutionnry aspect. | we not to endeavour to master it beforo wo refuse it not been afrmd to put large suthority, within an

Most deeply is it, under these ciroumstauces, , to acquiesco in tho received principlo of the!episcopal institution, into episcopal bands)—no
to bo deplored that any difficultics should have Church here considercd, or conceive ourselves! —it would not be to any of these examples that
arisen frow within, upou tho invitation given to ; prepared to deql with o practical question which | we must have recourse, but to the semblance (as
tho Laity to co-operate mm the imanagement of  pcoolves the recognition or the rejection of epis- it I shall shew) rather than tho reality of a prece-
matters ccolesiastical, mith those whoare set over invacy a8 above defined? For if the onmler ofiident in tho introdustion of the cpiscopato into
theut in the Lord, and tbat the invitation shouhl: Bishopsy, in their distinctive character, could bo lithe Umited States of America. And under what

in any mstance have been o misapprehended as,
to cause their being met in a spiriv of unkind-
ness.

ignored in tho Synod and thoy cuuld mergo simply

icircutnstances 2—With the wounds yot raw and

,in the General Order of the Clergy, though with li bleeding caused by the violent disimemberment of

We havo difiiculties enough with which | a complimentary precedence allowed to then, and i the territory trom the Monarchy of England—

to strugglo, in planting nod reaving up, in extend- | the place of chairman reserved for their ocen- ' with prejudice raging alt round in oxasperated

ing, directing nud upholding the provisions of tho |, pancy, this is not episcopacy.

Tho system would

Church for the scattered and widely sovercd . ceaso to be properly au cpiscopal gystem.

population who belong to her within the Diocese;

That tho mairterance, as an inviolable prin-

{i minds, against those institutions of England in
{ whicli the cstablished Church is conspicously
It ~rominent—vwith heightening effect added to this

aud o statistical oxhibition of our progress which, || ciple of such a transmitted Lpiscopnoy, is part { prejudice as well by the notorious fact that the
together with o slight historical outline of the, and parcel of the Church of England, is what iti people of the Church had been characteristically
formation of vur Church inslitutions within the, is most abundantly ensy to shew, but it is what loyal in tho great struggle which had Leen just
Diocese, I had intended, if I had not judged that, I shall not take up yout time by proving here— ! brought to ity close, as by the circumstance that
I should trespuss too far upon your time, to put uur shall I Tabour to exbibit the law af tho case' the coustitwtion of the Church itself is of o
before tlhus mectig, would servo to shew that,, ———that latter quostion has been recently monarchial aspect—and, finally, with wtter local
with mzerably meagre resources aml in the face  treated amongst ns, by mare competent hands - inexpericuce of any cpiscopal supervision what-
of many disheartening obstacles, we have, by the  Aud with reference, in particular, to the con- ever, and habits of mmd remaining altogether
gool hand of vur God upun us and his Llessing struction, upon this point, of tho permissive :to be formed with respect to the relations between
upon tho help of our fricnds at home, and upon_ statute, (19, 29, Vic., ¢h. 141,) I have had the: this new order of men brought into tho country
the eforts of our labourers upun tho spot, sume | Lenefit of an opinion rendered to me by an- under all these circumstauces of difficulty, and
thing snore than kept our ground ond laid sume | authority entirely unaffected by our immediate' the flocks who were to receive them.t  In this
good foundation for thoso who will come after, local influences nnd agitations,—an autherity " conpuncture of afjairs the original Diocescs adopted
us. I hind thought tnata sursey of such a nature | which would bo acknowledged hy all narties what- 8 constitution i which the consent of the Bishop
(which 1 mny possibly prepa.c at some future, over, to bo ns high as tho 'rovince of Canada can 13 not made exsentnl in their vcelesiastical legis-
opportunity) might encourage aud interest us afford. Tho Act, according to this opinion, ex- ! Istion, and tho system onco introduced into the
farthor, io the work which wo hnve now in hand, | pressly roccgnizes the threo distinct orders of i republic, it Las (with the exception of Vermont,
and aid us in appreciating as well as,—if any  Bishops, Clergy and Laity as threc branches, the " the well known defence of whose particular con-
whore it be imperfectly or incorrectly understood, y conourrence of each of which by itsclf, is neces- 1 stitution by the present Bishop of the Diocese, I
~in understanding our task.  Tho whole subject | sary to give cffeot to legislation within the bady. ' do think to be a victorious performance, ard gno
ia practically new among us—but wo shall re-} Each of the tbrec branches alike therefore, has i recent exceptioninamorequalificd furm) naturally
momber that weo have not champ libre, we havo, what, according to tho popular rather than the il been continued in the Dioces.. which have been
not a clear stago for creating a new system or s correct phraseology of the day, is called in the i Since created, Is this i:caturc, thep, of the
trying oxperiments in the way of re-modelling the , case of the Bishops, a vefo upon tho other two, | American Chusch Covvention, the special pre-
old one which wo havo rec ‘vod. Wo have to,, Thers is, bowever, one point of enquiry upon | cedent which any of us can desiro to single out}
deal,—ond we aro thus brouglt to the second, which I shall in conclusion of this whole subject, !! for our own guidance?

part of our subject according to tho distribution | enter a littlo more at large, because it is one upon " But Lero it is not unimportant to observe that
of it which I proposed in tho outset of these; which great misapprehensions are seen to prevail, !l this supposed Americax precedent does not after
romarks,~wo hnve to deal, under tho two Pro-| aud such as have great influence upon the judg- ¥ all (831 have intimated)gothelength of divesting
vinctal Statutes which provide for the case, with ‘ments of men in the matters here considered ! the Church of the episcopal control in legislation,
the system of tho Church of England. .. The remarks I have to offer upon it are, as well ! for the Church 1n the United States provides not

Now hero thore aro two postulates to bo as-
sumed.
or Province concedes powers, of whatever kind, ;
to o rehigious body, it must bo understood, as a}
matter of course, that thoso powers are to be
called iuto cxerciso according to the consti-
tution, laws and usages of the body itself. And
sccondly, that if the body proceed to frame,
under those powers, a representatise constitution
for certamn dehiberative, cxecutive, and legislative
purposes of 1ts own, the enyuiry presents itself,
sn Limine, what that body s which is to be repre-
sented and how its original, essential and dis-
tinctivo character is to bo preserved.

Tho body to Le represeated in tho present caso
in the Episcopal Church of England,

What, then, is Episcopacy ?

We need not go to the schools of theology for
an aunswer to this question, nor ransack the
lobours of learned divines.  Wo havo only to con-
sult tho 1eost famiac repusitory of defiaitions in
our own language.®* We bhave ounly to look there
for the werdiEpscopacy and we see it thus de-
fined: The government of the Church by Bishops,
established by the Apostles.

1£ wo have to frame o Synudical constitution
within the Episcopal Church of England, it is
phin that we must frame it according to the

Furat, thatif the Logistature of s Country |,

as a small portion of those already mado, not
altogether now to some few members of the Synod
who are here present.

The eaquiry is this—

What and whero are the precedents to which
wo would have recourse if we could possibly es-
tablish a Synod which, in making laws for the
Church, could dispense with the cpiscopal con-
currence?

I answer, my brethren, that wo should bo doing
what has not yot, under the same circumstances,
been seen in tho christian world. We should bo
inscribing a namo upon this Diocese of Quebee
which would bo new in the history of our religion
upon earth. Woshould be secking our pattern—
not from tho precedents of the pure primitive
Churchin her unchallenged and invariable practice
in this behalf—not from the declared principles
and settled system of the Church of England or
other reformed episcopal Churches—not from the
proceedings of any one among all the Colonial
Churches of our own Communion in different and
far-divided quarters of tha globe, who have thus
far, whethier upon a formally legalized basis or
otherwiso .dopted a Synodical Coustitution—
not from tle action of puhlic authority or the

* Johnson’s Dictlonary.

| only for the Annual Convention of eacli Diocese
|—but for the supreme authority of a triennial
tConvention of tho whsio Church throughout the
t Union. And in this General Conventon xoTainG
Jl CAN PASS WITHOUT TIIB CONSENT OF THE HOUSE OF
llTne Bisitors. It was not so originally : but it
li was mado 8o even in that land of democratic pre-
| dominance by subsequent legislation within the
body, because, in the working of the system its
necessity was seen and felt. The case, therefore
of individual Dioceses there, cven if they could,
under any circumstances, bo made a warrantable
pattern for ourselves in the point at issue, is not
parailel to our own case kere.  Wo are procecd-
ling to act in Synod not as one out of many
| Dioce:zes which are all subject aliko to the para-
i mount authority of a General Convention (or
‘nccording to older acclesinstical language, of a

'+ Solittle ln many quarlers was the Church then under
| stood by lier own people i America, that when tho body
|1 at large wasn the process of organization in the country,

the people prufussing to belong 0 her in one of the Statcs,
applird to be received into Convention, with the condition
| propo: o L1a! they should not have any Bishop.

$ In the learned work of Judge Hoffmap, of New York,
on the Law of the Church, 1t will bo scen that {t was by the
surrender from th foroo of circumstances, of an snherent
;';‘gh{. ttbat the Bishops became divested of what fs cailed
e Veto.




