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To the Editor of Tae C aCH Gu AN *
SM,-Âgrseing with those who think that a

serions wrong bas been doue to the Provincial
Synod by the exclusion of the Seoretary of the
Lower House froin the toll of its members. I
would s uggest the questiou, is there any oblige-
tion to elect a member Of. the louse s Secre-
tary ? The Secretary of the House of Bishops
is not a member of that House, and I am not
aware of any regulation .implying a limitation
cf the freedom of choice in the other House.
Âllowing Canon Norman ne longer represents
the JIhocese of Montreas], may not the Lower
House vindicate its 'wn independence by re-
eleoting him as Secretary? His position May
be'd$sagreeable, but it ssms to bs necessary
that h. ähould continue te act as Secretary up
te the time of the organization of ti House by
the election of a Prolocutor : sud we may hope
that noiwithstandin g bis rojection by a party
vote in'the Synnd of his own dicesse, he may
bé inducsd te continue te serve if a large maj-
ority of the Provincial Synod manifeat a desire
t6e rtain bis services as Sscretary. It is much
to be deplored that the Provincial Synod, of
whioh the procoedin gs ars of so much import-
anceo the whole Church eau be deprived of

-soes of its Most able and valuable members
by the action of a in party one of the Diocoses.

- A MEMBIE OF SYNOD.

TEll NAME OF OUR CHURCH.

Sza,-I have recsived not a few communiça-
tions concerning the latter I ventured te ad-
draes te the other Bishops of the Church in
Canada, and through them te the members of
the Church in general, with reference te a
change of name of cur Chureh. I am glad te
find iaere ie a fairly wide-apread desire for somes
change. I was not surprised that there should
be many objectors. Will yon allow me to say
a few words through yeur widely circulating
paper on some of the objections that I find most
prevalent?

1. There are those who urge the non posumus
plea. However advieable some change may be,
the difficulties in the way are too great. I
would anéwer. If the thing le in itself t be
desired, let us try. Par greater difficulties than
any I Lave yet heard of have yielded to earnest
persistent effort. It will b timte en ugh te
Bay, " It is impossible," when some real effort
bas been made. e

2. There is next the religious objection. It
is urged, that the assumption of the titie
" Cburch of Canada," cr " Catholic Church of
Canada " would be presumptuous, and also un-
fair to those other Christian bodies that now
divide the land with us, some of whom are even
more numerous than we are. I can only say
that while fully and gladly admitting the good
donejy those who have separated themselves
friom% unity of the Church, and acknowledg-
ing the evident signe that they exhibit that
God blesses their work in spite of their schism,
1 bave always believed that there can only be
ee.true branch of the Holy Catholie and Apos-

itoile Church in any country, and that Branch
iý s known by its maintenance of the Apostolic
doctrine and its threefold ministry, which " it
ie évident unto ail men diligently reading the

SRily 'Soripture and ancient authors," as our
i Prayeî-book says, " there bas ever been in
iChnst's Church froin the Apostles' time." And

the claim of snob Church te be the Catholie
Cihureh;of the country in which it existe is al-

F.together independent of such more accidental
oircumatances as its numerical superiority, or

"i4t ilocognition by-the State. However, it has
been suggsted that the name " Anglican Cath-

.ollé "urch of Canada' would do away with

thie objeéti du. Jtseems - -
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ls introduçing inu-Catholic divisipn likethre
Roman Chür.chtustt peaka-of a rac
rather thian a cdùity, it is. fàir ss objeètion-
able and unmeanguthan "C hrhpf gand."'

it eau, moreover, claim a kind of precedçnt in
the Pan-Anglian Synod. If therefors a, change
is made thie might be accepted as a solution of
the diffiliulty.

It certainly could not offerdany oher body
of Christians. 'Ail that I eontend for is that
somehow it sbould be expessed in our title that
w e are te legitimate representative ofrthe Cathoe-
lic Church or CANADA, and not the Chiurch of
another country, merely' in Canada. The exact
fern in which this ia te be dône may .weil b
left for the Church itself tod ecide..

3. The third and last sobjection is the legal
one. The Church n Canada, we are .told,-was
intended te be, and still is ' an integral part of
the Cburch of England,' and, therefore, bas no
right te any other name, and if it does assume,
another name it sevèrs its connection with that
Chu-ch. Thre can be no doubt that lu the
early days of the Colonial Ch urch it was thought
by statesmen and lawyers that the Church,, as
established by law i could be transplanted into
the Colonies with ail its privileges and restrie-
tions. Most unfortunate'ly Erasianiem then

eined supreme, And those in authority bad
1Witte knowledge of the rights and -powers of
the Church as apart from its civil connections.
And tilt very lately this phantom was clung te
as though it was a great reality. Letters patent
were issued by the Crown coUferTing rights on
Bishops with the most solemn formality tilt
those documents were found by astute lawyers
te be notbing but waste paper. I 'do not pre-
tend te unravel.the intricacies of ecclesiastical
law whieh in the case of the 'establishment'
bas, I fear, becu allowed te get into a very
chaotie state in England. But I appeal fron
the subtleties of legal fictions to what facts have
accomplished, it may be in nite Of the inten-
tions of lawyers and law; I fparlessly ask: can
one Churcb in this country he said to be any
longer, as matter of fact, " an integral part of the
Church of England "? The Church in Canada
is no part of the spiritual estate of the realm of
England liko the Church of Canterbury. It is
no part of the Constitution of England. It le
net subject te Jus Reginm Ecclesiastionni
whereby temporal punish ments can be annexed
te spiritual censures. It bas no voice in Con-
vocation which is " the Church of England by
Representation." Its clergy cannot hold cures
in Efngland except under special License from
the Archbishop of Cantevbury. Dioceses are
created by its -own Provincial Synods, net by
the Crown. its Bishops are elecjted by the free
voice of the Presbyters and Laity of eab Dio-
cese. No conge d'elire issued by the Crown ro-
stricts the choice.

We are bound by the ancient Common Law
of the Church Catholie. I know not by what
sse. When it is said that -we are bound by the

Canons of the Chut-ch of England, 'se far as
they are applicable te oar circumstances,' it
must be sean that the whole case is virtually
concded. Who is te decide the important
point.how far they are applicable. Will the
Imperial Parliament? Wilf Convocation ? If
we ourselves are te be the judges, and te taire
what -we like, and to leave what WB do net like,
it ie ovident that we are not bound by them till
we bind ourselves.

That we, in our Synodè, voluntarily accept
the formularies of the Church of England cari-
not make us an - integral part of that Church.
It-on the contrary conclusively proves that w a
are not. Fancy a Province formally accepting
the Acta of the whole Dominion, or a munici-'
pality the Acta of a Province, of which it forme
an integral part ? If there wa any law but
Our own voluntary compact bindin us as an
"integral part of the Church of Engand " such
a formal aceeptance of those standards as the
basis of our constitution would be absurd.

* The judicial Committes u Long va. the
Bishp of Capetown,' said thatthe'result of it
,verdiqt was to place the Churh oftEngland "in
placeswieretbere is ne Cburch established by
iaw, in the same situation with any ther reli-
gious body, in n better, but it no worse posi-
tion."
* Let us boldly acco t the position te which
we have been brought by stern facts without
encumbsring ourselves with the frail threads of
legal fiction.

The Pan Anglican Synod of 1867, in its tb.
Resolution, v wisely laid down, " That in
ordert te te. bning of the Church of our Colo-
nial Empir' and Missienary Churches bsyond
them in the closest union with the Mother
Church it is necessary that they receive and
maintain without alteration the standards of
faith and doctrine now in use in the Chutrch.
Thatnevertheless, each Province should have
right te make such adaptations and additions te
the services of the Chur'ch as its peculiar cir-
cumstances may require, provided that no
change or addition be made inconsistent with
the principles and spirit of the Book of Common
Prayer."

We. could desire nothing more. This resolu-
tion gives a guarantee for the closest union in
doctrine and Liturgical practice, while it allows
reasonable diversity. Would that the Church
lu this country would be bold enough te exer-
cese a littile of that 'right te maire such adapta-
tion and additions to the services of the Church
Il that she has, and the want of which se crip-
pies the snergies of the Mother Church.

The day on wbich I date this letter is the
99th anniversarv of the Consecration of the
first Colonial Bishop of one Church. Wald it
not be a r ost fit mothod of commemo-ating the
centenary of this great avent for the Church of
this country, which was the'first to receive this
biessing, te gather together representatives of
our scattered portions who might consider, un-
der the guidance of the Holy Spirit, if some
meaus. ecannot be adopted whereby greater con-
solidation, and thereby power, mightnot be ob-
tained for our Church in ibis Dominion and a
n.ame assumed more truly indicative et' cur po-
sition in thia country and in the great confed-
cration of Dioceses of the one Chatrch Catholie,
so that when the Centenary Anniversary ar-
rived, a great assembly of the whole Chu-ch
may be held at which the docisions formulated
by the Representatives and ratified by the Pro-
vincial Synods and the ludependent diocoses of
B itish Columbia should b promulgated, and
an era of increased power and vitality, may we
not trust, under the blessing of God, inaugur-
ated for our beloved Church ?

I am yours faithfully.
ADELBERT,

Bishop of Qu'Appelle.
St. John's College, Qu'Appelle, N.W.T. 1

August 12th, 1886. j

THE REVISED VERSION AN) THE
RESOLUTION THEREON OF THE

SYNOD OF TORONTO.

To the Editor of the CaurE GuARDiAN:
Sîa,-A the members of the Synod of

Toroto are originally responsible for the pro-
posal of the resolution commented upon by my
friend, the Rev. Dr. Roc, in your issue of 11th
Auegt, I Lave to ask permission te makce a
reply> to his communication. I shall begin by
stating briefiy some of the ressons which
influenced those who introduced, supported,
and pas-ed, almet unanimously, the resolution
in question.

The work of revision was committed te a
body comprising seventy-nine of the most
learned divines, scholars, and literary mon, on
both sides of the Atlantic, of whom fifty-two
belonged te Great Britain and twenty-seven te
the-United States. They ocoupied in the case
of the New Testament tan years and a half,


