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“ Ad profectum sacrosancto matris ccclesio.”
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THE NATAL DIFFICULTY.

In-order $o give our readers a clear ides of the present state of this scandal
which will bo the means of working  great henefit to the whole Anglican Cbureb.
but, more ially and sseedily. to its colonis! branches, we wmust first state the

ent creed of the misguided and obstinate man who insists on drawng the salary
and standing in the place of & Bishop of Christ’s Charch.

Dr. Qolenso’s. belief as continually expressed by bimself w thus, wab other
points, viz :—that thg Bitlo does not contan an unerring record of Divine trutb—
that it does vot contiln, oven apon faith and morals, that which we are all required

. to adhere to  That our blessed Lord knew no more thao any wtelhigent .?ew of

- Hisown period,—that He was, w fact, ignorant, —that it has been reserved for Dr

Colenso to point dat the ertors of s ignorant Lord, and that He whom the angels
- worshipped is not a fit object for our adoration.

. 8ix years ago, Dr. Colenso having published bis disbelief in Chrutiaouy. sccord-
4ing to the above epitome, the Convocations of Canterbury and York cupdemoed bis
beresy, and vehemently urged bis Metropofitan, the Bishop of Capetown, to summaen
and try him. —these ropresentatives of the English Chareh thus, be it remembered
—deblaring it to bé the work of each branch of the Colomial Cbasrch to t.r{ Judge
and anhij}ect to discipline its own delinquents This course wos accordingly taken
by the Bishop of Capetown He summoned Dr Colenso to appear before him and
two of his suffragan bishops, and enswer to the charges lmg against hum. Dr
Colenso acknowledged his Met:ffoliun’e nght to him, by appearing by bus

foctor, but failed to purge bimself of the charge of beresy. and was accordingly

eposed. but invited by the Bishop of Capetown to ap(real m the decision of im
Court to the Arcbbxsiop of Cagterbury, which the de Bishop failed to do,
relyin% on his Letters Patont, thas setting the power of tho State am\ that of the £
Cburch, putting his trust in man, and in s heart going from the '

Becing that by the late famous decisions of Lords*Westbury and Romully, the
Oburch in the Colapies was declared to be ip exactly the eamo position as all other
religions Societies, lefl to its own management, and tree from State wterference, the
first step taken, sfter Dr Colenso was doposed, was the refusal of the Trustees of
tho (‘annial Bishopric Fund to pay his salary. But bere it was goen thay the
children of the Chareh were pot yeb to be let go to freedom on® purity of worshi
in the Coloniea  Like other religions bodies, the Anglican Charch abroad was let)’
freo to suppert itself  Bus bere i similarity to others, in point of frecdom tras to
vease. Jtwas oot to be left freo to purify wsolf Dr Calenso, utterly denying
the dootsine of Christianity, insisted on o maintenance from fands raised for the

praret
- '



46 The Natal Dificulty. . !

propagition of the christion faith, and the sccular courts compelled the Trustees to
pay his sulary from tho Bishoprig Fund, whilst they ulso forced the orthodox clergy
to give bim and his four heretical clergymen full possession of the Church property
in Natal. Great was the triumph of the enemy.

Dx. Colenso’s admirers, <.c., the infidel portion of them, boasted that the Church
of England was saddled with a Bishep * whose views are opposed to the whole spirit
of the teaching gud doctrine of the Christian Church at large, from the carliest time
down to the present day.”

But what said the Church to all this? A few noisy men of the Rationalistic
sort, put themselves forward as the exponents of Church Opinion, in opposition to
the voice of Convocation and Synod. Dean Stanley, knowing Dr: Colenso’s views,
and the additional fact that he has introduced into the Natal churches & hymn-book
from which all praise or worship addressed to Jesus as God is carefully excluded,
now publicly declares that (in his opinion) the doctrines of the Bishop of Natal are
such as the Universal Church has never condemned,—such as within the Church of
England are by law allowed. Prejudice must surely go far to blind the eyes and
stop. the ears’of any man who can réad ecglesiastical history, and hear—even once
—the services of our Church, and yet make such an assertion. The Bighop of
London also has acted a very extraordinary part in this trouble. He was offe of the
first-to wink at the publication of Colenso’s heretical books in the city of London,
and when it was plzgn]y his own duty to call any clergyman—much more a Bishog
—to account for denying the faith of the Church within his jurisdiction, he excuse
himself-on the plea t{;at it was the duty of the Bishop\of Capetown, as the Metro-
politan of the Bishop of Natal, to try that offender. V\\‘}}L-N\)motion was made to
condemn Bishop C%Il)enso’s heresies, in the Convocation of Canterbury, the Bishop
of London and 8t. David’s, Dean Stanley and some others /made every effort to .
prevent such condemnation.  Afterwards, in thesLambeth Council, when the great
body of the Bishops were most anxious to discuss and condemn. Colenso’s heresies,
the Bishops of Lendon and St. David’s most earnestly besought, and unfortunately
prevailed upan the ;presiding Archbishop to take no formal expression of opinion
from the Council, as a Body, on the matter. Fifty-six of the Bishops, however,
foreseoing the use which would afterwards be made of this apparent want of decision ,

“at so conspicuous an opportunity, placed on record their acceptance of the spiritual
validity of the- deposition of Colenso. -

Theline of defence adopted by Colenso and his Rationalistic friends has been
to keep clear of the spiritual, and trust to the delays and quibbles of the secular
powers, well knowing that in all'doctrinal disputes their decisions have almost in-
variably looked towards what is wrongly called liberality of sentiment, at the expense
of the Catholic faith. The Bishop of London, with the zeal of a partisan, is now
demanding that no successor to Bishop Colenso be conseerated until a legal decision
can be obtained as to the validity of the sentence which has been prouounced by the .
spiritual court,—or in other words, demanding that the Church shall be guided by
the State in matters of doctrine. The Archbishop of York has also urged this delay
and appeal-to State; but in the most vigorous and manly style the noble Bishop of
Capetown has repliéd to both these prelates. .Ho shows that the highest Court of
Appeal has decided that the Church in South Africa is not established by law, but
is-a voluntary association, in no'better nor worse position than the other religious
Bodies of the Colony. The Bishop of Capetown, therefore, says to the Bishop of
London that the Church in South Africa *“is entitled to exercise all the rights and
liberties of such volantary associations, withaut interference on the part of your
Lordship or others with those rights.” .

~
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The Natal Diffculty. 41

The Bishop of London asserted that a schispt would be created if a new Bishop
were sent out. . Tho Bishop of Capotown shows that it is Colenso who bas made,
and is every day widening the schism, and ravaging Christ’s flock—and charges
upon the Bishop of London the responsibility of encouraging him by addressing him
in a letter as ‘* Dear Lord,” ¢ Your faithful brother fw Christ.”

-In answering the Archbishop of York, the Bishop of Capetown maintains that
no civil court in England has or ought to have any jurisdiction oyer the decisions of
any voluntary -association in South Africa in Spiritunl matters. And after pointing

“out to his Grace (who absented himself from the Lambeth Council,) that in that
august assembly, and unot in the columns of a newspaper, the matter in dispute
would best have been discussed, the Bishop of Capetown also asks his Episcopal
censors, who advise him to subwit the question to tge decision of some civil court,
what they intond to do should such a court affirm that Dr. Colenso’s teaching is not
contrary to the faith held and taught by the Church of England, or upon some
technical ground should uphold him in his position? Ave they prepared, in such a
case:to recognise him as a Bishop of the Church, and to hold communion with him?
If so, what will their own position in Christendom be? And what will be their
position towards the Church in.South Africa, which has deposed the false Teacher?
He solemnly and prophetically warns these prelates and all others in the Church of
England who countenance Colenso, of throw impediments in the way of his succes-
sor, that tl:{ough the Church in South Africa is being ravaged during these delays,
it is the Church of - England which, in this matter, is really on her trial, as a true
branch of the Church Catholic. The Church in South Africa has rejected and
exposed the wolf in sheep’s clothing. Will the Church of England side with him,
or romain neutral, or consume the time in Erastian doubts and quibbles until he
shall have completed his ruinous work, and branded the Church of England with a
mark of shame from which she may never recover? In thiz case the days of that

* Church are numbered. . ' . -.

The good and faithful Bishop should rather have said that in such case the days
of Church—and-State connection are numbered.- ,The Church in her Convocations
of Canterbury and York, the Episcopal Synod of the Church ef Scotland, the Pro-
vincial Synod in Canada, our own Diocesan Synod, and the General Convention of
the Episcopal Church in the United States, and lastly the great body of the Bishops
in the Lumbeth Council. has approved the action of the South African Church
ogainst Colenso. The desire for Synod and Council which has so wonderfully
spread in the Anglican Churehes within the last twenty years, will now receive an
immense impetus. The days of isolation are numbéred. The, days of Erastianism
or the bondage of Church to the State are numbered. But the ddys of the Anglican
Branch of Christ’s Holy Catholic and Apostolic are not numbered, for the gates of
hell shall not prevail against her. A faithfal man, Rev. W. K. Mucrorie is to
proceed to South Africa to be there consecrated bishop in the place of Dr. Colenso,
and the heresiarch, now cast out and disowned by every branch of our Church, will
eventually be dropped even by his Erastian friends. The Church in the Colonies,

-in the course of this difficulty is rapidly learning her true position and powers, and

the end will prove that emancipation abroad will lead to emancipation at home.
The days of Erastianism are numbered. The great struggle between Faith and
Infidelity, in these lntter days, bas entered upon its first stage.
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48 The Sermon of the Cross.

THE SERMON OF THE CROSS;
OR, THOUGHTS ¥OR LENT AND 173102{4*103.

THE season of Lent, has come round again; and again the Church has
solemuly and lovingly called upon each one of -us to turn unto the Lord our
God, not so much with praise and thanksgiving, as more especially with repent-
ance, lowly aderation, abasement alike of soul and body. At such a timp, with
prayer for and trust in the Spirit’s guidance, our eyes turn naturally to Christ
crucified; our thoughts to those precious words spoKen to us from the cross
itself~wrung, as it were, out of our Savionr’s dying agony by His undying love.

First of the cross itself.

“They crucified Him,” (S. Matt. xxvii. 35; S. Mark xv. 24; S. Luke
xxiii. 83 S. John xix. 18.) - .

In these words thére is a notable instance of the simplicity of truth—the
simplicity, therefore, of Scripture and Prophecy—which from our practical un-
familiarity with erucifixion, we are perhaps somewhat in danger of overlooking.
Christ, when signifying by what death He should die, had said, ¢, if I be lifted
up from the earth, will draw all men unto me.” Now, if we lopk at the exact
mode of crucifixion, we shall seo that by'no other death could this prophecy—
these words, ¢ lifted up”—have been literally fulfilled. T'o crucify, the victim
was stripped nearly naked, and then extended on the cross as it lay on the
ground. While in this position the npils were driven through the hands and
feet (usually by four soldiers, who, in/the case of our Saviour, afterwards di-
vided His garments into four parts) ; and so nailed together, cross and body
were ‘‘ lifted up from the earth,” and the bottom of the cross suffered to tall into
the hole previously dug for it. Thus, then, was our Saviour lifted up; thus
“ they crucified Him ;" thus He took upon Himself not only death, but the low-
est, meanest form of death; not only the form of a servant, but of the basest
" eriminal ; thus was He not only ¢ obidient unto death,” but * made Himself of
no reputalion.’” ' .

“And with Him they crucify two thieves ; the one on His right hand, and the
other on His left.” ®Chis gives us another view of Christ crucified. Now we
may behold the cross as the judgment throne will be: ori the one hand the?h‘eep,
on the other the goats; on the one hand the penitent saved malefactor, on the
other the miserable impenitent railer. Ang, again; in the two thieves alone, we
may see the different effects the preaching of the Gospel would have on the
children of men.

Lastly, let us see in Christ’s cross a special and strangely beantiful type of
that new covenant, that new commandment, that Love, of which He came into
the world to be an esgmple and a firstfruit. Let us behold in the cross stretch-
ing four ways, the length and breadth, the depth and height, of that Love ; and
in His arms,-¢xtended upon it, the infinite mercy that wounld embracé all His
poor creaturps, draw them to His heart, and hold them there.

“ Father forgive them ; for-they know not what they do” (S. Luke xxii, 34.)
-These words seem the very outpouring of the love which we have just been
contemplating in Christ crucified. The prayer appears to have been made. at
the time when the soldiers were employed in driving the nails through his hands
and feet; and probably they were primarily intended as the objects.of it; since,
as Romans, § they knew not what they did.” But in its more extended sense it
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applies equally to all souls for all time; for the great thing that Christ died
to procure was forgiveness of sins, and the first words He utters upon Ilis
death-cross are a prayer for it. 1is lust declaration is love te llis enemies ;
His last legacy, nu carnest request to God for the forgivenéss of ITis persecutors
and malefactors.  And not only does hewish their pardon—-not only dpes He
“pray the Father for them ;" }He even pleads, He turng advocate—*¢ forahey
know not what they do.” ) ‘

“Verily 1 say unto thee, To-day shalt thou be with Me in paradise” (8. Luke
xxiii. 43.) There is perhaps no passage of Scripture that ealls for more earnest
attention, more reverent truth-seeking, than this solitarily recorded instance of
death-bed forgiveness. liet us consider it, first, as regards our Saviour;
secondly, as regards the poor thief; lustly, as regards ourselves.

As regards our Saviour, it is evidently intended as a grand display of His
power and grace. Thus He triumphed over Satan, upon the cross; thus He
communicated life when e was iu the gery jaws of death; thus e dispensed
pardon ; and thus e disposed of a kingdom, as from a glorious throne, when
crucified as a malefactor.

As regards the thief, let us see what he did to merit so signal a mercy.
One of the fundamental truths of our religion is, that we have power of our-
selves to do neither good nor evil; but that we have power to choose whether

-we will be instruments in the hands of the Holy Spirit, or of the devil—for the
temple of one or of the other our bodies must be. Now, Christ’s extraordinary
meekness and patience under his sufferings, and His prayers for Ilis murderers,
were a special revelation of the Holy Spirit; uud to this revelation the thief
yielded himself up.  Se yielding, he was led to “belicve in his heart unto
righteousness’’—to ** malke confession with his mouth unto salvation.” And this
under such disadvantages, such discouragements, as, except the same Jesus
were to be again crucitied, never can be equalled.  He believed Christ to be
the Suviour of the world when one of' His disciples had betrayed Him, another’
denied’ Him, and all of thewm had forsaken Him ; to be the Soun of God, the Lord
of life, when IIe was hanging on the cross, suffering the pangs of death, and
seemingly deserted by 1Lis Father ; he proclaims 1lim the Lord of paradise when
all the Jews condemued him, and the Gentiles trucified Him as an imposter
and malefactor. He feared God, acknowledged the justice of his punishment,

and with patience subinitted to it ; he condemued himself, and justified the holy,
Jesusydeclaring that e had done nothing amiss. - He was solicitous, not for
the preservation of his hody, but for the sasvation of his soul ; and not only for

- his own, but for that of his brother thief, whom he so charitably reprehends, so
earnestly requests not to proceed in his blasphemous language, so lovingly
invites to the fear of God. The glory, therefore, which this poor thief did so
Christ, by his faith and piety, upon the cross, seems such ag the whole series
of a pious life in other men can hardly-parallel. .

Lastly, as regards ourselves. Herein is our comfort, that God’s merey i8
endless, and can never truly be sought too late. This pardoned thief is a
standing mouument of this blessed truth.. At the same time, let"¥i¥ remember
that the mercies of God are never recorded:- for man’s presamption, nor the
failings of man for man’s imitation. And further—for fear we should trust to
this signal mercy to our soul’s death;” lest it should be abused, and that God
may be ‘ clear when he is judged’—it is contrasted with the awful case of the

tiifef who died hardened in unbelief, with a crutified Saviour before his eyes,
5
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a8 a warning to presuming sinuners that in general men die as they live, and that
though it is certain {rue repentance uever comes too lale, it is also certain that
late repentance 1s seldom true.

¢ Woman, behold thy son " ** Behold thy mother I (8. Johu xix. 26, 27).
In our Saviour’s pardon to the dying thief, 1I¢ spenks to us supremely as God.
In Ilis next words it is His manhood that is more strikingly set before us.
Thus touchingly e hallows earthly love ; thus tenderly He teaches all men to
honour their parents in life and death. Son and mother was the carthly rela-
tion He had specially sanctified; and now that His mothet was nbout to lose
her Son——now that the sword, foretold by Simon, was about to pierce her soul
—1He chooses, to replice the loss, the disciple who had been the friend of His
own maw’s heart; who had beeu beloved by Ilim with a peculiar degree of
affection; who, doubtless returning this love to the utmést degree possible to
humanity, was at ouce of all men in the world fittest to comfort, and in his own
case most worthy to receive, such a wmother. : -

As Lent draws ou to Passiou-tide, appropriately do our thoughts pass on to
the final agony of our Redeemer; to those two fearful utterances wrung out of
His torture; and finally to the glad outburst of victory that foreruns our
Easter-tide.

“ My God, my God, why hast Thou forsaken Me?’ (S. Matt. xxvii, 46 ;
Ps. xxii. 1.) Following upon the words of our Saviour to His disciple S. John,
cawme the three hours of miraculous durkness, wh¢n all created Jight veiled its
shining before Jesus in agony, and enveloped in darkuess a world that crucified
Him. Then was “the Son of Righteousness,” ** the Light of the World,” under
an eclipse. Then was Jesus in agony, wrestling with the powets of darkness;
suffering lis Father's displeasure against the sin of maun, for which He was
making himself an offering. Then (in that fle was made sin for us) was Ilis
soul full of sin,aud thelight of Ilis Futhet’s and the Comforter’s love withdrawn
from IIim. Theu was He truly *“ very man.” And from his manhood rang out
that exceeding bitter cry, “Iy God, my God, why hast thou forsaken Me?”

Lot us not forget that our sius formed part of thig ngony. Let us not forget
that for us also Christ was crucified. Let us not dwell too entirely on the sin
of his actual mutderers ; lest, without due prayer and watchfuluess on our own
part, we also * erucify the Son of God afresh;” lest, equally with the revilers
who-steod about 1lis cross, we also “‘put Hym to open shame.”

It is notable that in this utterance of our Saviour’s agony—that during this
special and exclusive assumption of Ilis manhood—He no longer uses his own
words, as in the former instances we havé been considering; but those of His
great human prototype, David. o

oI thirst” (S. John xix. 28; Ps. Ixix. 21.) Still the agony! still the man
Christ Jesus, wrestling, suffering, wailing! He whose blood had been poured
out like water; whose blood still writhed in torture; from whose soul—now an
altar, whereon were laid the sacrifices of sin—the light of His Father's love
was still withdrawn—this man thirsted ; thirsted the thirst which is ever the
consequence of intense and prolonged human suffering; thirsted as had been
foretold ; thirsted for the redeinption which His sufferings weve to win; thirsted
—what sinner can imagine how intensely 7—to behold again the light of His
Fathet's face. And even in this last suffering, may we see o last signal and
gaving act of mercy. ¢ Now there was set a vessel full of vinegar; and” (in
answer to Hiscry of thirst) t they filled a sponge with vinegar, and put it to His

¢
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mouth.” Vinegar, be it remembered, had been for many ages the common drink
of the fower people in the East, and it was at that time the beverage of the
Roman soldiers.  We may reasonubly believe, therefore, that there were some
souls to whem this moment of our Saviour’s thirst was * the accepted time,” the
A day of salvation ;” inasmuch as e was thirsty, and they gave Him drink.”
Aud thus our Lord’s first and lust act upon the cross was the immediate saving
of souls. . .

It 15 finished” (St John xix. 30.) If we to whom sin is origiual nature
are powerless to imagive, much less to put into words, the extremity of our
Saviour’s sufferings, the exquisite agony ot sin to a sinless-God, equally does
human reason collapse, powerless, before the rapture, the happiness of His first
words, after His sufferings were ended.~ ** Il is finished.” Fiuished the suffer-
ing—tinished Redemption ; fulfilled the prophecies; merged into the reality of
truth and substance the types and shadows ; gained the victory over Satin, sin,
the world, and denth; vindicated God's houour; made sure His ancient promise

. and purpose! Alleluia!

Father, into Thy hands I commend My spirit,” (S. Luke xxiii. 46 ; Psalms
xxxi. 5.) So many thoughts crowd upoh this last sacrificial utternnce of Jesus,
God and man, that it is difficult to arrange them.clearly.  First, it is God who
speaks to us.  Men, when they are at the point of death, can hardly utter a
feebje cry; but Jesus ** cried with a loud vowe.” Aud His blessed head fell
not; He *“howed” it; He ¢ yiolded up -the ghost;” lle died only beeause Ile-
willed to die.  In so much He was God ; but as man also, in these lust words,
as in everything, He was our great cnsample. Again, at the last, He spake
to us, not in His own words, but in the words of IHis human prototype, showing
maw’s triumph in death. And we, who are told that “except icc become as little
children we shall in no wise enter the kingdom of heaven”—in what other words

© thau these, “Father, tnto Thy hands I commend My spirit,” could we find so
perfect, so simple au example of child-like faith, trust, confidence, love ?

‘There is also au important doetrine of our Chiirch embodied in these words
which we must not everlook. . Ierein is distiuct proof that the human soul is
distinet from the body ; that it lives after it; in a state separate from it; and
such a stafe as is suseeptible of happiness or misery.  For why is the spirit
here the object of our Lord’s care, and commended to God, but because there
is a place of safety from danger, where saved souls shall not only survive, but
live also in & mauner very differcut from that in which they lived here ; free
alike from temptation, sin, and afiliction ?

: Jor the Houng.

LIFE, VOYAGES AND DISCOVERIES OF CHRISTOPHER
COLUMBUS. .

’ [ConTiNvED. ] ,
Our ‘young readers will reCollect that we left the subject of our remarks in the
previous number of the Chronicle struggling manfully against the ignorance of
nobles and others, who ought to have been his principal supporters; and it
now becomes our pleasing duty to exhibit the result of his perseverance, viz:

»,
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the attainment of his long desired plan of sailing in search of unknown western
lands. ’

t appears that oue of the great obstacles of his success in gaining the
conseut A the Court of Spain, was the natuge of his demands; his principal
stipulation being, that he should be .appoingedymlmiral‘-or_wgi_cg;gy in all the -
lands which he should discover, ind réeeivé one-denth of all gains'arising there-

fronr* When it was objected” that in case of failure he would lose nothing, he

‘offered to advance, duc-eighth of the sum required for the execution of his

enterprise, on coudition that he should be entitled to onc-eighth. of his profits.
He made vo stipulation for any reward or emolument whutever, in the event of
failure. But fis terms were rejected by those who treated with him. The
actual expense, it was said, would be certainly great; the honours and émolu-
ments claimed by Columbus would be exorbitunt, even should he perform the
uttermost of what he promised; and if all his sunguine hopes should prove
illusive, such vast concessions to an adverturer would be deemed not ouly
incousiderate, but ridiculous, and herenfter be cited in proot of the gross
credulity of the Spanish monarchs. -

Under these circumstances, Columbug determined to -abandon Spain and
endeavour to seck-from other nations the support which the couutry of Ferdi-
vand and Isabella Lad refused him. In the beginning of February, 1492, he,
quitted Santa ¢, gud took the way to Cordovg, whence he. intended to repair
to France. Ilis departure was a source of deep regret to those friends who
had embraced his views; and to pone more so than to his old patron Alopzo
de Quintanilla, comptroller-of the finances of Castile, and to Louis de St. Angel,
receiver of the ecclesiastical revenues of Arragon. Anxious, if possible, to
avert the irreparable loss which Spain would in their minds sustain, it Columbus
were allowed to depart and carry his project into auother country, they
hastened to the Queen and addressed her with the eloquence of honest zeal.
Moved by their forcible arguments, Isabella at last consented to the terms pro-
posed by Columbus, and after a slight hesitation occasioned by the coldness of
Ferdinand, and the empty state of the royal treasury, she declared her resélu-
tion to undertake the enterprise for her own crown of Castile, and to pledge -
her jewels to raise the necessury funds. St. Angel relieved bop{rom this mor-
tifying expedient by engaging to advauce the required .sum as a loan from the
treasury of Arragon. Columbus was overtaken at a distance of two leagues
from Grenada by a messenger of the Queen, who bore a request for his imme-

- diate return to Santa Fé; he obeyed after giving way 1o sdmomentary feeling

of distrust, exeited by a recollection of the frequent bitter disappointments whieh
he had already undergone. On his arrival he was cordihlly reccived by
Isabella; and the assent of Ferdinand having as length been obtained, the
negotiations were quickly brought to a favourable close. Oun the 1th April,
1492, articles of agreement were signed at Santa. F¢ by Ferdinand and Isabella,
to the following effect:— 4

1. That Columbus should have, for himself during his life, and his heirs
anll successors for ever, the office of admiral in all the lands and continents
which he might discover or acquire in the ocean, with similar honours and
prerogatives to those enjoyed by the high admiral of Castile, in his district.

2. That he should be viceroy, and governor-general over all the said lands
and continents; with the privileges of nominating thrce candidates for the

—~ ,
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. .

government of each island or province ; one of whom ghould be seclected by the
Sovereign, . : '

8. That he should be cntitled to reserve for himself one-tenth ‘of all pearls,
precious stones, gold, silver, and spices, and all other articles and merchaudize
in whatever manner found, bought, bargained or gained within his adairalty,
the cost being first deducted. '

4. That he, or his licutenant, should be the sole judge in all causes or dis-
putes arising out of traffic between those countries and Spain, provided the
high admiral of Castile had similar jurisdiction in his district.

5. That he might contribute an eighth part of, the expense in fitting out
vessels to sail on this enterprize, and reccive an eighth part of the profits.

Obstacles agnin presented themselves in the fitting out of the vessels in-
tended for the expedition, and evoun after all the difficulty which had been-
experienced in fitting them out, the slender armament which only consisted of
three small ships was considered neither befitting the dignity of the nation by
which it was equipped, nor adequate to the important service for which it was
destined. Columbus, however, had tod much enterprise and coufage in his
disposition to be led awny by the ideas of alarmists ; foy the small size of his
three ships, two of which were barely larger than consting schoners, and only
pattially decked'over, seemed to exhibit a degfee of recklessness which many
supposed would terminate fatally. Everythiug, however, was at last’arranged,
and Columbus embarked- in the largest of the three, which was completely
decked, and named the * Santa Maria ;” Martin Alonzo Pinzon was the captain
of the second, called the ¢ Pinta ;” and his youngest brother, Francisco Martiu,
the pilot; while the other vessel, called the * Nina,” was commanded by the
gecond brother, Vincente' Yanez Pinzon., Three other pilots were engaged
in the expedition, with some official functionaries, a few private adventurers,
a physician and a surgeon, and -ninety seamen, who made altogether one
hundred and twenty persons. : ‘

(To BE CONTINUED.]

0

ADJOURNED CONFERENCE OF BISHOPS OF THE ANGLICAN
;- COMMUNION. \ N

HOLDEN AT LAMBETH PALACE. DECEMBER 10, 1867.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES APPOINTED BY THE CONFERENCE.
Ll
(Concluded.) .

>

IIL.—On the Courts of Metropolitan, and the Trial of 'a Bishop or Metropolitan.*

I. Your Committee consider that the constitution of the provineial tribunal for
appeals from the decisions of diocesan tribunals, should be determined, whenever, it is
not fixed by law, by the synod of the province; but it is expedient, in their judgment,

_ that its rules shonld be assimilated, as far as circumstances will admit, to thase of the

proposed tribunal of appeal in England.

* Resolution X.—* That the resolutions submitted to this Conference relative to the discipline to
be exercised -by the Metropolitans, the [Court of Metropolitans, the scheme for conductfng the
electfon of Bfshops, when not otherwise provided for, the declaration of submission to the regula-
tion of Synods, and the question of what legislation should be pro?osed for the Colonial Churches,
be referred to the commistee speoified in the preceding resolution.” .
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II. In the case of charges against a bishop, they suggest the following as general
rinciples :— ' )
P Thlat each province should determine by rules made in its own synod the offences
for which a bishop may be presented for trial, and who should be promoters of the
charge. h 1

That the charge should be presented to the metropolitan.

That it appears doubtful whether a preliminary inquiry is expedient, provided that
sufficient precautions are taken that no frivolous charges should be entertained.

That the metropolitan should summon to the hearing of the cause all the bishops
of the province (except the accused), who should sit as judges, not merely as assessors.

That no trial should take place, except before two-thirds of the bishops of the pro-
vince, provided that there be never fewer than three bishops present, including the
metropolitan. )

That if three bishops of the province should be unable to attend, it should be law-
ful for the metropolitan to call in one or more bishops not of the province.

That it is desirable that, whenever it may be paacticable, there should be assessors,
as recommended by this Committee for the gxigher tribunal of appeal.

That in case of the non-appearance of the accuscd after sufficient citations, the
trial may-go forward as if he were present, or he may be punished for contumacy,
according as the province may prescribe. ~

That there should be no sentence except by the judgment of two-thirds of the tri-
bunal, or by three judgeg(é whichever should be the greater number ; the assent of the
metropolitan not being necessary to the sentence.

That the general rules of procedure should be framed by the synod of the province;
but should be, as far as possible, similar to those recommended by this Committee for
the proposed tribunal of appeal.

’}‘hat an appeal to the gxgher tribunal recommended by this Committee should be
allowed when the case is one of doctrine, or discipline involving doctrine, if notice of
such appeal be given within days from the delivery of sentence; and that
in all cases, proper provision should be made for a new trial on sufficient reason being
shown. '

Fhat there should be no contract not to appeal to civil courts; but that sufficient
provision should be made be’ the declaratien of submission (to be considered in another
report), that the sentence of the spiritual tribunals may be effective.

That a metropolitan should be tried in the same manner as any other bishop—the
senior bishop, in that case, acting in the place of the metropolitan.

' : F. Mo~TREAL, Chairman.
. H. GRABAMSTOWN, Secrefary.

IV. Scheme for conduciing the election of bishops, when not otherwise provided for.

Your Committee have to considér the proper mode for conducting the election of a
bishop, wherever it is not provided for by any existing law, and without reference to
any question that might arise as to the temporalities connected with the see. .

It is evident that there are two parties whose concurrent action is necessary in
such an appointment; viz., the clergy and laity of the diocese, and the bishops of
the proyince by whom the person elected as bishop is consecrated.

Your Committee are of opinion that, in accordance with the ancient usages of the
Church, the election as a general rule should be made by the diocese, and that the
bishops of the province should confirm the election. They consider, however, that it
is consistent with this principle that the diocese should nominate two or more persons,
of whom the bishops of the prevince should elect one; or that the diocese should dele-
gate to any person or body the power of choosing a bishop for the vacant see, it being
uaderstood that the diocese must accept such choice as final.

The principle of the concurrent action of the two parties concerned would also be
preserved if the bishops of the province should nominate two or more persons, from
whom the diocese should elect one. ,

In the election by the diooese, it appears to yaur ittee that the right of select~
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ing the person who shall be their bishop belongs to the clergy; the laity having the
right of accepting or rejecting the.person so chosen. But it is expedient, in their
Jjudgment, that the election should always be made by the diocesan synod, wherever
one is established, and in accordance with the rules ofy that synod. In those dioceses
in which there is no diocesan synod, they recommend that, for the election of a bishop
a convention should be summoned by the dean, senior archdeacon, or senior presbyter
of the diocese; that this convention should consist of all preshyters, and of lay-repre-
sentatives, who should be male communicants of at least twenty-one years of age; that
these rerresentatives should be elected by each parish ur congregation, in such man-
ner as should be determined by the convener; that the person who should obtain the
majority of votes of the clergy, and also of those of the lay-representatives, present at
the convention, should be accounted to be elected to the {ishopric; that this election
should not be vitiated by the absence of any of the parties summoned, or by the
failure of any congregation or parish to elect a lay-representative ; that any question
as to the validity of the election to the vacant see should be submitted, prios to the
consecration, to the consecrating bishops, whose decision should be final; and that
after the consecration of a hishop no objection should be entertained.

They further recommend that, where the diocese is included in a province, the con-'s’
firmation of an election should be by the metropolitan and a majority of the bishops of
the pravinee; but where the diocese is extra-provincial, that the confirmation should
rest with the Archbishop of Canterbury and York, and the Bishop of London; that
the power of confirmation should be absolute—the bishops having the right to refuse
to confirm the election, without assigning any reason for their refusal.

Al further rules necessary for conducting the election should, in the opinion of
your Committee, be made by the synod of the province. ’ 7

F. MoxTRBAL, Chasrman.

N H. GransusTowN, Secretary.
Pd

V. On Declaration of Submission to Regulations of Synod.

Your Committee recommend that, in all branches of the Church, the government of
which is not determined by law, a declaration should be made by those who hold office
therein. They consider that a declaration is necessary, in order to define the condi-
tions of the consensual compact, and that it should be framed so as to secure submis-,
sion to all synodical action in its legitimate sphere, and to the decisions of the consti-
tuted tribunals.

They recommend the following declaration to be made, before the metropolitan, or
some person duly appointed by him, by all bishops elect, either before their consecra-
tion, or, if already consecrated, before exercising any episcopal functions in their
dioceses : — 2

“1, 4. B., chosen Bishop of the Church and See of , do promise that

I will teach and maintain the doctrine and discipline of the United Church of

En(fland and Ireland, as acknowledged and received by the province of "

and I also do declare that I consent to be bound by nl{ the rules and regulations

which have heretofore been made or which may from time to time be made, by

the Synod of the Diocese of , and the Provincial Synod of ,

or either of them; and, in consideration of being appeint?:d Bishop of the said

Church or #e of . T hereby undertake immediately to resign the said ap-

pointment, Rogether with all the rights and emoluments appertaining thereto, if

sentence requiring such resignation Abould at any time be passed upon me, after

due examination had, by the tribdnal acknowledged by the synod of the said

prov:’ince for the trial of a bishop; savingjall rights of appeal allowed by the said
synod.” .

They recommend that the following declaration be made (in addition to the de-
claration required by the rules of that province or diocese as to doctrine and worship)
by persons to be admitted to holy ortﬁ:rs, and by clergyman Yo be admitted to the
cure of souls, or to any other office of trust in the Church:—

“1, 4. B., do declare that I consent to be bound by all the rules and regulations
which have heretofore been made, or which may from time to time be made, by
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the §ynod of the Diocese of ,and the Provincial Synod of
or either of them; [and in coneideration of being appointed , I hereby, -
undertake immediately to resipn the said appointment, together with all the rights
sud emoluments appertaining thereto, if sentence reqfiring such resignation .
should at any time be passed upon me, after due examination had, by the tribunal
appointed by the Synods of the aforesaid province and diocese for the trial of a
clergyman ; saving all rights of appeal allowed by the said synod}.”
(The part in brackets to be omitted when there is no appointment to a cure of souls,
or office of trust.) - .
Your Committee eonsider that it must be left to the province or diocese to decide
whether laymen who are admitted to any office or position of trust should be required

to sign a declaration of the same nature.

G. A. NEw ZeaLaxp, Chairman.
. H. GRAHAMSTOWN, Secretary.

inces and Subordination to Metropolitans.

Opthis subject your Committee beg to report as follows :

They are of opinion that the association or federatioh of dioceses within certain
étritorial limits, commonly called an Feclesiastical Province, is not only in accordance
with the ancient laws and usages of the Christian Church, but is essentisl to its com-
plete organization. )
§ugh an association is of the highest advantage for united action, for the exercise
of discipline, for the confirmation of the election of bishops, and generally to enable
t};e Ch&xrch to adapt its laws to the circumstances of the countries in which it is
planted. .- ,
. It is expedient, in the judgment of your Committee, that these ecclesiastical
divisions should, as far as possible, follow the civil divisions of these countries.  *

Of the bishogs of these dioceses thus associated, one, in conformity with ancient
usage, ought to be Metropolitan or Primus, the functions and powers of the mgtropo-
litan being determined by synodical action in the province, except so far as metropo-
litical powers are defined by undisputed General Councils of the Church.

It seems to your Committee most in accordance with primitive usage that the me-
tropolitical see should be fixed, but they do not deem this to be essential. It appears
expedient that the Provincial Synod should have the power of changing, when
necessary, the site of the metropohtical see. . .

.. Your Committee do not consider it necessary that the election to the new metropo-
litical see should be conducted differently from the election to other vacant sees ; sice
:}w bishops of the province possess the right of confirming or refusing to confirm any

ection.

Your Committee strongly recommend that all these dioceses which are not as yet
gathered into provinces should, as soon as possible, form part of some provincial or-
ganization. The particular mode of affecting in each-case must be determined by
those wha are concerned. '

It is* sufficient for your Committee to -point out that the steps to be taken for
affecting this change are two-fold, since the relations of the dioceses in provincial or-
ganization, when complete, are formed on the one hand by the subordination of the
bishops of the province to a metropolitan, and on the other by the association of the
dioceses in provincial action. Any alteration of existing arrangements would require,
therefore, in the opinion of your Committee, thm concurrent action of the diocese
which is to be gathered into a province with other neighbouring dicceses, and of his
Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, to whom the bishops of the dioceses that are at
present extra-provincial have taken the oath of canonical obedience. In the case of
the limits of an existing province being altered, the consent of the synod of that pro-
vince would be required for the alteration.

F. MONTREAL, Chairman.
H. GRAHAMSTOWN, Secrelary

—— o~ -
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.VIL.-—Report of the Commitiee appointed under Resolution X 1.of the Lambelh Conference.*

Your committee repcrt that, after full consideration of the questions referred to
them by the Conference, they have adopted the following resolutions :—

1. That every branch of the Church is entitled to found a Missionary Bishopric.

II. That it is desirable that each branch ofthe Church should act upon rules agreed
upon beforehand by the Synod or other Church Council of the said branch. .

III. That each” Missionary Bishopric should be deemed to be attached to one
branch of the Church, and that all rules for the election of a Missionary Bishop, and
for the formation of a diocese or dioceses out of the missionary district, should be made
by the Synod or other Church Council of such branch of the z‘hurch.

Iv. T}xat natice of the erection of any Missionary Bishopgic, and the choice and
consecration of the Bishop, should be notified to all Archbishops and Metropolitans,
and all presiding Bishops of the Anglican Communion.

. V. That in appointing a Missionary Bishop, the district within which he is to exer-
cise his mission should be defined as far as possible ; and that no other Bishop should
be sent within the same district, without previous communication with that branch of
the Church which gave mission for the work.

V1. That, while peculiar cases may occur in missionary work, owing to difference
of race and language, in which it may be desirable that more than one Bishop should
exercise Episcopal functions within .the sdme district; the committee consider that
suchvcasegsbou}ld be regarded as exceptions, justified only by special circumstances.

J1L. That, with respect to the.specis] case of Continental chaplaincies, the commit-
tj:(&suggest to the Conference the consideration of some ecclesiastical arrangement by
avhich the various congregations of the Anglican communion may be under one author-

_1ty, whether of the English or American Church. .

. VIIL That the conditions on which a Missionary Bishopric should be brought
within a provincial organization should be—

(1.) The request of the Missionary Bishop, addressed both to the Church from which he re-
ceived mission and to the province which he wishes to join. .

(2.) "the consent of the Chureh from which he received mission, that consent being given by
the Metropolitan or presiding Bisho%
8ya (()g.) The consent of the provinée he wishes to join. that consent being given by the Provincial

[X. That the status, jurisdiction, and desigmation of ‘the Bishop thus regfived into
a system of provincial organization should be determined by the Synod of the province
to which his bishopric should pe selected. ‘

X. That, as a general rule, it is expedient that such Missionary Bishopric should
be attached to the nearest province ; but that in certain cases it msy be necessary that
some more remote province should be selected. :

Bishop Tozer’s mission is a case to which the committee desire to draw the atten-
tion of the Conference,as being-one in which, for the present, provincial organisation
would seem to be impracticable, from the isolation of the district in which Bishop To-

. Ze; exercises his Episcopal functions, and its remoteness from the province of South
rica.

XL That Missionary Bishops and their clergy should be bound generally to the
canons of doctrine and discipline of the Church from which their mission is derived, or
to whieh they may have been united, and thut all alterations in matters of discipline
be communicated to the authorities of that Church.

XI1I. That when a Missionary Church shall be received into the organization of a
Provincial Synod, the said Church should be bound by the acts of that body-; but that,
in order to effect this, the Missionary Church should be granted a power of representa-
tion, or of vote by proxy. in such Synod.

XIII. That, as a general rule, in conformity with Church order, all missionaries and
chaplains residing or engaged in the exercise of ministerial duty within the diocese or

Resolution X1.—* That a hsﬁec!nl committee be appointed to consider the resolutions relative to
the notification of proposed Missionary Bishoprics, and the subordination of missjonaries.”
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district of a Colonial or Missionary Bishop should be licensed by, and be subject to the
authority of, the said Bishop. -
XIV. That every clergyman removing from one colonial or missionery diocese w.
district into another diocese.ought to carry with him letters testimomal from the Colo-
nial or Missionary Bishop whose diocese or district he is leaving.

XV. That na person admitted to holyorders by the Bishop of any diocese in England
or Ireland, who shall afterwards have been serving under the jurisdiction of any Scot-
tish, Colonial, or foreign Bishop, should be received into any of the home dioceses,
without producing letters dismissory or commendatory from the Scottish, Colonial, or
foreign Bishop in whose diocese he has been serving.

XVL The attention of this committee has been called to the clause in the paper of
arrangements for the Conference, headed * Subordination of Missionaries.” The com-
.mittee has failed to understand what is meant by the words * instructions from those
in authority at home,” but it can rgcommend no scheme which interferes with the ca-
nonical relation which subsists bet&'een a Bishop and the clergy.

W. J. GIBRALTAR, Chairman,
WiLLiad GEORGE TozeR, Missionary Bishop, Secretary.

\

VIIL—Report of the Committee appointed under Resolution VI of the Lambeth Confer-
ence.*

By the resolution of the Lambeth Conference two questions were referred to the
committee : . - .

1. How the Church may be delivered from a continuance of the scandal no j8tyd
ing in Natal ? y MF’%’

2. How the true faith may be maintained ? ‘

L. On the first question, the committee recommend that an address be made to the
Colonial Bishoprics Council, calling their attention to the fact that they are paying aa
annual stipend tg a Bishop lying under the imputation of heretical teaching, and pray-
ing them to take the best legal opirion as'to there being any, and if* so what, mode of
laying these allegations before some competent court, and if any mode be pointed out,
then to proceed accordingly for the removal of this scandal.

The committee also recommend that the address to the Colonial Bishoprics Coun-
cil be prefaced with the following statement : ‘

 That, whilst we accept the spiritual validity of the sentence of deposition pronounced by the
Afetropolitan and Bishops of the South African Church upon Dr. Colenso, we consider it of the ut-
most moment for removing the existing scandal from the English communion that there should be

ronounced by some competent English court such a legal sentence on the errors of the said Dr.
olenso as would warrant the Colonial Bishoprics Council in ceasing to pay his stipend, and would
Justify an appeal to the Crown to cancel his letters patent.”

II. On the second question—

 How the true faith may be maintained in Natal ?” ' '

The committee submit the following report:—

That they did not consider themselves instructed by tise Conference, and therefore
did not consider themselves competent, to inquire into the whole case; but that their
conclusions are based upon the following facts :—

1. That in the year 1863, forty-one Bishops concurred in an address to Bishop Co-
lenso, urging him to resign his bishopric.

2. That in the year 1863, some of the publications of Dr. Colenso—viz., The Penta-
teuch and Book of Joshua critically examined, Parts I, and I, were condemned by the
Convocation of the Province of Canterbury.

* Resolution VI.—'* That, in the judgment af the Bishops now sssembled, the whole Anglican
communion is deeply injured by the present condition of the Church in Natal; and that a committes
be now ?Ro!ntw at this general meeting to report on the best mode by which the Church may b
delivered from a continuance of this scandal, and the true faith maintafned. That such report shall
be forwarded to his Grace the Lord Archbishop of Canterbdry, with the request that he will be
pleased to transmlt the same to all the Bishops of the Anglican communion, and to ask for their

udgment thereupon.”
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3. That the Bishop of Capetown, by virtue of his letters patent as Metropolitan,
might have visited Dr. Colenso with summary jurisdiction, nmi) might have taken out
of his hands the management of the diocese of Natal.

4. That the Bishop of Capetown, instead of proceeding summarily, instituted judi-
cial proceedings, having reason to believe himself to be competent to do so.

That he summoned Dr. Colenso before himself and Suffragans.

That Dr. Colenso appeared by his-proctor. .
N That his defence was heard and judged to be insufficient to purge him from the

eresy.

That, after sentence was pronounced, Dr. Colenso was offered an appeal to the

Archbishop of Canterbury, as provided in the Metropolitan’s letters patent.

5. That this act of the African Church was approved—

By the Convocation of Canterbury; .

By the Convocation of-York; :

By the General Convention of the Episcopal Church in the United States in 1865

By the Episcopal Synod of the Church in Scotland ;

By the Provincial Synod of the Church in Canada, in the year 1865; :

And, finally, the [spiritual validity of the sentence of deposition was accepted by
JSifty-siz Bishops on the occasion of the Lambeth Conference.

Judging, therefore, that the see is spiritually vacant; and Jearning by the evidenc:
brought before them, that there are many members of the Church who are unable to
accept the ministrations of Dr. Colenso, the committee deem. it to be the duty of the
Metropolitan and other Bishops of South Africa to proceed, upon the election of the
clergy and laity in Natal, to cunsecrate one to discharge those spiritual functions of
which these members of the Church are in want. :

In forwarding their report to his Grace the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, as in-
structed by the resolution of the Conference, the committee request his Grace to com-
municate the same to the aljourned meeting of the Conference, to be holden at Lam-
beth on the 10th day of the present month. G. A. NEW ZEaLAND, Convener.

December 9th, 1867, '

¥X.—Form of Letters Dismissory for the Clergy.

To the Right Reverend the Bishop, and Reverend the Clergy, and to the faithfu
in Christ of the Diocese of A. c

We, B, by Divine permission Bishop ef C, send greeting in the Lord.

We commend to your brotherly kindness *y these our letters, D E, Priest {or
Deacon] of our own diodese, beseeching you to rece.ve him in the Lord, as a brother,
sound in the faith, of a well-ordered and religious life, and worthy of all Christian fel-
lowship, and to render him any assistance of which he may stand in need; and so we
bid you farewell in Christ our Lord. Witness our hand,

A, BisgoP.
B, SECRETARY.

1

)
RESOLUTIONS OF THE ADJOURNED CONFERENCE.

Resolution I.—* That this adjourned meeting of the Conference receives the report
(No. 1) of the committee now presented, and directs the publication thereof, com-
mending it to the careful consideration of the Bishops of the Anglican communion, as
containing the result of the deliberations of that committee ; and returns the members -
of the same its thanks for the care with which they have considered the various im-
portant questions referred to them.”
r(The same resolution was passed with referezce to Reports I, ITI,, IV,, V., VI,
1 L) .
Resolution I1.—* That the report (No. VIIL.) of the committee appointed under
Resolution VL., laid before this meeting by his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, be
received and printed ; that the thanks of this meeting be given to the committes. for
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their labours; and that his Grace be requested to communicate the report to the
Council of the Colonial Bishopries Fund.”

Reoslution I11.—* That his Grace be requested, if applied to by the House of
Bishops in the Episcopal Church in the Urited States of America, to allow a copy of
the records of the Conference to be made for them, and to be lodged in the hands of
such officer as shall be designated by the House of Bishops to receive it, for -reference
by Bishops only, but not for publication.”

Jesolution 1V.— That his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury be requested to
convey to the Church in Russia an expression of the sympathy of the -Anghcan @om-
munion with that Church, in the loss-which it has sustained by the death of his Emi-
nence Philarete, the venerable Metropolitan of Moscow.”

Jesolution V.—<That the thanks of this Conference be given to the Bishop of
Grahamstown for the valuable services which he has rendered as secretary to many of
the committees appointed by the Conference.”

Resolution VI,—* That the thanks of this Conference be given to Philip Wright,
Esq., and to Isambard Brunel, Esq., barristers-at-law, for their aid as assistant secre-
taries to the committees ; and especially to the Jatier for his valuable assistance in all
matters that required legal advice.” : ‘

Resolution VIL—* That we cannot close this Conference without conveying our
hearty thanks to his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, both for convening this
meeting, and for the mode in which he has presided over its dcliberations.”

. Besides the preceding resolutions, the President reported that he had been author-
ized to annex the following signatures to the Encyclical Letter :—

A. T. Cicestr. Edward Newfoundland.

Auckland Bath and Wells. J. Fredericton.

Robert Down and Conuor. T. E. St. Helena.

William Derry. -

2. The following Bishops were appointed as a sub-committes, for the purpose of
drawing up a bil, in accordance with a report submitted by the committee appointed
under Resolution IX. of the previous meeting:—

Bishop of London. Bishop of Lichfield (elect).
“ Oxford. “ Montreal.
“ Lincoln. “ Grahamstown.
“ Ely. Bishop Trower. N

- 8. His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury laid on the table a form of Letters Di-
missory [Report 1X.] which he had prepared, in accordance with Resolution IL of the
last session of the Lambeth Conference. .

4. The Bishop of Illinois, at the request of the Lambeth Conference, that the meet-
ing-of the Triennial General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the
United States would be held on the first Wednesday of October next, in the city of
New York ; and, in behalf of .the Church in the United .States, offered an affectionate
invitation to the Bishops of the Conference to be present on that occasion ; and also
expressed the hope that the different branches of the Anglican communion would de-
gute one or more Bishops as representatives of the Mother and Colonial Churches, to

e present on that occasion, assuring all that might accept this invitation of cordial
welcome and affectionate brotherhood. -

(5.) At therequest of the Conference, the Bishop of Lichfield (elect) undertook the
office of corresponding secretary for the Bishops of the Anglican communion.

His Grace the President then pronounced the Benediction, and the Conference was,

closed.

<
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Ghurgh  Fgws.

Exaranp.—The following petition was laid before the Convocation of York,
which inet on the 6th ult.:

The humble petition of the undersigned (clergy or laity),

Sheweth—1. That this realm is grievously injured by its religious divisions, where-
by Christians are separated from one another in the common acts of worship.

2. That, according to Holy Seripture and primitive antiquity, nothing more was re-
quired for union among the faithful than Baptism, the reception of the Holy Commu-
nion, and the holding the Creeds of the Universal Church. .

Your petitioners theréfore pray that your honourable house would be pleased to
take some steps for the hegjing of these divisions, either— .

1. By an appeal to unif¥, based on the grounds abote mentioned ; or,

2. By appointing a committee of your honourable house to confer with Noncon-
formists on the terms of union, and to devise the way whereby the ministers of the
various Nonconforming bodies may be brought into co-operation and unity with the
clergy of the Church.

After an interesting debate, in which the strong desire of the Convoecation for

unity was very manifest, the resolution, amended as follows, was unanimously
adopted, viz:—

That whereas the union of all faithful Christians is earnestly to be desired, and as
many of the causes which led to the separation of the Wesleyans from the Church of -
England are sensibly diminished, this house would cordially welcome any practical at.-
tempt to effect a brotherly reconciliation betwe:n the Weeleyan Body and the Charch
of England.

About eleven years ago a movement was made in the Counvocation of Canter-
bury towards the same end, but came to nothing, becauso the mode of admission
offered by the Church to Dissenters was simply absorption,—* lay down your arms
and come in.”’ But now, some propose that the Wesleyan body be invited to
come in, not individually, but as a Body, ordination thenceforth to be Episcopal,
and the preachers (not ordained) to be allowed under Episcopal su{»er\‘isibn, still
to labour as preachers, but that the Sacraments e administered by Episcopdlly or-
dained clergymen. Men of mark, it is proposed, shall be made bisbops. It is not -
too much to say that such concessions in Wesley’s days would bhave retained the
Wesleyans.

The desire for the increase of the Episcopate is rapidly working its way. "llihe
following resolution jassed in the Convocation of York, with but two or three Qis-
senting voices ;— .

That in the opinion of this house, an extension of the bome Episcopate is urgeutl:v
needed, and that such extension will be best secured by the creation of three new sees,

and by the appointment of & Suffragan Bishop in each diocese containing not less than
500,000 souls.

The question of popular education, forced on by the recent enlargement of jhe
franehise, is now exercising the English mind a good deal. The ** godless” system,
or that which excludes doctrinal (religious) teaching from the public schools, is
very distasteful to the more religious part of the nation. The Prussian system of
compulsory attendanee at the schools does not find general favour. The free-school
system, without these drawbacks, is gaining ground, viz., free schools in which re-
ligion is permitted to be taught at stated times during the week to all children who
are permitted by théir parents to receive such instruction.
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Certain * Aggrieved Parishioners’ having complained to the Bishop of St.
David’s of the introduction of *“ noveltics” into the public worship in the parish of
Tenby, the Bishop shows all the “ novelties” to be (uite consistent with the law of
the Church. e says that as to the practice of placing the elements on the Lord’s
Table immediately before the Prayer for the Church Militant, according to the Ru-
bric, ‘“ the question cannot be whether it is allowable to comply.with the direction,
but whether any clergyman may be exscused for neglecting it. ¢ Referring to the
judgment of the Privy Council in the case of the Knightsbridge Churches, his
Lordship shows that so long as the elements are placed on the table at the proper
time, it is immaterial whether they arc previously put on a Credence Table or kept
in the vestry,—only that in solue churches there is no vestry. The clergyman’s

osition at the altar, the Bishop says, is a matter with whith 1o one has a right to
intermeddle.  The remaining answers are rather interesting :— °*

1 am unable to find the rubric whick enjoins the. use of a colleat after the sermon °
and the propriety of the common usuage appears to me open to question.

After having done all in my power to encourage the formation of choral unions
throughout my diocese, it is impossible for me to censure the occasional use of ghoral
services ; and I must presume that they are agreeable to the congregation of the e-
tary Chapel. I cannot pretend to form a ciear idea of the procecdings of the harvest
thanksgiving from the description in the memorial. But I may observe that at every
meeting of a choral union a procession is an fuvariable, and, with a view to order and
decency, a necessary accompaniment of the service.

I have so often and so strongly recommended the use of the Offertory, that I could
not consistently find fault with an attempt to introduce it, though the prudence of the
step must always depend on local circumstances.

I cannot bring myself to make any remark on tze introduction of a lectern, or

On the still more minute particulars which follow. They elude every attempt «to
weigh them, as the small dust of the batance. )

At a very full meeting, lately convened in Manchester for the purpose of con-
temning the Church in Ireland, a majority of the meeting in the proportion of 5 to
3 voted down the cut-and-dry resolutions, and passed the following :-—

That this meeting declines to pronounce an opinion in favour ofdestroying the
Established Church in Ireland, because it has no evidence before it o Austify such a
proceeding : and also because this meeting has no desire to excite the\angry passions
of controversy throughout the country.

Mr. Bright, in a_late speech on the Irish question, in Birmingham, affirmed
that the days of the Irish Church Establishment were numbered, and hinted that
success in the lireaking up of the ** grievance,” would be the encouragement and
guarantee of the disconnection of Church and State in England. But strange to
say, Dean Close and the Recordites generally, who mortally dread this discomnee-
tion, are blindly labouring for it with all their energies, by assisting the State to
throw every possible obstacle in the way of Colenso’s remioval, and prevent the
Church from cleansing herself of deadly heresy. Mr. Bright’s proposed solution
of the Irish Church difficulty is placing that Church on the same footing with all
the other religious bodies, or in other words makink it a voluntdry association.
Out of the present endowments, he would give small endowments w the Church,
the Roman Catholics, and the Presbyterians. By the time this is done, the State
will have ceased to interfero with the doctrinal teaching of the disestablished
branches of the Church, and purity will be some recompense for poverty.
\‘%giArchbishop of York seems a good deal staggered by the Bishop of Cape-
own

t nswer to his letter, published in the Z%¥mes. When the Dean of York
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brought forward a cut-and-dry resolution in the York Convocation, advising that a
legal decision on the valdity of the deposition of Bishop Colenso be obtained before
his successor be consecrated (which was just what the Archbishop of York bad ad-
vised in his published letter), His Grace made a long speech, ending with a ré-
quest that the resolution be not passed. It was accordingly withdrawn.

U~1TED SgaTEs.—Rev Henry Ward Beecher, in a recent sermon at Brookl{n
showed us in its true colours that religionism which spends its enthusiasm in secular
and not in sacred matters, which~prompts a man to criticise severely the decorations
of God’s house but to grudge no expense upon his own dwelling, Alluding to Church
offerings he said that “according to the liberality of a congregation in their own
churches, in like manner was their liberality towards. other objects. - Too much could
not be done for a church. He would have a flower committee, if he could, for there
should be flowers in every charch, to bring up to the eyes of little children and others
the words of the Saviour, * consider the ]ihe:ﬁow they grow.” A congregation should
bestow all the séntiment they could upon a chureh, work with all enthusiasm, beautify
it as much as possible, and give it all the attractions which were Cossible and any-
thing so spent was not squandered on the Master. He next spoke briefly on the
meanness of being a cheap Christian, and said if persons were to be Christians, they
should be so in effect. In conclusion le bespught his hearers to act through life in a
truly Christian-like manner, for a Christian’sﬂife was worth any man’s having.”

Publications of a grossly demoralizing tendency having at length flooded the-
city of New York, are! now about to be checked. Pictorial illustrations .of horrid
crimes arg daily, in certain shop windows, making the passers-by familiar with vice,
while on‘the shelves of many of the bookstores are to be found abundant incentive
to lust. The District Attorney now contemplates bringing these, as a Nuisance, t
the notice of the Grand Jury. )

+ It would be well if the same vigilance were soon to be excrcised in Halifax. We
are informed by a respectable and conscientious bookseller that 'a certain periodical
illustrative of crime (which every week shows its demoralizing front in some quarters)
is almost every Saturday night enquired for by many apparently respectable young
people of both sexes in our Metrgpolis. .

A religious paper the N. Y. Episcopalian soys:—* We would call thefattention of
the proper authorities to the objectionab.e and immoral exhibitions which are spread
before the eyes of youth in many of our shop-windows, and at places of public resort.
Ifit is thought advisable and necessary to organize a society for prevention of cruelty
to animals, would it not be just as desirable to write for the prevention of injury and

. ruin to souls, reputation, minds and morals of the rising generation. The inquiry is
prompted by the very general appearance of immoral and demoraliziug pictures in the
windows and on the news stands. It is to be feared the people are not sufficiently
impressed with the magnitude of this evil. Many do not stop to scrutinize the prints
to which these pictures belong, or if they do, turn awdy in utter disgust, wondering
who buy them, and how the business can be supported. ,Yet these vile publications
are training many youths, and are doing their pernicious work in our familigs. They
have increased in boldness, and in the graphic representation of iniquity suggest
more than they express.” .

Certain Churchmen on this side of the Atlantic seem determined to drive from
their side all moderate men. One of their leading periodicals in the United States
now declares that “ The Apostolic Office was confined to the Apostles of Christ, and
was never committed to successors,—and Bishops are not Apostles.” [Are not
Presbyters Bishops ig the primitive sense ?] i

With such views it is no wonder that by the same party it is now published to
the world that—* Some new and advanced position must be made....The figment of
re-ordination is néw to be disposed of. The claims of anarrogant episcopate are now
to be put upon trial.” This meang*that it is a piece of arrogancy ip pur Chiirch to or- -
g&}n a man who joing our ranks, if he happeneg to have hmgi not-épiscoptl drdination

efore. i oty \
These people in reciting their Creed publicly professed to believe ﬁ"ﬁ the Hojy
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Catholic Church,” and yet in their “new and advanced position ” they declared that
the title of «“ Reformed Catholic " as applied to our Church is simply abominable,—
¢ Protestant Episc?al ” must be its name. No wonder these folks wish to have the
P«myer-Book revised.

The Tyng trial excites much interest, and is beginning to be better understood.
Rev. Steph. Tyng, jr., is called to account—not for preaching in a Methodist place of
worship, for this is & thing of frequent occurrence in the States when the Church first
appears in a new district—but because he officiated in the parish of another ¢lergvman
not only without his leave, but in the face of his prohibition. This is a direct viola-
tion of one of the Canons of the Protestant Episcopal Church, a Canon which was
once brought to bear by the father of the present defendant, against a brother clergy-
man who officiated in his parish without his permission.

Nova Scoria.—Trinity Church, Halifax, will neither bg sold or mortgaged by the
Trustees until after the passing of the Bill for that purpose.

@orrespondence,

River Jony, Feby. 20th, 1868.
To TtrE EpITOR OF THE CHURCH CHRONICLE.

Sir.—Will you please give publicity to the accompanying letter, which I recently
received from the Rev Charles Elliott of England, by inserting it in the next issue of
your valuable paper? The substantial proof which the Rev Gentleman gives of the
deep interest he feels in this part of the field of his former labours will be gratifying
to the members of the Church.

It may be necessary to explain that the parsonage for which the Rev. Gentleman
has sent so handsome a donation is not being built, neither is it probable that the
building of it will be undertaken for several years. But the moncy which he has so
kindly sent will be added to a small sum already set aside for that purpose.

J. A. KAULBACK.

. Beavrorp Buinmixg,

Gloucester, Jany. 31st, 1868.
My Dear Sir.—I send you by the present steamer £15 which together with £10 -
forwarded some time ago will make one hundred dollars towards the erection of a
parsonage house in the mission of River John. Of this sum $20 have been given by
my friends, the balance is from myself. This I have done at some little personal
sacrifice, but I have felt that your mission has peculiar claims arising from two causes.
It was the sphere of my most arduous labours, while I consider that the maintenance
of our Church in that quarter will for some time demand extraneous help, and more

than any other section of the Province is entitled to nixy consideration.

am
yours faithfully,

(Signed) CuarLES ELLIOTT.

Jetiges,

DIOCESAN SYNOD.

At the Session of 1866 the following Resolution was passed.

“That the increasing responsibilities devolved upon this Synod demand that every
section of this Diocese should be as fully represented as possible, and that the Execu-
tive Committee be instructed to prepare an estimate of the amount required to meet
the wants of its next session, including unavoidable expenses of members non-resident
. in this city, and that the same be requested from the several Parishes or Congrega-
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tions in such proportions as in their judgment will be fair and equitable—the ambunt
to be paid in not later than one day after that named for opening the Session.”
-~--In accordance with the above the Exeoutive Committee have adopted the following
sgale of assessment and request the several Parishes or Congregations to comply
therewith.
A scale of Disbursement has also been adopted, in accordance with which the ex-
penses of Representatives from the Couatry will be paid in proportion to the amount

paid in. .

SUM REQUIRED 8400,—~PARISHES OR MISSIONS 58.
Cathedral........ e eeseereniies 844 Melford...cviviienececcnenens. 6
Falkland ..cooevevnnnnnns veeense . 4 St. Margatet’s Bay.....co0e0enn 8
Albion Mines....oc.0en oo ceonsnen 4 St. Mary’s River...cooeveeeeeen. 4
Amherst..coveaiireeiicnainnenens 8 Newport...covoeeiiiieconnennne 6
Annapolis...evens suvnns N 8 Parrsboro’...cveveieeenn.. cesees &
Rosette.coeinerineees soneenens 4 Pictou..covvnnieianninns veeess 9
Antigonish.....coevvvenn oo ceeee B 7

e Aylesford.....co0venne. teesecoras 6 6
Barrington........... R veee. B 5
Beaver Harbour vo.cevueinnnnnen.. 6 4
Bridgetown...oeeviieieinnennnn, 6 4
Bridgewater....ccoevies cenennnns 7] helburne,..ecovvvievneinesiea.. 12
Chester.....ooovr vuviennnnn veees 6 Ship Harbour...e.ouu.n. verrens 9
Blandford.... ........ AN 5 Stewiacke,... ... [P ceer 4
Clements............ sevee tancnan 6 Trure........... Cteeceenans sans 5
Cornwallis..o..vuieiueiinennannn. 6 Tusket...... Cheveseses sreraens 4
Kentville....ovvvnnnnnnn. creveese T Weymouth....o.o veeecninnnen. 6
‘Dartmouth....., e ssseesases sue . 12 Windsor,.eeeeeeeenses connennn 8
Digby..cvereivotrsecersannanes .. 9 Forksevoveiviiiiiiiiaiannansd . 4
New Dublin..... B (X T 9 Yarmouth .., .eovviiniiinnanian, 13
Falmouth...ovveeninenan. eeeen . 2 Arichat........ e eraii e 6
Lower Granmlle........... cerenee 9 Sydney...oiveeiveieeraiiineninns 8
Guysborough....cvveee suvuiennns 7 S{dney Mines 8
Hubbard’s Cove....... cet ssenenee 6 “Glace Bay.ccooeiiiiniiaiaii, 4
Liverpool.ccovvveiiiiiieencananss - 12 Louisburgh. .. . b
i Lunenburg...ooeeerese vesernnass 11 Walton...cooveeiivnennnnaronenns 3
Mahone Bay....cooapee vennennns 11 Portmedway....oovueeiienianns o 3
Maitland...ocoveeeroninees vavees 6 Porter Lake, ..c...coneen.. e 2
Manchester. ... .. cesecenes ceveer 2 Waverlyyoooiiieeiieniiinnnnnn. 2

~ The Executive Committée of the Drocesax Synop or Nova Scora, give notice

t the next meeting of the Synod will he held (D. V.) in July next; (the day
municateg after the Bishop's return) and that representatives of the

ted, by the parishes and districts entitled to be represented, at

next after Easter.*

order of the Exzecutive Committee,

Eowarp Gruein, Secretary.

following subjests for the considera-

- laity are to be
the meetings on the

| March 10th, 1868.

¢ The Ezecutive Committee recommend
tion of the Synod at its next session : .
i *To petition the Legislature so far to amend the“pyovinoial law as to set apart
& in portion of the school-time of every week for ‘the~purpose of religions in-
strdction ; during which it shall be lawful for the ministers of any religious denomi-~

* It is requested that the Cortificates, (blank forms for which are sent) or at least the
Eirst of them, may.be forwarded to the Registrar of the Diocese, Henry Pryor, Esq., immedi-
ately after the election. If No. 2 cannot be procuréd and forwarded with the other, & must
boe produced by the representative hefore taking his seat in the Synod. :
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nation to enter any of our public schools and to take charge of such childven as
shall be willing to receive-thetr instruction.”

**That it is desirable that the Church in this Diocese should form part of an
Ecclesinstical Province.” : X

They recommend that in the Rule for the ** Election of a Bishop” the words
“in England)’ be omitted.

Also, the consideration of the following Reports of Committees appointed by the
Pan-Anglican Conference— .

V.—On declaration of Submission to Regulations of Synod.

VII.—Relative to the notification of proposed Missionary Bishoprics, and the
subordination of missionaries. -

IX.—Form of Letters Dismissory for the Clergy. ~

Also tg consider whether it is not desirable that the Synod should meet annually

as in other Dioceses.

The Executive Committee give the required notice of the above proposed bysiness.

5 ‘ Epwix Givein, Sec'y.
D. C. 8.

At the last meeting of Executive Committee notice of motion was given for aid
to a missionary at New Germany.

Application was made for aid to the missionary at Newport.

The next meeting of the Executive Committee will be on the 20th inst.

Attention is requested to the following Rule :— 3

* All Subscription Lists received before the 81st March in éach year, will appea
in the next forthcoming Report, while those received after that date shall be omitted:

WESLEYANISM.

In a previous paper upon Wesleyanism it was attempted to give a short accoupt
of the condition of the Church of England at the beginning and middle of the 18th
century ; the formation of the first Methodist Society at Osford ®as also noticgd.
The work of the Wesleys now demands our attention. In the year 1785 the ttvo
brothers accompanied by one or two other Methodists left England to go as Mission-
aries to Greorgia, then an English Colony. To dwell upon their work there would
be beyond our purpose, it must suffice to say that they laboured there for overa
year with great earnestness though without any such remarkable effect as soon
afterwards %egnn to attend their preaching in England. This period of their lives
is deeply remarkable for having brought them under the influence of some
Moravian brethren from whom they learned that there were some things in ex-
perimental Christianity of which they themselves were ignorant. At a later period
the Wesleys themselves deseribed their own coudition at that time as being utterly
unspiritual, uncouverted, unregenerate. One reading their life and ‘seeing their
zeal, self-denial and love for souls would scarcely agree to so harsh a sentence, but it
is plain that there was in them far too little of simple dependance upon the work
of Christ. They have not yet realized what became afterwards the great theme of
their preaching the great truth which gave them the power of claiming the atten-
tion of ten thousand hearers at one time, and swaying as with the power of a rush-
ing, mighty wind the souls of a great multitude.—That great truth was the power
of the faith in a present Saviour, the hope of present Salvation through Him—Faith
in Him whose name was called Jesus because He should save His people from
their sins. Whatever narrowness there may have been in their views of some
portions of Divine Truth, however much they were inclined, to limit the ‘* diversities

B
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of operation,” to one fixed plan, in this matter they freely proclaimed the whole
Gospel of Christ. And it came to the Souls of the men of that time like refreshin
showers to the parched earth—or rather it came like the Mind of God to the dry
bones of the prophet’s vision, causing ** a noisc and a shaking’’ but bringing with it
life. They preached at first in such churches as were opened to them %et it be
borne in mind that they were ordained ministers of the Church of England) but
their preaching soon began ta give offence. They preached a doctrine which hgd
not been heard of for a long time ‘¢ Justification by faith,”” and as there is always'a
great number of persons in the English Church who are fully persuaded that any-
thing to which they have not been accustomed must be wrong, there were many
voices clamorous against those new-fangled innovators with their strange notions.
What ! shall it be said that we and our forefathers have not had full and complete
knowledge of what our Church teaches? If these new ideas once begin who can
tell where they will end ? let us leave things alone as they- were ; make no change ;
it was well enough in the old times. These new ideas must be popish (s0 some of
them really said) and the British Protestant will endure no Popery. So said the
obstructors of that day. But there was another cause of offence. The poor, the
publicans and sinners pressed to hear the Wesleys, and when it was known that
one of them was to preach, the church would be crammed, and the regular pew-
holders who had been able to take their Sunday nap in their pews regularly for
years undisturbed, found themselvgs crowded out by the thronging multitudes.
The crowding and the heat.were insufferalte. Charles Wesley was a Curate at
Islington. l%is church-wardéhs were determined that they would ‘stand it”
no longer, so they hired men to stand at the pulpit stairs and forcibly prevent his
entering. They pressed the Vicar (who scems to have been 2 moderate man) so
hard that he at length dismigsed his Curate. The matter was laid before the Bishop °
of London, who approved of the course adopted by the church-wardens in defence
of the purity of the faith. And now the Wesleys were driven to follow the exam-
ple that Whitfield had already set them, and preach in the open air. At first they
were loth to do this; stron%'f{ilovers of order, they had an abhorrence ‘of anything at
all irregular * Till lately,” says Jobn Wesley in the year 1739, I should have
thought the saving of souls almost a sin, if it bad not been done in, a church.” | It
seems hard to understand now how they could have felt any difficulty about field-
reaching, or how any body’could objeet to it, but they overcame their scruples at
Fast, and went out by the waysides. Numbers flocked to hear them—on one occa-
sion, C. Wesley preached at Moorfields to an assemblage of ten thousand souls,
soon after on Kensington Common to twice that number.  Anything like a detailed
account of their labours would require more space than our limits allow ; one or two
short accounts from the journal of Charles Wesley must suffice as ap example of
the rest:  ‘* At Runeville the minister lent me his pulpit.. I stood at the window
which was taken down and turned to the larger congregation of above two thousand
in the churchyard. They appeared greedy to hear......... In the afternoon I
. preached again to a Kensington congregation. The church was Jfull as it could
Eold. Thousands stood in the churchyard. It was the most beautiful sight T ever
beheld. The people filled the gmdually rising area, which was shut upon three sides
" by avast perpendicular hill. On the topand bottom of this hill was a circular row of
trees. In this amphitheatre they stood deeply attentive, while I called upon them
in Christ’s words, ¢ Come unto me all that are weary.” The tears of many testified
that they were ready to enter into that rest. God enabled me to lift up my voice
like a trumpet.”” Imagine that scéme repeated hundreds of times in England,
Wales, Ireland, the earnest preachef; the wééping hearer; it was to be .seen in
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London and Bristol—among the Kingswood colliers, and the Cornish miners, rough
wicked men, who had never eptered a church in their lives, nevep used God’s name
but in blaspbemy, weeping for their sins, rejoicing in a Saviour. But the scene
was pot always so peaceful as that just described, often their lives were in danger
from the violence of a multitude too often incited by those whose duty it was to
restrain them. Here is an account of the preaching of Charles Wesloy at St. Ives:
¢ I went forth towards the market place at St. I[ves. When we came to the place
of battle the enemy was ready set in array against us. I began the bundredth
psalm, and they beating their drums and shouting. 1 stood still and silent for some
time, finding that they would not receive my testimony. I then offered to speak
to some of the most violent, but they stopped their ears, and ran upon me, crying
thag 1 should not preach there, and catching at me, to pull me down. They had
no power to touch me. My soul was calm and fearless......... I had just
mamed my text when an army of rebels broke in upon us. They began in a most
outrageous manner, threatening to murder the people if they did not go out that
moment. They broke the sconces, dashed the windows in pieces, bore away the
shutters, benches, poor box, and all but the stone wall. I stood silently looking
on, but mine eyes were unto the Lord. They swore bitterly I should not preach
there again, which I immediately disproved by telling them that Christ died for
them all. Several times they lifted ap their hands and clubs to strike me, but a
stronger arm restrained them. They ieat and dragged the women about, particu-
larly one of a great age, and trampled on them without mercy The longer they
stayed and the more they raged, the more power IL.found from aliove.”” In this.
extract we have a specimen of some of the oppositionwhich he met.  Bat of course
the hardest opposition was that which was met with from many of his brethren in
the ministry  Some, complained because they were **inaking changes,’’ some be-
cause the crowds of communicants whom they brought to the altar imposed such
additional trouble npon them. For let it be distinetly borne in mind what was the
position of the Wesleyans atihis time. They ®ere nat then, as they are now, a
sect separated from the Church, but they were members’of the Church of England,
wndeed ber most earnest members, regular at her services, communicating at her
altars  The Wegleys had not a thonght of separating at this time ; they were sim-

ly clergymen who, seeing that some of ,fhe: truths of Christianity taught in the
%;ble and embodied in the Prayer Book, had fallen out of men's minds, in the face
of great opposition were teaching these forgotten truths, and these truths were
spreading. They were most careful not to let their preaching and”special service
interfere with the regular parish sernices. They were to be found at their meetings
at five or six in the morning, and at eleven in their parish Church. Of this Chureh
they ever spoke with the greatest affection, and they strove to awaken her. It
is because they were thus engaged that we can so heartily sympathize with them,
that we feel indignant at the opposition offered to them. .

It will be with the deepest regret that we shall notice as we go on, bow at last
they grew impatient and ended with a schism ; and it will suggest to us the need
of earuest prager that the Church of England may never again through & timid
unreasoning conservatism, or in some outbreak of popular prejudice estrange the

affections of eny of ber most earnest, deyoted, self-denying sons.— Com.

We have received the Tenth Réport of the Provincial Hospisal for the
Insane. The rate of recovery is as usual, very encoursging, and the buildiags,
sppliances, and grounds are shewing ontinual improvement,

Many thanks to Miss Katzman for Iate English papers.

-

L, -



