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8 JOURNAL OF THE SPECILAL SESSION OF THE SYNOD
OF THE DIOCESE OF TORONTO.
Trespay, December 29th, 1874

Pursnant {o notice, the Synod assembled in St. George's Church,
Taronto, on Tuesduy morning at 9.30 o’clock. Morning prayer was
sid by the Rev. Rural Dean Geddes, M.A., the Lessons being read by
the Rewv. T. T. Robarts, M.A., Rector of Thorold. The Ante-Com-
manion Service was said by Rev. Rural Dean McMurray, D.D., D.C.L.;
the Ven. Avchdeaeon Fuller, D.1)., D.C.L., Rev. Rural Dean Geddes,
M.A. and the Rev.T. T. Robarts, M. A., likewisc assisting His Lord-
ship, the Bishop, in the celebration of the Holy Communion.

After divine service, the Synod re-asserabled in St. George’s School
House for the despateh of business.  The customary prayers having been
wid by the Rev. J. G. Geddes, MLA., the Lord Bishop delivered the
following

ADDRESS.
ReveaeNp BRETHREN AND BRETHREN oF THE LAITY :—

By the desire of the Committee to whom has been entrusted the necessary
arrangements for the organization of the proposed new Diocese of Niagare, snd
with the advice of the Executive Committee of this Diocese, I have summoned a
i+ specinl wmeeting of our Syned,
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T4 TORONTO DIOCESAN GAZEITE,

The decision arrived at upon this sulject at the last meeting of our Synod was
submitted, ns the law of the Church of this ecclesinstical Province demands, to the
House of Bighops, at the late meeting of the DProvincial Synod. The House of
Bishops gave their due consideration to the propogal embraced in the memorial which
was presented to them: and, without a dissentient voice, concurred in the Judg-
ment which was in due course transmitted to the Executive Committee of this
Diceese,  As probably but few niembers of the Synod have had the opportumty of
examining this document, [ feel that it is duo to you, as well as to the Rigit Reverend
body from which it has emaunated, to pluce it before you on the present occasion.

“The House of Bishops, after giving their best consideration to the Memorial
from the Xynod of the Diocese of Toronto, in reference to the formation of a new
Diccese within its limits, are constrained to express their chjection to the area and
extent of thy rand proposed Divcese as compared with that of the entire Diocese of
Toronto,

¢ If the division proposed in the Memorial were carried out, the area of the
Diocese of Toronts —as obtained from the census of 1871—would contain 6,790,533
acres ; while the area of the proposed new Diocese weuld coutaiu only 1,292,415
acres.

“The whole Cliureh of England population of the Diocese of Toronto would,
in such case, be 107,373 ; while the proposed new diocese would contain only 34,258,

¢ The whole number of the clergy would in that event, be 120: while the
number in the new Diocese would be only 45,

“When Dioceses are divided, it is reasonable to expect that the division should
be so arranged as to appropriate to each section as nearly as possible an equulity of
area to be traversed, and of Episcopal work to be performed. In the scheme pro-
posed there is, in all respects, a glaring inequality.

“ The House of Bishops are further to consider the influence of the proposed
division upon the financial condition of the Diocese of Toronto. Were the intended
arrangement to be carried out, a very small extent of what may strictly be termed
Missionary territory would be comprehended in the new Diocese, and a dispropor-
tionately large onc in the Diocese of Toronto. On the latter would be laid the
burden of supplying a vast missionary field, with the subtraction of a very consider-
able annual sum by the Diveese propesed to be set off ; in which annual sum are to
be included large special dunations, which, on carrying out the proposed division,
would be lost to the Diocese of Toronto,

“The House of Biskops also feel themselves obliged, in assenting to any divi-
sion of Dioceses, to keep i view the further subdivisions which, in processof time,
would be ealled fur. A Diocese of fair extent on the western ride of the present
Diacese of Toronto, waould altow of the annexation of & considerable portion to &
Diocese that might be formed at the eastern extremities of the Diocese of Huron;
and by fairly reducing the prosent limits of the Diocese of Toronto, there would be
the means ¢f annexing at its castern cxtremities such counties from the Diocese of
Ontario as would form, in that direction, a Diocese of satisfactory extent. This
would not boe so practicuble if, by adbering to the limits of the proposed western
Diocese, the Divcese of Toronto should be left so lavge that no division oun the cast
could be effected which would relieve the Diocese of Untario.

t Nor can the House of Bishops ullow themselves to overlock the fact that, by
the terms proposed in the Memorial, & Diocese of very staall extent would he per-
mitted to send to the Provincinl Synad as many delegates, both elerienl and lay, as
are supplied by other Dioceses of more than double the area, and more than double
in Church population and the number of clergy.  This strikes them as a disparity
unjust in itself, and to which wide-spread objection would be made.

¢ The House of Birhops, gravely impressed by these considerations, would pro-
pose ns an cquitable arrangement the addition to the countics nawed in the Memorial
they have received, the following, vamely, the counties of Wellington, Peel, and
Cardwell, with such tuwnships in the county of' Simcoe as would be comprehended
within a hue proceeding as directly north as possible from the eastern extremities
of Peel and Cardwell, uamely, the townships of Mulmur, Tossorontio, Nottawasaga,
and Sumnidale.  These additions would enlarge the area of the propoesed Diocese to
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2,798,882 acres; leaving still to the Dioceso of Toronto an aren of 5,284,067 acres,
It would enlarge the Church population of the proposed Dioceso to 68,306, leaving
still to the Diocese of Toronto a Chkurch population of 83,392. It would, too,
increase the number of clergy in the proposed Diocese to 63, leaving still 100 to
the Diocese of Torouto.

¢ In the minute of the Executive Committee of the Diocese of Toranto, accom-
panying the Memorial of the Synod, it is stated that the sum of $2,000 per apnum
—represented by a capital sum of $33,500—has been secured for the support of the
Bishop of the proposed new Diocese. The House of Bishops feel themselves bound
to protest against any deviation from the requirement heretofore demanded, namely,
that a capital sum of 340,000 should be secured for that purpose.

¢ Regnrding the large increase in the expenses of liviag, since that sum was
fixed upon as the minimum of endowment, they would advise rather an addition to
this amount than any diminution of it; but uuder no circumstances could they
sanction & proposul which might so “ujuriously affect, in all after times, the Incum-
bent of the Lpiscopal office in the proposed Diocese. Expericnce has manifested
the difficulty of adding to endowments after Divceses bave been organized, while
the amount of endowments raised is, in all cases, liuble to diminution from unforeseen
and unavoidable contingencies,

** The House of Bishops, in reply to the Memorial from the Synod of the Diocese
of Torouto, do therefore resolve :—

“That the Memorial respecting the proposed Western Diocese of Hamilton be
granted. provided that the Counties of Wellington, Peel, and Cardwell, and the
townships of Mulmur, Tossorontiv, Nottawasaga, and Sunnidale, be added to the
proposed new Diocese, and that the sum of £40,000 of invested capital be secured,
from the interest of which the Bishop shall be supported.” —Carvied.

(Signed) “A. MONTREAL.”
Scptember 12, 1874,

Such is the judgment of the tribunal to which this case has been submitted;
and it now becomes the duty of this Synod to consider, and decide, whether it can
be accepted iu its entirety; or if not, what modificativn of its requirements it would
be their pleasure to propose.

My own convistions as respects the equitable division of Episcopal work and the
prespective bendfits thus secured to the Church at laige, are entirely in accord with
the judgment of the House of Bishops. Dut if, after full and careful deliberation,
it can be shown that the adoption of the proposed houndaries would in any other
respect wotk inequitably and injuriously, aud if such should be the decided counclu-
sion of the Synod, Ishould heartily unite in the reconsideration of that judgment,
with a view to the removal of the burden or the hardship which the adoption of its
provisions could be shown to produce.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Before the Synod proceeded to business, a guestion of privilege was
raised by George T. Denison, Esy., respecting the legality of the Bishop’s
calling a Visitation of his clergy for to-morrow. Mr. Denison moved
the following resolution touching the same, seconded by Kivas Tully,

o Esq.:

Whereas aresolution was passed at the Visitation of the Clerxy and Laity in the

- year 1851, declaving that for the more effectual exercise of the discipline of the

Chureb, and the more advantageous management of its temporal affairs, it was ex-
pedient to establish a Diocesan Synod, consisting of the Laity as well as of the Clergy;
and

Whereas the declaration of the Synod adopted in the year 1834 defined the
puwers to be exercised by the Synod, and

Whereas the Synod Act of 1856 gave power to the Bishop, Clergy, 2nd Laity as

. a8 Synod, to make regulations for enforcing discipline in the Church, for the appuint-

ment, deposition, deprivation, or removal of any person bearing office therein, of
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hatever-orderor degree; and for:the convenient and orderly managenient of the
property, affaivs, and:interests of the-Church: in-matiers-uppertaining to and:affects
ing the said=Church-and:the officers-and members-thercof; nud

Whereas, by the Synod Amendment Act of 1838, the representation of the
Laity in the Synod was-clearly and finally established by Iaw as an integral and
necesgary part of the Synod : and

Whereay, due provision has beenanade by the Synod.for the due enforcement of
discipline ; and

Whereag a visitation of the Clergy of this Diacese hias.bren ordered by His
Lordship the Bishop for't»murras, the $0th inst, to consider snd-take action-upon
matters relating to-Chureh order and.discipline, awd to the Mission Fund and Stu-
deuts’ Fund, and to investigate and decide upon charges made against the legiti-
mate organization of the Church, and otherwise to assume to exercioe functions
legally vested in the Synod: :

1t is therefore vesvlved,

That this Synol dectares that Que-provision has-already been'made for enforcing
discipline: that all questions re’ating to the temporal affairs of this Diocese, inelud-
ing the Missicn Fend snd Studomty” Fund, bemg legally under the conivol and
direction-of the Synud, that it and it aleue has the power of investigating-and in-
terfering in the maxsgement uf these funds, or charges against the management,
and that any attempt on the part of two branches of this Synod.to-usurp the.power
and-anthority of the Synodas a whole, is.a breach-of the privileges of the 8ynod,-and
an-infringement of the vights of the Laity as by law established,” )

The Bishop ruled that the proposed resolution was-out of order.

THE PROYOSED NIAGARA DIOCESE.

Ven. Archdeacon Fuller read the following report-of the Standing
Commitiee on the proposed Western Diocese ;——

The Sub-committee of the proposed Diocese of Niagara, usually called ¢the
Provisional.Committee,” beg leave to report:i—

That when-the decision of the ilouse of Bishops-of the Ieclesiastical Province
of Canada, adding the counties of Wellington, Pecl, asd Cardwel, and thetownships
of Mulmur, Nettawasaga, Sucnidale, and Tossorentio, to the five original counties,
and: increasing the required endowment, before the Bishop can be elected, to
$40,000, and that of invested capital, was received, the Chnirman of the Committee
addressed to the Lord Bishop of the Diocese-a letter, calling His Lordship’s-atten-
tion to-the requirement of the 9th canon of the Provincial Synod, which.is to the
following effect: It shall-bethe duty of such-Synods,” (as-are.affected by the action
of-the House of Bishops) ‘to consider, without-delay, any proposal. for the sub-divi-
sion of 2 Diocese which.-may emanate-from the Houseof Bishops.” Iiis.Lordehip,
however, did not like to call a.meeting-of the Synod on his own.responsibility, but
asked the:advice of ‘the Executive Committee-of the Dicecse in regard- thereto.

That the Executive Committee met on the 3rd:September, and passed a resolu-
tion-to the fulowing effect:—That this Executive Connnittee, assuming thrt the-Synod
of the Diocese of Toronto will adopt the resoluticn of the House of Bishops.in 1efer.
ence to the-altered boundarics of the new Diocese, aud:-to-the sum fixed for its. en-
dowment, will-be prepared-to advise the Bishop of 'Toronto-to-call o special meeting
of the Synod-as-soon-as -the §40,000 has been ratsed or garanteed.

As-two of the-members of the Sub-committee were obligedto leave on the 5th
of Octoler to attend the General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in
the United States, about to assemble at New York, as'members:of a deputation from
the Proviucial Synod of Canada, it was thouglit advisable to-call together as many
members of the Sub-committee-as could be summoned:for the-2nd.of October, that
no more time should:be lost, ;

That-those-present considered it-advisable to try and carfy out the decision: of
the-Ilouse of Bishops, aud the.advice given by theExecutive Committee to His
Lordship the-Bishop:of the Diocese; and accorlingly instructed:their Secretary and

o o v
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genctnl:agentto address a.circular:to-all-the Incumbents:of parishes-embraced in
the additional territory, asking them-when it wouldibe couvenient for them to
receive-him, of some-one-clse, to raise:the*balruce of the-required:endownent.

That.another meeting-of said:Sub-committee was:héld=at Hamiltonzon the 30th
of-October,-at which. the replics:veceived:from:many of-the.Incumbents,:to whomthe
circular had been addressed by the:Secretavy ot general agent, were voud. These
were found so generally adverse to the boundaries proposed by the House of
Bishops, especially those from the counties of Peel and-Cardiell, and the four-town-
shipe-in the County-of Simeoc; that it was evident to snid Sub-committee-that the
scheme conld:not be carried-out. Some-of them said that they were quite willing
to-contribute something to-the cndowment of the:proposed new Sce, but-it must be on
the-condition that they were allowed:to.remain in the-old one, as alltheir business
and other connections were-with the City of Toronty, and that in ovder to reach
Hawiiton (the probable seat of the proposed-new See)-they would.all have to-go to
Toronto, and then to Tumilton.

That a good deal of stress was laid upon-the uncertainty connected with their
position until-the Diacese of Toranto had, in.Synod nssembled, decided whether the
proposition of the House of Bishops would be accepted, or rejrcted, or modified
by it,

That these-argumenis are so incontrovertible, and the feeling of those residing
in those counties and townrhips so decided, that it appeaved to the members-of the
Sub-cemmittee that there was no possibility of raising any more of the endowment
until the Nynod had decided the question-of the drundaries of the proposed new
Divcese.  In-accordance with these views, they unanimously adopted the following
resolution, on:motion.of the Rev. H. Holland, secondesd by Wm. Powis, BPeq., “That
thisaneeting hegs respectfully to represent to-the Lord Bishoep-of the Diocese that
the recent decision of the [lonse of Bishops with respeet to-the enlarged boundaries
of the proposed Niagara Diocese, venders.it impossibiz:for-the-Committee-to proceed
further with the endowment until a session-of the Synod of the Dincese shall have
been held to consider the said Jdecision; and that his Lordship be, therefore, veques-
ted'to-call a special meeting of the Sgnod at the earliest possible time: and that
the-following gentlemen be appointed.a deputation to wait upun is Lordship, the
Bishop, for the purpase of presenting this resowtion viz: the Ven. Archdeacon
Fuller; the Rev. J. G. Geddes, the Rev. Dr. MeMurray, and the Rev. Dr. Read;
Messrs, Plumb, Powis, and Pettit,

That said deputation met 1lis Lordship the Bishap on the -ithof November, and
were cordially roceived by him——that they shewed His Lordship that by the arrange-
ment propesed:by the House of Bishops.the support of 34 miswionaries.out of 61 was
thrown on the proposed new Diogere, whilst-there would be left to the large Diocese
of Taronto, after the-division, 27 missions to support—that they further shewed to
His Lordskip that it would be a great havdship to-cowmpel the -Clergy and Lay dele-
gatesin-order to.reach their Synod-or to-hold any personal intercourse with their
Bishop, to pass through Toronto and go thence to-Hamiiton, singe there was-no rail-
vy (as had been-supposed) from Ilamilton to Collingwood.

‘That these argnments weighed with His Lordship, who stated-that the ilouse of
Bishops desired'to do no-injustice to the proposed new Diocese, which appeared
would be-the ease, from the statemonts then.made, if their propesal should be per-
sisted in.,

That it was then suggested that a compromise might be effeetedby adding to
the five original counties the County of Wekington.  This wag assented to by all
parties present, so far-as they had the power to do so,  His Lordship the Bishop
promised the depuiation to consuit with his Brother Bishops as to their willingness
tao-aceept this compromise, aml torecommend their doing sv; and that 2s son as be
should reecive a favourable reply from them, he waulbl call = meeting of the Synod
to.consider the important question that has now breught the members of the Synod
together at this unusual scason of the year. ’

'l‘l_mt your Comumittee would: call the attention of the Synod:-to-the requirement
embodied in the proposal of the Fouse of Bishaps sent to-this Diocese, viz.: thatthe
propoged-erdowment of 540,000 should be invested capital.

This your Committee would respectfully suggzest, is laying too. heavy a burden
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on:the new Diocese,-and placing:a.difficulty in the:way-of its-organization, which,
will:boe-very-hard:if not:impossible, to overcome,

Their-Lordships-the House-of Bishops:stated-that-they-were unwilling: that-the
rule:laid:down.on former occasions, viz., that:the endowment should - not be less.than
£40,000-should be departed from. Your Committeo-would respectfully submit:that
the minutes:of this Diocese:shew in no part any requirement tbat the endowments
for either the Dioceses-af Iluren, Ontario, or Toronto, should'be invested in public
securities; but invarinbly speak of them as ¢‘subscriptions” towards the endow-
ment of those respective Secx.  To require the investment of the endowment of
the proposed:new See in-public securitics would be to imperil the whole scheme;
for your Comuaittee do-not consider it possible to find capitalists who would be pre-
pared-to:take the notes.of hand-already secured-or to-oe secured, and pay the-money
for-them or give debentures fur them, without exncting a ruinous discount. But
your -Conunittee-are prepared to support any proposition requiring every person
who.desires time to-pay what he desires contributing to the endowment of the pro-
posed: See, to secure his contribution by giving o note of hand or other obligation
in-writing, to-pay his contribution, which.could be collected in onc of our Court:,
Inpatters of ‘this kind your:Committee conceive that somo faith should be placed
in:individunl Churehmen. to keep their engagements,  Such a stringent regulation
as-that laid down by the Houxe of Bishops with regard to the endowment of the
proposed:See was never required, that your Committee ever heard of, in regard to
the building of a.charch, a school house, or n.college, If it had been, there would
have been fur fewer churches, school-houses, and colleges in our land than now
adorn it to afford the menus of grace and education to our people; nor is any
such requirement found in the United States, where our sister Church is making
rapid-progress, thraugh the subdivision of dioceses; and affording vis great encour-
agementZin our jmportant work of extending the Kingdom of Christ to regions

where:it is yet' unknown.
T. B. FULLER, Chairman.

Hamilton, 17th December, 1874.

Ven. Archdeiacon FULLER, in moving the adoption of the report of
the -Committee, pointed out that the American Church had divided no
less than eight dioceses within the last three months, and that some of
them had not more than 25 resident clergy.

Mr. Powis, in seconding the motion, said, that after the action of
the House of Bishops, he was willing to agree to the addition of the
County of Wellington. )

Hon. H. B. BuLL suggested an amendment.-to.the following effect :—

That as the scveral notes are paid in, and tho donations handed to the
Treasurer, the amounts be invested in Government securities.or county debentures,

Ven. Archdeacon®FuLLER agreed to the-amendment.

In answer to Dr. J. G. Hovnacixs, Honorary Lay Secretary,

His Lorosme said the House of Bishops had promised to accept
any arrangement which he might approve of.

Ven. Archdeacon FULLER read a letter from the Bishop of Huron,
stating that anything to which the Bishop of Toronto consented would
have his fallest concurrence.

Rev. Rural Dean Lerr said the Bishop of Ontario had.stated the
same thing.

After a-discussion, in which Hon. Vice-Chancellor Blake, Hon, Mr.
Patton, Revs. Dr. McMurray, Canon Read, Rural Dean Geddes, Mr.,
Holland and J. B. Worrell, and Messrs. J. P. Plumb, M.P,, A. H.
Campbell, G. T. Denison, and J. C. Chadwick took part, the motion for
the adoption of the report was put and deciared-carried.
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Archdeacon FULLER moved, seconded by Rev. Dr. Lerr,

That whereas:this:Synod:did:at:its lagt:session:request the House of Bishops
of the-Ecclesiastical Province-of Canada:to. set-apart the counties of Lincoln, Wel-
land, Haldimand, Weuntworth:nud.Halton, parts of this Diocese, to-constitute-n new
Diocese ; aud-wherens.the House of Bishops replied that they would give their con-
gent:to-such request on:coudition that the counties of Wellington, Peel,.and Card-
well, and the four townships of Mulmur, Nottawasagn, Suanildale, and Tossorontio,
should be added-to:the five above named counties, to constitute said new Diocese,
and-that-the endowinent for the support of the Bishop thereof should be iucrensed
to $40,000-of invested capital ; and.whereas the Committee appointed to-raise-said
endowment have reported -that they deem it utterly impossible to obtain anything
from-the counties of Peel, Cardwell, and the four above-named townsbips, in con-
sequence of their geographical position, which would render any severance from
the Diocese-of Torouto and councction with the proposed nuw Diocese exceedingly
inconvenient; and whereas the-same objection does not lie against the addition of
the County of Wellington ;

Be it therefore resolved, that this Synod do now adopt the following request to
the House of Bishops, to-grant a division of-this Diocese,-to constitute.a new Diacese,
to be composed of the six counties of Lincoln, Welland, Haldimand, Wentworth,
Halton, and Wellington,.as soon as the -Exccutive Committee of this Diocese shall
have veported to the Lord Bishop therecf that the-sum of $40,000 over and sbove
all-espeunses of collection-shall have been secured:in.cash.or notesof haud or other
written engagements-to-pay-collectable in-one:of our courts of law :—

To the Most Reverend the Metropolitan and their Lordships the Bishops of the T cle-
siastical Province of Cuanada, assembled as the Ilouse of Bishops.

¢ The-petition-of:the Bishop, the Clergy,.and Lay Representatives of the Diocese
of Toronte:in Synod-assembled, humbly:-sheweth,

“That whereas, by clause IX.of the Canon-adopted.at the fifth session of the
Provincial Synod, your Right Reverend House has.been clothed with the power of
sub-dividing existing Dioceses, or of forming-a-new Diocese out-of portions.of exist-
ing Dioceses which may be.contiguous, with the concurrence or upon the application
of the Synod or Syuods of the Diocese or Dioceses affected ; and whereas-the Diocese
of Toronto inDiocesan Synod assembled -has-passed resolutions declaring it desirable
that the counties. of Lincoln, Welland, Ilaldimand, Wentworth, Ilalton, and Welling-
ton, now parts-of this Diocese, should be separated to form a new Diocese: the
snid-Synod of the-Diocese-of Toronto now beg respectfully that your Right-Revevend
House will separate and set apart said counties as a distinct Diocese, thus giving
effect.to. this.our memorial.”

Hon. Vice-Chancellor BLAKE moved in amendment, seconded by
Rev. H. HoLraxDp, B.A,,

That in place of the words ¢ forty thousand dollars in cash or notes,” the
words ¢“forty-thousand:dollars in-¢nsh or other good-securities” be ingerted.

The amendment was declared loss,

The original motion was then pus.aund carried.

Rev. J. H. McCoLruy, M.A, moved, seconded by the Rev. J.
Carry, B.D.,

Thatin- the-opinion of this Synod-the.name of the new western Diocese be-the
Diocese of Hamilton, or if the Synod have-not the power to give the name, that it
respectfully suggest.to those having the power that the new Western Diocese be
called-the Diocese of Hawilton,

Rev. Canon Reap, having objected to the discussion on this ques-
tion proceeding any further, as this was not the place to settle the
question. Rev. Mr. McCoLrLuy withdrew his motion.

Rev. J. B. WorreLL, M.A., seconded by Rev. Canon OsLER, M.A.,
moved,
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That:a.Committee Lo:appointedito:-examine the securities for the Episcopal
Endowment Fund=for the proposed Western Diocese..and veport to-the Ixecutive
Committee ; and that:the Lord Dishop be respectfully requested not to convene a
Synod-for the clection of n Bishop of said propesed divcese-until snid Executive
Committee raport that'the endowment (viz , 340,000) required by the Right Rev.
Itouse of Bishiops.is amply secuved.

Rev. Rural Dean Grpnes, M. A, having pointed out that provision
had been made for this examination, the motion was withdrawn,

Rev. Rural Dean Gebprs, M.A., asked the Bishop if he would
recommend the Bench of Bishops to take action in accordance with the
result that had been arvived at here to-day.

His Lornsuip said that he would recoramend that the boundaries
of the new Diocese be as this Synod had proposed.  Ile did not attach
el importance to the question of the finances, but he did not think
any Synod could go too far in placing matters on such a footing that
there could be no doubt as to the regulavity of the supply. However,
lie would not make that opinion an obstacle in the way of the formation
of the new Diocese, but would leave the Bishops todeal with the matter.

Rev. Rural Dean Gepvpss, M.AL, moved, seconded by Rev. Canon
Rean, D.b.,

‘That the Clergy und Lay-delegates of the ¢ix counties of Lincoln, Welland,
faldiwand, Wentworth, Halton, and Wellington, be sppointed a Standing Committee
far the purpose of completing the endowment for the provesed Western Diocese and
taking such other stepsas mny be nege-savy to give effect to the present action of
taig Nynod, aud that durine the gbeenee of the Venerabla Avchdeacon Paimer, the
senior Avchdenacon, the Venerable the Avchdoacou of Niagara, be the convener of
of the Committer,  Cavied.

The business of the Synod having been concluded, his Lovdship
cangratulated the members on the couclusion ot their business aud on the
result which they had arrived at.  He then pronounced the benediction,
and the proceedings terminated,

A.J. BROUGHALL, M.A.,
Honurary Cleciedd Seeretary.

J.GEORNGE HODGINS, LL.D,
Plonorary Lay Secretary.

VIRITATION
OF THE
CLERGY 9F THE DIOCESE OF TORONTO.
Wednesday, 30th December, 1874.
Pursunant to notice, the Tord Bishop of Toronto held a Visitation of
his Clergy in St. George's Chureh this day.  After Divine service the
Bizhop ascended the pulpit, and delivered the following charge :—
My Reverexp BrETHREN,

Although, in the announcement of my purpose to hold this Visitation of the
Clergy of the Diocese, T Iaid before you the reasons which indueed.me to-call you
together, I shall be obliged:ta-repeat them-to some extent on this-oceasion,
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The-great:body-of the Clergy-of this-Diocese:have-been-¢harged with:false-and
unseriptural:teaching by-a.counsiderablo-number of Clergynen-and:Luymen, designa-
ting:themselves the-#Church Association:of:the D.ioceso:of’l‘(gmnto.” And‘qne;.]ogg
organized Institutions.of the Diocese:for the:training-of-candidates:for the ministry,
and:for the prosecution-of its-missionary work. have heen spoken-of by-that Assos
cintion in.terms of such-disparagement-and condemnation that, in their judgment,
there should be-an-utter demolition-of those Institutions, and the substitution in
their roomn of new organizntions under the-auspices of ‘that Assooiation. The fol-
lowing statementsin-n recent address from that-body cannot be construed:to have a
more-limited. intention- than:this:—

« Many members of the Church of England have felt compelled, much against
their inclination, to withheld their-contributions from.the funds of the-Church.
They feel that it is impossible for them. to assist in maintaining-a Students’ Fund
for the suppart of young men who aro carcefuily trained to look with aversion on-our
Church as a Church of the Refornation, and to abhor the name Protestant; or to
vuild up a Mission Fund fov the support of men who become worthy disciples of
such teachings, and the propagators of these and more-extreme views.”

To these statements a-wide circulntion has been-given in and beyond the Dio-
¢eee; andit is well that the Clergy, whom these imputations-mainly affect, should
have the opportunity of considering carefully together the character-and purport of
these allegations, and prociaim to-the-world-that judgment upon their-utter-ground-
Jessness at which they cannot fail to arrive.

1t is more-than insinunted that, in our Unpiversity of Trinity College, such objec-
ticnable and erroncous-teaching s been pursued, and that, therefore it:is-an-unsafo
institution for the veligious-training:of young men, and-especially of aspirants to the
ministry of the-Church, T am persuaded that the-strictest investigation, if such
shonld be needed, would.fnil to establish the truth-of such.an allegation. The
students.of that University, I feel the fallest assurance, have never been tanght to
look with aversion.on the Reformation-of the Chuvch, or to abhov-the uame of Pro-
testant.  Dut T can understaud that they have-heen tanght—ng.it was right they
should—what the true position is in which our Church wasplaced at the Reforma-
tion ; when and how-the name of Protestant tock its vise : aud-in what sense it is
fittingly employed now. And-in doing so there would'be no room for disparage-
ment: bul, on the contrary, nuch caunee for thankiulness-that the circumstances of
God’s Chureh were-zo-ordered.as to- give oceasinn fov the use aof those terms,

Tt is however, of essential importance that there-shonlil be a right corception
of the term “Reformation,” as anplied t) any branch of God's Church. The term
clearly pre-supposes n Church in-existence; and a reformation should be £o-conduc-
ted ag to-allow it to be a continuous Church—not-uprooted and destroyed, and.an-
other placedin its room. This wonld be doing violence to:God’s work : it woulibe
infringing principles which God himself has settled. A reformation ineans not the
thorough  and complete-breaking down of o whole fabrie, but the-purification snd
c-rrection of abuses and innovationg-that have -been ii:troduced,

The Church.in onr mother-country was from the beginning a Scriptura! and
Apegtolic Chureb, although, through man's-inventions and depravily, it became
currupted-and defiled, but errors.and superstitions-could uot-destroy its form and
madel, nov-touch the reck of its foundation. Qur Reformers, then, did whatduty
and-wisdom-impelled them to do.  They cieansed away that rubbish. of superstition;
they removed those-incrustations-of error and defilement.  They restored the pvre
dactrine of the Apostles, while-they-maintained their order and fellowsbip; and they
restored  to a gladdened peopie the purity and completeness of the Church of the
living God.

The change from the soundness-of her principles had been violently and unau-
thorizedly made : and wise and good and able men, with -the-Divine help, repudiated
that change, and-brought the Church back to itsoriginal condition—to what it was
at its first planting-in-theland by Apostolic bands,

Surely no wise and well-instructed Christian person could fperk disparagingly
of & Reformation.like this, or-regavd.it otherwise-than-as'a cnuse for thankfulness.
It is-true-that, in-the-many minds-and many hues of thonght amongst professing
members-of the-Church, there will he-soine who-have their own-eceentric views and

11
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speculations as to tho reality and completeness of this work., Some have affirmed
that this great Reformation did not go far enough. They desired that it should be
nore sweeping and senrching; in the exuberance of a revolutionary spirit, they
were content even that it should overturn Divine arravgemeuts, and uproot prioci-
ples which are incontrovertibly Apostolic and Divine. And there are others who
think the Reformation of the Church of England has gone too far. They contend
that while the essential varieties of doctrine and order should be retained there
should be a retention also of many of the abuses in ritual that had been introduced
during the intellectual and spiritual davkness of the middle ages.  Some of these
mizguided men—not duly appreciating the blessings they possess, and discarding
that loyalty to the Church which is honestly due to her—bhave, we grieve to say,
spuken of the Reformation in terms of disrespect and even vituperation, which have

The term **Protestant,” too, through a similar perverted style of reasoning, has
come under the reproach of some, aud experienced an unseemly abuse.  The origin
of the term, it must be remembered, was not connected with the first grand move-
ment it the direction of the Reformation of the Church. Many years after this
areat work was started a Diet was field at Speirs in 1529 by order of the Emperor
Charles V., which decided on enjoining all the States of the Empire to persevere in
observing the decree against Luther, and in prohibiting any further innovatien in
the prevailing religion. Against this decreo there was a strong and solemn protest
by a large number of deputies, headed by the Elector of Saxony.

This protest is deservedly applauded; but it was not the beginning, nor did it
pertain to the essence of the Reformation. It was an adjunct rather, not a recog-
nized termn by which to designate the Reformation itself. This great work went
beyond a mere protest; it was the vigorous and successful action of a great body
of the faithful throughout Europe. The Church of Bugland, sympathizing as she
heartily did with the protest against the edict of Spires, did not ndopt that protest
as o watchword, or as a ground of action. She took a wider scope, and worked
upon & broader foundation. And much as the term ¢ Protestant ” has ever since
heen reverenced in the Church of England, it has never been recognized as one that
fully expresses her position as the Church of that country reformed from Papal
abuses,  The name Protestant never oceurs in our authorized formularies ; it is
never used in the deseription of our Chureh; it is never introduced in conunection
with the National Church in our Acts of Parlinment, lts true designation was
alvays felt to be the Church of England ; a veritable, genuine branch of the Catholic
Church throughout the world.

Many, we can understand, would be very jealous of the lmitation which the

Church of Eungland would imply. The adoption of it would seem to post-late the

the Romanist enquiry, *Where was your Church before Luther?”

legitimate bounds hoth in reasoning nnd expression. There is no.reason for vilify-
ing or renouncing the word Protestant, because it hias been used in an unjustifiable
sense and application. Wo should ever remember with gratitude and honounr the
occasion which gave rise to it; for there are now, and there are long likely to be,
occasions in which the same protest should be expressed agamst the tenets and
assumptions which roused the spirit of the German Reformers. When, through sub-
tlety or force, such tenets should be thrust upon usg, we should all be as ready as
they were—all as carnest and decided—in the declaration of our solemu pro-
test. While we claim to be a genuine branch of the Catholic Church of Christ, we
are firmly Protestant against every fulse tenct and every unscriptural pretension
asaerted by the Romish Church, or any other religious bedy.

We shall all admit that the Chuarch in every rge has suffered much from the cold-
ness, aud laxity, and indifference of her professed members on the one haud, and
from their too ardent temperament and vehement zeal on the other hand. We have
witnessed in the past and present generation au evidence of both. Undue zenl was
provoked by a death-like supineness; heat and extravagance bore its proportion to

sorely tried and distressed the sound and faithful members of our national Church. -

—_— — - e— — - —- . e
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conncction of the term Protestant with the recoguized and rightful title of the .

origin of the Church; it would secem to make it commence from the period at - !
which such protest was uttered. It woulidl be giving countenance to the justice of

Too many, in pursuing a sound argument, allow themselves to be carried beyond -
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the lethargy that cvoked it. But from the wise and wideniog fusion of these oppos-
ing elements, we have had results for which the Church must be thankful.

«] wish,” snid the late Primo Minister of England, Mr. Gladstone, in recently
addressiug the House of Commons, and his words fell with the force of truth upon
his audience,—*¢ [ wish that every man in this ouse were a8 old as I am for fhe
purpose of knowing what was the condition of the Church of Bugland forty or fifty
yeavs ugo. At that time it was n gcandal to Christendom. Its congregations were
cold, dead, and itreverent. Its music was offensive to any one with a respect for
thec house of God. Its clergy, with some numerous exceptions—belonging chiefly,
though not exclusively, to what was then called the Evangelical Schooi—its clergy
were. in numbers I should not like to mention, worldly-minded men, not conforming
by their practice to the standard of their high office, but seeking to nceumulate pre-
ferments with a reckless indifference to the souls of the people, and on the whole
declining in moral iufluence. This is the state of things from which we have
cscaped.  And when 1 hear complaints as to the state of things in the present day,
I eaunot furget the enormous balance of good over the evils you suffer, which has
been achieved by the astonishing transtormation that has come over the character
of the clergymen of the Chareh of England.  That change makes it now almost a
moral certainty that whenever you go into a parish, you will find the clergyman a
man who, to the best of his ability, and with little sparing of his health, is spend-
ing morning, noon. and night upon the work of his calling; teaching the young, vis-
iting the sick, preaching the Word, and conforming, as far as he cau, to the model
his Master left him 1o follow.”

Yes, there has been an * enormous balance of good over the evils” that have fol-
lowed. But these evils we still must deplore, aud we hope to see them removed.
We must lament the extravagancies and wrong action of the few, while we hounour
aod applaud the sober energy and honest toil of the many. We must lament the
introduction of novelties in worship, and novelties in doctrine, which the few unite
with their earnest work and self-sacrificing course; the imported adjuucts which soil
a pure worship ; the symbols foisted in of doctrine which the Church to which they
owe allegiance recognizes not, but rejects.

That unfaithful and unwise course by sons of the Church who might so much
strengthen and bless her, may rarely be visible amongst ourselves; very few.
if any, of the clergy in this Diocese sympathise with that rampaut irregularity and
too obvious disloyalty. Yet it would be vain to deny that we have its leaven amongst
us, and that there are signg of its unrighteous working. We ask these affec-
tionately to pause and beware; for ¢verything extreme and uuwarranted in
their teaching aund their worsbip is wounding and injuring the Church which they
profess to love. Let them throw in their lot, bravely and honestly with the loyal
and ihe wise, and yield to the control aud dircction of those who are over them in
the Lord.

And, with equal affection, let me address those who, in an opposite direction, are
withholding obedience from the manifest requiremeuts of the Church. Upon one
important point her words are these:——¢* It is evident unto all men diligently reading
the Holy Scripture and ancient authors, that from the Apostles’ time there have
been these orders of ministers in Christ’s Church—Bishops, Priests, and Deacons.”
And, ** No man shall be nccounted or taken to be a lawful Bishop, Priest, or Deacon
in the United Church of England and Iveland, except he be called, tricd, examined,
and admitted thereunto, according to the form hereafter following, or hath had for-
werly episcopal consecration or ordination.”

These words very clearly show what, in the judgment of the Church, consti-
tutes s lawful ministry. Aund if episcopal ordination is, in ber judgment, neccssary,
an episcopal succession, as a logical sequence, is equally necessary. Nor is there
any difficulty in exhibiting to the world the fact of this succession—to take two
important instances—in the See of Canterbury, in England, and of Armagh, in Ire-
land, Paioful then it is to consistent and loyal Churchmen to see any of their
brethren—a few thoagh they may be in number—impugning a leadiog and essentinl
principle of the Church; declaring their oposition to it in words aund by example.
Non-natural interpretations of the Church’s clear and explicit declarations, ndduced
to excuse their non-compliance with them, will no more satisfy the minds of faithful

——— T
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and:conscientions Churchmen:than:the:asseverationsof those who profess:loyalty-to
the Church, while they-teach and practice the-superstitions which the:Church af
the Reformation:cleared away.

T'think I have-all alonz in this adidress been asserting f:cts, and-expressing
sentiments-in whicl . hall have the-great-masg.of the Clergy-ol this Diocese to con-
enr,  And we cionot adhere to.them the less if they should:fai® o-gain the-assent of
those who have ventursd upon-so sweeping a denunciation-f the teaching-of the ¢
clergy of this Diocese, and who have mado the assumed-corvupt sn of well nigh the
whole body a-ground for the organization-of institutions which are to supersede all
that is already being-dvne for the training of ministers.and th » spread of the-Gos. .
pel-in this Diocese. :

In addition to this aliegation, we have this further gronad for such action
declared,— ‘There has also been n wide-spread, and certaiuly wot causeless feeling
that the management of the moneys of the Church has Leen cuch as-to.entail much |
luss and iujury to the funds entrusted to the control of certa n of her members,”
e must express. our amazement at the gratuitous, enuseless introduction of lan.
gunge like this: at this resuscitation of a long bhuried grievan-:—a grievance, the

dealing with which the Syna¢ bas taken into its own lanl: .n grievanco which |
never had: connection, actually or presumably, with that fund which aids in the sup- -
port of the missionaries-of the Diocese,  Bat while we wonder, we must grieve that .

the prejudices of party or of individuals should be slowed to override the bonds of
Christian charity amd trath, and seem willing to make o wreek of high interests and
1 good werh as the price-of the indnlzence of'suci yrejudices.

In consistent keeping with this is the purport of a tract issued hy the-<“Church
Assc
publication entitled #Vox Def. antvox pevuli,” s work published in Ottawa, much
Liey
aware of. in this Discese at Jeast, end. rsing its opinions or counteuancing its state-
meats, aud yer it is implied that itis viewed with favour by the great bedy-of the
Clergy in this Diocese : it is invinunated as being the'te hing on their part which,
¢ vhile building up the Churel of Reme, and filling the Churehes of other denomina-
tirns, disgusts and alienates the vast majority of the members of our Chureh,”

They must be a very small fractionindecd of the Clergy of this Diocrse, ifthere
be any who bave the slightest sympathy with the vavings aud the reekless slanders
of such pullications. But we canuot help, however much we mnst deplore, cbulli-
tions ke these, 1 they flood the Jand, we bavene power heyand onr earnest protest
to stop the pernivicus inuudation,  Te bumdreds, pahaps tieasands, of cur Chare
wmembiers, the eitation of these extracts by the Chureh Assodianon will be-their first
advertisement 3 and  they may exeite a curivsity  that will r—-uit in evil to many a
seul,  Pubiications incuicating a positive infidelity nve now and then infused ; and
these will hardly :owaken in the riinds of sound and earne<t Churchmen wore grief
and repulsion thanthe tirade of bitter phrases 2ad antruiafs! statemeats wliich
disfigure the pages of that work. 1t is-but blasphemy to-term it the work of God;
and- it will never hethe utterance of God's true pecple.

HN

I donat desive, brethren, to dwell Junger on a painful and unwelcome theme.
Assailed ax the Clergy of this Hacese have been, 1 feel that Leould. net say less,
o not without a beke! that such o the Clergy at lesst as have allowed. their vames
tv be Jnked in this sweeping impeacinnent of the truth aud ssuudness of their
brethren, will see aud-admit the injustice, and withdraw the unfounded accusation.
With the meagre few win can be belicved {0 merit the impuatim  thus recklessly
thrown upen the whele, there is a legitimate course of dealing, and the opportunity
will now be affovded.

Thave hopes, independently, that the interchange of epinion, in-a kind and
Bratherly spirit, may diaw better togetiier these wha have been sundered, and that
away may be prepared for the exercize of mutual love and uaited action in the
cause of Goua's Church. We Lave inueh to.be thaukiul for, whatever may be asser-
teld to the contrary, in the steady progress of the Church.in this Diocese, and its
eowth especially intthis city.  Let there-be 2 mutual toleravee of what, to acertain
extent, must tlways prevail—ditfercuce of opiniensand difference of tastes. Lven
great and esseunial truths may not be accepted on-all hands with.an exactoess of

intion” not many days oter. It devotes several pages to citations froma

coud the precincts of this Diocese, aund anonymonsly; no-clergyman that T am +
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sentiment: ard God’s-worslip can (be faithfully and consisteutly-performed with
the -possibility of diversities which u\;-.r;no:pnu'clg)h-, 3md vivlate no authority, Lot
our ritual besnidor gung—ag-the:Churehr permits—sithvut the tanut thut:the one
betokens. coldness. ov-that the-other indieates ntendeney to superstitions observances
and an unseund creed. With baseless =uspicious thrown asidey let there he ¢
jowt cfiort with the sound:and sobev-ninded-to-vestrain-excesses where:they present
themstives, and supply short-comings and deficieneies where they nve observable,

The mission of the-Church is.to promote social peace and order, individual holi-
ness, nud the eternal lx:};-pim-ss ofall.  Its cominission is:to bring mt.-x.x.lu-()in'ist, tho
great Ateuer, aud tuinduce thew, by teaching :md-uxmu_plc‘ o fu\:m.v the blessed
stepa of flis wost holy Jife, AU peace with tiad through-this mest-precious suerifice,
it was designed that they should be at peace with-one-another,  This purpoese, you
must feel, is grievously violated, if there be thein ‘ustrious diffuzion of calumaious
accusation aud unchiritable jnsinaartien against any of the brethren.  When bitter-
ness prevails and sirdy i3 setive, there will be 2 speedy lowering, and at Just the
extitietions of the pure spiritual life - The indulgence of the temper of the world will
give the world its victory ; and with such vietory there wiil be the estrangement of
sotils romn Gud. .

I trust that all will strive to aveid this fearful respongibility—the throwing upon
the conscicnces of themselvesand others so intoierabie o buvden. Let the true
mission of God’s ministers be the subject always of-huwble-prayer and hearty effort,
Let the passionsand enmities which ave-of this world:be put:away, and-good-wilt
and brotherly afiection and-aXindly chavity be-made to take-their place. Loving
one another-apd working with cue-another we shall be contributing each our mite
towards making “‘the kingdoms of this worldito becourethe kingdems-of' our-Lord
and of His Christ.”

At two o'clock the:Clergy assembled in $t. George’s Sehool house, the
Bishop in the chair. .

The Hon. J. Hiwryarp Caxerox, D.C.L., M.P., Chaucellor of the
Diocese.. stated the-object of the Visitation as declared in his Lordship’s
note and charge, and announced that this being a Visitation of the
Clergy alone, only clergymen and churchwardens who had presentinents
to-offer containing charges ngainst their clergymen would Dbe permitted
to be present. 1t was his Lovdship’s wish that all others should with-
draw.

Rev. Rural Dean Coorer remarked that in England Visitations
were-always held in the Churches, which Wwere open to anyone who chose
to enter. e believed that no notice or intimation had been given that
churchwardens who desired to present their clergymen were.expected
to be present.

The BisHov said nothing definite would be done heve. Present-
ments.might be made here, but any action on them would have to be
taken elsewhere.

The CHANCELLOR said. it was-not necessary to hold any Visitation in
this-country iu- exactly the same way-in which they did in England. It
was for the Bishop to say whether he was willing to-allow others than
clergymen to-be-présent or not.

The Bistor-said thac he had called the Clergy together alone, and
he expected that.no strangers would be present.
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The Cirancernor then, by his Lordship’s directions, called upon all !
present who were not clergymen to withdraw.

The Laymen present accordingly left the ball.

The following were read as the questions on which presentations |
were required to be made :(— '

1. I8 Divine Service duly and reverentially performed ir your several churches,
without alteration, addition, or diminution, according to law, the Canons of the

Church, and the rubric of the Book of Common Prayer? And if not, who is in 8
fault? ;

2, ITave any Priests or Ministers of the Word of God among you met tagether ' |8
to consult on any matter or course to be taken Dby them, or upon their motion or ' Jg
direction, or by direction of any cther, which may in any way tend to the impeach-
ing or depraving of the doctrine of the Church of England or of the Bookof Com- | @
mon Prayer or any part of the government or discipline of the Church of England
in this Diocese ?

3. Is any Pricst or Minister of the Word of God among ycu a hindercr of the
Word of God being read or sincerely preached, or a defender of Popish and erronc-
ous doctrines ?

The Rev. Rural Dean CooPER again raised the question in regard !
to the Court, to which he had previously called attention. He said that
the cunon required the churchwardens and questmen to present the
clergymen against whom charges were made. He stated that a present-
ment of a clergyman had been served on the Bishop by two churchwar-
dens within a few hours back.

The Crnaxcernror said he held that presentment in his hand. He
admitted that the case as set forth thereoun was one which called for a
commission, but said that as he had no proof that the signatures to it were
genuine, and as no one wus present to vouch for their zenuineness, he
could not advise the Bishop to proceed to deal with it.

After some further debate, it was settled that the presentment
could not be received now, but that a presentment wi h regard to the
matter might be made at any time and would be reecived as thongh it
had been made at the Visitation, and dealt with by a commission appoin-
ted by the Bishop.

The presentment referred to was from the churchwardens of St
Philip’s Church, Weston, charging their clergyman, among other things
with having on Christmas Day, when admiuistering the Holy Commu-
nion, placed himself in the position of a sacrilicing priest, turned his back
to the people, clevated the elements, turned his back to the people, made
the sign-of the cross twice above the head of each communicant, &e. On
the 27th jost., he also preached against Protestanism.  The churchwar-
dens intimated their intention, if nothing was done to put a stop to these
practices, to close the doors of the churchon Sunday, the 10th of Jan-
uary.

The above subject having been disposed of, the Chauncellor asked for
presentments, and the Rev. Rural Dean Gepbes, M.A., after a few
remarks as to the painful character of the duty he lhad to perform, pre-
sented in the name of the several Rural Deans, the following gentlemen,
and charged them as members of the Church Association with *“ deprav-
ing the government and discipline of the Chureh,” viz. :—
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1. The Very Rev. Dean Ggaskrr, B.D., Rector of St. James's Cathedral,
Toronto.
The Rev. Canon Barnbwiy, M.A., Assistant Minister of St. James’s Cathe-
dral, Toronto.
. The Rev. Rural Dean Givins, Rector of St. Paul’s, Toronto.
The Rev. Rural Denn StewarT, M.A., Rector and Rural Dean of Orillia.
The Rev. Rural Dean Coorkr, M.4A., Rector of Etobicoke.
The Rev. F. A, O'Mrara, LL D.. Rector of St. Johu's, Port HHope.
. The Rev. ALeEXaxDER Saxsoy, Rector of Trinity Church, Toronto,
. The Rev. 8. J. Bovoy, M.A.. Rector of St. Peter’s Church, Torouto.
. The Rev. W. F. CiieckrLey, M.A., Assistant Minister of St. Paul’s Church,
Toronto.
. The Rev. U, H. WaTres, M. A, Assistant Minister of St. James’s Cathedral,
Toronto.
11. The Rev. G. II. Moxox, Minister of St. Paul’s Mission Church, Torouto.

o

o:r:-l;.s'ctbx.c

—
<

The Presentment was to the following effect :~-
To Tue Rignt Reverexn tns Lonrbp Bisuer or Tonrcxrto:

We, Jouy Gaupre Genpes, Sreeuex Lerr, W. McMorray, F. L. OsLER,
C. E. Tuomsoxn, J. Witson, and W. T, Ssutnert, all of the Diocese of Toronto,
Clerks in Iloly Orders and Rural Deans, do present unto your Lordship :

That the Very Reverend II. J. Graskrr, Dean of Toronto, the Reverends
Rural Dean Stewart, Rural Dean Givins, Dr. O'Mrara, 8. .J. Bonpy, A. Sansow,
Canon Barpwin, Rural Dean H. C. Coorrr, W. F. Curckiey, H. . WATERS, and
G. i. Moxox, being Priests and Ministers of the Word of God within the Diocese
of Toronto and members of the Synod thereof, did meet together within.six months
before the making of this Presentment and did consult and agree upon a course to
be taken by them and others, which tends to the-impe:xching and depraving of part
of the Government and Discipline of the Church of Englard in this Diocese.

That the-said Priests and Ministers-are all members of the Synod of the Dio-
cese of Toronto, and have declared their obedience to the canons and declarations
thiereof, cither by actual writien promise or by virtual promise of obedience thereto.

Thatas part of the organization of the Synod and of the Government of the Church

i of Englaud in the Diocese of Toronto, a Board of Missions iias been established by

canon of the Syuod for the establishment and maintenance of missions and the
distribution of moneys collected under the authority of. the Synod for that purpose.

That the said Priests and Ministers before mentioned have, in contravention
of the said canon, impeached and depraved a part of the Government of the Church
of England in this Diacese, by making a new and different organization through an
association called « The Church Association of the Diocese of Toronto,” for the
snme objects as are provided for by the said canon.

That as a ground fer the said organization, the said Priests and Ministers
have published. and circulated throughout the Diocese a report signed by the said
Tho Very Reverend H. J. Grasert, Dean of Toronto, which further depraves and
impeaches the Government of the sait Church as to the said Board of Missions by
falsely and.unjustly stating, ¢ That the present mission fuuds of this Discese go to
support tenching at varianee with that of the Church, and which, while building up
the Church of Rome, and filling the churches of other denominations, disgusts and
alicnates the vast majority of the members of our Church.”

The Rev. Seprrvus Jongs, M.A., enquired wpon what principle the
selection of those members of the Church Association had been made.
He said that he was a member of that Association, and as guilty as the
others with regard to the part of the paper that had been referred to—
the appeal in behalf of a new Mission and Students’ fund.

Rev. W. I'. Cieckrey, M. A, said that though he belouged to the
Church Association and approved of its objects generally, he had not
been a participant in the action recommended by it in the addvess
alluded to.
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The other gentlemen charged in the presentment, while avowing '

their pavticipation in the action in question, solemnly denied that they

had in any way Ly sueh action depraved the government or discipline of §

the Church.

Aftor a cousultation between the Bishop and the Chancellor. it was
intimated by the Chanceilor that His Lovdship considered the case one |
of suflicient gravity to induce him to jssue a cominission appoiuting an

investigation of the charges.
This concluded the bLusiness of the Visitation, and the mecting
accordingly dissolved.

CONFERENCE OF THE CLERGY.

Tnnediately after the Visitation, 2 conference of all the Clergy who
remained was held, with the Bishop in the chair. After a fow compli-
mentary yemarks, his Lovdship was presented by the Reve Tural Dean
Geddes, AL AL, with the following address . —

Lo the Right Reverend the Lard Bishep of Toronio ;
May 17 pruase vour Lorvsmie:—

We, the undersizued Clergy of your Lerdship’s Diocese, avail ourselves of the
opportunity affurded by cur nssembling at your Lonrdship’s visitation, to express our
protonnd regret at the painful anxiety which has been.oceasioned to yourself, and
the great ivjury which has been done to the Church, by the suspicion which has
been groundiessly and wantonly cast upon the organizations of the Church and tho
general teaching of the Glergy within this Diocese.

We maintain that the publication or dissemination of objectionable manuals,
whether of doctrine or devation, or the irregalaritics of individuals amoug the
Clergyin the conduct of Divine service, ean furnish no excuse for the sweeping
and indizeriminate charges which have repeatedly been made in the tracts of tho
Church Associntion of the Divcese of Torontu; and that men who really value and
love the doctrine and discipiine of the Church would feel themselves bound to direct
their altacks ngainst the individual offenders, rather than against the great.body to
which those who may thus offend ave a weakness and disgrace.  And we beg to
assure your Lordship that, in exercising discipline on any who are justly open to
such attacks, you wiil be supported by the sympathy of the great body of your
Clergy, no less than by that of the Laity of the Discese.

We hold that itis smost sacred obligation of the Clergy fearlessly and without
reserve to inculeate - the doctrines, and to vbserve the instructions of the Church, as
they are plainly sct forth in-the Book of Cowmon Prayer, ¢laiming to themselves ro
larger liberty thaun has been accorded to them either by the direct appointment or
by the established usage of the Chuich of England ; and we cannot but feel that o
most grievous hindrance has been thrown in the way of those whose honest purpose
it is thus to fulfil! the vows taken at their ordination, by publications which most
effectunlly, if not studiously, confound truth with error, and identify a faithful dis-
charge of our ministerial obligations with a self-willed and disloyal departure from
the principles of vur Reforied Church.

(Signed),
1. J. Gaxnsre Gepves, M. A, Rector of Hamilton, and Rural Dean,
2, F. L. Osrer, M. A., Keetor and Rural Dean, Dundus,
3. Joux WuisoxN, M. A., Rector and Rural Dean, Grafton,
. SterneN Letr, D. D, LL. D, Rector and Rural Dean, Collingwood.
6. WiLniay McMunray, D.D,, D.C.L., Rector and Rural Dean, Niagara.
6. Groree Wmrtraker, M. A, Provest of Trinity College.

(2
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Jouy BELL WorRELn, M.A., Onkville.
C. B. Tuomson, M.A,, Rector and Rural Dean, Elora.
Herxry Horvaxp, B. A, Rector of St. Catharines.

. D. 1. F. MacLeon, M.A., Chippawa,

. lesry Svapping, D.D. Cantab., Toronto.

. W. StewarT DarniNg, Reetor-Asgsistant, Ioly Trinity Church, Toronto,
. Vixeext CreMuvri, B.D., Nerth Douro, Peterborough.

. Jony Cawvry. B.D, Cradit.

. J. 1. McCorrnux, M.A., St. Thomas, Toronto.

. T. B. Furner, D.D.,D.C.L., Archdeacon of Niagara.

. T. BorroN Reav, D.D,D.C.L., Canon and Rector of Grimsby.

. iIexny Brent, M.A., Canon and Rector of Clarke.

. ITexey B. Osrer, Canon and Rector of York Mills.

. ALEXANDER DixoN, B.A., Rector of Port Dalhousie, and Canon.

. Waurer SteENNETT, M.A., Rector of Cobourg.

. A. J. Brouvauarr, M.A., St. Stephen’s ; Honorary Clerical Secretary.
. . TreEMayss, MA., Newmarket,

4. Jonx Davivson, M.A., Uxbridge.

. 1I. W. Davies, D.D., Assistant, Holy Trinity Church, Toronto.

. WiLriaM Looan, M.A., Fenelon Falls,

. Cmae. Lyomster Ixares, M.4., Rector of Stamford.

. WiLniax Graxrt, M.A., Tullamore.

. G. II. Hoorkr, Gienallan,

. TroMas Bann, Bond Ifead.

1T, Rosawrs, MLA,, Rector of Thorold.

. Cnas. J. S Bernusg, M. A, Iead Master of Trinity College School.

3. 1. Core, M.A,, Whithy.

4. GrorGE A. Burr, M.A., Barton.

. Stewart IHousrox, M.A., Waterdown.

. ALEX. Winntays, M.A., St. John’s, Toronto.

. J. McLeax Bannarp, M.A., St. Bartholomew’s, Toronto.

. Ricuarp Hannrisoy, M. A., St. Matthias, Toronto.

. Epwarp Moraay, M.A., Kector of Barrie.

. J D'Arcy Cavrey, M.A., Assistant Minister St. George’s Church, Toronto.
. Jonx Laxotry, M.A., Incumbent St. Luke’s, Toronto,

. W. 1. Syrtuerr, D.D., Rural Dean, Lindsay.

Artuur Bourrneg, Harriston,

. Georage L Taxror, B.A., Cannington.

Cuas. W. Patersoy, B.C.L., St. Mark’s, Port Hope.

. Oavexn B. Forvo, B.A., Church of the Holy Trinity, Toronto.
. C. R. Bewr, Mus, Bac., Brooklin.

. W. J. Mackexzig, Mount Forest.

. Jony AMBERY, M.A., Professor, Trnity College, Toronto.

Joux Frercuer, M.A., Highland Creek,

. Winniay Benr, M.A., Oshawa.

L Mivorerox, B.A., Brampton.

. Winnrax Joxns, M. A., Professor, Trinity College, Toronto.
. A. G. L. Trew, M.A,, Christ’s Church, York,

5, Joux H. Frercner, Nanticoke

6. Josern Fretcuer, B.A., Shanty Bay.

. Wineiax Massey, B.A., Lowrville.

. Crrannes Rurran, Berkeley and Chester.

59, W. R, Forsrea, Crecmore.

66,
67.

. Joux GrisbLE, Port Colborne,

. Lawrexce A. Kierksy, Batteau.

2. G. A, AxprRsoN, \LA., DPenetanguishene,
. W, M. C. Crarkg, Aliiston.

. ALEXANDER W. Macxan, St. Catharines.
5. R. G. Sutnerraxy, Hamilton.

Fisnow Arnexaxprr, M. D, Guelph.
T. W. Patersoy, B.A., Bradford.

12

¥
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8. N. C. MarTIN, B.A., Norval.

69, Tuomas G. PorTER, Georgetown.

70. A. J. FipLER, B.A., Aurora.

71. T.P. Hangr, York Mills,

72. W, H. CrarkE, B.A., Bolton.

78. E. HorAack Mussen, B.A., Clifton,

74, E. W. Mureny, B.A,, Innisfil,

75. P. L. Seexorr, Wellington Square.

76. M. A. FarraR, M.A., Westwood.

77. Tuomas J. Hovakix, M.D., Woodbridge.

78. Geonrae S. J. Hirr, M.A,, Rector of Markham and Rural Dean.
79. ALexaxprr HEnDERsoN, B.A., Tocumbent of Orangeville,
80, Marx Burnuax, B.A., Otonabee,

81. T. H. M. Bartrerr, M.A,, Chaplain of the Forces (retired).

His Lordship delivered the following reply :—

My Dear AND REVEREND BRETHREN,—I thank you very sincerely for the : B
addrese you have presented to me. In receiving this expression of sympathy and
promise of support from so many of our influential and experienced clergy, I feel
much-encouraged in the endeavour to stay those reckless proceedings on the part of
some of ourbrethren which tend so seriously to destroy the peace of the Church,
and hinder her prosperity and usefulness.

Wo shall continue to do our duty with God’s blessing and assistance, and not '
relax in.onr prayers for those who—misguided, though they may be, and consci-
entious—are labouring with so'much zeal to thiwart our humble yet earnest efforts
to advance truth!and righteousness in'the sphere of duty in-which God has placed us

THE SUPPORT OF THE CLERGY, AND OUR MISSIONARY
WORK.

To the Lay Members of the Charch of England. in the’Diocese of Toronto.

My DEar BRETHREN,

At this period of the year many anxieties press upon me in refer. S8
ence to the welfare of our beloved Church ; and for the velief of these
anxieties I feel that I cannot do better than address my appeal to the
Lay members of our communion for their sympathy and aid. The two
prominent subjects of anxious concern are, THE SATISFACTORY SUPPORT -
oF THE CLERGY, and Tug EXTENSION OF OUR MIissioNARY WORK.

I shall, first, freely Jay my anxieties before you on the subject of =
THE SATISFACTORY SUPPORT OF THE CLERGY.

Through a protracted but praisewortby effort we have reached this
happy conclusion—that tke stipend of every clergyman in Priest’s Ovders
in this Diocese should not be less than $800 per annum—an advance of §§
4200 upon what had antecedently been required as the maximum of B8
income. This we hailed as a gratifying recognition of what was due to §
our hard-worked clevgy ; for, although not all we should wish as the §
amount of their yearly salavy, it is a hopeful angury of better things'at §
a future day.

But I regret to say that, as guarter-days come about, and I have :»_
to confer with the Secretary-Treasuver of the Synod on the pay-list of
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the quarterly dues to our Missionary clergy, there-are always some cases
of default 1aid before me.  This, I am happy to say, is an exception
to the rule ; yeb it creates a serious amount of inconvenience to the

v

" clergyman, especially since not even the Mission Board’s quota can be

sent until the congregation’s share of the promised stipend be in the
hands of the Secretary-Treasurer.

After anxious inquiries into the cause of this, I have discovered
that, in most instances, it is-owing to the fuct that no one has taken the
trouble to collect this stipend. This duty isfairly considered as belonging
to the Churchwardens for the time being : and Churchwardevs, in some
places, no doubt find the work irksome and onerous enough. But all
should feel that it is a great privilege to be doing some work, however
humble it be, for Christ ; and what is done for his Church and his minis-
ters is done for Him. It is a privilege to any of His disciples to feel that
not only can he give of his substance towards the support of the Gospel,
but that he has the opportunity of contributing a little of his time and
energies for that purpose. And if the business and claims of the world
are so exacting as to leave no time for this purpose, it would be possible,
I trust, for the Churchwardens thus hampered to obtain the services of
some friend or-friends to-do this really important duty for them, so as
to exempt the anxious, perhaps sufforing, clergyman from the serious
inconvenience which delay in collecting the stipulated salary occasions,
I hope, then, that these suggestions will be acted upon. But I would
further remark that much trouble and inconvenience would be saved if
the several subscribers to the clergyman’s stipend would send thbeir dues
ab the stated periods to the Churchwardens ; or place them, enclosed in
an envelope, on the plate in church when the ordinary alins and offerings
are collected. They might be marked ¢ For Clergyman’s Stipend,”
with the name of the contributor. This plan, I hear, is in some cases
adopted, and with much success.

But our congregations are all aware that we need and expect
more from them than merely the payment of the stipend they have
specially guaranteed. We look to them, as well, for the supply of the
means by which our Mission Board dispenses its quarterly benefactions to
Missicnary parishes. This-Board is called uponto dispense about $16;000
per annum amongst the several Missions of the Diocese ; and the appli-
cations for help are steadily increasing. As the more remote and
uncultivated parts of the Province become peopled, there is a renewed
demand on us for spiritual aid to those places ; and.it is hard to caleulate
how many new Missions will soon have to be opened in the fast settling

townships in the rear of the counties of Peterborough and Victoria. ¥You

will understand, then, the anxiety we naturally feel on

THE EXTENSION OF QUR MISSIONARY WORK.

In order to keep up the Missions already established until they
become independent of outward aid, and to construct the new ones that
aro being continually required, we make our avnual appeal to you for
contributions to the Mission Fund. We tell you, year by year, through
our Deputations, what is the extent of the harvest of souls 1t is our duty
to gather in ; how many labourers we need for that purpose ; and how
much is required for the sustenance of those labourers.
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In glancing over the annual collections made for this purpose in
the different parishes, and the amount of individual contributions, I
confess a frequent disappointment in ohserving that, in most cases,
there i no excess in one year above what was given in the previous
one—that it has been a sort of stereotyped benefuction ; that it does not
appear to have been measured by the extent of the actual demand, vor

by any fitting cousideration of the extent to which in that year God
has prospered them. By your giving in this proportion, we shonld be :
encouraged to extend owr work, and give life and cultivation, with .
God’s blessing, to places that ave now spivitually barren.  Would there :
be any difficulty, § venture to ask in doubling, in many cases the old

limit of nnnual contribution?  Wonld it vot be easy, i most cases, to
add a half to the amount that had previously been given 2 Should God,
in his goodness, continue to this land the prosperity which during many
past years has been experienced, it will be refreshing aud inspiriting to
feel that He is making good his promise to those who by such gifts are
lending to Him,—* that which they have given him, will he pay them
again.”

But I am requived my brethren, to advert to another obligation in
view of your awakened responsibility in regard to our Missionary work.
We are bound to contemplate it in its widening space aud its inereas-
ing demands. Tt is our duty to look past our own communities—to
overstep our own special sphercof spiritual work—in contemplation of
the whitening harvest beyond, and the scantiness of labourers to gather
itin. Let us not fail to bear in affectionate memory

THE DIOCESE OF ALGOMA

Which was, untilrecently, part of the sphere of our Missionary work.
Let the fact be borne in mind that it is essentinlly a Messtonary Diocese,
and that it velies for its maintenance ahmost exclusively wpon the aid it
may receive from the other Dioceses within our ecclesiastical Province,
It must be appavent to-all that they ave not in a position to sapport frow
their own resources their Bishopand Clergy ; and it is evident that, for
carrying on the good work before them, they wust be-assisted for several
years to come.

The quota pledged by the Diocese of Torvonto towards their aid
is $2,400 per annum—not much more than the outlay on their behalf
when they were part of our own. It has become necessary that the
Fund applied to the assistance of the Diocese of Algoma should be kept
distinet from our own Mission Fund, and that the amount pledged by our
Diocese should be raised specially and independently for that object.

And T have further to remind you that our Synod at its last session
voted the sum of $500 in aid of Missionary work inthe

PROVINCE OF MANITOBA,

from.the consideration that mauy of our own Province were making their
home there, and that these must, for a time, need extrancous help in
having the ministrations of the Church supplied to them. There was an
additional reason for this contributionof aid, in the losses and privations
that Province has been periedically enduring from the plague of grass-
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lioppers, reducing them, in many cases, almost to the condi.tionvof famine. )

1 suggested, In my last address to the Synod of this Diocese, that the .
simplest and most equitable way of providing the sum thus required was
to request the several parishes an:l missions-of the Diocese to accept their
chare of this in the same proportion in which they are assessed annually
for the expenses of the Synad.  * The required disbursement ”—T quote
from that addvess—<for this good object would then be fairly dis-
tributed ; and, being so dilfused, would press but lightly upon each,
Every parish, too, would thus be led to feel a special interest in the
well-being of Algoma ; and, believing that the quota of each would be |
cheerfully rendered, we shonld have the gratification of fecling that no
special organization is needed, and that pavishes will bo spared tbe often
embarvassing duty of keeping such organization at work.”

Before the Synol rose a vesolution passed commending the proposed
arrangement to the charge of the Mission Board ; and at the meeting of
this Board in Angust last, I was requested to issue an appeal to the
pavishes of the Diocese to contribute the requirved amount. That each
may know the exact amount which is severally vequired of them, a list
has been prepaved which will accompany this my appeal.

After these statemends which present channels for the-employment
to a pious and holy use of a portion of the wordly substance with which
God has blessed you, let me add a few words of kindly exhortation in
conclusion,

1 must vemind you, my brethren, that eartbly possessions, be they
large or small, are a stewardship committed to you for fuithful and profit-

" able occupation.  No one must allow himselt to think that he is to live
only for himself: with no thoughit or effort beyond the gratification

“of self.  This would be a sad employment of your stewardship as
Christians—a wretched prepavation for rendering an account.of it at the
lust day.

As that day draws nigh 1o each, it would be with a heavy and trem-
bling heavt that you looked back upon days and years spent only in
selfish indulgences ; with hardly a thought, with scarcely a sacrifice of
time-or means, for the cause of the Redeemer. It would be sad to con-
template all the past as a waste—not a deep place filled, not.a stone of
stwmbling put out of the way, in preparation for the coming of the Lord.
But theve will be to you acheer and joy in renewing cfforts for the
spread of the Redeemer’s kingdom—for making hills and vaileys glad
with the tidings of salvation ; for spreading its announcement to every
lone place, to every void and aching heart.

Every holy and dutiful service, every labour of Christian love,
every alms-deed and offering thrown into the Missionary treasury, is,
wnder (fod, 2 humble yes efficient instrument in bringing about that
grand and glorious purpose.  May God give you grace so to view it,
and may He preserve you from the sin and danger of slighting so great
an obligation and so high a privilege.

I rewain, dear Brethren, )
Your fuithful friend and Diocesan,
A. N. TORONTO.

Toronto, December 26, 1874,

*
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DETAIL OI' ASSESSMENTS FOR THE DIOCESE

Amaranth-and Mono.........
Ancaster, Dundas, and West
Flamborough...............
Allistont.eeniiiinininiannns
Aurora, Oak Ridges, and
King ..o
Barrie v.oooviiiiiiiiiniiei
Barton and Glanford
Batteau .. e
Bemnsvxllc e
Berkeley and Chester .. ...
Beverley ..o
Bobeaygeon and Dunsford...
Bolton and Sandhill .........
Brampton .....ccoovevieennnnn.
Brooklin and Columbus ...
Brock and Beaverton .......
Caledonia and York .........
Cameron
Carleton
Cartwright
Cavan
Cayuga
Chippawa ...oooviiiiiiin
Clifton
Clarke

.....................
......................
...................
........................

......................

Coldwater ..........coeen ouies
Collingwood ..................
Cookstown......coveveiniannens
Credit
Colborne and Brighten......
Darlington...

I)lumvxlh, e s

Emily and Ennismore ......
Etobicoke .....coooveienet o
Fenelon Falls.......co..... ...
Fergus
Fort Erie ......covvvennnnnnn.
Georgetown
Georgina
Glenallan
Grafton .....ooviiiiiiviiiannns
Grantham ..........cooeeiee
Grimsby
Guelph

........................

......................

........................

20
40
10
16
16
15
20
15

’0

OF TORONTO.

Gwillimbury, East ..........
Gwillmbury, West .........
Gore’s Landing .. .
Hamilton, Chuist Chmch

s Ascension ......
« St. Thowmas......
“ All Saints’ ......

Hastings and Alnwick ......
Tunisil «ooiiiiiniiniininn
Lindsay covooviiviiviiininn,
Lloydtown.....ocovvivinnninin
Louth and Port Dalhousie...
Lowville, Nassag: aweya, and

Canrlisle .. e e

DManvers .oovveeveivivrnnennes
Markbam, St. Philip’s,

& Grace Church....
Merritton .......
Milton and Hoxnby .........
Minden .. .
BN veiirvinieeiiinrnninnens

Mount Forest and North

Avthur ooooovvviins eeeninn,
Mulmur.....cooviviininiinsnn,
Mulmur, West .ooveeeennn.n..
Newmarkeb .....oceevenen. ...
Niagam ........................

Nmth Lssa, .
North Orillia and Mcdonte.
Norval and Stewart-town....
Norwood and Westwood ...
Oakville..
Omagh .md Palelmo .........
Omxwwule ...................
Ox'illia
Oshawa .
Otoxmbee
Penetanguishene, Sb J ames s
« and Wyebudgo
Pervytown and South Mon-
aghan............ooenn ..
Pcterborough
Pickering .....................
Port Colbomc
Port Hope, St. Johws ......
PYort Hope, St. Mark’s.
Port Perry....coooovuvaneenn.
Rockwood....

$10
15 i

30
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Rothsay-and Huston......... 810 Toronto, St. Peter’s ......... $40
Saltfleet and Binbrook ...... 8 ¢ St Luke’s......... 18
Saltfleet under the Mountain 6 ¢«  Ch.ofthe Redeemer 25

" Searborough ..eevvveveirieenee 16 «  All Saints ......... 20
Seymour and Perey ......... 16 ¢« St. Matthias ...... 10
Shanty Bay ...o.ooee cninnnn 10 ¢« 8t Thomas......... 10
Stamford ceoveveeriieiiinenn 16 ¢« 8t Bartholomew... 10

. Stayner and Creemore...... 15 «  Grace Church....., 10

 Streetsville coeeviiiniiiienenn 12 Uxbridge .ovviniiiiiinn o 16
St. Catharines, St. George’s 40 Walpole....ovvviiniivinna, 12

“ Christ’s Ch.. 20 Walpole, South............... 12
Tecumseth.......ceeveveiennne. 16 Waterdown ....... .oeeenne. 16
Thornhill & Richmond Hill. 20 Welland and Fonthill ...... 15
Thorold «.veeevesveriniieininnns 20 Wellington Square and Nel-
Tallamore ..oeee vevveeenneene. 18 SOMucveviusiniruvieranseanees 19
t Toronto, St. James’s Cath... 125 Weston ..oocviniviiiinniinn, 10
‘ « St Paul's ........ 40 Whithy ..ooo v 20
“  Trinity ... ...... 30 ‘Woodbridge and Vaughan.. 15
« 8t George’s ..... 80 York Mills .......c.oooueeii, 16
«  Holy Trinity...... 350 York Township, Christ Ch. 16
«  St.John’s .. ...... 20 Trinity College, Toronto ... 15
«  St. Stephen’s..... 25 Trinity College School, Port
“ St Amne’s ......... 15 Hope . «oocovvviiiiinennenne. 15

STANDING COMMITTEES OF SYNOD.

The Regular Quarterly Meetings of the Standing Committees of Synod will bé held
st the Synod Office, Toronto, on Thursday and Fridey, 11th and 12th February,
1876:—

Clergy Trust Committee. Tharsday..eces ceuenne. 11 AM.
Land Committee. B e e 1 PM,
Widows aod Orphans’ Fund Committe. ¢ Ceeere e eaeses 1P.M.
Executive Committee. u .. 3 P.M.
Suunday School, &ec. Ll P TRN 4 P.M.
Church Music. i e . TP
Mission Board. Friday ....oeciuvianes 10 ALM.
Audit Committee, L N . 1PN
General Purposes Fund Committee. E N 2P.M.
' Printing Committee. EL e 4 P.M.
Synod Office, Toronto, February 1st, 1875, Wm. P. ATKINSON, Secretary.

Ofticial Acknowledgents,

COLLECTIONS, SUBSCRIPTIONS, AND DONATIONS RECEIVED FROM
DECEMBER 1sv, 1874, TO JANUARY 31sT, 1876, INCLUSIVE.
MISS10X FUND
January Coltection.
Barton'35 Q0; Glanford $3 00; Barton East $2 00; Grimsby 87 00; Wood-
bridge §1 25; Toronte—St. James® $27 60, St. Anne’s 34 34, St. George’s $64 00,
St. Bartholomew’s §3 45, St. Pauls, $20 00; Weston $1 44; Carleton $2 00;

i Guelph 828 84 ; Puslinch §1 00; Evin %2 63; Hillsburgh $1 57; Reading 63¢;

Welland §5.60; Fonthill §6 15 ; Bobeaygeon $2 50; Duasford $1 00; Hastings 54c;
Alnwick $1 00; York Township—Christ Church $5 90; Hamilton—Ascension §14 53 ;
Graftou$6 00; Clifton $5 00; Duffin’s Creek 54¢ ; Greenwood 46¢; North Essa—Ivy
$1 60; Thornton 58¢, Ballynascreen 82¢; Cayuga$15 75; Credit B1 19, Dixie $1 40,
Port Credit $1 31; Port Hope, St. John’s $6 65; West Mulmur—Whitfield 50c;
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Thorold 8805 ; Port Robinson'$145 ;- Cobourg—St, Peter’s-$43,18 ; Amaranth-S1:86;

Barrie $13'00;-Coldwater $1 00, Waverley $1 005 Craighnrst.S2 00; Bolton $2:60,

Sand Hill-$1 17 St. Cl\llmlm(‘\——ql’ George's$i16 - l.’, Fort Lrie \b 00; Bowmane

ville $6: 09, Woodbourne: (1874).51 0. :
Pharksaiving Collection.

Port Hope—Trinity College School Chapel 514 405 Lloydtown B4 67
Alliston—St. Peter’s 32 003 North Doure §11 87 ¢ Merritton 81 253 Tecumseth—
St. Johng', additional S1 62; Clarksville 51 12 Contents of Lucy Burrell’s
Missionary Box $115: Norwood 7ic: Westwoad 8125 Guelph 826 115 Clifton
$2 50; ‘Poronto—St. Johu's %11 49: Medonte—St  George's S1 635 Port Perry
$5.60; York §1 58; Otonabee £22 G0; Skanty DBay $5 11; Toronto—St. Paul’s
$30 00.

July Collection.~Taovento—St. Panl’'s $50 Q0.
Collections-at Missionary Meetings and Seivices,

Fonthill 35 00; Virgil $2 85 Queenston &2 15; Glenallan $9 15; Thorold
$11 00, Port Robinsan $7 45 ; Dysart—St. George’s 52 50 Ascension 43¢. Gmut]mm
23 85; Merritton $3 90, Homer &1 24 ; Rothsay 33 00, Huston 33 75: Stamford
$8 82, Smmfnrd Sunday School Box S100; Drammondviile St 50 : Colborne $6-01
Brighton 52 68; Credit $5 27; Dixie -‘35 21, Rort Credit $1 145 Waverley §2°00
Craighurst 43 00; 8t. Catharines—St. George’s §27 50.

Luarockul Collections.—Cartwright (1873-4) 314.50.
Offertory at-Synoed Service, St. Geovga's 'lom.\lo December 20th, 1874, $9-90.
WID)WS AND ORPHANS’ FUND,
Octuber Collection.

Cannington 310 00, Beaverton 51 50, West Brock 50c; Neweastle (:\d«litiou:\l)-$4;
Port:Hope--Trinity College School Chapel $12 58; Alliston $3-00, West Tssa $1 75,
Angus §2'25; North Douro- SI7 78; Turonto—St, James's (additional)§25 00, St.
Peter’s $74 55, St. Johw’s 510 00 5 Clifton (additional) 39 00 ; Etobicoke (on 'zccoum)
$26 25, Norwood 83 19, W estwood §7 30: Woedbourue \1 49, Stony Creek 87c;
Cameron 75¢., Bust Gps 40c, 'l‘ulhunmc—bl Jobn’s 32 05, St James® 22 00, St.
Mary’s 682 ; Culedon a 835 o:, York $3°60; Shauty Bap §20 S), St James’ 82 OI St.
Mark’s ol)c Schoo! louse, 35¢.

Annual Subseriptions.

Rev. W. M. C. Clurkcb), Mrs Leech 55 ; Mys. Jacobs 55 ; Rev. Caunon Ramsay
$5; Rev. I. J. S. Groves &

COLLECTION ON DAY OF INTURCESSION, 2nd DRCEMBER, 1874,
To be divided equally beticeen the Dioceses of Algoma and Ruperes Land,

Toronto—St. Jame-'s Cathedral 334 50, St l’mxl’s %20, Trinity Eist $8,.St.
George's, 334 14, Holy Trinity 525, St. Johw’s $135 54, St Stephen’s, $5:65, St.
Peter's $22, St. Luke’s St ') St. Bartholomew’s, 57 79, Trinity College Ch-xpel
$7 90; York Mills 3 a3 Cnhom'z—S!. Peter’s, S17 72: Neweastle 58 ub New-
market' $6 45 ; Port Hopc—S(. Johuw's &8 20 'l‘riuity College School Chapel, $S 5063
Christ Church, York Township, $20 38; Elora 36 43: Roekwood 88c; Acton
$1 42; Ascension $170; (.\m]\‘ltn\\n $5-30 1 Boltun 573 Novth ],«:x—,-ChrisQ,
Church $§1 30: T!mxul-l SI2 75 Pert Roliuson N7 .ll- Geargina—=23t, James's
$3 03, St. George's, S 755 amilton— Aseensiun \!u A0y Barton [230: Glanford
$2 20; Bartou E:tst Bl 505 Orillia [21 50; Graften §5 503 Rwyner $1 60: Cree-
more, $1 40; North-Douro Sb 39; Carvleton, S100; IINm'_w S1 20; “Alnwick: 82;
Nanticoke, $3 64; Cayuga 4 -}0: Tecumseth-—Trinity 23 50, St. Johw's—34c;
Penetanguisheae—~St - James's Church 363 Etohicoko—Christ Chureh 31, St
George% $2 155 W, Muimur, Whitlield, 515 Coldwater—Waverley 2 25, Craig.
hurst $3 75; Pnrt Colborne S5 305 M \hh\l"l‘ [1: Lowvilie S256; x\'ws'lg'u\c\.n
{1655 erhs)e Stc; Nerwooed and Westwood 81255 Guelph S35 85: Cavan—St,
Jolm’s $3 03, St. Thomas’s ¥3 127 Weston—St, Dhitip’s 52 45 ; Barrie \)8; Fort
Eric $8 90; Cliftun 523 Petecborongh S 321 Me:lonte—St, Lul\e = 34 355 Aurora
$1 153 King 31 595 Port Perry $4: Shanty Bay 31 35: Rothsay 51 825 Uuston
Sic; Wellingxun Square 37 §U, Nelson $3 605 Lloydion 54 403 Duud.\s S4: W
Flambrough ${ 50 Whithy $<50: Ningara %6 53; St Catharines—St. George’s
$10 50, Christ Church $15; Campbeliford $3 1 Orangeville 12 30 : Stamford 33.72;
Drummondville §& 045 Otonabee- {10, (Tode cantin din the ncxt Number.)




