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) ISt , Toronto, por Rev. Dr. Fullor .2 ev. P. 8 Warren....evene onen. .
DIOCESE OE:—TORONTO. '(I}I%l:lltlig;m ;2(6) ; gov. g A. Anderson, for 3 year 1288
HOME DISTRICT CLERICAL ASSOCIATION. e s e 27 i Bey. T. P. Hodge.........o...... 5.00
J. Magrath, Esq..ccc.coveans 5.00

— Per Rev. J. Godfrey. «uvverevens 2.65 o

Lioydtotwn, April 4,1862. || Kemptville, per Rev. J. Harris. .. 4.62
The nest mecting of the nbove association Dm"}""ind"“"' additional per-R HOME DEANERY.

will be held on Wednesday, the 30th doy of April, | o paBiSBergeesmeessesssecmmaeness 0.60 -

%38(132, )at the Scarboro’ parsomage (Rev. W.jga" P:u‘{};; & nn(nlsﬁl..... Toronto, 14th April, 1862,
olt’s, N ? ‘The conferenco for i :
Holy Communion at 10, a.mn. ) 8{““8? Hall, Essn.eeniicinns sevenes 2£§ .| the soveral pa:“iihe; \";ldc ‘::;;;‘i!o:)tcinb:’l:lig%‘]c‘:girqf

i Chnptcr for consideration—ii. and iii. Revela- 1OrDLON ceteriecvnsnss iivianvanns aee 1,20 will be resumed on Thursdag, the ’-ﬂh‘ insg'

ions. H - . immediately after tho adj ol .

. — Per Rov. B MOrgan..u.us ceeereres vecseres .26 ! Yimi ; yournment of tho pre-
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I ROthSaY wveveenseerens sonee 0.76 examin P io titles, that they may be
— . . ed and recorded, '
The clergy of the Niagara Rural Deancry are e . - RN

reminded that the next meeting of the Clgrical S Pcﬁ R‘e,“ G. Nosbitt.oo v0e ovvrvve o 562 SALTERN GIVINS,

Association will take placo L{]D.V.) at Drummond- || °* Marcl, Mount Forest (omitted in Rural Dean, If. D.

ville, on Wednesdsy, May 7th. Those of the clergy || 4.1co Cin l)b 6.00

who intend to bo present on tho occasion, are T:f‘“ ureh, ATthur, . oo v 2.10

requested to intimate their intention to the incam- f| ~*™Y Church, North Arthur.....  1.00 SIMCOE BRANCH OF CHURCH SOCIETY.

3;;’3}‘,’;’0&‘{;;;:” Flood, one week previous tothoy  por Rev. 8. Houston. «.couevnmpgere 8101 Drang, Annual Mecting of the County of Simaoe
Litany and Holy Communion at 9, a.m, ., Lamb’s Poud.......... 2.2 f the Pa ° hi ;uécll ocicty will bo hold (D.V.); at
Evening servios with sermon, 7 p.in. fi North Augusta...ccecee woveeene 3.15 23th ‘tmqlmm(;g 100l House, Barrie, on Thursday,
Chapter for cousideration~1 Tim. v. o N - :d thg nohiccr; ,fw‘"i? th? report will be adopt-
Subject—** Ordination of Deacons.” 1 Ter Rev. P. Tremoyne ....e e verunss 5354 o1 N or tho year chosen, and any

i - | Fitzroy HTaTbouTs.veee o eene 1.75 o other business transacted which may be brought
AS. LEYCESTER INGLES, i Packenham .uue.vvonen 1.60 : {')orwnr_d by any of the members. It is most to
Secretary. || Fitzroy, 9th Line 0.75 'y be desired that there may be a full meeting, both
Drummondville, April, 1862, ' Per Rev. J. A Morris. eeerees ver cneeens 1,00} °F the clergy and laity.
0 ) T. BOLTON READ
: 159 collections, amounting to....... $883.13 Secrctary
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n the 2nd inst., of diptherin, at the residenco,, St. J. "y T ; N A v \

of %cr B ey g Tiny b tho, rosiicnco l ames’, Toronto, per ::hurcbwanlcns .)0.00; DIOCESE 9T HUROXN.

of Brock, Grace, youngest daughter of the late|] STUDENTS’ FUND. p RT .

Mr.(ifz;rsnés W. Harris, of the city of Cork, Ireland, ‘Svf Mark’s, %qucton Place, per chwdus  1.00/ PARIS AND BURFORD CONFIRMATIONS.

age years. cston, per Rev, W. A, Johnsolieeeeerueeee 15, . -

St. Paul’s, Yorkvillc,‘por Rev(.’ lS. o 2388 To the Editor of the Eeclesiastical Qazette.
: < Rockwood, per churchwardens.. ....... v Lggl] DEAR SWR,
COLL£CTIONS UP TO APRIL 131n, 1862, Dickenson's Landing, per Rev R.Garrett .60 As you frequently complain of the want of
—_ l z pm':c:unl dgtrg.ll_s,. 1 send you a brief notice of the
Collections nppointed to e taken up in Janu 5 collections, amcunting 0. ...ce......... $49 1g| recent confivmations in Paris and Burford, on
on behalf of the Mission Fund rcI::civcd s?x:{é \ . 1 Wednesday and Thureday last.

281k Mareh. ' l . . .x‘moom.\r. RRANCHES, The two yenrs previons to my going home

Proviously ANQOURCEd..eovennn vrnsveneen, $699.96 l\mﬁam Dtstnct onac., per Rev. Dr. Fuller 891.03' there wero confitnred respectively 17 and 80, nnd

St Jamos Carloton Place sdditionat = " 0}; St. James' Carleton Place, on ac... 19 70 | 18t Weddesday 23, It has been my happiness
Ter Rev. E. H. M. Bakeluewerrns vorennee . 10p]|St Jobn's, Lanark, onge....... ... 10.00 to have o cousiderable portion of those confirmed

St. Mark's, Barriefield, 'S8 60 —_— chgme corumutifcants ; and Ftrust thattheso last

St. Jameg', Pittéburg.... 110 l’cy Rev. E. H M. Bnkcr................. 29,70 will p?ove ?Q.GXCCmio'n‘, rfmﬁy-of them have been

NcLean's school heuse ... 50 { Brampton, per. Mrs. 8. Gréen......., ..., 31.88 for yéars niémbbis of my Biblé class, gnd oenrly

oo e S Pickering, per Rov. G. B. Viner uv.e.en, 40 00| B8 Whole undér my special instraction for many
Per Rev. E. C. BOWEr. ..oveve onne . o.00I St. Peter’s, Credit, § of substriptions..... 2472 || #ecks phat; steidg wearly’elich otio o196 alons in

Chtjot's Churel, Soatporer.mr e 45 0| @00 and Wellingon' DIstrict.vee ..., 220,00} S4THEL persbial conversiticn and proyer. Lot

St. Paul’s, do. vereesnns 325 ANNUAL 8UBSCRIPTIONS, {',‘ %ﬁ) ot e ot}cbhoxrgf'gg&- of my- oldtieal

St. Judeg', 40, o 2.50 1 Rev. R. Atnold. 5:00 n;d :lf:)-oa: ll:ls\;e ntOt sc‘:::l it, to ah admiiable
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Per Rev. W. Belt. v..evee. e . 10.25‘ Rev b B M Dk ~  5:00() Cosdmhistion,” being tho beads of u scries of
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Bisliop of Now Zealand, and Canon Sclwyn, No. “ DIOCESE OF ONTARIO. lfor o church society for this diocese, similar to
587 of tho 8. P. C. K.'s catalogue. " —_ that posscssed by other dioceses, Notices did

On Wednesday ot ono of my oandidates wero, ADDRESS UF HIS LURDSHIP THE UISHOUP ,appear iu tho nowspapers indicating that appli-
absent, aud displnyed a deep scriousuess of do-\,  QF UNTARIO Tu THE 8YNUD 0F THE jcativn would be mado for such act of incerpora-

portment; tho congregation was good, the offer-, DIVUCESE, APRLIL 91u, 18u2, ption, and by whumsoever inserted, and with
tory collection was fmur, nod tho sermon and,, — ,+ whatever good motive.) they were not authorised
address of the Lord Blellup of Hurun carnest un\l" M1 RevEREND BRETUREN AND BRETHREN 0¥ THE " by me. Iu foot I bhase gravo duuots as to the
practical.  Altogether, myeelf and peoplo I trust,  Larrs— yexpediency of our having such & socioty, Bear-

folt that wo ought tu be thankful nad of goud, 1 meet you to-day, grateful to Almighty Gudying in mind that our church is and mast continue
courngo. Tho Rov. J. Padfield aud mgself read), for His govdness i cuabling me to congratulate, fur generativns to be a missivoary charch, and
tho service. + you on the completion of the work hy which ay that therefuro all yur legislation must be mado

At Burlurd, niso, where [ was present, the ser-,, new Sce and Diocese aro constituted an this Prov-y, subservicnt tu the great bjest of establisbing a
vico waa grattysng, tho church full, tho candi-,1ncoe. A vexauous dolay ocourred i the issue of , issiva fuud, and recommending the same to the
dates, v 1n number, were very many of them ,¢he Royal Lotters Patent; o delay which bas,. 81,000 church members of thy diveeso in the way
aduits. 1bo prayers, &c., woro read by mgsclf, been of great jury to tho Diocese, but one. must likely tu prove pupular and cffective—with
and the Rev. W, Clu(\'oﬂlly. . pwwhich 1t 18 to bo hupcd wiil never occur agamn; ., this in \'iOW, I think it o very serious qucstiun

Tho Gburch Svciety subscriptivne, fur tho,.as His tirace the Dukeo of Newcastle informs me., Whether wo should or should nut deviato frum the
finnncind year yust ciusing, are abuut $79, which, , that ho bas tnhen measures by which the neces-., plau hitherto adupted in Canada of leaving to o
undor ail the circumstanges of depressivng buth’,snry formahities will fur the future be abndged, qvhurch sucicty the cuntrol and management of
ccclesiasticnt and sccular, to which @e have been, and expresses regret for the inconvemenco 1m-, our misionary funds, It will scarcely Lo denied
subjected, 15, I tunk, an amount that cails fur; posed upon this drocese. ,- that such organizativos as chare!. sucietics would
gratitudo; especnlly sceing the dwgracefully, . Ty-day, then, wo meet together as an mndepen- , hover have bLeen thought of had the c(harch
small average of chinsuan offerings 1u this cuantry, dent dicese, to review tho past and dehiberate, pussessed synodical rights frum the boginning, in

gencrally. « for the future; and may the Holy Spirit direct:. this province. It was tho total absence of any
Fauthfully yours, y and prosper all vur cousuitations, 8o that peaco,. machinery by means of which she could Lold.and

A.T. s and happiess, truth and jusuce, rehgion and, manage Ler property in o 51\‘55&10‘0‘7 mavner,

Paris, 6th Apnl, 1862, i prety, may attend the effurts of the first Synod of « tha.t of neccsslt.y protnpted the idea of a church

v the Liocese of Untario. . society, which in some degree filled up a blank in

« Swco wo met together last June, the ghurch in, vur system, and has accomplished o considerable
N.B.—uoc or twou inerdents cunucoted with the, this tivcese bias suffered o sesero loss, in the, amwunt of good.  But ander vur present circum-
Paris confirmation arv pethops woithy of special, denth ot oue of the ablest and musy respected . stabiues the Sypul secms to me purfectly compeo-
note, ns teaching us nut to despiso the day ol members of the Syuvd.  Tho mcluacholy death tent to perfurm all tho execatise funotivus
small things. 1 have fur yuaes had o fvﬂmglnt, of Mr, bavid Ford has deprised me of o steady demanded of us, and needs nv supplementary
Sunday afternvon service at wur  station,” 1, friend, the church of a consistent wember, the agelt such as a charch svuety. Tho yuestion
mites from tho church.  The congregativn bung Synod ot a suund couusseuor, and socicty of a, lias been often asked, and I think answered satis-
often very small, and it being a thurd service for.. goud exampie.  He was a mumuer ot the church | factorily, What, after a time, will Lo the functivns
me, 1 havo often thuught of giving it ap, aad yot, not for appeacance or fushion s sake. Ife had. of the Syned ? When orgauization shiall Le com-
two of my moust pronusng candidates, & veryganvestigated her clums, and respected them, plete and canons cnacted, if the Synud do not
respectabio man and his waiv, cunuccted wath the . acooragly.  Tao duties ho owed her be per-, manage the funds and temporalitics of the church
raitway, but who, from wrcemstances, could, formed wath punctibvus care, devotional wihout ., What will be its special province? If the church
scarcely over get to the charch, They were by pocrisy, charitabio withuut ustentanon, and to, sucicty tukes the temPumlmes of the cliarcli into
strictly correct, but cunu cted with no rehi-  thecharch tathtut withvut igotey. 1o lum wcro.,fts care and the provincial syavd regu.lntc all the
gious body, thuugh i Methoust professions,, conspicuous the graces of the comisuan gentie- (impurtant chur(}h moscments of & spiritual char-
but thetr rehigious enrucstoess has been for sume, man, and aflection for bis memory prompts ths, acter, there is littlo left fur the diocesan synod tu
time on the mereasy, and now I trust and behieve. tnibute of estean from lus oid pustor, n the . perfurm.  These vicws pressed upon mo s
they walt ** £0 0u Lo hnew tie Lurd fully.  Sufar, presence of that dynod of whueh L had hoped God Plrungly that twy years ago I sccunded a motivn
as 1 mnay venture to judge, had this poor httie wouid bave spared hun to prove a valued wember, 10 the Torunto Synod, which was muved by the
SOrTICO bren alunlulicd, ©3¢n vit Muy retarn trom, 1t may have vecurred to you, my brethren, tnat Rev. Dr.Patton, *That a petitivn be presented
Eugland as 1t was duning my absence) the result, this Synud would hase been summoned with more  to the Provineial Parliament for an act of incor-
m the caso ot Mi. and Mra. - had been quite propuety atter the Enster vestry secungs, now porativn of the synod.” An amendment was
different. ..5v near, but 1 felt that nv wmo should be lust 1w mused, “ That the resvlutivn be referred to a comn-
The other case tu which T abwde 13 this., appiying to the Legistature fur svme Act of Incor-, tittee o cunsider whether such weasures canuot
soveral months ago, 1 was caued dnte s the evensporation. Lue cergeney indead appeared to be adupted wader ”'C,W“-"m““““b of the synud
ing to go nud vint a furmer s wife, suppused to boysome members ot the church in ths city so press- and of {1’0 church.eocwty as shall pro'\'idc for the
dying, somoe unies trow Fass. lucy are nfamay, qang that tiey framed a pettion (o Uatuatuent, res l.urumumu.s working of the too bu.chs withouat
[ vegret 1o say, maning no feligious profession of . questing an Aot of Incorporaton fur a Church f"c fiecessity of au appeal to the legislatare, and
any sort, though b was picased wath the strivus. duciety of the Divcese ot Vntario. | was not con- if such measurcs cannot Le alopted, then to apply
deportment vt the mutier snd daughien, but aiso sulted as to the propricty of franung sach a peti-, for 0 act of incorporation if they shall deem it
the woe ol YU Ceuntry 48 tpon them, they are tar . uon, but b vas ashed tor my signatae Tus 1 advisable. . Under th_c spccml-mrcumsu\nccs of
from n pinco of worslng, sud tie Latber, though, refused to give, masizach as T think just cause of - the then diocese, T did not think it prudent to
Well-1o-do, 13 v wtvinperato aud gudiess (o send | coinpraint wouid have been aftorded to the divcese  pove3 the motion, T was aware that, if the Sgaold
them to churchi Wed, dnre 1 owmet wath an g were a tew wncorporated members of the Turouto vbLtained corporate powers, the i suiicty
INLEresSting yulng Wwuman, Who Was visstaig tae, Lhurch dSuciety to act 10 bebalf of thus discese. woull gradually bc_cum_c »f_legs x}nJ 13 lunpor-
fanuiy 1 ther istress, sho was tue dauguter ot ludeed, T shoudid have thuught mysean guiliy ot tance, uted finally B")"\ inty insignificance, while 1
Irish and Lnghsy pareats, liet latter teaching a, great presumpuon, and o disposivon to carry, alau filt lh'nt many i that ’li.uC\SC' were atlacled
school near; L suuscqueutyy sisied than, the, mersures ®ith o tugh hand were 1 ea g owa,, to 80 ¢l lustitution, and timid as to Change.
result beng e fattics tuoh srchiigs i uat church, respunsibiity 1o iwpuse vt o divcess any specivs , decurdingly, the motion was withdrawn, aud the
here, 18 sclaom absent, though be has to waih, of wncorporated suciety, Witlivut first caiung o, amendment curnq, the result of \v.lnch is the
some three ur fuul mues, &3 & Guuslatil Luliiubi-; pubie meetmg of churchmey, or adusing with,, preseot amalgamation of the two budies by mak-
cant, and s dnughter, after sutistavtory caamn-; you, the true ceciesmastcal legislatuce.  What, 08, members of “}0 synod members of the charch
ation, was coutirined tast Weauesday,  Whatmay . tneretore, 1o my capacity of Bishup hesitated to,, sucicty also, during their year of office, on the
Dbe the resuit ot my vists to the famiy 1 was, du, | couid not thk of silowing private mewbers, pay uent of enc lollar per annum—a privilege,
fotched to see, remntus to Lo proved, but uadery of tho church to succeed i effecuing, as my aun , buneser, of which fow Jdelegates Lave availed
the kind providence of - Uur Father * my appar- ; has been tu take no steps mwy sclf towards urganiz- .. themselves
cnlly accideatal visit to thuse Wwho Weio alse ogau wncorputated seciety Without obtaining your . Uur pusitiun, fwwuier, 18 totally different.  We
aliens, tot une mmongst wem bang baptized,  saticuon aud support. It nus becutues 1oy duty are here to-day to vigatnze de pove.  We have no
until 1 bapuzed tue mothicr, was the ueans of |ty consuit ®ith the Synud as to the best course tu, artficial obstacies nor real dificultes such ag the
bringing bume wuse bad-sirsyed sheep tu theyadopt 1 applywg to the legislature for corporate, cxistence of o lung eabubirshed svcicty, presented
dear tfold ot Lumist, ppowers.  Toou modes of procecding suggest them-, aa the Divceso of Turunte.  Ifeel, therefore, great
AT, yselves.  Firsty toapply for an act of incurpvratiun jj feapunsibulity, Lut at the same time o strong per-
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suasion that I ought to lay beforo you somo !:cortnin purposes, can lay no olaim to be arepres- !! oleot a mission board, and framo by-laws for its
reasons why 1t scems adwisable that we should  entativo of the whole church, while the mis- | efficient wurking, those by-lams becume Linding
apply to tho logislaturo for an act, conferring, fortune is, that the church suffers by any fiilare jin forv cunscientie, aod any parish which, without
on this Syuod all the corporato rights and privi-, of a charch sucioty to auswer public cxpectativns, | good reason, shall neglect to carry out the spirit
leges possessed by any ohurch socioty incorpor-,, It is uarcasonably supposed that the reccipts of , of the church rules hero omacted, will bo liable,
ated in this province.  Aad first, I would remind ,, tho suciety aro the receipts of the chureh, becanso |, through its clorgyman and lay delegates, to bo
you that from tho timo synods wero first content ( in tho opinivn of the publis, the church society ,interrogated ss to tho causo of its moglect at
plated, thoir incorporation was anticipated also.,.and tho church are thought to be identical, an  every session of the Synod.
In tho indenturcs mado between tho Church, error which might perhaps have been avoided,,, The only objectivn of any apparent forae which
Sooioty of the Diocese of Toronto, and tho clergy (, had the name of tho church aid socioty been , has struck mo as capable of being urged ngainst
who commuted their salaries in February, 1850, originally adupted. In tho third place, I am not ,the incorporation of Synod, is the probability
o olausoe was insorted to tho following effect.— , afraid to confess that the church socicty has not  that very many worthy members of the church
** And 1n the cvent of tho Synod of the said ), answered reasvnable expeotativn in this purtiva , who would wish to have something to do with the
diocese being lognlly invested with corporate,,of the furmer Diveeso of Turonto. Tho suciety, , administration of her affairs, will be unablo to do
powers, 80 as to bo able to carry out the trusts,from whatever causo arising, is not popular in, so, clection to the Synad not being possible to all
aforcsaiu, the church society shall and will trans- ), the Divcese of Ontariv. Iu many parishes the, whe would ur could yualify themselves fur incor-
fer and assign the snid commutation money, and |, sery name of chucch society is suppressed, sud . purated mombership of o sucivly Ly tho payment
any securities in which tho samo may bo invested, ), the aunual paruchinl meetings are calicd mission , of $3 per annum. To this 1 roply that the
and all interest and proceeds then unappropri-j ary mectings. When wo take into accuant the . Charch Suciety of the Divceso of Turonto, is, by
ated arising tnerefrom, to tho smid Synod, by | cumbers, wealth, and intelligence, of tho church- | its laws, provented from Laving more than 800
whatever corporato nameo called, upon the sane, men of the diocese, the smallaess of the means  iucorporated m. mbors in addition to those uames
trust and iotorest.” IHenco it appears that thecontributed to mect the reyuiremcuts of the  wentioned in its charter, and I believo that at no
church society and the commutating clergy con-|,society, is unaccountable and disheartoning. It period of its oxistence bas tho society had its
sidered 1t more satisfactory to all concerned, that | is agreed that thisdisinclination tu contribute has | permitted number of members duly qualified by
provision should be made (in caso of the Synod ) arisen from Jiscontent with the tendeucy of such , tho payment of their subscriptions. But at the
recciving corporato powers) that so Inrge an,socicties to centralization, Ly means of which all, present moment this Synod is cumposed of fifty-
amount of money a3 the commutation fund should |, management rested with a fow persons in Toronto. |, six clergymen, and the lay delegates of C0 par-
be beld and managed by the church through her, If this bo the cause of failure, then I fear the ,ishes, thus giving a total of 200 incorporated
representatives in Synod, rather than by the)samo result in tho Dioceso of Ontario. Similar | members should the Synud be incorpurated,
church society. Again, tho expedicnoy of they,jealuusy of centralizativn in Kingston will arise , while the prubable increaso in the namber of our
Synod mauaging the proporty of the church is, for tho snme reasun on the part of distant missions , parishes will ju & few years give us o list of in-
acknowledged and the right to do so conferred by, on the Uttawa.  But I canuot altugethor attribute , corpurated members greater than that of any
tho statute ** enabdling the church tomeetin Synod,” |, the unwillinguess to cuntribute to the socicty tu charch society in the province, with o further
which gives this Synod & guas: incorporation. It centiahzation, It is casy to find protexts fur, advantage, that these mombers will not be taken
is enacted as follows:—Tho bishop, clergy, and, non-performanco of duty, and church suciety | from any particular localities, Lut fairly distribu-
laity members of the United Church of England,, meetings largely partake of such ingredients. ,ted over tho diocese.
and Ireland n this province may meect in theiry Churchmen in Tovonts cannut plead centraliza- , 1 shall now recapitalate the advantages deriv-
several dioceses, which nro now or hereafter may \: tion as an excuse, and yet out of the seven, alle, in my opinion, frum an iucorporated Synod,
be constituted in this province, and in such man-, parishes m that oity four appear, from the last,  Firstly—A church socicty will Lo quito unne-
ner and by such proceedings as they shall adopt,  repurt, as having remitted aothing from thoir | cussary, and thus simplicity will bo gained in the
frame constitutions and mako regulations fur; parochial branches, une of them being the cathe- , administration of the harch's tenipuralities, and
enforcing disciplino, &c., **and for the convenient  dral parish, probably the largest and wealthiest o saving of espense will be effected in the salaries
and orderly management of the property, affairs, and,;n Briush Americn.  Again, the city of Kingston ., of secretaries and in printing.
wnterests, of the church.” Thus you perceivo that could not have dreaded centralization, as tunds,  Sccondly -The Synod, if incurpurated, can
oy suggestion is one which has not been guddenly |, subseribed this winter were to be expendel in |, manage the funds of the church as was cuntem-
started, but that, on the contrary, tho iden of.snlaries to inissionaries in this liucese, and ., plated Ly the Synud et and the indentures made
incorporating the Synod was from the ficst con- notlung more can be expected frum the several, Lotween the church society and the clergy , but
templated. stparochial branches for another year, and yet. if anincorpurated, a church socicty must manage
1 now pruceed to givo my reasons fur suggest-, the whole amount paid by the threo congregations., the funds of the church, while the Provincial
ing that we should apply for an act incorporating. in tlus city amounnts only tuo £76, of which £18, Synod will probably legislato for its mast impor-
the Synod of the biocese of Outaro. In the, was contributed by the clergy. From these facts, |, tant spititual interests, and thus little or nothing
first place, we require strong arguments to prove. | argae the unpopularity of a church socicty. wof practical utility Le left for the Diocusan Synod
the utility of two organizations, when, to all ap-,  Now, tho vast missionary wurk before us can.,,to perform.
pearance, one scems altogether sufficient.  There, not be dune unless the whule church wourksasa, Thirdly—The missivnary cflusts of the chureh
might be plausibility in maintaining the utility ,umt. It 13 too svlemn in its greatness tu be,, will nut be left to a voluotary assuciation, but
of the diocese haviug two bodies working in dif-, thrown by us on the precarious charity of isolatod | will emanaze fiom the urch herself, which, as
ferent ways for the good of the church, if the parishes, or allowed to be dependent un the pup- o society, is in Synod fully represented.
two bodies had differcut fields of labour or were,, ularity or unpopularity of a socicty. The church 4 Fourthly—~The commutation fund is teo large
independent of ench other. But n church, exnects every parish to do its duty. We need, & sum of money to be intrusted to a socicty of
society cannot for the future be independent. It then, an orgamization which must cuiomand the , church members not necessarily comiunicants,
1nust oboy the canons aund yield to the expressed,, moral support of every buna fide church member., but it will Le pnd over to Synud if incorporated,
wishes of this Synod, for should it disobey, it, The by-laws of a society biod its members, and, Fifthiy —A church society has not hitherto
would loso the confidence of the church, aud re-,its members only, the canuns of the Synud bind , succecded in winning its way into tho affections
ceivo nocontnibutions.  Simplicity, therefore, will ;, every church member.  Rules directing the mis- yuf the clergy ur peuple so effectually as to warrant
be gained and expense saved, by the employment , sionary work of the diocese which shall be cnactcd" us in cstablishing one without urgent cause,
of ono well appointed and general machinery. ., by the three branches of vur Ecclesiastical Legis- « Whilc there is a strung probability that both
In the sccond.plac?, it must be remembered that, lature, tho bishop, clergy, and the representatises olergy and laity will feel buund to co operato with
a church society is a close corpuration, nut a,, of our $1,U00 members, challenge the obedicuco,, any system of missiuns authorised by tho Synod.
ropresentative body, It scems quito unreason- | of overy luyal adberent uf the Church of England |, Sixthly—All excuses for withholding aid from
able that all the fands of the church, including ..and Ireland. Any system of missivnary effort,,a mission buard cunstituted by Synod, on the
tho commutation fund, which in our diocese will . solemnly ratified in Synod, is cu-extensive with  scure of centralization, will bo avoided, as all
probably amount to $330,000, shall e controlled . the whole church. No clergyman, nor lagman, . parishes will be equally represented in the Synod.
and managed by n corporation which does not ,under ordinary circumstances, can escape the , For these reasons, I venture to recommend
folly represcot the church; tho members necd . responsibility of disubeying Synodical Jaw. I, that we petition parlianent for an act of incor-
not bo communicants, their only qualification, need not say how Jifferent an aspect our organi- . boration gimilar to that given to any church
being election by ballot, and the payment of $5, zation will assumo in the cyes of the diocese if , sucicty herotofore in this Province, and that g
per annum.  But the Synod is o faitbful snd, we entrust our missionary work, which is our, committeo be appointed to draw up such s bill ag
liberal representation of the 81,000 lay members, ,, very life, to o voluntary association within the:, wo require, and that tho members of the Synod
:\nd_ includes all the lxcepscd clergy. A church 1¢:hurcl|, but itself not the church. 1If, on the other:, who are also members of the legislature, be re.
eociety, however useful in past times, and for| hand, our Synod e itself our church society, and“quested to procure its speedy enactment,.
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Supposiog such an.act tobo obtained, rules ﬂ assured that o will bear tho blow with-his usual ” thoso subtloties which were nover.received by the
rogulatiog tho -dotails.may- bo framod differing | undaunted firmness, and continue to dovoto his s castern churob, aond only partinlly and recently
very litde from thoso whioh rogulnto tho ohurch | great abilitics to romodying the evil that hns by tho westorn. From that doy to this cfforts
y befallen our University. Not Trinity College . have been constantly made to ropresent the
sooloty is tho mission board, so tho oxccutivoj nlone, but tho whole cliurch, has been affested by  Churoh of Englond.as committed to o belief in
committeo of Synod onn perform-the same func-f tho recent agitation; nover has o ohurch enjoyed . Calvin's ¢ borriblo deoreo,” but in vain. While
tion. This committeo, bithorto nominated by thoy greater internal harmony than the church in  history vemains, the reader will bo informed of
bishop, I would suggest should consist of tweaty-i Cannda bitherto, Nothing marred tho pesceful ;. tho oxertions mado in this direotion, oven to the
four mombers—oight olerical membors to be, and hoppy intercoursc of the great body of the |, attewpt to force on our ohurch the Lambeth ar-
oleoted by the olergy, cight lny members to bey olergy. Difforences of opinion existed, but they | ticles—a tacit acknowledgmient that our articlos
elected by the Iaity, and cight to be nominatedL were not boastfully obtruded, much lesa made n tdo not go far onough to please Calvinists. Dur-
by the bishop—tho diguitarics of tho diocese|iground of offence. Men imbued with very jiug the commonwealth aund tho suppression of the
being ex officio members,  As the olergymnan andy difforont viows regarding predestination have ever jchurch as cstablished, Calviuism reached its
churchwardens forin o paroohial committes underj been in the church for 1400 years, and the | highest stago of devolopment, and aftor the res
thio church society's rules, so tho clergy and lay, Canadian branch contained its share of such men, l toration continued to exercise a remarkable
delogates mny form a parochinl committec under | but no practical difficulty had arisen. Indeed ; influcnce on our church. During the 18th con-
an Incorporated Synod. Rules admitting asso- ) thero is no reason why trouble on this score should | tury, that dark age of the rolormed Church of
ciated members nnd requiring parochial meotings | over arise. Calvinism or anti-Calvinism ¢an ,, England, tho harvest, tho sced of which had beon
and reports may still bo mamtained, aud an| cortninly bo always detected in their respoctivo |so widely sown, was reaped. Tho habit of viow-
annual report bo published by tho secrotary em- | adherents; thoy tinge moro or less nen's feelings, , ing our salvation, as the predetormined decreo of
bodying tho parochinl statistical returns; and; and scrmons and tastes. But Calvinism is itself |, God the.Pathor who elected a fixed and unalter-
when the Synod meets for the purpose of legisla- | essentinlly impractical. Themost rigid Calvinist , ablo number from all eternity, by degrees drow
tion, tho great annual public meeting may be bold  will admit that though you beliove in the fact . men away from considering in its due sigoificanoe
when the whole church is presont by her repres- j that God has unalterably fixed your destiny from |, the work of God the Sun. Tho tendenoy in the
ontatives, and the causo of mssiona bo especinlly 1 ali oternity, yetit should not affect your conduct ;; human mind to disparago part of o system in
advoented. As tho Synod meets ordinarily butn whit; you are to domean yourself as though , proportion as it unduly magnifies another part,
onco a year, a greater discretionary power must | God had not done so; you are to **work out your , developed itself. As compared with God the
of course be allowed to tho unssion board than) own salvation in fear and trembling,” as though ,; Father’s cleotion of men to salvation irrespeotive
is conceded by a cliurch sooiety which meotsy this prodestination were uoknown or untrue. j of anything but his owan arbitrary decree, the
quarterly; but should nccessity require it, tho. Henco n doctrino which leads to so little, work of God the Son appearcd of second rate
Syncd may Lo called together twico o year. ). practical consequenco may bo held without causing | importance, and gradually receded from view,
This, howovor, is nota mntter of much conse- - offence. Butalas! the less the practicaldifferenge, | tili tho result appeared in that widely spread
quence, 08 tho Synod can Iny down by-laws fory tho greater jthe warmth in maiotaining it, o, Arianism and open Socinianism which disgraced
tho dircction of the board and roquire a osreful i warmth which bas long existed in the church, but | the church in tho last century. A reaction
and claborate report at cach session, Sub-com-y which through God's grace has been kept from | schism—Wesloyan Mothodism—aroeo and served
mittees of the mission board, or independent)idovelcping itself into strife till the late attack on . as n protest against Calvinism; attontion was
comumittees of Synod, may boe clected to admunister  Trinity College, whioh has been denounced asa roused to oxamino what was till thon lightly
any special funds or trusts of the ohurch, such asy dangerous institution, in my candid opinion, , estcemed.—The Prayor Book of the English
widows' avd orphans’ fund, divinity students’ | ostensibly on the ground of its having o tendency | Church. Even Wesloy commenced “his religious
fand, and the book and tract fund. { towards Rome, but really because it has not a , life by an effort to illustrate the principles and

Theso details 1morely throw out assuggestions, . tendency towards Geneva. The attack on Trinity ,, practices of that book. The church roused her-
and to rhow that the mncorporation of Synod will : College is an outbreak of that party spirit which  8elf to lovoand togood works. Whilo no attempt
not chango our nims nor our usunl modo of busi-j has affected tho church sinco the timo when , was made to exclude any from the church on
ness, but wili give point to those aims and vigour, Augustinegavoto theworld hisdaring speculations  account of their Calvinism, it was agreed that all
to that business, rendering the work in hand; on God's predestination. Iu his old age when  might work together for the good of Christ’s
moro popular by making it more dircctly an em-) venouncing the Manjchean herosy of bis younger . churoh, cspecinlly a8 the prevalent views con-
auation from the church itself. I disclaim ally days, he propounded those stern doctrines which | cerning God’s decrees were admittedly not to
intention of dictation to the Synod, as whatevery have since been welcomed by gloomy and aseetic |, influence action; we were to act as though God
mny bo your decision 1 shall enorgetically strive | minds, but which were unknoan to the early y had not so deorced the number of the saved or
to carry it out most cffectively. Accordingly I Christians, and have nover boen recoived by the , damned, a strong proof one would imagine of the
now lenve tho matter i your haunds, feeling that FChurch in tho East. Tho great schoolmen of the ,, improbability of the doctrine. God does nothing

gociety. As tho standing committeo of tho ohurch

I bave conecientiously endeavoured to arrive at a § Roman Church in pro-reformation times with great | in vain.
right conclusion and relieved myself from respon- | subtlety and didactical skill defended the tenets ;| From this rapid review of the debato in the
sibnlity Ly plmnly expressing my convictions. i of Augustine, but tho laity scarcely knew of the , church respecting the subtleties advauced by
TRINITY COLIEQER il existence of such abelief,-and at oll events never ;; Calvin, we detect the reason why the church
: AR 1} acknowledged the necessity of acquiescence in it. | framed its 17th article for the special purpose
My regret is exccedingly great that I feely What Augustine was to the clergy, Calvin became |, *“of avording diversily of opinions,” aud was so fay
bouad to addreas you on a subjeot most embarrass-  to the Imty. Ho seomed to glory in startling the successful at the time that Iis Majesty’s declar-
ipg and painful to wyself, but a sense of duty jworld in the dogmatic way in which he nsserted | ation informs us that ¢ cven in those curious
forbids my ovading it. I mean tho controversy | tho doctrines of predestined damnation and salva- , points in which the present difficulties lie, men
that hns arisen regarding Trinity College. I} tion, and by bis powerful genius founded the of all sorts take the articles of the church of
should gladly havo avouded the topic did I not, reformation of France and Switzerland on this,, England to be for them.” While this is the case,
know that tho iuterests of our Church University | basis. Tho daring courage which knew no besi- ,and while wo can all use tho language of the
aro of parnmount importance, and that tho tation or difficulty captivated the imagmations of | Liturgy vespecting our redemption by Christ, who
mombers of the church have a right to look to | multitudes whe viewed with wonder and accepted :mnde upon the cross, by His own oblation of
their Bishop for sush explanation as may satisfy 1' with joy tho lucubrations of a man who scemed | Himself once offered, a full, perfect, and sufficient
their consoiences, and calm their alarm. There jjto havo been admitted within the penctralia of | sacrifice, oblation and satisfaction for the sins of
is indeed something melancholy in reflecting on | God’s providence, and who gave the result of bis | tho whole world.” So long as we can subscribe
tho futihty oftentimes of tho best intontioned ;revelations with tho authority of a confidant of ; to tho Iznguago of the 2nd article, that Cbrist
ondeavours to do permanent good. Troubles heaven. ihis influenco reached Britain, and his suffered ¢ to be a sacrifice not only for original
ariso when wo lenst oxpect them, and certainly  views though borrowed from Rome’s greatest _guilt, but also for all -original sins of men;"” so
when Trnity College was established amid the  doctors, wero eagerly adopted by Rome's most long as we all believe that Christ Jesus ¢came
congratulatious and thanksgivings of churchmen, , violent opponents, the Puritans, who were per- ,into the world to save sinners,” uund that the
it was searcely anticipated that within o few years | baps led to this strango alliance from considera- word siuners is co-extensive with all human
a sevore blowgshould be aimed at the institution ., tion of the fact that tho doctors of this scheol beings, so long as we are all perswvied of these
by churchmen thomselves, who would strive toj advocated the supremacy of the civil magistrate truths and use the same formulaves, it would
damago its ghavucter by arousing party spirit,io civil affairs. Tho Koglish Church however, seem that this well-meant and comprehensive
against its teaching. Tho Venerable Prolato to |jreforming herself on tho great principle of an spstem of the English Church should secure no
whom wo owo the cxistence of Trinity College is yappeal to God's word and a return to'the prac- members from being charged by each other with
entitled to our prayerful sympathy on this to-him |f tices of tho first threo centurics, rightly nand nat- | holding dangerous doctrines regarding clection.
sovere trial, but thoy who know him best will feel turally refused to adopt as a part of her creed ¥ Hfuman naturce, howerver, is not altered.  Nothing
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18.more wonderful than sur slowness in learniog
toleratfon. A comparison of our church with tho
reformed continontal churches will show .that
ours is the ouly protoatant reformed church that
has wado any way sinco the reformation. When
Tather died the roformation had gained an ascea-
-dancy in Eurepo, to whioch it bhas nover reachod
since. The reformed privoiples of England's
-Church, ‘though sometimes under o cloud, have
nevor rotrograded, and to-day they stand more
oxalted than ever. Moy not this, under God, be
attributablo to the wise comprchionsion that dis-
tinguishes her? A groat church caanot have
narrow tests. A bappy oharacteristio of our
church is tho sligbt interference with the private
opinions of her members, and however varied
mny bo thoso opinjons, it i consolatory to know
that men are never 80 good or so bad as thair
opinions. *Who can doubt it?” says Jobn
Wesloy, ¢ while thero are Calvinists in-tho world,
assertors of absolute predestination? For who
will daro to nffirm that nono of these are truly
roligious men? Not only many of thqm in the
last century were burning and shining lights, but

ltnnity was offered to the Council of redressing
any supposed wrongs or remedying any alleged
false teaching. I bad tho houour of being o
member of the Counci’ of Trinity College, and to

ranything having been laid to tho charge of.the
, Collego wasinformation gleaned from *tho Glohe”
newspaper. On this griovous treatment I sholl
not dwell, but prooceed to give you my rcasons
1 for having expressed, by my vote in the Synod of
1 Toronto Diocoso, my oconfidence in thie teaching
given in tho College, It was my good fortune to
havo had personal intercouso with many of the
jidraduates of Trimty College, and I naturally
jranforred that if the toaching of tho Collego had
ybeen so dangorous, some traces of the danger
-incurred and the errors embraced would be vigible.
 But I found those men by no means imbued with
.oxtreme views, and remarkable for sober minded-
jiness and the avoidanco of all noveltics in religion,
1 This incougistency with the charges agaiust the
. Professors who bad instructed thom, I of ¢ arse
remarked, and judging of the treo by its fruit, 1
required strong ovidenco before I acondemaed the

wo refrain from condemning tho Provost, till wo
had tho cbarges in writing I soconded -tho
amendnent, which was carried by tho votos of all
the membors of the Council except the members

oy utter amnzement tho first intimation I bad of || from- Huron Dioccso and that of the Reov. Mr.

QGrasett. During the conversation that onsuod
on tho motion boforo the Council the Lord Bishop
of Huron openly and manfully declared that he
did not charge tho Provost with havivg tought
| any thiog beretical nor anytbivg contrary to the
doctrines of the United Church of England and
Ircland, but bo did chargo him with teaching
, dootrines dangorous in the extremeo. On this
! admission, the council felt more than over ¢on-
vinced of tho proprioty of acting with great
| caution, and refraining from condemning the
' Provost without formnl trinl. 1t was finally
arranged that tho charges against the DProvost
should be puc in writing, and submitted to him
for inspeotion and reply, and the feeling of the
council which I share, is in fuvour of submitting
i both chargo and reply to tho Motropolitan ot
Canada, who eliould agsocinte with himself the
Bishops of British North America, exclusivo of
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many of them arc now real olristians, lovingl Provost. Another consideration which held me i Uppor Cannda, and that tho decision of these
God and all mankind And yot what are all the!l back from giviug too ready credence to tho | arbitrators be finnl. I regrot to say that the pro-
sbsurd opinions of ali the Romauists in tho world ji charges laid against the Provost was tho fact that | posal to submit tho question to such arbitration
gompared to that one, -that the God of lave, the i all the Divinity students who applied for Holy [ was not favourably rcceived by the members from
wiso} just, meroiful father of tho spirits of tho; Orders wero examined nud approved by the Rev, ;1 the ITuren Dioceso, who refused to abide by suoh
blost, bas from all cternity fixed an absolute, i H. Gragett, & gentleman of views I believe inden- jon award. This scems to mo the moro unreason-
unchangeable, irresistible deerce that part ofy; tical with those hold by the opponents of Trinity l' ablo, because tbo Lord Bishop of luron once
mankind sholl be saved, do what they will, and j; College. 1 uever could for a moment endure tho jy proposed to submit the wholo caso to the Bishop
the rest damoed, do what they can.” Qur groat | supposition (which was the only alternative) that!i of Rupert’s Land for his decision, and also
businesa is clearly to refute, ipstead of attempt- | the oxamining Chaplain was dissatisied with his), because the council of Trinity Colloge, composed
ing tho uscless task of frowning down opinions |; candidates for Iloly Orders, and yet presented || largoly of laymen, would uaturally feel incom-
‘probably absurd but certainly Larmless, neitber j; thom at the most solemn occasion of their lives, || poteut to decide 80 nico aud intricate s point-as
intorfering with the daily duties of life, nor pre-yjas “apt and meet for theiv learning and Godly | weuld bho involved in tho examinatien into
venting the holders of them from conscientiously | conversation to exercise the offico of Priest dulyt doctrines dangerous in the extremo, yoi not
using our formularies. The most woare entitled |; to the honour of God and the cdification of His y herotical nor contrary to the doctrines of tho
to cxpect from the vaunted enlightenment of tho i Church.,” The spppositiqn is so odious that my ;, Church of England.

times, is “to think and let think,” for it is vain | apology for alluding to it is the fact that tho Rev. I have now laid before you the state in which
to hope that wo shall obliterate opinions which i Mr. Grasett buing examining Chaplain, inspired | this unfortunato agitation rosts, and assure this
divided tho Latin dootors for 1000 years after) me with confidence that extrewe viewsina Romish | Synod that I shall wateh over tho teaching of
Augustine—whick drove Luther to write hisjldirection were not appsrent in tho Divinity || Trinity Collogo and its other interostsas carefully
“violent book on free will, concerning which the | Students, aud this helped to mako mo suspicious | and impartially as is possiblo. I wasbrought up
divines of the council of Trent wrangled in vain, i of the truth of the charges against the Divinity || in a thootogical school which gave no uncertain
and the Synod of Dot enacted its useless anathe- i Professor. It Lecame my duty, howover, to ) sound regarding Romanism, yet I was not taught
mas, in short, opinions which divide two great) examineinto the evidenceitself, and to my surprise | the theory of churchmanship exelusively calvinis-
protestant denomivationg—DMethodists and Pres-}jand sorrow I find thatitis made up of second-hand |, tical; on the contrary, in Trinity College, Dublin,

byterians.

been Calvinistical. IHence I believe the denun-

liextracts supplied froman Apochryphal Catechisin i ono of tho test books was the work of Archbishop
Now, the teaching of Trinity College bas not) by anonymous and disafleoted students, Hero I, Lawrence, proving tuc articles of tho ohurch of
1 would observe that when such grave charges were , Fugland uon-calvinistical; and I may add that

oiation of its theology. No paius are taken tolnaid agninst tho Provost, the preper course to| the text books of Trinity College, Toronto, ave
bias the students in favour of tho doctrines offadopt would havo been to present him for unsound j; used in Trinity College, Dublin, I am as jealous
absoluto deerees, nor do the lectores probably || teaching in tho Bishop’s Court, or to have trans- || as is possible for mo to be for the sound teaching
tend to repress a love of didactical subtleties|iferred the case by letters of request to the Court yy of our youth, for their receiving such an educa-
regarding free will and reprobation. Because of i| of the Metropolitan.  Weshould then bhave had ; tion as will help thom to resist Romanism in all
this absenco of Calvinistic theories the College i thenamesof the witnesses, who would boesamined | its varied guises, but I aflirm that 1 have been
is charged with a tendency towards Rotmish error, jyon oath: we should have been able to entisfy  unable to dotect in the teaching of Trinity Collego
though as wo have secn, & beliefin predestination iy ourselves of their integrity and the avimus of jany tendency towards such crror. I beliovo the
to life or cternal death, is quite compatible with i their opposition to the Collego; we should have | Provost of the College to be a well-learned and
communion with tho Church of Rome. That thejscen whether their witnesses agreed together or h pious man, who desires to train up the youth
specific charges of dangerous teaching, which are s whether they could not be contradicted by others, j under his care in the old fashioned tenets of our
urged, are not the real cause of tho attack,)who, forming ns they do the great majority of |, staudard divines, who wishes to show the oxnet
appears from the facts stated in the last chargeiformer Divinity Students, have come beforo the , point of difference between tho churchos of Rome
.of the Lord Bishop of Toronto, namely, thatjpublic in & morc manly way and over their"nnd England, not so much in his own point of
Trinity College was opposed by somo through the ;;signatures denied the truth of tho charges against 'viow asin that from which thoy are viewed by
+whole of its progress before any Professors were ijthe jnstitution. I therefore acted wholly in n." those to whom we owe the existence of our re-
appointed, and from the fact that the chargesiyspirit of fuirness which will ever prevent my; formed faith, tho martyrs and confegsors of Eng-
themselves are 8o wretchedly unsupported by i considering & man guilty till he be proved so. I jland’s church. I shall say no nore, lest I seem
good evidence. From the rendinessand casy way il went to the mecting of the Council of Trinity (to_prejudge o caso which still may require n
ip which the controversy glided into its natural i College, held tast February, for the purpose of (judicial decision. but I cannot couclude without
chaunel, namely, a debate on the subject of taking tho whole question into consideration, with |\ expressing my belief that the Provogt Las not
Qalvinistical Churchmavship, I infer that therey my mind made up to no courso but that of trying had such fair treatment as the teacher of any
must have been a foregone conclusion against the s o fair and critical investigation into the charges, common school might justly clmum from a Board
College, and & dotermination to urge at oucejjagainst Provost Whitaker., The Lord Bishop of | of Trustees, that of « having bis accusers fuco to
objections that seem doubtful ruther than waity Huron moved a reselution which in my mind: face.” Tho nccusations, so far 23 they have ap-
for'the chance of more ~ubstantial ones hereafter.  would bave had the effect of condemning the " peared in print, are perbaps familiar to yout I

1 shall not refer to the wmode in which the)f Provost uskteard. Tho Chief Justice of Upper »shall not comment on them further thanitgdsay
agitation was first set in motion before an oppor-j Canada moved in amendment to tie cffeot that " that the point in those eccusations de&% on



62 TBE ECCLESIASTIOAL G-AZETTE.

tho meaning attached by different porsons to thontho College. Fiually it was ropresonted, that'!iho assent of the sovereign power of the couatry
samo words, and that in tho absenco of satisfnc-" ¢ by this timo tho Bishop, knowing that tho'*shoum bo given in o formal way before bishops
tory ovidenco to tho conlrary, I am bound as a* Archdeacon has already collected more than't - gent ton distance, yot tho form in which tho
christinn gentleman to beliovo the Provost, whot £2600 sterling, ¢qual to about £3000 currency. “ticonco is given is linblo to tho most extrome
totally repudiates tho crrors attributed to him. * may havo negotiated for the houso known as the "' misconstruction, and creates an impression that
Accordingly, I fecl aatisfied thot I havo taken a' “Ridcout House;’ and that, in fagt with the'ly)q Church of England supposcs oither that tho
correct course, and am justified in my conviction ¥ means already collected, if the positive promises "Sovoreign is tho fountain of spiritual guthorily
whon 1 find myself voting with Chief Justiceof Christian friends in Liverpool, London, and’ anywhoro, or can grant ceclesinstical jurisdiction
Robinson, Hon, J H. Cameron and Judgo Hag- " clsowhero to aid this causc are taken into account, "' sut of his own dominions. Unhappily, the words
crty, on n simplo question of cquitablo trentment; “it may be said that tho College in question isin'|ysed in tho act aro vory ambiguous, and
and no mero olamour shall make me waver in tho " process of being commeunced. Under all these'ly; ought to be so considered ns to remove
bellef that the truc way of strengthening our*circumstances,” tho Archdeacon added, it is''tyat ambiguity. Legislation has brought us
rotestantism is to strengthen our Cburch of Eng- ' hoped tho vencrable Socioty wil) give its usually 'ints  guch o condition that it hss become
and principles, which I believe are honestly aud “ready Lelping hand, ns tho College is positivoly"neocssary to roview our wholo proceedings,
truly held by thoso gentlemen who sit in the necessary for tho diocese, to which sottlers from 'l nq placo the subject on o roreinteHigible footing.
Council of Trinity Collego. " %zgstl;\;ds.u{:s;ﬂ%(;» t\\:ln!zﬁ%got;‘;‘;d;l '33 ‘;1%1:1,?;3“{‘3' The practical peint, thereforo, which I conceive
‘ £ N < . e .
. » . s . “large numbers, owing to tho fertility of the soil, ":: %$:?o$c::%?:g$p:&:t?§: : ?u;h;:ictlt?’cl;ﬁ’ﬁ{
FForcign §Ecclesiastical Kntelligenec. 1 ¢ho mildness of the winter in the west, and 'he"sgtch communion or im)g' other, wo should
— —— - - v cheny of land and .ving.” :‘cndenvour, ns far as possible, first, "to bring tho
b.\TRf\b’l‘ FRUM MONTHLY REPORT OF" fho Standing Committee, having fully con-  practice of our church out of those accidents into
THE SBUCIETY FOR PROMUTING CIIRIS- gidered the application in all its bearings, gave, tho practice of tho Catholic Church in the best
TIAN KNOWLEDGE. “notico that, at the noxt General Meeting of the, times; and secondly, that wo should endeavour
- ‘' Society on the 4th of March, thoy would propose  to guard ourselves from any practical evils to
A lotter had been received from Archdeacan ! yhne o'grant of £600 be mado towards this object, ; which the peouliar circumstances of the times
Hellmuth, dated 21, Compton Rond, Canonbury "in order that the necessary operations contem-  may subject us in aoting on_those precedents.
Square, Islington, Jan. 10th, 1562, enclosing a " plated may be immediately commenced. ,Now, as to tho priests of the Roman Catholic and
printed letter, addressed to him by the Bishop! of the Greek Church, thero is no impediment of

of Huron, setting forth tho peculiar and pressing ¢ - ) itti i ion.

wants of tho dinccso of Huron. ®1 CUNVOUATION OF THE PROVINCE OF |0y, 807! 10 ur Alaitting fhom ok our shacrotion,
. b o . . "

The Archdeacon stated that the most pressing CANTERBURY. ,practical difficulty, as I understand it, which is

of tho seven distinct ohjects, mentioned by the , _ N o ,, felt by somo of my right rev. brethren as to acting

Bishop of Huron, was * the urgent and immediate " UPPER HOUSE—WEDNESDAY, FED. 12, ,upon_ the samo principle with rogard to the

wants of tho theological College:" that the' The Bisuor or St Davip’s—T think thoso whof,Scotﬁsh presbyters, is this—that whereas thexe
population of the diocese amounted to nearly half 'leave the Church of Rome for the Church of is no dauger of our being inundated by candidates
o million, and had increased nearly 80 per cent. " Englaud are the least likely persons to exhibit, for our livings or curacies from either Rome or
ip tho last nine yenrs: that there were in the!'any Romanisiug tendency. ~ If they do incline to, Greece, there might be a practical difficulty from
dioceso 18 counties and 18R townships, each'any extreme, it must bo rather in the opposite a large entrance smongst us of persons who,
township being ten miles sqare, and G5 of them " direotion. ,owing to tho causes described by the Bishop of
being still unsupplied with clergymen - thatsince ©  The Bisuior or Oxroro—Iam glad that the; London, have lower qualifications than we desire
tho consccration of the Rishop of Huron, four " Bishop of London has brought the subject before ,in those who aro ordained to our benefices and
years ago, the number of clergymen bave been " the house, becnuse any careful, thoughtful discus- jcuracies. It seems to me that the whole satisfac-
increased from forty to seventy five: but that' sion of it must tend in the right direction. I ,tion wo need or can havois nota satisfaction with
moro than treblo that number would bo required * fully concur in the greater portion of his remarks. ,regard to tho training of the presbyter in another
to mnke adequate and due provision for the " There are others on which I differ from him, but ., branch of the church; but that there ought to be
actual wants of the present population "1 think it unnccessery to go into such points of  no powers croated by Inw which they should have

‘Towards the foundation of the propased College, " difference at any leugth  We ought, in the first | tho privilege of using sgaiust us. Then we should
it appeared that nearly £8000 have been con “place, to lny down the broad Catholie principles  be on a perfectly safe platform, and there nced be
tributed by severnl friends, and promises had "on which the Church of England acts, and to, nointerference with the principles of the Universal
been received from others " point out the difficulties which have arisen from | Church. Imean that there should be no power

It was stated to the Board, that the Standing 4 legislation interfering with proper action upon | in a patron to force upon us, by law, persons who
Committo had conferred with Archdeacon Hell- ! those Catholic principles. Ifwo areto setmatters cowme in in this way from any foreign brauch of
muth, and obtained fromn him further particulars, o right, wo must endeavour ns much as possible to; the church, through any Act of the Legislature
1t appeard that in London, Cannda West, where ' free the action of the church from the shackles :crenting frechold rights for patrons. We ought
the new College was to bo erected, the course of ' which have been imposed upon her by legislation, , to recur, as far as possible, to the simple rule of
tuition of candidates for tho holy ministry, during " in most cases accidentally and unintentionally. ,the Catholic Church. Therefore, whilst we take
the sauie period of years, could be nccomplished ' For instance, at the tivae when an application wes away those most un-Catholic probibitions, wo
for about balf what it would cost at Toronto, ! made for the consecration of Bishops for the. should take away at the same time any legal
provisions being g0 much cheaper in thot part of ! North American Church, the only difficulty in  powers for using that liberty against the common-
tho westin which tho diocese of Huron is situated: " tho way was, that by the Consecration Service of | wealth of the church of which we arc in oharge.
that the population was multiplying io the dioceso ' the English Church the person to bo consecrated It ought 10 be left to the Archbishop of the
of Huvon more rapidly than in any other part of  bishop wasrequired to take the onth of allegiance, ,province and the bishop of the diocese to seo
Canads, ns the Inst census shows® thut the late " and must be a natural born subject There was  whether the persons brought in are fit to bold tho
troubles in the United States have caused many 'no intention of preventing the Church of England ',pos‘nion they clain. As far as tho simple
familics from tho western states of Americato ' from sending out missionary bishops. If any ', question of sufficiency of theological learning is
settlefin tho diocese : and that the present require- ' legislation was needed, the simple courso would concerned, our power under tho law is perfect,
ments aud future welfaro of the diocese have been a declaratory act that in the consecra- | because every bishop has the right to examine
therefore demanded the immediate establishment 'tion service for bishops out of ler .\Iajesty’s,,any person who may be presented to him fora
of a Collego. Tho Arohdeacon further stated, * dominions it should not be necessary to administer  benefice, and to rcject him if ho sces proper; and
that the dioceso had now an excellent oppartunity * the oath of allegiance, but a bill was introduced | there is no court of appeal to take cognisance of
of purchasing n most suitable building in Louden, * which, though intended to cnlarge them, quite' that decision, which is final on the part of the
with nineteen acres of land, the original cost of *unintentionally placed a limitation upon the "instituting bishop, and protects tho church
the building itself having been somewhat over liberties of the Eoglish Church. This evil wns"eﬂ'ectunlly from the institution of ignorant persons.
£5000 currenoy, which could now be nequired, " increased when another bill was introduced to'| Of course, such n power is supposed to be honestly
together with the nineteen acres of land, for 'remove difficulties which existed as to the con- " exercised by the bishop. But, so far as tho
about £8000 currency. The situation of tho 'sceration of an Anglican Bishop at Jerusalem, ,Bround of ignorance is concerned, no court of
bouse in question is most central aund healthy, " That bill, which was intended to give facilities.  appeal takescoguisance of the act of theinstituting
commanding a fine view; and being within tho " placed & very injurious fetter on the action of the ' bishop. No doubi thecase of our Scottish brethren
city limits, the land will ultimately bo most 'church While there is little objection aud some " is peculinrly hard, because the bar to their
valunble in alding the permanent endowmont of ! precedent of ancicnt times as to requiring that f; enterance was imposed as a simple political
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disability, because at the period they wcro!l Bishop of Oxford lias obsorved that it is unfor- “ the suggestion ho mado, still it may havo somo
considered, and probably many of thom wcro,|‘tunu_to that tho question of tho Commuaion influence, if it go forth from this room that we
disloyal subjects. Unluckily, in tho day of thoir"Sern?o should lmvg l.)eon mixed up .thh this ,, cousidor it would bo a great help towards further-
enfranchiscment, Lord Chancellor Thurlow in-,, question of the admission of the Scottish clorgy ,, ing tho object which they desivo, if a concession
gerted in tho enfranchising actthodisabling clavees , into the Chursh of England ; and I adumit that it was mado on their part in rofcronce to this
under which our brethren are stil Inbouring, , is most unfortunate. But, on tho other hand, I, subjeot. If there bo no renl difforence botweon
Tho question which has been alluded to about, cannot myself seo how it is possiblo to dissever ) the two churches, and if thoy wish to attain tho
thoir oucharistio servico is an unfortunato ono to ,, the ono queation fronp tho other. My nght.., great boon thoy express their desiro to attain,
como iu in connection with tho question of ,roverend brothor tho Bishop of London says ho, why should they, meroly for thoe sako of a feoling
cofranchisement, for this renson—the sense of ,, does notknow why the Scottish form of Communion ,, of national independence, retain tho sorvicet
honour and truth, s woll as the natural affections , Sorvico was introduced. I think that an explana- |, On the other band, if there bon real difference,
of thoso who caro for any particular portion of ,; tion of the fact will be found in the * Proface to , then, of courso, they cannot bo surprised if many
tho service, is nlarmed and excited to opposition, ,, the Scotch Communion Servico,” published by the , persons in tho Church of England entertain tho
nay oven oppugnanoy, when it is mado in any ; Rov. J. Skinner, son, I believo, of Bishop Skinner, |, tecling that thoy certainly dv upon tho subject.
sonso tho condition of granting them a great, who theroin distinctly states that Archbishop y The Bishop of London has statod that during the
boon—that they slould strike any thing out of Laud urged upon tho Scotch prelates that thero cightecen years ho had boen in tho habit of
their sorvico-book. I regret tho two questions, should be an entire conformity between tho , attending tho Church in Scotland, he nover heard
being raised together, because I wish the Scotlish ,, sevvices of the two churches; but that the Scotch |, 1his servico moro than onco, and that ho thinks it
Church were frco from that canon, and that |prelntps rofused on the special ground of a desire ,, would bo readily given up.  Dut another of our
altoration of tho service, which, in my judgment,  to maintain their national indopendence.  That,  right roverend Lrothren, who is quito as closely
was an unfortunate one, and which I'supposo my , I think, is the reason originally given. Since then | connccted with Scotland, as the Bishop of London,
right rev. brothren, in common with myself, when the Scottish Commnuuion Service hf\s beon altered ., and I }:clncvo_l may veuturo to 8y quite as woll
wo are teavelling in Scotland, feel quite unable to , Ly porsons whose names were not likely to recom- ( acquninted with tho subjyect, 13 of optuion that
take part in. Indeed, it was onco my own caso, mend it to a large portion of the Church of,, tho Bishop of London is too snnguing i tho view
to rofuso to do se. But I thbink it would be, Evgland i but that this is stll} the grqund of the . ho takes of thismatier, and that there s a stronger
insufferable for tho Scotch Church to he dealt,, introduction of the Communiun Servioe 13 clear ,, fecling of affection lurking 1 tho minds of the
with as if the dropping of the servico was to be a , from the 21st Canon of tho Church of Scotland; ,, Scutch Charch for this particular service than
condition of thoso very unjust statutes being, because that canon, quoting the twontieth and | the Bishop of London imagines to bo the caso,
romoved. Tho peculiar difficulty is this—that a , tho thirty fourth of our Articles, “that not only ; Whethor it be su or not, of course, I am not in o
vory largo proportion of our own Church belieso , the Church in general, but every particular or , pusitivatosay. Itisamattor of somo importanee,
that Offico to be not strictly and thoroughly , national church, has authority to ordain, change, ;. and it ought to bo borue in mind, in considering
consistent with ours; and therefore there isa ,und .nbolish the ceremonies or rites of n church , this subject, that tho lato most oxcellent and
fecling of danger attaching to thoidea of admitting ,, ordnined only by mav’s authovity, so that all, venerable Dr. Low, Bishop of Argyll, was himself
persons who avoe iiable to usenn Office which they , things bo done to edifying”—goes ou to say that , desirous that tho Communion Service should be
deem to bo not striotly consistent with our own, to ,, the Episcopal Church in Scutland, availing her- , givon up, and tho same recommendation, 1if 1
subscribe gur Articles and profession of faith as \'aclf of this inherent right, had long adopted nod . mstake not, has recently been made by the
if thoy did agree altogother with them. If, ,, very gonerally used o form for the celebrativn of |, prescut Bishop of Argyll.  Ifsuch o coucession
howesver, the Scottish Clurch in its wisdom “thc lloly.Commu.mon by tho namo of the Scotch ,. were mado, then the whole dificuity as respects
thought fit to drop that Officy, I for one should ,, Cominunion Servico. I take, it thereforo, upun , this objection would be at an ead; but unul that
greatly rejoice.  For whatI am most anxious,, the authority of that canon, as well as tho state- , takes place, I think wo should bo purchasing
about, in lcgislating upoa the subject, is that, ment of Skinner, that the servico was adopted | what wo all earnestly desire, a closer union with
there should not be the introductivn of a greet ,and is retained on the ground of nativnal inde- , tho Church of Scotland, at two ngh a price,
number of conditions, but that we should fali , pendence. At the same time, however, Lamof, The Arcunisuior—There 13 by no means a
back upun the great truth which our church . opiniun that there is a great mistake commutted ., wmversal feching prevalent in Scotland i favour
acknowledges, that the commission of the Epis- ,in thus quoting these Arucles of tho Church of  of the unton now spuken of.  The fact 1s, thero 19
copate throughout tho world is a common one, , England in justification of that claim, beenuse,,n considerabio number of members of the Eps-
and thereforo the certainty of the orders of,, thuse Articles speak simply of the authority of a, copal Church thero who are opposed to tho
pricsts and deacons given by the Episcopate, ., nutional or particular charch to urdain, chauge, , introduction of that which 18 recommended to us,
whilst wo take care that in admitung such priests ,, and abolish the ceremonies and rites of the church. |, They feel that the views of thuse with whom they
and deacons we admit nothing that is opposed to ,, Now, if this were merely a matter of cercmony or , disagres are so much wchucd towarus tho Romash
the doctrine and discipline of the church, Prac- |, vite—if it referred unly to tho question whother, ( Church that they keep separato from them. [
tically I do notfeel that the difficulty would be ,,in a lministering the Lurd’s Supper, you ave to, should be happy to see unanumty on the question,
very great. I agree with the Bishop of Londen ,stand in front or at the nurth side of the table, ory but Seottshs Episcopabians seem to be so much
in the wisdom of not moring fur the appointment ,'ndopt this or that particular drcss! I think it, divided amongst themsetves, aod to be intluenced
of n committee; becnuse as tho matter is to be,, would be idle to say that any mativnal church by so many jealousies, as to romder that very
discussed in Parliament, the existence of such a ,, might not have pertect freedom in making such , snprobable, at all events at present.
committee might give rise to difficulties in tho , ordinances as it .mlght thunk fit. Whether the,, 1a bisuor oF Lusvos—Before the subject
minds of sound Churchmen in dealing with an Act J ildea is correct ur incurreet, Ldv nut now undertake ; drope. | suould hhe to mako one remark in order
of Parliament. ,i tosay s but, ag the Bishop of Oxford has eandidly |, to prevent any misunderstanding, L assumed, in
The Bisnor oF Luaxparr—The Bishop of ,admitted, tho fact is that there s a deeply rovted ;, what addressed to your lordskips, that thero
London has introduced to our notice a very , fechng in the minds of a large portivn of the, was nu duabt whatseeser abous our right to adunt
important and extensive question.  Upon tho ,, Boglish Cliarch, that there are differcnces that,. persons vndiwned by the Rovian Catholic Bishops
general subject it is not mny intention to say one ,, aro essential, both in tho way of onussion aud 1w us priests and deacons; amd that 13 the practico
word. The few remarks which I have to make  the way of particular expressions, between the  of the Church of Eogland,  But 1 caso of any
will have rveference solely to the Church in  two serrices. 1 cannet, therefure, batfect o deep ,, misunderstanding ou the subyect, allow me to
Scotland. T should be extremely sorry if it were ,, conviction that, however wo may wish to streng- , draw attention to a clause 1n the 8 and 4 Vie,, c.
thought that I entertain towards the clergy or,, theu the bonds of union betweea ourselves and,, 33, and wiuch has been supposed by some
laity of the Church of Scotland any other than ,, the Sevtch Church—na1esult which [ most hearuly , authurities to make it aliegal to sslimit persons in
the most brotherly feclings, and the most hearty |, desive—if wo make ourselves parties to a weasure ,, Rumish orders to offices in the Church ot Eogiand,
desire for its prosperity ; for in ang thung which ,of that hind ¢o loug as those differcuces are,, In that act, which 15 atended to retnx the dis-
would tend to promote the pruspenty and welfare , believed to exist, wo shall be throwing an olement ,, abilities restng upon the Episcopal Ghurches of
of that church, so far as I could conscicntiously ,, of discord, of which weo cannotseo the result, into ), Scvtland and Minenea, [ find these words:—
do it, I should be glad to concur. At the samc, tho midst of onr church; and I am sure we have,, **Bu it cuacted that any incumbent or stipeu-
time I canuot shut my eyes to the fact that, if we , quite cnough already in that respect to contend ;, diury curate who, without the production of such
adopt this measure, proper as it may bo theor-  against. Now, the opinion of Archbishop Laud, written permiseion, or renewed permission. as
etically with regard to the Church of Scotlaund, ,, being such as I have stated, I hopo the maembers ,, aforesaud, shall allow any bishop or priest of the
yet under existing circumstances it would bo,, of the Scotch Charch will think over the matter, ,, Protestant Episcopal Church i Scotland or
producing what no doubt is extremely salunble , for aithough they may refuse to take a hint from ,, the United States of Amertca, or who shail allow
in itself, at tho expeunso of the danger of creating,, those who object to their Communivn Service, | any deacon of cither of such churches, or any
an clement of discord amongst ourselves. Tho yand think that Archbishop Laud was wrong i"'.J othos bishop, priest, or deacon, nut being a bis-
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hop, pricst, or deacon of tho United Church of || Communion Service of the Church of Englsnd:l
England and Ireland, or of any of her Majesty’s i Lookiog at it in this light, it can bo. no great
foreign possessions, to officiate in any ohurch or j matter of burprise that there is an unwillingness|
chapel of which ho is incumbent or curnte, shall . on'tho part of rany members of the Church of)
for the frst offcnco bo liablo to bo called to " Englsnd to receivo at onco into equsl communion |
appear.” 1 those who not merely entertain o differont opinion |
T%on follow tho penalties. Theso words, it has, with rofcreuce to the most solern service of the
of late beon argucd, do in their plain grammatioal | church, hut are also bountt to bold it of primary
genso include persons ordained by Roman Catholic - authority by o Cancn passed a3 recently as 1838,
Bishops as woll as others. But if the mattar, Tho explanation, indoed, givon of this conctment
wore invostigated, it might turn out that that is!iis, that whereas tho Offico bad fallen into disuso»
not tho truc interpretation to bo: put upon tho!in o great many of the congregations of the
clause, |,Episcopnl Churoh in Scotland, and it was not!

The Bisnor or LincoiN—I think that thoi! desirablo to enforee it upon every occasion, tho,
diffeultics which aro felt with respect to the bishopa wero content to pass a canon decloring its

QGreck or tho Roman Catholio Church.  Worequiro
them to givo us cortamn pledges that they agree
with us in doctrine, Aad if wo obtain tho same
gecuritics from tho olorgy of the Scotoh Church,
what can wo want more? Unless, thierofore, we
aro propared to say.that wo act.improperly with
rogard to tho clergy of the Greok or Roman
Churches—and Iamsure that this is fex from bein

the opinion of my right rev. brethron-—it wonls
bo ineznugablo in us to wish to maintain the
present harsh lino. of exclusion with rogard to
tho clergy of tho Scotch Churcl. Thero is also
another reason why I am most anxioue that these

questions with regard to tho Scatel Offico should
not bo discussed by us. If wo import into any

admission of tho Scottish ordained clergy to full .« primary authority, and then to allow each con- '/ proposals wo may mako to help them to obtaln o

privileges in the Church of England havo beon gregation in ordinary worsbip to use tho service.
understated by Loth thio Bishops of London and |i it thought fiv.  Still, there it stands uponr the!
Ozxford; and with regard to tho difficulty arising | statute-book, n solemn ordisance of tho Church)
from their possibly defective oducation, some: of Scotland, although an Office which history!
words which fell from the Bishop of London - teaches us was drawn up as n protest against oux!
might be taken to mean that in tho Churca of  own, which is thought to contain presages altored .
Epgland restrictions have been removed of late - most injuriously for doctrinal purposes, and in!
yenrs, and that the qualifications required in.order to maken distinct difference between thot
cindidates for holy orders aro lesa strict than . two services. The ground of dislike or distrust!
formerly, Tho very reverse is, I believe, the may be also sironger, because in the Chureh of

case. Homo yenrs ago thero were many more , Scotland there is not the samo difficulty \vith}

literates, persons without any University degrees, 1 respect to altering its canons as wo labour under; !
than at tho present time.

iz which ho states tbat in his lnst ordination. two churcbes, they have it in their power to do
thero was o number of gradustes from Cambridge it at any time they please, It is said, indecd,
and Oxford, and but ono Literate, which he says that the Scotch Communion Office is never used
is oxactly tho roverso of what it used to bo for- . at all in-three of the dioceses, and used regularly
merly. The renson why thero would be moro in & comparatively small number of churches in
danger or difffculty in receiving clergymen from the others, and, if so, it would scem that thei
the Eplscopal Church of Scotland tiian coloninily Office is retained rathor asa symbol than an office !

I havo received aletter - and' 3f thero is any dispo «tion to remove an!
from a Bishop presiding over a populous diacese, -, obstacle to the hearty and cordial union of the}

‘removal of their disabilities, such a condition as
 the glving up of their office,
‘rmso up.feclings in_Scotlond which would only

wo should possibly

sggravato our difficultics, and incresse any
differcnces which may exist betweenus, 1.
suro that your Graco must fecl that the diffioulty
of makiog any such cbange would, under any
circumstances, without any pressure from-us, or
lm'itnting interferanco on our part, bo vory great,
and that even if all the Bighops of the Church of
1Scotland agreed to givo up this office, thero would
be still an oxceeding difficulty arising out of the
affectionato attachment of many members of the
Scottish Church to it. Withrogard ¢o tho danger
which might, it has been said, arise to our church
from-tho nlleged imperfection:in thoe education of
tho clergy of the Church of Scotland, I have two
things to urge. The ono is, that the romedy
must ever bo in our own hands. Our duty in ail
cases of great ignorance is plain, and we should
not shrink from the discharge of it, nor zeem to

ordained clorgymen, arises from the proximity of —rather to expressan article of faith than because * seek  protection against it in the disabilities
the two churches; tho probability being that it is available for prostice. ¥ feel strongly what'[created by an act of parlinment. I should be
many of tho persons so ordained had found somo ! the Bishop of Oxford urged, that there would be ' very sorry that it should go forth- to the world
difficulty in gotting ordnined in this country, nnd - sn inconvenience in requiring as a condition of - that we, the Bishops of the Churoh of England,
bad'gone to Scotland for tho purposo of being| removing the oxisting disability that the service | feel ourselves incompetent without the aid of the
ordained, and then coming back to England. - shouid bo givon up; but I think we ought toiatato to make provision ngainst such an evil.
There oro in Scotland n number of churches) suggest to our brethren of the Scottish Episcopnl " The other pointis this. Ifit bo truo that the
requiring to be served; tho endowments of whigh, Church, or rather we ought to eutreat them of | candidates for ordination in Scotland are often-
arc so small that it appears disgracoful to the: their own free will, carefully aud deliberately toi| times in gross ignorance, and so very inferior to
liberality of tho Episcopalisns in Scotland.. inquire into the matter, and to repenl that canon | those who seek opdination at our hands, freedom
Served, bhowever, those churches must bo, and: before they come to the legislature and ask it to'{ of communion betweon the two churches would
thus the choice of the Scotch Bishop is reduced removo the disabilities under which they Inbour, |tend to lessen this difforence. The difference,
to n very narrow limit indeed. The consequence:  The Bisnor or Oxroro—~The Bishop of Lincoln (if it cxists, arises, I should supposo, rainly
ig, that persons who would not think of going to - has said that ho thought I had undervalued the:lfrom tho exclusion of clergymen of Scotch
Scotland to resido and minister in that chureb, , difficulties of the question. I am most anxious | ordination from ministrations in our move bighly
might go there and get ordnined, and then cumo  that nothing should go forth which would scers | favoured Church of Bngland. I will only add
back with a view of bettering their position in  to imply that I undervalue what I consider as tho : that I am porsuaded that when this matter is
the Church of England: and the difficulty in: great evil of the existonce of that Office, which is.! fuirly considered, you will find it impossible to
rejecting clergymen when appointed to o benefice - a point upon which I entertdin feclings quito na:| withstand the forco of the argument of the
is very great.  With respect to tho difference of”strong, if not stronger, than iy right vev. i Biskop of London, that it is uoreasonable toplace
the Scotch Communion ¢ffice, the grounds of tho I’ brother. “ the clergy of the Church of Scotland nnder greater
fecling which exists in that respect havo been: The Bisnor or Liscorx—Your cxpressiony'!disabilities than those which aro iaid upon:the
scarccly fully stated, nor is the strength of that . with respect to the Office wero as strong as couldufclcrgy of the Greek and: Roman Churchez,
fecling distinetly understood. It is quito true, be. I wasspeakingofthe difficultiesarisingfrom i  Tho Bisitor or Lizcors—I don’t think that
as hns been stated by the Bishop of Llandaff, that . want of education, Both points were wized up:/any one has spoken of the Scotch Episcopal
Bisbop Laud strongly recommended the Scottish ' together. . . {y Church as containing persons of gross ignoranoce,
Bishiops of his day to nceept the Communion @ The Brsyor or Sarispuny—Th discussion has !or used any thing like suoh. strong terms, It
Service of the Chiurch of England as then estab- been diverted from the onapoint which alone was, j must be horne in miod that the evil that is feared
lished; and it is quito trno thet when they )il thiuk, raised by the Bishop- of London with lasuot arisen, and there is not ot present any
déclined to do so—on tho ground principnily that [ regard to tho Courch in Scotland. In a great) temptation for incompetont persons to go there
thoy wished to have an independent existence— ‘poruon of that speech I entirely concur, and it is|j and offer themselves,

he unwillingly drew up an Office for them, which jlin my opinion very unfortunate that we have o be Continusd

wasadoptéd-at that tithe; but as the present, diverged frows thu lino of argument which ho toolt. /) { e Continued.)

Scotch Service is neither that of Edward VI, nor- The Bishop of London prudently. avoided: the | murecorsismsemesmmtemer e esioneirvomisisn

thiat which was drawn up fer thein by Laud, but | discussion of the.differences between our Liturgy ‘ SUBSCRIPTIONS RECEEVED TO END OF

aa entirely différent one, altered in many im- fland that of the Scotel Chiurchs  That is o matter VOLUMME

portint points, atd drawn up by somo who with which, to my mind, we have ‘nothing to do MME 9.

disséntéd- from our: Church, Nonjurors, in that iv determining the question-whether we sb.ould‘li Rov. A. M Torohto; Rev. J. P., Vapdrén}:
réciss forii-and manuer, becauso'they wished to |, holp our brethren‘in Scatland to obtain aremoval | poy W\ ic. Orillia (’to No. 6. Vol 103 Re h
cmibody theréin-thelr opinion as- to the defdets— i of their presentdisabilities. We areable to apply f LS St.‘\!ary,’s ’ - Yy YOI 303 Rev.
or, as they ternfed tliem, tho crrors:—of tho |ito the'solutiowof it n precedent. Thovight lime(l™ ™™ ° :

Biglisy Commudion Service, it has, therefore, y of conduct secms to be clesrly marked out'for us | — p—

been regarded ns o standing protest against the ;‘ by the way in which we receive the clergy of the! RoWSELL & ELLIS, PRINTERS, KING ST. TORONTO,




