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ACTS OF THE PROVINCIAL LEGISLATURE, CANADA.

- 19-20 Viet., Ch. 121.
An Act to enable Members of the United Church of England 

and Ireland in Canada to meet in Synod.
Proclaimed, May 28th, 1857.

TjTTHKREAS doubts exist whether the members of the United Church 
•T T of England and Ireland in this Province have the power of re

gulating the affairs Of their Church, in matters relating'lo discipline, 
and necessary to order and good government, and it is just that such 
doubts should be removed, in order that they may be permitted to 
cise the same rights of self-government that are enjoyed by other reli
gious communities : Therefore, Her Majesty, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Legislative Council and Assembly of Canada, enacts 
as follows : • '

I. The Bishops, Clergy and Laity, members of the United Church qf 
England and Ireland in this Province, may meet in their several Dioceses,, 
which are now, or may be hereafter constituted in this Province, and 

„ in such manner and by such proceedings as they shall adopt, frame 
constitutions and make regulations for enforcing discipline in the 
Church, for the appointment, deposition, deprivation, or removal of any 
person bearing office, therein,-of whatever order or degree, any rights 
of the Crown to the contrary notwithstanding, and for the convenient 
and orderly management of the property, affairs and interests of the 
Church in matters relating ta- anj affecting only the said Church and 

«, the officers and members thereof, and net in any manner interfering 
rights, privile^es'or interests of other religions communities, 

or of any person or persons not being a member or members of the 
said United Church of England and Ireland ; Provided always, that 
such constitutions and regulations shall apply only to the Diocese or 
Dioceses adopting the same.
‘ II. The Bishops, Clergy and Laity, members of the United Church of 
England and Ireland in this Province, may meet in General Assembly 
within this Province, by such Representatives as shall be determined 
and declared by them in their several Dioceses ; and in such General 
Assembly frame a Constitution and Regulations for the general manage
ment and good government of the said Church in this Province ; Provi
ded always, that nothing in this Act contained shall authorize the im
position of any rate or tax upon any person or persons whomsoever 
whether belonging to the said Church or not, or the infliction of any 
punishment, fine or penalty upon any person, other than his suspension 
or removal from an office in the said Church, or exclusion from the 
meetings or proceedings of the Diocesan or General Synods ; And pro
vided also, nothing in the said constitutions or regulations, or any of 
them, shall be contrary to any law or statute now or hereafter in force- 
in this Province.
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An Act to explain and amend the Act, intituled, ‘An Act to

ited Church of England and 
lynod.’ • n

___  Assented to August 16, 1868.
TY^HEREAS doubts exist whether in the Act passed in the Session 

" T held in the nineteenth and twentieth years of Her Majesty’s 
Reign, intituled, “An Act to enable the Members of the United Church 
of England and Ireland in Canada, to meet in Synod," sufficient provi- V 
sion is made for the representation of the Laity of, the United Church 
of England and Ireland in the Synods by the said Act authorised to be 
held, and it is expedient that such doubts should be removed : There
fore, Her Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Legisla
tive Council and Assembly of Canada, enacts as follows :

Ireland in Canada to m

I. For all the purposes of the aforesaid Act, the Laity shall meet by 
representation ; and until it shall be otherwise determined by the Synod 
in each Diocese, one or more delegates (not exceeding three in any case,) 
may be elected at the annual Easter meetings in each parish, mission, 
or cure within the Diocese, or in cases where there may be more than 
one congregation in any parish, mission, or cure, then, in each such 
congregation, or at meetings to be specially-called for the purpose by 
each Clergyman having a separate cure of souls ; and all laymen within 
such parish, mission, or cure, or belonging to such congregation of the 
full age of twenty-one years, who shall declare themselves, in writing, 
at such meetings, to be members of the United Church of England and 
Ireland, and to belong to no other religious denomination,, shall have 
the right of voting at such election. Each delegate shall receive from 
the Chairman of the meeting a certificate of his election, which he shall 
produce when called upon so to do, at the Synod ; and the first meeting 
of such Synod shall be called by the Bishop of the Diocese at such 
time and place as he shall think fit ; Provided always, that no business 
shall be transacted by the Synod of any Diocese unless at least 
fourth of the Clergy of such Diocese shall be present, and at least one- 
fourth of the Congregations within the same be represented by at least 
one delegate.

II. All proceedings heretofore had in any Diocese under the afore
said Act, which have been conformable to the provisions of this Act, 
shall be held to be valid, as if the same had taken place after the passing 
■of this Act.
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MÊETING
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OF 7HC

DIOCESAN SYNOD/

. * OF MONTREAL.V
\

In accordance with the terms of the preceding Acts it the Legisla
ture, the Bishop summoned the Clergy and Lay Delegates to meet at 
St. John’s Church, on Tuesday, June 7th. Forty-three Clergymen and 
ninety-nine Lay Delegates were present. The Mofning Service was read 
by the Venerable Archdeacon Gilson ; the Very Rev. the Dean read the 
Lessons, and the Rev. W. 6. Bond preached the Sermon, from 1 G6r., 
ni. chap., 10 v. ; “For other foundation can no man lav thair that is 
laid, which if Jesus Christ.’’ The Holy Communion was then adminis- ' 
tered to those present, after jvhjph the Synod assembled for business in *. 
the basement of^the Church. The Morning Session was çccupied ’in 
making up the roll of those present, viz.
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CLBBOT. , LAY DELEGATES. 
*rw. Drake,
(M. H.' Sanlrom. 
("Joseph Drake,
J. Standisli,

(.N. G. G. Chadsey, 
li. Chamberlin.

("Robert Conroy, 
i R. A. Young,

......(.W. Stubbs.
fC. Wright, 
l G, J. Marston.

AbBOTTSFOBD
i

■Rev. F. Robinson, M.A. ......Roüoemoni.......

West Fabnham.
*/

i ?
AtlmekII i ■Rev. J. Johnston..
Hull,

Bbdfobd. f G. Freligh,
IN. 8. Brown.

J. Armstrong,
E. E. Shelton,
J. S. Dixon.

( H. S. Foster,
" (.-Thomas Chapman.

John Iligginson.

Rev. J. Jones "V

{Bbbthieb. Rev. W. 0. Merrick, M.A.

Bbomb -, ... Rev. R Lindsay, M.A,. 

Rev. W. Morris...........Buckingham .

( J. Yule,
■< T. Austin, 
CMj.Camphell,C.B.,M.P.P 

••*. William McGinnis.

Chamblt Rev. J. P. White.<
CHBISTIBV1LLB....I, Rev. T. W. Musscn.M.A,.<4*
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CLBBOT. HT DBLROATBS.

Rov. Canon Townsend, M.A.......[ Joljy

..... Rov. T. Bonaall, M.À.. .L

....... Rov. J. C. Davidson.................

Rov. T. A. Young, M.A.,

Rov. J. Scott, M.A...........

j Rov. K. Q. Hutton...........

Rov, D. Lindsay, MA.....
Rov. J. Qrtltln '................

] Rev. W. Jonoa................

• Rev. F. 8. Neve.............

CT.ARRNCBVIM.B 
St. Thojjas.....
Clarendon..,,
COWANSVILLE . 
Chvbchvillb

Cotbav dit Lac....
Dpniiam................
Wbst Dunham......
Edwardbtowb.....;......
Ht. Rbmi............. „
Fbost Villaob......
Gobb .......................
Gbaxby ................

/ NOBTHSnBFPOKD.
Gbbnvillb.............

Hbmminqpobd.......

Huntingdon.........
I*LB aux Non.......
Lachinb........

Lacollb.................

SherbinoYon .......
PBATUIB...
NOUBVIL

Mascovchk 
Teiihi! bonne

St. Martin .
St. Thekkse

Milton ....

\H. T. Goslin.
( G. P. Baker, 
l Gcorgo Hhufelt.

Henry Roebuck.
Zt

! ( Stephen! Bak 
( T. Sel by,
N. C. Baker.

1or,

f G. Wheatley. 
(W. Hldridgc.

X

( B. Savage.

G, Kaina.
F. D. Pulford, 
R. Parker,
W. B. Johnson. 
J. Morrison.

/

t
IRev. E. DuVumot, M.A.

«

1
Rev. J. Flanagan........ Col. Wilgress.

William Gunn, 
William Bowman. 
Benjamin Pattisou, 
George Busby, 

f R. Taylor, 
t H. Phillips.

:} I
Rov. C. A. Wetherall, B. A,

»

] Rov. R. Lonsdell.

*• '
| Rotfc.G. DeC. O’Grady, B.A.(ü Maekemde,™1"" 

' ' t (.Edward Ranson.
t

C. Smallwood.
G. H. Monk.

$ C. Gillespie, 
j J.J.Gtbb.

Hon. George Moff.itt. 
Hon. Judge McCord, 
T.ili. Anderson.

ï
Rov. G. Slack, M.A. A.. V

(Dean of Montreal. D.l).. 
< Arclnleaeon Gilson, M.A, 
(.Rev. E, Wood, M.A.........

Cathedral

f .John Lovell, 
...■j R. D. Collin, 

(.James Hutton.
( C. Dorwin, '

" < H. Stuart,
(J. 8. Hall.

St. George's. Rev. AV. B. Bond, M.A............

f Rov, J. Ellogood, 
t Rev, J. Torranco

I
M.A». ...p,....St. Stephen's.

_ „ _ (H. Taylor,
Rov. Canon Bancroft, M.A.........< H. Bancroft,

( T. Kirby.
Trinity.

St. Luke's.......
City Missionary 
Chap, to the Forces, Rev. Edw. J. Rogers.

Rov. A. D. Lockhart. 

Rov. W. Brothour.....

Rev, F, B. Tate, M.A.............. 11. Ellis.
Rev. F. Burt.!.

Nbw Glasgow

X f W. H. Harrison,
( John MeGcrrigle.
W. Smith.

Obmstowx

Onslow

i

<

Pottoi

Rawdc

Kildaj

Ramsa
Russbi

Sr. Am

St. Abi

Si.Abi

St. Job 
Sab bbi 
Standi

Sobbl.

SUTTOl

Sr. Hr 
Shbbpc 
Watbb

>
Vaudki
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OUUT. LIT DBLBOATM.

L, G.C. Robinson, 
fW.C°ppin, 
s H. Burrow,
V.Ï. W. Neild.

Potto* Rev. J. Godden
\ 'Rawdon

.

Rev. C. Rolllt ........ f George Dixon,< Russel Wood, 
(.John Dixon.
J. Retd.

.. J. P. Bow.
’ f J. Walnwright, 
"IB. Jones, Jr.

f Daniel Westover, 
" t, Anson Kemp.

< Hon. P.H.Moore, 
T. R. Roberts.

f Isaac Coote,
" l Charles Lindsay.

Kildarb 

Ramsay, .a....
Russbltow* . 
Si. Andrews.

Z

1 Rev. J. Pulton, M.A..

St. Armand East Rev. Canon Reid, D.D....; 

Rev. H. Montgomery.......

Rev. J. Irwin, M.A............
Rev A. A. Allen, M.A..... .
Rev. J. Constantine, M.A.

a
M.L.CSr. Aemand Wbbt

St. Johns...............
Sabbbvois............
Stanbbidob East.

Vf William Mather, 
l Thomas Baker 
( R. Harrower/
J Edmund Posbrooke, 
(.Edward 0. Allen.

SOBBL Rev. W. Anderson.

Sutton.....
St. Htacisthb

Shbfpobd........
Watb

Rev. J. S. Sykes. 
Rev. T. Machin .

AsaPrary.
George H. Henshaw.
A. A. Knowlton.
R. A. Ellis,
H. L. Robinson, 

f J. Hodgson,X R. W, Shepherd.

At 2 P. M. the Synod re-assembled, when the Bishop introduced the 
proceedings with the following address :—

Rev. Brbthrbn and Brkthrbn of the Laity,—We are mot on an import-' 
ant and interesting occasion—one that has brought together a large 
proportion of the Clergy, so large, indeed, that there are but two clergy
men of the Diocese, now in Canada, who are not here this day, and 
nearly every Church is represented by one or more Lay Delegates. It 
will be recollected that this is not the first occasion of our meeting 
together to take into consideration the subject now before us. After 
two other previous meetings, we met, in 1856, in large numbers, and had 
a long and able debate on the advisability of forming ourselves into a 
Diocesan Synod. But there were scruples entertained by certain 
bers, who believed that wo could not then legally proceed to do so. 
After a debate, however, a large majority decided that it would be 
desirable to form ourselves into a Synod, to assist in the administration 
of the Diocese, and in carrying on the work of the Church. I was not 
anxious to press the matter then, as many felt the scruples to which I 
have alluded, and as I have always been aware that it was desirable for 
a Bishop that he should preside over a united people,—as St. Jerome 
says in one of his Epistles, EpUcopv* praett volentibui non nolentibus.

^ Rev. A. T. Whitten {>
Vaudriuii9 >J<
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I would not, therefore, press against the earnest and ' conscientious 
scruples of many who thought we were not in a position to act in a 
legal manner. But, whatever doubts were then expressed, none caa 
now remain, for an Act of the Legislature, which has been sanctioned 
by the Imperial Government, has been passed, with the express purpose 
of removing these doubts, and the preamble of the bill shows that this 
was the intended effect of it ; for it states that, whereas doubts do exist 
on this subject, it is proper that they should be done away with ; and, 
there is a subeeqilent Act giving us still larger powers in the same direc
tion. Qur previous meetings, however, were not, I think, thrown away. 
None who were then present can regret that we met, and that the sub
ject was discussed so fully in a debate, which reflected credit On ail who 
took part in\it, and which caused respect to be felt for the Church to 
which we belong. You will, perhaps, now excuse me, if I occupy some 
of your time in some explanation respecting the institution and meaning 
of a Diocesan Synod, and respecting the true position • ofr a Bishopi in 
his Diocese. I will not trouble you with too minute details ; but will 
first refer to the scriptural character of the power of the Bishops,< éuch •
as Timothy and Titus, who were placed by the Apostles over the Churches 
“ to set in order the things that were wanting,” and provide a suitable 
organization at the commencement, and before any other means jwere 

• provided, for the collecting together the members and the orjganizing of 
the body.. On this head I will r<ad a short extract from Bishop Hall, 

of those Prelates who,
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in our Church, stands among the highdsrifor 

piety and learning, In his book, which is a standard work on this sub
ject, he defines Episcopacy thuA—

üAn eminent order of sacred function, appointed by the Holy Ghost, 
in the Evangelical Church, for the governing and exercising thereof; 
and for that purpose, besides the administration of the word and the 
sacraments, endued with power of imposition of hands and perpetuity 
of jurisdiction.” And then he goes on to say "it is acknowledged by 
the Presbyterians that there is a certain polity necessary for the reten
tion of the church’s peace. That the pastors should meet together in 
classes and Synods. That in Synods thus assembled, there must be due 
order kept ; that order cannot be kept where there is an absolute equality 
of all persons concerned ; that it is, therefore, necessary that there , 
should be a bead, president, or governor of the assembly, who, when 
the business is ended, returns to his own place without any personal in
equality. They can be content there should be a prime Presbyter : and 
that he shall moderate, for the time, the public affairs of the Church, 
but without all innate and fixed superiority, without all (though 
so moderate) jurisdiction. The Bishop, whom we contend for, is ordain
ed a perpetual moderator in Church affairs in a fixed imparity ; exercbr

one
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t: g\'
ing spiritual jurisdiction out of his own peculiarly demandated authority. 
—Our labour, thereupon, rousj be to ri»*e good these points ; and to 
evince that imparity, in the governors of the Church, çnd the power of 
Episcopal jurisdiction, are not of any less than Apotftolical and Divine

- 4 7 ' >

9
V

Institution.”
These^propositions he goes on to prove and explain in detail. And 

this form of Church Government by Episcopacy is not only of divine 
origin, but was in its character from the first Diocesan-'-a form which 
preceded any other gathering together of the Church in Provinces ; and 
every Diocese was complete in itself, for. carrying on the work of the 
Church.

Barrow, in his great wgrlfc on

S.

the Supremacy of thi Pope, takes up 
this argument of the independence of Diocesan Episcopacy in order to 
urge it against the usurpations of the Pope. He says—and his work 
is the standard on this subject, which newer has been answered by our 
opponents and probably never will be—

u At first each Church was settled apart udder its own Bishop and 
Presbyters ; so as independently and separately to manage its own con
cerns ; each was governed by its own head,_and had its own laws. 
Every Bishop as a Prince in his own Churfch, did act freely, according 
to his will and discretion, with the advice of an Ecclesiastical Senate, and 
with the consent df his people, [the which he did use to consult] without 
being controllable by^any other, or Accountable to^ny, further than his 
obligation to uphold the verity of Christian profession, and to maintain 
fraternal communion' in charity and peace with the neighbouring 
Churches, did .require.”

That was the position in which the original Bishops were placed in 
their Dioceses. They were there to rule and govern tjem, and carry 
on the tttork of the Church within them. As necessity required they 
called in'the assistance of the*Presbyters and people to aid with their 
counsel ; and that is the position, in which we are now placed. It is as 
Bishop of this Diocese that I call on you the Presbyters and Laity to 
come forward and concur with” me in the great work of administering 
this Diocese—in organizing a system and giving, effect to it when

\

t >>
v

z
\

♦ ■

organized. I ask you to uphold my hands in the responsible and arduous 
task^laid on me. • "* V

We have long felt the want of some rule and law for these purposes.
Informer times the Bishop was placed here with a staff Lf strictly mission
ary clergymen. He had funds from a distance with which he paid them ; 
the whole expenditure passed through his hands, andVeVas responsible 
for the whole. He had none to advise with him. 6ut that state of 
things is passing away. The Church üftnjv firmly planted in the soil 
and is taking daily deeper root in the hearts of the people, who on their 
parts begin to see the obligation upon them to support it themselves,
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and to acknowledge that it no longer beseems them to depend on exter
nal aid. They feel that they must now form their Parishes, and main
tain their Clergy out of their own resources. Besides the duty laid upon 
us of providing for the establishment of the Synod in this Diocese for the 
purpose of forming rules and canons for the better administration of our 
affairs, there are great advantages in so many gentlemen meeting toge
ther to consult and to hear the opinions of others and to carry back to 
their respective localities a fresher zeal for the prosecution of the work 
in which they are engaged. Besides these reasons why there should be 
no delay, there is this other one—that you are empowered, yourselves, 
to proceed to the election of the individual who may, on a vacancy of the 
See, become your future Bishop ; and the necessity for a Synod being 
obvious, the questions which remain are the terms and conditions on 
which we shall commence. Whatever laws shall be made are binding 
on all of us. I as your Bishop call you together and ask your advice 
on this head. I pledge myself that nothing shall be done by me without 
the consent and advice, both of the Clergy and Laity ; and I ask only 
the same admission from you. You ought at the same time to agree 
that there shall be a joint assent of all of us for the making of any 
law, rule or canon binding on this Diocese. To grant less than that is 
to take away the authority of the Bishop—to determine that, in a Church 
presided over by a Bishop, whose office we believe to be of divine in
stitution, all frtse action shall be taken from that Bishop ;—to decide that 
if the Clergy and Laity pass a law, he is to be bound by it whether he 
approve of it or not—that is to annul the jurisdiction of the Bishop. 
Arguments have been drawn from the United States—I have had great 
intercourse with She United States Church—I respect and love her 
Bishops and Ministers, and I look with admiration on t.he great work 
she is carrying on. But it must be remembered that when Bishops 
were first appointed in the United States it was at a time, when the 
very name of Bishop was a reproach, and when the outcry of the peo
ple was “ a State without a King and a Church without a Bishop.” The 
only marvel is that in such circumstances they retained so much of 
what is CMholic, and true, and excellent, in their liturgy and discipline 
—not that they lost any of it. And more than that, when the first Bishop 
came there, the conventions of the Clergy and Laity were already in 
operation. The Bishops therefore in taking part in these gave up 
nothing ; but merely joined the Church as they found it, and took what 
they could obtain. Rules founded on such a set of circumstances are 
not to guide us. We cannot set up this one modern precedent of fifty 
or sixty years, against the invariable custom of the Church for eighteen 
centuries. I will now read an extract from Hoffman on the Ecclesiastical 
Laws of the Church—a great authority on the subject of the Episcopal 
Church in the United States.
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“ Some general observations upon the nature of our Diocesan conven
tions may be useful. They represent Episcopal Synods of former periods 
of the Church, but with powers expressly defined. In the judgment of 
the author it cannot be doubted that, in the earliest ages 
system of Dioceses was established, and the Bishop of each was restricted 
to its limits, the power of legislation vested in him. The inevitable 
course of events, as well as the principles on which Episcopal authority 
rests, warrant this conclusion. At first, a regulation must have been 
adopted to meet, or was suggested by, a particular case. As similar in
stances occurred, and the fitness of the former rule was proven, it was 
applied until it became the ordinary regulation, and as such was known 
and fixed in the Church. Doubtless, this was the origin of those “ usages 
and institutions of Churches," which we find adverted to and recog
nized in provincial councils. In fact, the exercise of judicial power 
did precede, and was the source of legislation. From several decisions 
grew up a general law, and this was finally embodied and promulgated 
in a Canon or Institute. But that originally the Bishop, in his Diocese,

„ was clothed with the ultimate and exclusive power of government, 
and that this involved all judicial and all legislative authority, seems 
to the author the only doctrine consistent with the tenet of an Apos
tolic Episcopacy.

“ At what period the clergy of the Diocese were united in council, as 
a senate, with the Bishop—and when they arose from being mere 
advisers to coadjutors in the business of legislation, my information is 
not sufficient to state. The. exercise of the judicial authority was res
tricted as early as the Council of Carthage, when a Bishop was prohi
bited from hearing causes without the presence of his clergy, and Ignatius 
speaks of the clergy forming the Bishop’s senate.

“ The author is aware of the strong opposition which has been made 
to the position, and the necessary consequences of the position he has 
stated, as to this original and exclusive power. It is with unfeigned 
humility he expresses the opinion, which after no little examination and 
thought, he has formed, that this great conservative doctrine is apostohci 
primitive, and clear. That everything of limitation upon the original 
jurisdiction of a Bishop has been self-imposed, or has sprung from the 
laws of councils of superior authority, and to which he was a party— 
and therefore, in every case in which there is no express enactment, or 
legitimate conclusion from an enactment to control it, the question is, 
where is the evidence of the surrender of the power to rule the Church? 
If none can be produced, we have the Bishop’s primitive jurisdiction to 
resort to for her guidance and direction—a power without a shadow of 
a claim to infallibility, but with an absolute claim to obedience.

11 And if this doctrine had no higher demand upon our dutiful assent» 
it would be recommended by the highest wisdom, as prudent and expe

as soon as »
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diçnt. The system of our Church Government is as liberal and free as 
any system can be which pretends to preserve an element of discipline. 
With the checks and restrictions in force—the watchfulness of the 
clergy and laity—the power of public opinion—all brought to bear 
upon a Bishop, the imagination of his usurping authority, and substitut
ing his will for the law, appears most visionary. On the contrary, the 
danger may now be working Açot\g us of Episcopal authoritV being 
injuriously weakened and contemned.”

Hoffman further qjiotes Cyprian, to whoV Barrow also refer 
Cyprian writes, that from the commencement of Me Epia ^ 
determined to do nothing without the counsel of the Clerg 
of the people (sine consensu plebis,) it is obvious that this 
^tary restriction upon his unquestionable powers."

There is then a great principle in this question and it is 
the resolution which will be submitted to you—a great principle con
nected with the position and character of the Bishop, and one which,
if I were prepared to yield, many of the Clergy and Laity would 
at once leave the Synod. If I did so, I should think that I had 
deserted the privileges of my order, and had bartered aWay the 
rights of my successors. As to any evil which is to arfee from 
the proposed course, you have heard what Hoffman says^of the 
checks on the Bishop and of the effect upon him of the curreti* of public 
opinion. It must be remembered too, that jiis power is but negative ; 
and while you, the Laity have a negative, and you the Clergy have one’ 
the Bishop must have a negative too. We are all on the same footing 
of equality. I ask nothing that I do not give to you, and nothing that 
you ought not to rejoice to give to your Bishop. And while on this 
subject, though it is taking up much of your time, I will read an extract 
from an American work, « the Federalist"—written by Hamilton and Jay 
and other leading Republicans who«brmedthe constitution of the United 
States. These gentlemen certainly did not want to pay unnecessary 
deference to what has been called the one-man power. No one suspects 
them of bowing down on their knees before that idol ; and besides, they 
had the full right and pow^r to place whatever restrictions they pleased 
on their Governors, and thus to settle everything as they judged best 
themselves, because the government to be formed was a work of their

But here you are not giving his jurisdiction to the Bishop. 
We ask you not to create him but to share 
his, while these writers
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“But the power in question has a further use. It not only 
a shield to the executive, but it furnishes an additional security against 
the enaction of improper laws. It establishes a salutary check upon 
the legislative body, calculated to guard the community against the 
effects of faction, precipitancy, or any impulse unfriendly to the public 
good, which may happen to influence a majority of that body.

“ The propriety of a negative has, upon some occasions been combat
ted by an observation, that it was

ss serves as
e.
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not to be presumed a single man 
would possess more virtue or wisdom than a number of men : and that, 
unless this presumption should be entertained, it would be improper to 
grant to the executive magistrate any species of control over the legis
lative body.

“But this observation, when examined, will appear rather specious 
than solid. The propriety of the thing does not turn on the supposition 
of superior wisdom or virtue in the executive, but upon the supposition 
that the legislature will not be infallible—that the love of power may 
sometimes betray it into a disposition to encroach upon the rights of the 
other members of the government—that a spirit of faction may 
times pervert its deliberations—that impressions of the moment may 
sometimes hurry it into measures which itself, on mature reflection, 
would condemn. • * *

d
t

I
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“ It nlay perhaps be said that the power of preventing bad laws in
cludes that of preventing good ones, and may be used to the 
pose as well as the other. But this objection will have little weight 
with those who can properly estimate the mischiefs of that inconstancy 
and mutability in the laws, which form the greatest blemish in the 
character and genius of our governments. They will consider every 
institution calculated to restrain the excess of larw making, and to keep 
them in the same state in which they may happen to beaat any given 
period, as much more likely to do good than harm, because it is favour
able to greater stability in the system of legislation. The injury which 
may possibly be done by defeating a few good laws will be amply 
pensated by the advantage of preventing a number of bad ones.”

That was the opinion of these gentlemen- engaged in the establish
ment of the government of the United States, where, I say, they had a 
full right to place every check and every limitation upon the presidential 
power.

There is one other authority I would like to read. It is from a great 
author, the ablest Christian philosopher of modern times—Edmund 
Burke—in his book on the French Revolution :

“Government is a contrivance of human wisdom to provide for 
human wants., • • • Among these wants is to be reckoned the want 
of a sufficient restraint upon their passions. • •

!
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ieir nor anything which can create a jealousy of the legislation which will 
take place. I have urged this matter—I hope in no improper tone and 
spirit—because in a neighbouring Diocese, the question has been 
debated in a manner which has given rise to serious misunderstanding. 
When it is set forth, that to give the power which I claim for the Bishop 
is to make him tfPope and to create a pespotism, I ask where is the 
despotism ? He is to have no power to 
but to have the same power as you have yourselves. So much having 
been spoken and written on the subject, I thought it necessary thus to 
speak, not as of a personal but as of an official matter. I am sure, 
however, that the Clergy and Laity do not wish to fetter their Bishop ;
that on the contrary the majority of those now assembled in this room__
both Clergy and Laity—desire to have a real Bishop with some real 
jurisdiction ; not a mere ornament tb grace their body. I could wish, 
believing as I do, that so large a majority will approve the resolution 
about to be submitted—I could wish and that earnestly, without ignor
ing the opinions of others, that we might come to some decision without 
the necessity of a division—without showing that we are not one. If 
the resolution is really at last to be carried by a large majority, where 
is the use in giving out that we are thus separated into parties ? I wish 

••to be placed over a united Diocese, and believing that much good will 
follow from the organization of a Synod, if carried on in a proper spirit, 
I feel at the same time that important consequences must follow from 
the temper, spirit, and manner in which it is commenced—that in short 
we should begin and car 
which we heard z(^-day 
of the spirit in the tond of peace."

On motion of the Dean or Montreal, two Clergymen from another 
Diocese who happened to be present, Rev. S. S. Wood, of Melbourne, and 
Rêv. C. Reid, of Sherbrooke, were invited to Sit with the Synod.

Col. S. Baksr, of Dunham, said a Resolution had been put into his hands, 
which he should move with the greatest pleasure. The necessity for a 
Synod had been felt many years. Although ho for one had never felt 
any distrust of^his Lordship’s management of the Diocese, he 
theless considered that the consequence of the want of some more definite 
organization was, that one man was now invested with too much power. 
By the law as it would be established under the proposed constitution 
of the Synod, the Clergy and the Laity would have an equal voice with 
the Bishop in transacting the business of the Diocese, as far as regarded 
the Church Temporalities and discipline, and the resolutiod he was 
to move was to give formal effect to this. It was as follows :

Resovled,—That an Act having been passed by the Provincial 
Legislature, and sanctioned by Her Majesty the Queen, intitled,
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the loth »„d 20th Victoria, cb I2l " | ’"'d Act being
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ng- began to legislate, instead of beginning to legislate and form a constitu
tion in the same resolution which constituted them a Synod.- It was 
usual, in forming a constitution, to discuss it clause by clause, and it 
had been understood that that course would have been pursued on the 
present occasion. Indeed, it was only since they had entered this room, 
that they had learned that a resolution like this was to be proposed—a 
resolution, whose latter part embodied two articles of the proposed 
constitution. By this step they were taken by surprise. He therefore 
moved in amendment— /

ng
to I
by
ve
80
id
be

ry “ That tho question o{the acceptance of the two Acts of Parliament as 
a charter for this Synod, be put distinctly and apart from the proviso or
reservation contained in the concluding part of the proposed resolution.” 

Seconded by Rev. J. Irwin.
Mr. Hugh Taylor supported the amendment.

in
10

e

y
. . , - Me said he felt that in
being appointed a delegate, he undertook a trust of vast importance not 
only to himself and children, but also to the future prosperity of the 
Church m Canada. He was of opinion that the resolution should be 
divided. Before they took upon themselves any of the duties of a Synid 
they should in the first place constitute themselves a Synod, by declar
ing that they accepted the provisions of the statutes, and formed them
selves, under these provisions, into a Diocesan Synod. They ought to 
take this course, whatever might be their opinions with regard to the 
principle embodied in the latter part of the proposed resolution For 

«T ‘Mmself> he had every confidence in the learned, and eloquent and pious 
head of this diocese, and had no wish to curtail his power, but only 
desired that such measures should be adopted as would meet the general 
wishes of the diocese, and be for the future benefit of the Church.

Rev. J. Flanagan was free to confess that he was opposed to the 
« Bishop’s veto, but he should give that 

• They should avoid even

I

3
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I

>

no factious opposition, 
the semblance of such proceedings as they had 

take place with regret in a neighbouring diocese. He wished to 
concede all due authority and power to his Bishop, and to pay him all 
proper reverence ; but they must remember that they were legislating 
now, not only for themselves, but for their children, and that every act 
they performed now would have an influence on posterity. He thought 
it was too much power to give to any one man, that he should have the 
power to veto any proposition that might be distasteful to him. 
were

measure

Vseen
I
H

. They
not three orders here—as expressed in the Prayer Book, Bishop,

Priests, and Deacons—but simply two orders, Clergy and Laity. (Harks 
of disapprobation.)

A question having been raised as to whether the amendment was in . 
order,

(B



*

18

Hon. P. Moore, M.L.C., stated that it was quite in accordance with 
Parliamentary rules, and expressed his own opinion that the resolution 
should be divided.
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Major Campbell, M.P.P., spoke to the same effect, and said the 
amendment was so perfectly reasonable, that he did 
grounds it could be objected to.

The Bishop said, if such was the opinion of the Synod, he had no ob
jection to putting the first half of the resolution first.

not see on what

i

The Dban objected. If the motion was separated, they might consti
tute a Synod which might proceed immediately to deprive the Bishop of 
his rights. He only agreed to constituting the Synod, on condition that 
these rights were preserved.

Mr. J. C. Baker opposed the amendments He said his Lordship had 
called them together to consult with them and devise 
government of his diocese. How would it appear if they were to say 
to the Bishop—“ we are here, as invited by you, but the first thing 
we will do is to ask you to walk out and leave us to ourselves. ” He 
thought it would be the height of folly |to enter on any course of action 
such as constituting a Synod, without tinderstanding clearly beforehand 
the terms on which it wras to be done. He had some knowledge of 
the system in the United States, which took away the veto power from 
Bishops, and he was satisfied that it was utterly destructive of the 
best interests of the Church. If they were tired of being churchmen, 
they might as well become Presbyterians' at once. It was useless hav
ing a Bishop if they were to deprive him of all power.

Mr. Hugh Taylor said the speaker was out of order He should

measures for the

\
con-

fine himself to the question whether they should form themselves into 
a Synod.

Mr. Chamberlin suggested that the questions at issue might be better 
debated if they were to form themselves into a Committee of the Whole.

Mr. Justice McCord said he 
parts of the motion in one resolution.

Mr. Baker submitted that he was speaking to the point, inasmuch as 
the latter portion of the resolution related to the conditions upon which 
we should organize, and that this was properly a preliminary considera
tion. He showed that both the Clergy and Laity had 
a veto, though not called by any obnoxious

impropriety in uniting the twosaw no

a power equal to
, name. The Bishop and

either of the other branches would be powerless without the third, and 
the Bishop should be in no Worse position. He continued his remarks 
for some time,arguing that the Synod consisted of three distinct branches, 
Bishop, Clergy, and Laity, the concurrent assent of each of whom to 
any Synodical Act should be required.

The Rev. J. Johnston said—My Lord, I hope that before this amend

,
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æent shall ba put to the vote a little more time may be allowed us to 
reflect upon the very important subject to which it has reference. The 
subject is new to a large number of those who are here to-day to legis
late on it ; and ae it is one which, in my opinion, is intimately inter
woven with the well working and constitution of the Church, I do trust 
that no hasty legislation—-no premature judgment, and no party feeling, 
may induce an action of the Synod thereon, which hereafter we may 
bitterly regret, and of which we may feel ashamed. I for one can never, 
by word or deed, give any sanction to a measure which, if carried out, 
would deprive the Synod of its Episcopal character, and reduce it to 
the position of a Presbyterian Assembly. We may respect and love 
fellow Christians who differ from us on this important point, but whilst 
we proclaim ourselves a Synod in connection with the Episcopal Church, 
let us not at the same time "lime abnegate ‘that declaration by taking 
from the Bishop, as far as ,we can do it, an essential attribute of his 
order, and making him the

our

1

presiding officer of this Synod, to 
carry out the orders or rules which it may dictate, 
well to it, that we do not mar that beautiful order which its Divine 
Head established in the Church. We have no right to take from 
the Episcopal Office any portion of that power which has belonged 

x t0 it fr°m the earliest ages, and was committed to it as a 
sacred trust by the Divine Founder bf Christianity. As regards the 
clause objected to in the amendment, and which we find attached to 
the resolution now under consideration, I really can see no reason why 
it should not remain where it is. I consider it, or some explanation of 
a similar nature, quite necessary to enable 
are doing, ajid whither we are tending, in forming ourselves into a 
Synod. In constituting ourselves a Synod, we do so under the authority 
of that act, which declares that “ The Bishop, the Clergy and the Laity 
may meet in their several Dioceses.” And were we to deny the Bishop 
his veto, and he in consequence to withdraw from the meeting, as he 
would be bound in my opinion to do, the Synod itself must fall to the 
ground, for by this act it is the Bishop, Clergy and Laity, not the Clergy 
and Laity alone who are to constitute the Synod. The wisest course 
then for us to pursue is, I humbly think, to declare ourselves a Synod, 
and simultaneously with that declaration, to testify that we shall not, 
by any after-action, interfere with the essential prerogative of the Bishop.

mere
Let us see

us to understand what we

Rev. J. Inwis spoke in support of the amendment, which he had se
conded. Although he might be disposed to vote against what was term
ed the veto, he yielded to no man clerical, or lay, in love for the Church, 
and it was unfair to call them Presbyterians or to pay they did not lore 
the Church. Mr. Irwin went on to say that be considered it a wrong 
course of dealing with the three orders of the Church, to let the diacon-
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ate become almost extinct, and at the same time toekvate the episco
pate above the original model.

Rev. W. Monnw arg icd that the resolution was simply carrying out 
the provisions of the statutes under which tliey met.

In reply to a remark by Mr. Bowman,
Mr. Justice McOouo explained more fully 

a little before. He thought it quite consistât and legal for the meet-
tion, that they accepted

opinion be had stated

ing to declare, as laid down In tlio original 
the Acts of Parliament with all the conditions they embraced.

Rev. J. C. Davidson supported Unoriginal motion. He did not 
think it would be h seemly spectaclyior the clergy and laity to unite 
to force measures through againj/the will of the Bishop, and in spite 
of him, and he did not tliiii^that that was the object in view in ori
ginating a Synod in this diocese.

The Bishop, before putting the question, wished to moke one observa
tion. Having boon quite cognisant of the resolution being intended to 

, be brought before the meeting, lie desired to say there bad been no tak
ing by surprise in the matter, it had been notorious that this question 
about the Bishop’s position was to come up. He had read the resolu
tion to several of those gentlemen now sitting at the bottom of the 
room, and one of them suggested that he should get it printed and dis
tributed. Ho gave orders accordingly, but it did not come from tho 
printer's till this morning, after the service in the Church.—He men
tioned this to shew that there had been no taking any one by surprise, 

ktr. Bancroft's amendment was then put to the meeting and lost,
only 15 voting for it.

The main resolution was being put to tlic meeting by the Bishop,
when—

Ool. WiLonnss rose to move another amendment.
Several member» said It was too late—that tho resolution had been

carried. .
Rev. Canon Bancroft said that when an aged servant of Christ like

Ool. Wilgress wished to express his views on this important ques
tion, he should not be prevented from speaking.

The Bishop—I am quite ready to hear him.
Ool. Wilorsss then moved ; 1 That all the words after “ the due or

dering of the same," be struck out, and fùm no part of the motion.’ 
—He said it was not according to his habitVsor principles to stand up 
»t a public meeting and propose motions, but it appeared to him that 
the measure now proposed would be so injurious/to the Church, that he 
eeeld not oonecientlouily hold his peace. Intho first place he believed 
tbe veto power would be Injurious to the Bishop—for the moment the 
■isbop vetoed a question he cime into collision with his people, and
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the consequences would be disastrous. It would be Injurious also to the 
clergy. These Synods were chiefly got up for the purpose of trying 
clergymen, [laughter ] and the consequence would be that when a re
fractory clergymen was brought before this court, the bishop, with his 
veto, would be prosecutor, judge, and every thing else.

Mr. Baker, the Dean, Rev. J. Jones and others submitted to the chair 
that Col. Wilgress was out of order in re-opening the discussion of a 
question which had been already decided- Rev. Canon Bancroft re
marked that the discussion was only now for the first time relevant, on 
the amendment which had just been moved.

Col. Wilqrbss was then allowed to proceed, and after some further 
remarks, said he had received a legal opinion from Mr. Justice Aylwin 
written out at his [Col. W.’s] request, as the learned Judge was unable 
to be present to-day. (This document was read by Mr. Bancroft, and 
was of considerable length.)

The Rev. W. B. Bond said—My Lord, permit me to claim your Lord- 
ship s indulgence in seconding this amendment.. . If I speak plainly, it
is because I have long felt decidedly upon the question of the "Veto,” 
so called. I woold gladly have remained Silent, but I have for fifteen 
years opposed it in other forms, and under other circumstances, and I de
sire now afresh to asseqtoy conviction. I will endeavour to meet the 
arguments that have beeft udduced by those who think that the Bishop 
should have an absolute veto upon the proceedings of the Synod.

1st. They assert that it is inherent in the Bishop’s office—his by divine 
right. I deny this, and I call upon them for proof. I deny that, either 
in Scriptjjra, history, or precedent, they can find any ground for assert- 
lyMhis claim. If it exists produce it. In the mean time, I maintain 
that there is no such ground. The Bishop possesses certain inalienable 
rights—spiritual privileges, with which no Synod can interfere—entirely 
independent ; and if these were threatened I would be the first to stand 
up in their defence; but when you claim for him a veto upon purely 
temporal questions, or when you so mingle temporal and spiritual that 
they canaot be distinguished and separated, when you claim for him a 
civil veto, as well as a spiritual, then I am decidedly against you, and 
I think it ought not to be granted—it is a veto on proceedings in Synod 
that is sought. How can you say we are asking the Bishop to sur
render that which is essential to the Episcopate, in the face of facte 
drawn from the Church in the United States. If the veto were an 
essential part of the Episcopate would those great, and good, and learn
ed men, equal to any who have filled the Bishop’s chair, have consented 
to sit without it T Shall we do them the injustice of believing that 
they would basely surrender their rights and privileges? No I Built 
is argued because of the ill feeling towards Bishops consequent

I f
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Bat is it considered that the Bishop is a corporation sole, while the 
Clergy and Laity are deliberative bodies who must decide by majority. 
You want to form an autocrat government and deposit the power in one 

—it is a very different thing, a body of men deliberating and 
deciding by a majority of votes and one man exercising his own irres
ponsible will. Finally, then, I think I have disposed of all 
meats that have been advanced in favour of giving the Veto, 
now only ask you, 1st, to remember that

man,

* the argu- 
I would

. ... . we are not copying, we are
initiating,—let us not trammel ourselves with that which hereafter we
may not be able to throw off if it should be found advisable to do so ; the 
Synod can give the Veto at any future period—but once given, how’can 
you shake it off if it does not work well, and what precedent have we ? 
2nd. Is it reasonable to give such power to one man ? The Bishop sits 
here—presides—influences—votes, if he pleases-and then he may retire 
and nullify our action by his vote. It is conceivable that the whole body 
of Clergy and Laity may agree upon some resolution, and yet the Bishop 
—having the Veto—can prevent its becoming law. 8urely this is not 
wise. I argue upon the principle of the thing. I do not fear its exercise 
with the present Bishop ; but it does seem to me calculated to act most 
prejudicially upon a legislative body—that it should have presiding 
who combines in himself a legislative and executive power, 
upon all their proceedings. Said one distinguished laynyrii of the Dio
cese of Vermont, in re^fy to the question, “ why do you 
conventwtf?”
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ot attend your

I ha^e no interest in them, for I cannpt consent to be 
I shall content myself Jith reading an 

opinion of Dr. Hawks’, who is considered by some in the United States 
as superior as a canonist to Judge Hoffman, and secimd the motion- 
Dr. Hawks warned the Church against the danger of11 concentrating al1 
power in the hands of one man." He said, “ But we have another 
objection to it. In the 8th article the Bishop is made the judge in all 
ecclesiastical trials, nothing but this was wanting to make him absolute- 
With no interests in view, except those of the Church

,3.
h made a mere autonfaton.”;h
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iis

at large, contri
buting with uncalculating honesty of devoted affection, our humble aid 
in fixing principles which may promote the peace and happiness of the 
Church long after we are in our grave, we have spoken with plainness 
of the legislation of the Diocese of Vermont. We are not afraid to say 
that she has given too much power to the Bishop.” He further expresses 
himself thus: “We say it with all imaginable respect, Bishops were 
made for the Church—the Church was not made for Bishops. Wo can
not but speak therefore and utter our humble voice of warning when we 
behold Standing Committees trimmed down to be mere advisers of the 
Bishops, when in the legislation of the Church we see the Bishop 
'expected' to inform the Convention what his opinion is on 'every1 
subject, and when they and we have voted on the question and the
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he adduced so strong testimony against it as t,o make him (Canon Ban
croft) feel that he was very far indeed from being alone in the opinions 
he held on the subject. He (Mr. B.) denied the doctrine that the Synod 
was but an emanation from the Bishop, and that without a bishop there 
could be no church. It might be said, but, if so, it would be in the 
face of many great divines. After the question was once decided, he 
should be ready to attempt to work it out ; but let him have his say in 
the meantime. It was a solemn question. The eyes of the Church in 
Canada, the United States, of England, and of the Protestant churches 
of the Continent were upon them—of those churches of the Continent 
whose clergy, down to the restoration, were admitted to English pulpits 
and benefices, without taking orders afresh—of those churches which sent 
the Lutheran missionaries, who were at first almost the only ones employ
ed by the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel.

Rev. J. Jones said those were Moravians with episcopal ordination.
Rev. Canon Bancroft went on to say that he understood his Lordship 

to speak as if he thought the veto would rarely be used ; now if it were 
thus to remain a dead letter, why retain it, if it were offensive- to many 
Christians and cast a" reproach on those American Churches, which 
some gentlemen had sàid were only Presbyterians. Under these cir
cumstances why not fall back on a qualified veto, by which the Bishop 

x might suspend, for one or two years, any legislation which, after that 
time, should be passed without any will of his in the matter. He moved 
the following amendment :— /

Jictolved,—That the words after “ concurrent assent,” in the 
20th line of the proposed resolution, be left out, and the follow
ing words substituted : “ Of the clergy and delegates : should the 
Bishop express his disapprobation of any such rule, canon, law or 
regulation, it shall be reconsidered at the next annual meeting 
and shall become binding on the Church in this Diocese, 
when it shall again have received the assent of two-thirds of the 
clergy and lay delegates present at such next annual meeting.”

Hon. Geo. Moffatt thought the resolution out of order, as the meet
ing had already decided that the last part of the resolution should not 
be struck out.

Hdoh Taylor, Esq., seconded the motion. After some preliminary 
remarks he said that the Divine right of Episcopacy might.be founded 
on Scripture ; but with deference to His Lordship he thought this ques
tion had nothing to do with that divine right. The Synod was there to 
attend to the temporalities and discipline of the Church, and its power 
was founded on a Provincial statute. They were not to circumscribe 
the rights of the Bishop ; but the Bishop certainly never had a right to

? 3
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SECOND DÀY-)le
,nd
led
ive fHis
lest The members ne-assembled on Wednesday morning at 9} a.m., at St. 

John's Church./After Morning Prayers in the Church, they again ad
journed to the ISchool-room, and the Lord Bishop formally opened the 
first reguIar^Synod of this Diocese “In the name of God—Amen.”

His Loraship then read the following prayer :
Almighty^od our Heavenly Father, whose most dearly beloved Son 

Jesus Christ did purchase unto Himself an universal Church, to which 
He promised to give His Holy Spirit, to teach and to guide, to sanctify 
and edify it until His coming again ; mercifully look upon the same, 
and at this time, we beseech Thee, to regard with Thy special favour that 
branch of it to which we belong in this country. Stir up, 0 Lord, 
wills and hearts that we may recognise the high responsibility to which 
Thou hast called us, of bearing witness to Thee before men. From all 
apathy and indifference, from all prejudice and party spirit, ggod Lord, 
deliver us : and grant that, as there is one Lord, one faith, one baptism, 
bo we may all with one heart and mind strive together, that the name 
of the Lord Jesus may be magnified.

And as we humbly beseech Thee for this Church in general, so espe
cially for the Synod of the Bishop, the Clergy, and people at this time 
assembled. Thou, Lord, who knowestthe hearts of men, andfashionest 
them after Thine own pleasure, be pleased to cause that those who have 
been selected in the several parishes to advise upon the affairs of the 
Church may be not only chosen of men, but separated and sent by the 
Holy Ghost, and largely endued by Him with gifts and grace for their 
important work. Vouchsafe, 0 Lord, to direct and prosper all our con
sultations to the advancement of Thy glory, and the good of Thy people. 
Let nothing be done through strife or vain glory, through fear of men
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Note.—This Prayer, taken from a little work entitled “ F.aith, Duty 

and Prayers of a Christian Missionary,” printed at St. Augustine’s 
College press, Canterbury, was directed byfthe Bishop to be used in all 
the Churches of this Diocese, on two Sundays previous to the day 
appointed for the Election of Lay Delegates, and afterwards until the 
meeting of the Synod.
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over any but those who are or shall be members of 
Church.”

Rev. G. Slack, seconded by Rev. J. Sykes, moved that the words in 
the second clause, “as it has been, an integral portion of the United 
Church of England and Ireland, and we declare our firm and unanimous 
resolution” be struck out.

The Dkan asked if it was meant, by leaving out those words, to 
declare that they were not an integral portion of the Church of England, 
lie considered they were so, forming a part of the province of Canter
bury.

Rev. G. Slack did not wish to raise that ques^iojt, but simply desired 
to leave out the words as unnecessary. i

The Bishop said that in many respects they were an integral portion 
of the Church of England. Among others, an appeal lay to the Arch
bishop of Canterbury from the Bishop here, and although they elected 
their Bishops here, the Queen appointed them. They sent home their 
nomination and the Queen gave validity to it. It should also be ob
served that the clergy are required before ordination to sign the three 
articles of the 36th canon, declaring therein their assent to the Prayer- 
Book as now set forth ; and acknowledging the supremacy of the Queen.

The Archdeacon said, if they left out those words, they would be 
the first of the Colonial Synods which had neglected to declare itself in 
union with the Church of England and an integral portion of it.

Rev. D. Lindsay said it seemed unfair that while clergymen coming 
here from England were received at once, on an equal footing, clergy- 

from Canada could not go to England and take a benefice there.
The Bishop said that any clergyman ordained here was admissible to 

any benefice in England, even the highest—only he must receive the 
license of the Archbishop. The case was different with the United 
States. Any person ordained by a Bishop of the United States could 
not hold a benefice in England, without an Act of Parliament.

Rev. W. Bond thought it should be stated, in the most unequivocal 
manner possible, that they held themselves an integral portion of the 
Church of England.

Rev. G. Slack said this discussion had been raised against his wish, 
but since it had been raised, he must state a matter personal to himself 
in justification of the position he had assumed. When in England in 
1840 he had an only sister about to be married. As was natural, she 
desired that be should perform the marriage ceremony, but on consult
ing her lawyer on the subject, he was informed that it was not legally 
competent for him to do so. He did not see, then, how they could state 
that they were an integral portion of the Church of England.

Mr. Justice McCord, asked whether if any changes were made in the 
Prayer Book in England, they should be bound bv the"' »
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year to come up to town, and yet without that, the several congregations 
might not be represented if the amendment passed.

Rev Canon Bancroft hoped the amendment would be well consider
ed. He thought that a resident in Montreal could know nothing of the 
requirements of congregations in country parts. If the members of 
such congregations were not able to represent their own congregations 
they ought to be taught to become so.—Was this representation by 
residents ever allowed in the United States ?

Mr. Fdlford thought one. great object of the Synod was *1 
delegates to town, in order Mt they might acquire information, »„ 
afterwards disseminate it in the country.

Judge McCord considered that it was of great consequence that there 
should be persons who could afford local information to the Synod, and 
that, therefore, the delegates should come from the congregations they 
represented.

non-

Rev. W. Morris thought that to restrict the choice 
residents would prevent many distant 
sented.

of delegates to 
gregations from being repre- 

The cost of coming to town was often a serious one.
The Archdbacon knew many lay delegates residing in Montreal, who 

were quite as well informed .respecting the respective localities 
~ persons actually resident there. These

con

as the
persons, though living in the 

city, had long resided in the country, and by their friends and relatives 
kept up a constant communication with their old neighbours.

Rev. J. Scott thought the whole matter might well 
choice of the people of the Parishes themselves.

!

be left to the

Mr. Armstrong said that he believed he would have been unanimous
ly elected by the congregation of the Parish where he now resided ; but 
he was really sent by a Parish where he was born ; where many ofjrff^ 
relatives lived ; and where he still had great interests. If this ar^nd- 
ment were carried he would be prevented from representing that Xce 
If the amendment were made, many places in the Northern parts of the 
Province could not be represented at all.

x
Rev. J. 0. Davidson admitted the difficulty in some cases ofprocuri 

local residents as delegates ; but if there were apathy, indifference 
worldly mindedness, that should not be encouraged by the clergy. The 
people should be taught to take an interest in the affairs of the Church. 
He thought no one would decline to serve on account of the loss of 
time ; but the expense might be an object in distant Parishes. 
Synod, however, was formed to meet all these The

, cases, and he thought that
there should be a fund provided for travelling expenses, for all who felt 
they ought to receive it.

de C. O’Grady thought this might be left open. Wherever 
competent man in a country Parish he would be sent.

Rev. G.
there was a

J
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interrupt the good feeling and good temper w 
pily prevailed.

The amendment having been lost,
The Rev. I. P. White objected to the 

the right of being elected.

ill
1

restriction to communicants ofH

considerable difficulty about 
he said thatstated that there had been

United States in many of the Dioceses ;His Lordship 
this question in the
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at the last convention in Maryland, where non-communicants had been 
admitted to vote, they wanted to go back again, and deprive them of 
that power ; but at last had determined merely to recommend the con
gregations to elect communicants

The Rev. J. Scott said that whether a man were a communicant or 
not was a matter between lîîm and Jbis God. There were many who 
thought themselves good Ohurchmed, who were not communicants ; but 
whom he should be most happy to ftust with the concerns managed by 
the Synod. J

Mr. Shilton thought no one should be a Delegate who had not a deep 
interest in the Church, and those who had that would be communicants.

Hon. Judge MoOobd was in favor of restricting the right to 
cants.

An amendment, moved by the Rev. I. White, seconded by the Rev.
J. Scott, to strike out the words “communicants” was lost.

Mr. Bancboet then moved to insert, after the words “upwards” 
the following—“ Entitled within such cure to vote at Vestry Meetings » 
or who, though not entitled to vote at Vestry Meetings, hold pews or 
sittings in the Church, the congregation of which the Delegates are 
elected to represent."

The article, as amended, was then passed.
The 3d Article was then read :—
“ The Minister himself, if present, shall preside at the election ; 

and, in his absence, the Curate or assistant Minister, or the Senior 
Church Warden, or a Chairman elected by a majority of those 
present.
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The following words were added, » taking precedence in the ordain
which they are here named,” and the article was then carried. w

>The 4th Article was then put 
“ Every separate cure served by a licensed Minister shall be 

entitled to elect two Lay Representatives ; but when there shall be 
more congregations, having a corresponding number of 

church edifices within one cure, then each of such congregations 
shall be entitled to elect one representative.”

:

two or
and■

le, to 
hap- The Rev. 0. A. Wbthbrall moved, seconded by Dr. Smallwood, to 

change the word one in the last line for two.
Carried.

,nts of The 6th Article was carried as follows
6. All Lay Delegates shall, each one before taking his seat in 

Synod, produce to and deposit with the Lay Secretary or other 
officer of the Synod, appointed to receive the same, a certificate

o

about 
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Mr.in the following form, to be signed by the Chair-
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The 1th Article was read as follows
“ Clergymen who have been members of the Synod, but 

have been luperannuated by ago or infirmity, may con
attend the meetings of the Synod.”

endment having been suggested, this was earned in the follow
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Mr. Bancroft then moved to substitute the following for the 8th 
Article :—

“ The Synod shall meet on the 3rd Tuesday in June, in the next 
and following years, in the City of Montreal, or at such other time 
and place as the said Synod shall appoint at its last previous 
meeting; provided that the Bishop may call special meetings, 
when he shall consider it necessary, or at the request in Siting 
of a--------- number of lay and clerical members.” Carried.

Hon. Gborgb Moffatt then moved, seconded by Rev. J. Flanaoan 

“That the blank be filled up with the words 'ten clerical 
bers of separate Cures, and thirty lay delegates.’ Carried.

The 9th Article was read as follows

:

mem-

“ When the Bishop is not present, the Senior Dignitary of the 
Church in the Diocese then present shall preside in his place ; 
and, when the See is vacant, the Dignitary of the Church next in 
rank to the Bishop in the Diocese shall summon a meeting of the 
Synod and preside.”

Rev. 0. A. Wbthbrall, seconded by Rev. G. Slack, moved in amend- 
. ™ent t0 change the words “Senior Dignitary ” for « Senior Clergyman.”

The Bishop, then, having suggested some amendments, the Article 
was passed in the following form

“ When the Bishop is not present, his Commissary shall preside ; 
and when the See is vacant, the Dignitary of the Church next in 
rank to the Bishop in the Diocese shall, within a fortnight after 
the occurrence of such vacancy, summon a meeting of the Synod, 
to be held in not less than thirty days, to elect a successor to such 
See, at which meeting he shall preside. And at such meeting 
no business shall be transacted except the election of such 
cessor.”

Articles 10, 11, and 12, were then carried as follows
“A quorum of the Synod shall consist of not less than 

fourth of the whole number of both Clergy and Lay representa
tives respectively.”

“There shall be two Secretaries, one from the Clergy, the other 
from the Laity, who shall keep the regular minutes of all proceed
ings of the Synod ; shall record them in a book provided for that 
purpose; shall preserve all papers, memorials, and other docu-
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mente ; .ball certify the public acte of the Synod ; and shall deli- 

11 records and documents to their successors.
“ There shall be a Treasurer of the Synod, who shall receive 

ind disburse all monies collected and paid under its authority, 
f,,nd two Auditors, who shall annually inspect and report on the

Condition of the accounts. ’
ArtiC,ei 13’ ær shall be taken separately, when re- 

quircd by three members of each order,-each vote be™g deter- 
ined by the majority of the members present, in each order 
« No Le shall be binding on the Members of the Church 

this Diocese at large, which has not received the concurrent asse 
Bishop, the Clergy and the Laity, and has not been passed

in the Synod.”
.iolXCf oXr,'" ‘canon., .Ml be mtrotad i« writmg, 

end considered at the meeting at which it is introduced; and, i 
approved by a majority of each order, shall lie over to the nex 
meeting o( the Synod, but shall not be finally adopted unless 
approved by majorities consisting of two-thirds of both Clergy and

Laity then present.” ______

A provisional Resolution to provide for the Election of’aBishop was 
th^n adopted,-the said resolution to come up for reconsideration

DC u TfZ electioTof a Bishop to a vacancy in the See, the 

Clergy and Laity shall vote separately by ballot-the Clergy by 

individuals and Laity by parishes or cures. A 
in each order shall determine the choice, provided that two-thirds 
of the Clergy entitled to vote are present, and two-thirds çf all 
the parishes or cures entitled to be represented; otherW,6e^°" 
thirds of the votes of each order shall be necessary to determine

the choice.” ______
The Rev. G. Slack then moved, seconded by the Rev J. Fultok,-- 

« That a Standing Committee of three Clergymen, anl three Lay Dele
gates, be appointed to advise with the Bishop."

The Rev mover having made a few remarks in support of thlsmotion, 
Mr. Ohambiblim moved, seconded by the Rev. J. Flahaoa», 

the said motion do lay over till next meeting." Carried.
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The Bishop then said that a Committee should be appointed, he 

thought, to take steps to provide for the expenses of those attending 
the Synod, by assessing the parishes in some way.

Major Campbrll—The Act provides, my Lord, that we can levy no 
rate or assessment.

The Lord Bishop—Of course not a compulsory one. What he meant 
. WM t0 decide uP°n some sort of due proportion in which parishes ought 

voluntarily to contribute. He would suggest that the City Churches, 
whose delegates had been put to no expense, should take up collect 
for the purpose. •

ons

Rev. D. Lihdsay thought this would be unfair, for the city people 
had so hospitably entertained the people from the country they ought 
not to be farther taxed. <

^ His Lordship then said he desired to call their attention to the sub
ject of a Provincial Synod or General Assembly. In the Upper Canada 
Diocesan Synods they had elected delegates to such a Synod, and he 
had been requested by the Bishop of Toronto to ask this Synod to do 
the same. He had replied that he thought it premature to take these 
steps till the Queen had appointed a Metropolitan, and it Would be 
necessary to memorialise Her Majesty upon the subject. Thereupon he 
had been requested to draft such a memorial, which he had done, and 
the draft had been approved of by their Lordships the Bishops of Toronto 
and Huron. His Lordship then read the draft as follows

To thï Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty :
The humble Petition of the Bithop, Clergy and Laity of the Diocete of 

Montreal, fa the Province of Canada, in Synod attumbled.
We, the Bishop, Clergy and Laity of the Diocese of Montreal, in the 

Province of Canada, in Synod assembled, beg leave, humbly and 
pectfully, to address Your Majesty, and to state that__

Whereas Your Majesty has been graciously pleased to give Your 
Royal assent to an Act passed by the Legislative Council and Assembly 
of this Province, entitled, “An Act to enable Members of the United 
Church of England and Ireland in Canada to meet in Synod,” which 
Act was proclaimed oil the 28th day of May, 1857 ; and whereas by the' 
said Act, provision was made, not only for holding Diocesan Synods in 
each separate Diocese in this Province, but also for the holding of 
General Synods, wherein the Bishops, Clergy and Laity of the different 
Dioceses may meet in General Assembly by such representatives as 
shall be determined and declared by th#m in the several Dioceses ; and 
whereas Your Petitioners feel assured that such meeting, in General 
Assembly of the Province, will materially aid the general management 
and good government of the said Church of England and Ireland in 
Canada:

f
t
8

i

19

ie

ie
res->y

es
ds
all
ro
ne

i—
sic-

ion|
hat

—
__

A



38
ment, ' 
Irelanc 

It is 
and ac 
and to 
tensioi 
are or

Therefore and in order to enable the Bishops, Clergy and Laity of 
the said Church in Canada to have the full ^^ytill be
the said Act, Your Petitioners humbly pray ™ ce8.

graciously pleased to cause such meawre ^ ^ ^ Church in this 
sary in order to appoint one nprosftarv powers may be
Province to be a Metropolitan ; * * the Baid General Assembly,
vested in him, for holding an presi 1 importer the Church in this Province, and full effect be given
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His Lordship was authorised to sign the above Petition

the Diocesan Synod.
The Synod then proceeded

the Provincial Synod, when calledl w> oint Committees—on 
After which, the Bishop was anthons» ^ feedings, and on the 

Finance, on Rules, Regulations and Order of Proceeding ,

Division of Parishes.
Some conversation ensued as 

could report. If the Synod only met annually,

**• ^ “ 

necessary in order to secure a proper organization ^ fey the
After which the Synod adjourned, and the meeti g 

Bishop with the Apostolic Benediction. nt^3 being tem-
Of the 63 clergymen in the Diocese, J bome. Three

absent ft.» the Pro.,...,

d S. S. Wood.

CONSTITUTION AS PASSED. 
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ment, which are at present recognized "by the Church of England and 
Ireland.

It is our earnest wish and determination to confine our deliberations 
and action to matters of discipline, to the temporalities of the Church, 
and to such regulations of order as may tend to her efficiency and ex
tension ; and we desire no control or authority over any but those who 
are or shall be members of our own Church. *

CONSTITUTION OF THE SYNOD.

1. The Synod shall consist of the Bishop of the Diocese, of the Clergy
v

of the same licensed to the cure of souls therein, or holding office in 
any Collegia or School under the jurisdiction of the Bishop (such Clergy 
not being under ecclesiastical censure), and of Lay representatives to 
be elected as hereinafter provided.

2. The Lay representatives shall be male communicants of at least 
one year’s standing, of the full age of twenty-one years, and shall be 
elected annually at the Easter meetings, or at any Vestry meeting (spe
cially called for such purpose by incumbents, after due notice onltwo Sun
days), held by each Minister having a separate cure of souls ; and all 
Laymen within the cure, of twenty-one years or upwards, entitled with
in such cure to vote at Vestry meetings, or who hold pews or sittings in 
the church, though not entitled so to vote, who shall have declared 
themselves in writing to be11 Members of the United Church of England 
and Ireland, and to belong to no other religious denomination,11 shall 
have the right of voting at the election ; provided always, that the first 
election under this rule shall not take place until the Easter meetings in 
the several Parishes in the year 1861.

3. The Minister himself, if present, shall preside at the election ; and 
in his absence, the Curate or assistant Minister, or the Senior Church 
Warden, or a Chairman elected by the majority of those present, taking 
precedence in the order in which they are here named.

4. Every separate cure setved by a licensed Minister, shall be entitled 
to elect two Lay Representatives ; but when there shall be two or more 
congregations, having a corresponding number of church edifices, within 
one cure, then each of such congregations shall be entitled to elect two 
representatives.

6. All Lay Delegates shall, each one before taking his seat in Synod, 
produce to and deposit with the Lay Secretary or other officer of the 
Synod, appointed to receive the same, a certificate of his election in the 
following form, to be signed by the Chairman of the meeting

“ This is to certify that at a meeting, held this day for the purpose of 
electing delegates to represent this congregation or parish in Synod, 
being the parish or mission of
one year’s standing, and of the full age of twenty-one years, was elected
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Diocese i 
Bishop, 1 

16. Ai 
Rules of 
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jority of 
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by the Laymen of this congregation, who have a right to vote at such 
election, by virtue of their,having, in accordance with the 2nd clause of 
the Constitution of the Synod of this Diocese, declared themselves in

be members of the Unitedwriting in a book kept for that purpose to .
Church of England and Ireland and to belong to no other denomination, 
and being otherwise qualified under the provisions of said clause.

“ Signed,
And such certificate shall be considei 
the election : and such Lay Delegatÿ'shall continue in office till hie sue-

and taken as sufficient proof of

eessor is appointed.
•6. If a vacancy should occur 

death, resignation, or any other cause, the Minister shall proceed to hold 
a new election with as little delay as possible, after due notice.

7. Clergymen who have served in the Diocese and are resident in t e 
superannuated, may attend the meetings of the

itf the number of representatives, by

The Veiy 
The Venei 
Reverend 
Reverend 
Reverend

same, but are now 
Synod and vote at the same.

8 That the Synod shall meet on the third Tuesday in June in every 
year, after the present, in the City of Montreal, or at any other such time 
or place as said Synod shall appoint at its last previous meeting ; pro
vided also, that the Bishop may call a special meeting when he shall 
consider it necessary to do so ; or shall do so on the requisition of 10

Clerical and 30 Lay members. ■ .....
9. When the Bishop is not present his Commissary shall preside in his 

place ; and'when the See is vacant, the senior Dignitary of the Church 
next in rank to the Bishop, in the Diocese, shall, within a fortnight of 
the occurrence of such vacancy, summon a Synod, to be held in not less 
thun so days, to elect a successor to the See, at which he shall preside, 
and at such meeting no business except such election shall be proceeded

fi

- ft

with.
10. A quorum of the Synod shall consist of not less 

of the whole number of both Clergy and Lay representatives respectively.
11. There shall be two Secretaries, one from the Clergy, the other 

from the Laity, who shall keep regular minutes of all proceedings of the 
Synod, shall record them in a book proyided for that purpose, shall pre
serve all papers, memorials, and other documents, shall certify the pub
lic acts of the Synod, and shall deliver all records and documents to 

their successors.
12. There shall be a Treasurer of the Synod, who shall receive and 

disburse all moneys collected and paid under its authority ; and two Au
ditors, who shall annually inspect and report on the condition of the 

accounts.
13. The vote of each order shall be taken separately, when s<A re

quired by any three members, each vote being determined by the majo
rity of the Members present, in each order.
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14. No rule shall be binding on the Members of the Church in this 
Diocese at large, which has not received the concurrent assent of the 
Bishop, the Clergy and the Laity, and have been passed in the By nod.

15. Any proposition for an alteration of the Constitution, Regulations, 
Rules of Order, or Canons, shall be introduced in writing, and consider

ed at the meeting at which it is introduced ; and, if approved by a 
jority of each order, shall lie over till the next meeting of the Synod, 
but shall not be finally adopted unless approved by majorities consisting 
of two-thirds of both Clergy and Laity then present.

ma-

REPRESENTATIVES TO PROVINCIAL SYNOD

CLBBGT.

The Very Reverend the Dean. 

The Venerable Abchdeacon. 
Reverend Canon Leach. 

Reverend Canon Bancbont. 
Reverend W. B. Sown.

J. Ellegood.
B. Duvbbnbt.

" J. C. Davidson. ; 

D. Lindsay.

J. Scott.

I. P. White.

G. Slack.

LAITY.
The Honorable George Moïpait.

Judge Aylwin. 

Judge McCord.

P. H. Moore, MX.C.

Major Campbell, C. B. 

Doctor Smallwood. 

Hugh Taylor.

James Armstrong. 

Stevens Baker.

John Yuli.

Hiram Poster. 

Robert A Young.

Jt

h r

FINANCE COMMITTEE
To inquire into the subject of the better sustentation of the Church,—the increase 

of existing endowments,—the dilapidation of Church property,—and the best 
• means of providing for the expenses of the Diocesan Synod.

< CLERGY.

Canon Bancroft, Trinity CK, Montreal. Hon. Judge McCord, Cathedral.
Rev. W. Anderson, Nor»!.

Rev. J. Flanagan, Laehine.

Rev. W. Jones, Granby.

Rev. W. Montgomery, PMlipeburg.

Rev. L P. White, Chaifbly.

■ «1

i 'iLAITY.

1
Capt. Wainwbioht, St. Andrewt. 

P. D. PeiFOBD, Hemmingford. , 

J. Mo

i

' *RRipoE, Huntingdon. 

H. Roebuck, Coteau du Lae. 
W. Smith, Onelow.
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COMMITTEE ON THE ORGANIZATION OF PARISHES
To inquire into the subject of the better organization of parishes and missions, and 

the forming new ecclesiastical districts, due regard being had to all the legal 
claims of existing incumbents.

Archdeacon Gilson, Cathedral. *
' Rev. E. DuvBRNBT, Hemmingford.

Rev. R. Lindsay, Brome- <
Rev. F. 8. Neve, Grenville.

Rev. G. Slack, Milton.

Rev. C. A. Wbihbkall, Lacolle.

ft

V
J. C. Baker, Dunham.

B. Chamberlin, Famham. 
J. Higginson, Buckingham. 

J. R. Roberts, Philipeburg. 

R. Taylor, Laprairie.

G. C. Robinson, Potion.

o
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

To draw up rules for governing the order of proceedings and for the preservation of 
order at the future meetings of the Synods, and to devise a plan for arranging 
all the business to be brought forward at the next meeting, and to make Un
necessary preparations for holding the same.

The Dean, Cathedral.

Rev. W. B. Bond, St. Georgtf*.

Rev, J. Ellbgood, St. Stephen’e.

Rev. G. De C. O’Grady, Maecouche.

Rev. F. Robinson, Abbotsford.
Rev. E. J. Rogers,CAoptom to the Forces.

( !

)
Hon. George Moffatt, Cathedral. 

J. Armstrong, Berthier.

H. Bancroft, Trinity.

E. Shelton, Berthier.

C. Smallwood, M.D., St. Martin. 

C. Lindsay, St.Johns.
s

0*

SECRETARIES
J. Armstrong.Rev. E. J. Rogers. |

0
TREASURER

T. B. Anderson.
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The first formal movement towards obtaining Synodical action 
for the Church of England, in British North America, was made 
by the Bishops of the several Dioceses then established ; who, 
being met in conference at Quebee, drew up and published the 
following document :—

r £

MINUTES
x)

OF A
i

CONFERENCE OF THE BISHOPS J
1or/

QUEBEC, TORONTO, NEWFOUNDLAND, FREDERICTON, AND
MONTREAL,

Holden at Quebec, fbom Sept. 24th to Oct. 1st, 1851.
o

(9 oI. GENERAL DECLARATION.
We the undersigned, Bishops of the North American Colonies in the 

Province of Canterbury, having had opportunity granted to us of meet
ing together, have thereupon conferred with each other respecting the 
trust and charge committed to our hands, and certain peculiar difficulties 
of a local nature which attach to the same.

We desire, therefore, in the first place, to record our thankfulness that 
we have been so permitted to assemble, and our sense of the responsibi
lity lying upon us before GQD and the world to promote the Glory of 
His great name, to advance the kingdom of His Son, to seek the salvation 
of immortal souls, and what we feel to be inseparably united with these 
objects, to establish and extend, wherever there is a demand for her 
services, the system, the teaching, the worship, and the ordinances of 
the United Church of England and Ireland.

We feel that, in the prosecution of this.great work, we are surrounded 
by many discouragements, ^embarrassments and hindrand^, which by 
the grace of God, we are prepared patiently to encounter, and, while 
they may be appointed to continue, patiently to endure, but for which, 
nevertheless, it is our duty to seek all lawful remedy, if such remedy is 
to be found.
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We have therefore prepared the statement which follows, of our views 
in redation to these subjects of our 6are and solicitude ; and we desire 
to commend it to the favorable consideration of our Metropolitan, His 
grace the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, in the hope that he may be 
moved to assist us in obtaining relief from those evils of which we have 
to complain, as well as to counsel us in the disposal of questions which 

before us in the exercise of our Episcopal duties.

II. CONVOCATION.

In consequence of the anomalous state of the Church of England m 
these Colonies with reference to its General Government, and the doubts 
entertained as to the validity of any Code of Ecclesiastical Law, the 
Bishops of these Dioceses experience great difficulty in acting in accord- 

with their Episcopal Commission and Prerogatives, and their 
decisions are liable to misconstruction, as if emanating from their indi
vidual will, and not from the general body of the Church ; we therefore 
consider it desirable, in the first place, that the Bishops, Clergy, and 
Laity, of the Church of England in each diocese should meet together in 
Synod, at such times and in such manner as may be agreed. Secondly, 
that the Laity in such Synod should meet by representation, and that 
their Representatives be Communicants. Thirdly, it is our opinion that, 
as questions will arise from tine to time which will affect the welfare 
of the Church in these Colonies, it is desirable that the Bishops, Clergy, 
and Laity should meet in Council under a Provincial Metropolitan, with 
power to frame such rules and regulations for the better conduct of our 
Ecclesiastical affairs as by the said Council may be deemed expedient. 
Fourthly, that the said Connell should be divided into two houses, the 
one consisting of the Bishops of these several Dioceses under their 

Metropolitan, and the other of the Presbyters and Lay members of the 
Church assembled (as before mentioned) by representation.

Upon these grounds it appears to us necessary that a Metropolitan 
should be appointed for the North American Dioceses.

III. CHURCH MEMBERSHIP.

Doubts being entertained who are to be regarded as Members of the 
Church of England In these Colonies, and as such, what are their special 
duties and rights, we are of opinion that Church Membership requires 
(1) admission into the Christian Covenant by Holy Baptism, as 
Lord commanded, “in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of 
the Holy Ghost (2) that all Church members are bound, according 
to their knowledge and opportunities, to consent and conform to the 
rules and ordinances of the Church, and (3) according to their ability, 
and as GOD hath blessed them, 1o contribute to the support of the 
Church! and specially of those who minister to them in holy things.
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Up®n the fulfilment of these duties, they may, as Church Members, 
claim at our hands and at the hands of our Clergy generally, all custo
mary services and ministrations.

We cheerfully recognize the duty and privilege of preaching the Gospel 
to the poor, and of allowing to those who can make us no worldly 
recompense the same claim upon our services, in public and in private, 
which we grant to the more wealthy members of our flocks.

We are further of opinion that Church Members in full
( ?

communion,
are those only who receive with their brethren the Sacrament of the 
Lora’s Supper, at the hands of their lawful ministers, as directed and 
enjoined by the' Canons and Rubrics of our Prayer Book. Persons 
chosen as representatives of any Parish or Mission to attend any Synod 
or Convocation, should in every case be Members of the C 
Communion.

hurch in full

IV. CANONS OF 1603-4.
Although it is confessedly impossible under existing circumstances to 

observe all these Canons, yet we are of opinion that they should 
complied with so far as is lawful and practicable. But inasmuch as 
the retention of rules which cannot be obeyed is manifestly inexpedient, 
and tends to lessen the respect due to all laws, we hold that a revision 
Of the Canons is highly desirable, provided iXie done by competent 
authority. \

V. ARTICLES AND FORMULARIES.

Whereas the multiplication of sects, among those who profess and 
call themselves Christians, appealing to the same Scriptures in support 
of divers and conflicting doctrines, renders a fixed and uniform standard 
and interpretation of Scripture more than ever necessary, we desire to 
express our thankfulness to Almighty GOD for the preservation of the 
Book of Common Prayer, our entire and cordial agreement with the 
Articles and Formularies of our Church, taken in their literal sense, and 
our earnest wish (as far as in us lies) faithfully to teach the doctrines 
and to use the offices of our Church in the manner prescribed in the said 
Book. And we desire that all the Members of our Church should accept 
the teaching of the Prayer Book, as, under the guidance of the Holy 
Spirit, their best help in the understanding of Holy Scripture, 
the ground work of the religious education of their children.

Z be

1

?

and as

VI. DIVISION OF SERVICES.
yft are of opinion that the Bishop, as ordinary, may authorize the 

Æyision of the Morning Service, by the use of the Morning Prayer, Litany, 
or Communion Service, separately, as may be required ; but that no 
private Clergyman has authority, at his Own discretion, to abridge or 
alter the Services or Offices, or to change the Lessons of the Church.

r
:



46

VII. PSALMS AND HYMNS.
Whereas the multiplication in Churches of different Hymn Books, 

published without authority, is irregular in itself, and h^p a tendency 
to promote division among us, we are of opinion that a judicfous selection 
of Psalms and Hymns by competent authority would tend much to the 
furtherance of devotion and to the edification of piousOnurchmen.
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VIII. OFFERTORY.

We are of opinion that it is desirable and seemly, and would tend to a 
uniformity of practice among us, that whenever a collection is made 
after Sermon, in time of Morning Prayer, the Offertory Sentences should 
be read, and the Prayer for the Church Militant should be used.

IX. HOLY COMMUNION.

We hold it to beof great importance that the Clergy should attend to 
the directions of the Rubric which precede the administration of the 
Holy Communion, respecting “open and notorious evil livers, and those 
who have done wrong to their neighbours by word or deed, and those 
also betwixt whom they perceive malice and hatred to reign,” and that » 
the Members of the Church should signify to the Minister their intention 
to present themselves at the Holy Table, especially when they arrive in 
any place as strangers, or when, being residents in such place, they are 
purposing to communicate for the first time. We conceive that it would 
greatly promote the welfare of the Church, if all our members, who may 
be travelling from one place to another, were furnished with a certificate 
of their membership and of their standing in the Church.

X. MARRIAGES. '
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We hold that a Clergyman knowingly celebrating marriage between 
persons, who are related to each other within the prohibited degrees 
published by our Church in the year of our Lord GOD, 1663, is acting 
in violation of the laws of God and of the Church, and is liable to cen- 

and punishment : and that persons who contract such marriagessure
should not be admitted to the Holy Communion, except upon repentance 
and putting away their sin. And we recommend that the aforesaid 
«« Table of Prohibited Degrees" should be put up in every Church in our 
Dioceses. We are further of opinion that injustice is done our Church 

‘ in withholding from our Bishops the power of granting Marriage Licenses 
which is exercised by the Bishops of the Roman Catholic Church : and that 
in several Dioceses great irregularities, and grievous evils, prevail in con
sequence of the defective state of the Marriage Law. We also hold that 
the Clergy of our Church should abstain from celebrating a marriage 
between persons, bothofwhom professedly belong to another Communion, 
except in cases where the services of no other Minister can be procured.
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XI. REGISTERS.

or Mi^ona g6S’ BaPtisms> and trials, in their several Parishes

We

s
> XII. INTERCOMMUNION WITH OTHER REFORMED

letWorh? * °Pini.0n th,St U i8 much to 1)6 desired that there should be no

Ither R f anrT ° & and free Communion between ourselves other Reformed Episcopal Churches ; and therefore that whe
virtual?6" -fr th6 iame 80UrCe> hold the 8ame doctrines, and are 
virtuai y united as members of the same body of Christ, those impediments

o.>^;rg",*rrirriifo,e- *-* —
XIII. EDUCATION.

(o) General.

. .. „ , are Tery generally introduced and
altogether fromto tt'’ ^ 0) eXdudin8 relifP°“8 instruction 
Roman P Î7 ’’ °' (2) distinction between
Roman Catholics and Protestants : whereby no opportunity is afforded
and dn!vgmf UP Ï ”h‘ldr6n 0f our Communion in the special doctrines 
principle * ° .°Ur.Fa th’ t0 the manifest depravation of their religious

-
distinctly baaed for the membe™ of our Church should be
with sZ , ? °n revealed RellKion of the 01d »nd New Testaments, 
with special reference to their duties and privileges by Baptism regene
rato animade GOD’S Children by adoption and grace *

( -)the n ,all.1iaTWfu! and honorable methods should be adopted to 
he Colonial Legislatures to make grants to the Chutch of England 

i r;be R°man Catholics, and other religious bodies, as thej 

Z ’ Z according to their numbers respectively, for the education 
of the members of thtiir own Communion.

(6) Sunday Schoolt.
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(d) Collegiate Institution»
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(«) Training for the Ministry.
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.MI. ». J " -f «h. Christian Religion ;
missions by the Venerable slL fo l g”titude> th° »id given to 

foreign Part., to whose fostering cafe of the ^epel

daims in all parts of the world, is Co3n °I “Umerous and increasing 
6,d> we desire to impress on all oS a J dually to withdraw i* 
obligations in respect of the J^tofV u* °f fuICIlinK their 
vmw t° this object, we «contend îhat the ?" = and’ with » 
parish or mission should furnish », he Churchwardens in each 
return, duly certified by themselves and Uih ‘V*16 Bi8ho1' a Witten 
paid towards his support for the cunenrffar' of Uie »ums

A our

-

XVI,, --jUSI°n-

and our Clergy, by j°Unden dut7 of ourselves
do the work of good evangelists, yet we df, \ °“r "everal Nations, to 
most solemnly pledged dfi8reo remember that we have

Preserved to us, in this branch of Christ’s HoIv S!7 G,°D that He haa 
. Apostolic commission for our Minis# • f 0hurch’the assurance 

wth it, a confession of pure and catholi» # ^? Callingi and> together
ZT "*“• «-7 n. g,a=“L“t; n
•n the use of these precious gifts enable , 6Ct Snd gulde ua all 
«Pint, in the bond of peace, and in iSS 86,76 Bim ln unity of

}

(Signed,) J. QUEBEC.
JOHN TORONTO.
BDWARü NEWFOUNDLAND 
JOHN FREDERICTON
f. Montreal.
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PREACHED BY THE

JREV. W. B. BOND »

In St. John's Church, Montreal

AT THH

FIRST MEETING OF THE DIOCESAN SYNOD,
JUNE 7, 1869.

'I

“ But let every man take heed how he buildeth thereupon.”—! Cor. tti. 10.

Thus saith the Lord God,11 Behold I lay in Zion for.;a foundation, 
•tone, a tried stone, a precious corner stone, a sure foundation : for other 
foundation can no man lay, t’ian that is laid, which is Christ Jesus 
and upon this foundation ye, as lively stones, are built up a spiritual 
house, a temple of the living God. “But let every man take heed how 
he buildeth thereupon."

This voice and word, inciting to care and watchfulness, may by God’s 
blessing, be useful unto us at this time, when we are assembled together 
fbr a purpose (one would almost say), of awful importance to the Church 
in this Diocese, and consequently to men's souls. That it may have a 
beneficial influence upon our hearts and actions, let us pray, that 
through the declaration thereof being accompanied by the Holy Spirit’s 
power, every member of God’s holy Church in his vocation and ministry, 
may truly and godly serve Him, aud tbât (especially in the 
Synod) we may all with one heart and' mind strive together, that the 
name of the Lord Jesus may be magnified.1

Ttie occasion which produced the Apostle's warning, was the building- 
up of the church in Corinth. Sc.*raul was anxious lest by any means its 
strength should be impaired, or its fair proportions destroyed. He had 
obtained the high privilege of laying the foundation, and had been 
enabled as a wise master-builder to laÿ the only foundation which might 
be laid, a living Christ, and he was warm and earnest in his desire) 
that the work which he had begun should progress, and the building be 
completed without a defect or a blemish, to mar its beauty, or injure its 
usefulness, that indeed it might be a fit habitation for God, through the 
Spirit ; and to this end he speaks with solemn feeling, the admonition 
“ let every man take heed how he buildeth thereupon."
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- . In giving ear to the Apostle's exhortation, 
instruction, we need not enquire who and using it for our own
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Doubtless, instances many and remarkable, present themselves to your 
minds as we speak. Would it not then be to read history in vain? 
Would it not be a culpable disregard of the voice of God in history? 
if we did not with jealous eye scrutinize our work ? But 
this,
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2d. The Word of God warns us. Everyman's work shall be made roani- 
fest. We may build upon the sure foundation, an imperishable work, gold, 
silver, precious stones ; on the contrary, we may build perishable wood, ' 
hay, stubble ; but the day, the Great day of God Almighty shall declare it’ 
because it shall be revealed by fire, and the fire shall try every man’s 
work of what sort it is. It is a solemn truth that our work shall thus 
be tested ; and no less solemn, that those who have been inexact and 
Careless in their work, those who through slothfulness or indifference 
have laboured in vain, shall suffer loss. “If any man’s work shall be 
burnt ho shall suffer loss: but he himself shall be saved; yet so as 
by fire." Is not this the Spirit of God speaking to the believer, and 
admonishing him, to see that he makes no mistake ? warning him that he 
may labour long and earnestly, and yet, if he be not watchful, miss his 
reward ? that if through strife dr vain glory he builds with the materials 
of human wisdom, he will on that day stand and behold the destruction 
of his work, and with fear and trembling for himself, so as by fire, be 
saved? Then “ let every man take heed how he buildeth thereupon.” 

It may add to the force of these considerations if we remember that
The special work to which we now refer, is almost altogether new 

. Our experience in the workings and duties of a Synod, is necessarily 
very slight, and our knowledge only theoretical. This is no reason for 
refusing to engage in the work, if we have ground for the belief, that 
the symmetry and efficiency of our church will be increased by this 
means, we must not shrink from either the responsibility or the labour 
it may entail; but it is a reason for exactness and care, it does give 
force to the Apostle’s “take heed”: what we now do will materially 
affect the church hereafter. It is a small matter the placing of material 
in the building, but if defective, it may in time to come cause great 
trouble to our children, and weakness to our church : if we do not “ take 
heed,” it may be found that through fear of man, or carnal policy, we 
have built up wood, bay, stubble, instead of all striving together, with 
one heart and mind, that the name of the Lord Jesus ma^bc magnified. 
Therefore let us put as far from
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us, apathy and indifference, as we do 
prejudice and party-spirit; and let us with the spirit of counsel and 

,might, of love and of a sound mind, of meekness and patience, of purity 
and godly fear, endeavour so to order and settle things, that pure reli
gion and piety may be established among us for all generations.

There will now arise the important question, to be more carefully 
considered, “ what is to guide us?” when we obey the admonition*\ 9.
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and therefore, St. Paul wrote to them, » Let no man deceive himself if
afooT2thema7vOUb8eemethf,° ** ^ in ^is world, let him become
wKh God " And'd kT’ f:rthe Wi8dom 0fthia world is foolishness 
it ,he do.„ doubtless this human wisdom, as the Apostle terms 

, (he does not mean that true learning, which makes 
and so richly adorns the Apostle’s own 
wise men and
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as the chief element

. „ writings,) this reliance
carnal policy, can be traced in almost all 

and errors which have ever distracted the church, 
that originated the evil.t r )

H. -■««.Pn-r.ta ou,th„ehl, „d Bl, d„lh »„ 
d glorification m all our doings ; by which Christ, as a living Christ in 

each heart, and consequentiy throughout the Church, is all in all to us so 
that whether consulting, or debating, or teaching, or learning or what-
Jesus cTr sT thm * * fiied determi»ation to know nothing but
Jesus Christ and Him crucified : it is the fulfilment in us of that cheer-

lnf r;e’ :itia not ye that ’p*-*’ * sp*» iCiizwhich speaketh in you,” and of that experience realized by U,e Apostle 
of God ,7 t reCei:edvthe Spirit °f the ™ld. but the Spirit which is’
God wh 7 ,re mig?1 °W the thiD^ which «• freely given to us of
teacheTi h r 7aK8°uWe ,pe6k- DOt in the words which man’s wisdom 
teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost
things with spiritual.”

“Dd brethr,in; 8h0Uld DOt our heart’s desire and prayer to God be 
for the possession of this spirit of Wisdom? can we expect true unity
ÔftheT- t fUndiüg’ °r thek»uty of holiness, without this indwelling 
of the Spirit of God, through Christ, being formed 
hearts, the true foundation ?

teacheth, comparing spiritual

in our individual 
Doth it not commend itself, to every man’s9. a 2
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conscience, that Jesus Christ, the precious corner stone of the universal 
Church, laid by God Himself, must, by Divine life and strength, in purity 
of doctrine and example, shew Himself in every individual church, if it 
be a true church, and every individual heart, if it be a living stone fit for 
the spiritual temple ? Can you imagine, dear brethren, the possibility of 
a work that shall stand the test of fire, whether it be of a4rersity here 
or of God’s judgment hereafter, either in our own heart?, or in the 
church of God, without the life of Christ within our souls? Then let 
this be the burthen of our continued supplications for ourselves, for each 
other, and for the whole church, that there may be poured upon us the 
Spirit of wisdom and a sound mind, the Spirit of unity and of brotherly 
love, the abundance of the gifts and graces of God’s Holy Spirit 

May I not, in closing, Fathers in Christ and Brethren of the Clergy 
venture upon a few reflections, applicable, more immediately to ourselves? 
The idea of a temple, with its foundation and cornA-stone, suggests at 
once unity, without this there would be neither strength, beauty, nor 
usefulness ; but unity does not imply sameness, dull uniformity would be 
rather offensive than otherwise ; we may have living stones for strength, 
Uiat in their very massiveness are as beautiful as the carved pillars in the 
house of God, or the polished corners of the tenyile, and they are all 

in Christ inspired by the same life, and cemented together by the
H ^ re l6t US DOt b6 de8pi3ed- or deaP*sei because in some 

outward things we are not alike, if there be unity of the Spirit, in the 
bond of peace. Neither does it imply deadness ;
iônBt3g termS n ‘b® CarnestneeB with which'clergymen debate, and 
contend upon religious subjects, but they forget that we «re in earnest 
or ough to be ; that we realise the importance of the objects fo, which 

contend ; and that if we speak strongly and emphatically, it i, 
*2™ 8tron^' “ » Tery easy fo, one who is possessed by a 
Imuseme t i Knce’ Wh° 6ntere into th# discu88i°" « « -ere

-union and fellowship My TLTZnoZZl

Jolo Ür V 6n rd Birethren °f the “»■ t0 »ddre” » word or two, 
also to you,-You have been called upon to unite with us in this work
of the Synod, in accordance with what Hooker “holds to be a thing
«»der« crt,WitneqUity Md rea80n’ ‘hat no ecclesiastical laws b! 
“Ï 2 , T °°mmonwealth, without consent as well of the laity

2 A gl 9 W°rd " Uk6 heed." »PP»e» equally to you as to 
the Apostle writes “ let every man take heed » : and this indicates

that c 
cising 
that t 
may v 
your i 
sancti 
precio 

Fini 
“ take 
amidsl 
Ohurc 
and dii 
in the 
we ma 
Divine 
there ii 
thjit cc

manife 
said “ 
unto ei

'I

f

nes!
(

{one

men sometimes advert «i

Il /

<U :

/
*



55
that our care must be directed more to our own work than to the criti
that!h ° 8 : and y6t W6 611 haV6 an influence one uPon another so
mav w ,re !" ?° SU thiDg 68 b6ing indePendent o°e of the other. Then 
may we not claim in the name of our God, and of our church your best
eanc'tZ by?aTthMd 8°lemn th°Ught a“d C°-°peration- warmed and" 
sanctified by faithful prayer, so tha^our building may be of sold silrer
precious stones, to the praise and gtory of God ? ’

Finally, let us all continually bear in mind 
“ take heed.”amidst There are two Ihmgs which may be traced as lying all alojg’
ÔTurrh M, Crr0rS that have Texed and weakened the Christ J
Md di. 7 ? W,Sd0m and a party and partial Tiew, in considering
b the TT t C gr6at qUMti0nS Which have from time t0 time arise!

we may h J l " aV°id the8e tW0 thiD^ » our Synod. And that we may be enabled to do so, let us unitedly pray, and earnestly for

thrisTdaT' Y 'V* ^ ^ ^ minds the 8olemn fa°‘bat ere is a day coming when our work shall be tried by God Himselfxszzsxg * « ** « zi
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APPENDIX G.

The following letter from Mr. Justice Aylwin, was read at the 
Meeting of the Synod, by Mr. Bancroft :—

/ J\
Montrbal, 6th June, 1859.

My Dear Sir,—I have to thank you for the letter which 
pleased to address to me, the

o

you were
more particularly, as it puts it in my power 

to discharge in some measure the duty of a Lay Delegate while my 
necessary attendance at the Sittings in Appeal of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench must prevent active participation in the business of the Diocesan 
Synod, at its meeting to-morrow. *

I
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You may remember that whenSynodical action was first attempted 

here, a Declaration and ConstiTOlion, in print, were circulated prior to 
the first meeting of delegates, and what a large majority was prepared to 
adopt them.

tV

If the position of the United Church of England and Ireland in this 
. Colony had remained to us unaltered, the proceedings upon the occasion 

to which I refer, would seem properly to afford a precedent for our 
guidance at this time.

<
f

But two successive Acts of the Provincial Legislature, passed subse
quently, have wholly changed the state of our affairs, and the members 
of the Church have

■)

to deal with a totally different 
As the question presented itself at first, the proposed union was foun

ded entirely upon the consent of Churchmen, Clerical and Lay, with 
the Bishop at their head, to adopt Synodical action, for the management 
tn part ot certain of the affairs of the Church. The association rested 
solely upon the free will and accord of its members; they proposed to 
act unshackled by the Stole and independently of its support or inter- 
▼ention.

now *case.

8uch a compact could not exist without a Constitution ; the first act 
to be done to carry the nroject into effect must be the adopti 
of association, to be delated solely by the will of the framers.

At this time, on the contrary, the Synod will meet by authority of the 
law of the land, (whose creation it is,) and by which the mode and form 
of its existence must be governed.—To the enactment that “ the Bishops, 
Clergy and Laity may meet in their several Dioceses, and in such manner 
and by such proceedings as they shall adopt, frame constitutions, and 
make regulations for enforcing discipline in the Church, for the a{>poU»t- 
ment, deposition, deprivation, or removal of any person bearing office 
therein, of whatever order or degree, and rights of the Crown to the

\
od of articles
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mente/theTropJnyf'affâirsVnd tot'cratT!^""ch^h^

) Ltbei ttvndfeffecting °n,ythe said ohuLr:„?;^nce™:tter9

o^eZr^"^18 oroï aÏy *££
stitutithC C°nditi0nD= " ^^^^“^VS^at^notMng^in the^'”

IIZZS °r regU'ati°n3’ °r any °fthem> sh»11 be contrary °r statute now or hereafter in force, in this Province.”
relv , f g6 P°Wer of appointment, deposition, depn.auo ana

Iny r J t°s of 11T" ^ ^ «rLr o, degree
thpys g . f be °rown t0 the contrary notwithstanding,is conferred uponLtuL onhe'p %COn3'itUted’ Whidl ™ "cver coSemplateT Jan 

nbute of the Free Synod, the present Corporation and all its proceed

a*«“ZUa! s'" ™U? p'0b,bitl“». «“» W.rrmto, Mandat, „d 
bXTus S“PeI"r C°Urt L’™ Canada „ ,;ab„d b,m, 
=™7„ U.‘s™Z mg’ 1 “”'1°d7 Pontic, to ,„„h ,h,„, t«

b. deemed fittid^or necessary ““ ^ “* “,1“' “11
nt^he Free^nnd^f6' 7 ' dec,aral'°n " proposed on the 16th January

The!"3 T dhe Statnte^^^ tMsThair-the

The concluding part of the declaration becomes

-sxzxzvz sssia—

be the WpedieMJ of these rules, the question now
If the’ ler th6y may be consistent with the law as it now st'ands

of tÎe wTolen0bôdnv° 'T™' “d ”° maj°rity either of orders orot the whole body, can give them binding force

i“:«r.^rrrdX"r1- °f th° ^ - -

The Legislature seems to hare contemplated
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Clergy and Laity “together." The rules in question, in opposition to 
this, have a tendency to destroy combined and united action of the whole 
body as one corporation. The separate vote of each order would seem 
to create three separate estates or branches, and concurrent assent is 
substituted to the vote of an absolute majority of all the members with
out distinction. This is certainly an anomalous distribution of powers 
in one and the same bMy, and I apprehend it is one which can'only be 
made in express terms in the Act of incorporation.

As a familiar instanceMe power of the Corporation of Montreal is 
vested in the Mayor, A!de\nen and Councillors. They sit together and 
vote, and the majority decides, but no one can doubt that if the Aldermen 
assumed to vote as a distinct order, or the Mayor to claim separately for 
himself, the granting or withholding of 
Aldermen and 
apprehend rightly.

The cardinal rule of all deliberative bodies is, that the majority of 
votes is to decide. The Synod is only one body, not susceptible of being 
subdivided in such a manner as to elude or violate the application of 
such a rule, and the principle involved in it. Powers, in law, are to 
be strictly construed, not to be enlarged or extended by'implication 
or forced straining.-—With special reference 
quote the words of the leared Selden

“ Subscribing in a Syuod, or to the articles of a Synod, is no such 
terrible thing as they make it; because, if I am of a Synod, it is agreed 
either tacitly or expressly, that whatever Ahe major part determines’ 
the restare involved in it; and therefore I subscribe, though my own 
private opinion be otherwise, and upon the same ground I may, without 
scruple, subscribe to what those have determined, whom I sent, though 
my private opinion be otherwise, having respect to that which is the 
ground of all assemblies—the major part carries it.
Talk of John Selden. Title, Synod 
edition, by Singer

It is to be hoped that in a matter of such importance no determina
tion will be taken rashly, or without due and patient previous enquiry. 
The occasion does not call for precipitate action, on the contrary, it 
caljji for calm and mature deliberation.

It would be of ill
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Discourses or Table 
ssemblies, Page 152: second

\

omen to open the first Synod by an appeal to a 
contest for power between Clergy and Laity. 

Whatever rnay be the party vyws as to the discipline and govern
ment of the Church in Great Britain, none such exist in Lower Canada.

e are too weak and too poor to indulge in such contests, if Christian 
men should be allowed such indulgence anywhere or at any time 
Our Diocesan clergy have only a miserable pittance for their support 
there ,s not one living in the Diocese ;-a Charitable society, through

Court of Law, to decide a
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iA ,^d’ haS ,not destr°yed the Protestant bias of the English neo^c 

i s violence has been in some measure dulled, any return t/tbe
* ?0°rrrat10nS WhiCi °eCaSi0ncd the first -cession wifi be

for a movement that may in the end result in a severance s iÆ
a arming though perhaps equally beneficial in its effect WhaV’has 
been confiscated once may be confiscated again. The same pTweMh! 
wrested mighty possessions from the Catholics may revest than in » 
newer and purer sect ; and the warning ofD'Ewes will be found equally 
applicable to man> circumstances that have recently afforded Object 
for general and seve^ animadversion. " J

We have ventureÿtp indulge in these brief observations, which have
inTto ourTI ^ T COntin"al P"n,0rt °f th0 work wo are introduc 
ng our readers, ic trust without creating any feeling of an unpleas

ant or angry conj/oversial nature in the minds of those many con

p«,T«d“,„S wbo,,hl‘k* “> «cbii=,i,,«i
purity and formal observances of our ancestors previously to the Re 
ormation, will be productive of real good to our Church. We dispute 

eir judgment, but in no way question their sincerity. Whatever the
„ Of dewmo!;; to lh,ï

cau in /6 ,3’ aUSt always bc ad°Pted with the utmost prudence and 
ion to stand a chance of its successful introduction ' Reason with

dnTbéT T o‘B i»".™.!»». f
on the other hand, conviction is impossible, it is surely thT nart' of a 
wise man to preserve what he can of the institution he believes is the

ent°mf fat0VfrCligi°US trUth’ rather than endanger the safety Îf 
entire fabric by engenUering disputes that after al! are fr quefuy

toI&Z ’Z»?'7 “ lhe rK 1 W0"'d *reference
in ,iT ô ” ,lr™ "P ”d report proper rules of proccodi
Li„, 7 lto ■P««»7 transaction of business
maintenance of order as well in debate 
before it.

V-'assu

O

r—<
o

;

CO T )

4

h Y)
e

/

■

ng
and the

»,„n,:;tdu; mchrei

ment of His Glory, the ÏooTof Hi’s ^rcr8"^0119 ‘° ** adVanCe" 

welfare of Our SovereJ,, and her dominions.
Repeating to yoy-the thanks 

to be,

Colo

r 7
and the safety, honor and

with which I commenced, believe me
Your most resspectfully and truly,

ilgrrss, R. A.,
T. C. AYLWIN.

Lachine.
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