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Governor Sir George Grey,
K.C.B,, to the Right Hon.
Edward Cardwell, M.P.

The Right Hon, Edward
Cardwell, M.P., io His
Grace the Archbishop of
Canterbury,

His Grace the Archbishop
of Canterbury to the
Right Hon. Edward

_ Cardwell, M.P,

‘ 'Rev. W. F. Oldham to the

Right Hon. Edward
Cardwell, MLP, -

W, E. Forster, Esq., M.P., to
. the Rev. W, F, Oldham.

NEW ZEALAND,

10 Aug. 1865
(No. 101.)

28 Oct. 1865

8 Nov. 1865

15 March 1866

25 May 1866

Transmits Petition addressedto Her Majesty
by the Bishops of the Church of Eng-
land in New Zealand, and also a Me-
morandum prepared by the Governor’s
Responsible Advisers in relation to that
Petition. - =~ - - -

Forwards the above Despaich and Enclo-
sures.

States that the Law Officers of the Crown
have been requested to inform him
whether the -prayer of the Petition can
be legally granted, and, if so, what legal
steps would be necessary to give effect
to it ; and in the meantime requests his
Grace to favour Mr. Cardwell with any
observations on the subject of the Peti-
tion - .

In reply to the above letter = - -

Referring to the DTetition of the Bishops
- of the Church of England in New
" Zealand, praying for permission to re-
sign their ' Patents granted by the
Crovwn, submits that that Petition gives
10 clue to the feelings of the other two
orders of Clergy and Laity. States
that the feeling of a large majority of |
- both those orders is strongly opposed to |
any unnecessary severance of the tios
which connect the Colonial Church with
the Church and Crown of England' -

Ackhowledgés'the above le‘tter‘.“ -

 BRITISH COLUMBIA AND VANCOUVER ISLAND.

The Right‘ Hon.. Edward

26 Oct. 1864

Transmits proposal. from the Bishop .of |

~Cardwell, M.P, to the | ' (No. 38.) . - British Columbia for the division of the
Governors  of ' British and - Diocese of: British Columbia ‘into twé
. Columbia and Vancouver © Sees, and the Endowment of a new

Islzmd,

Governor ‘Kennedy, C.B.
.. to'the Right.’ Hon. Ed-
- ward Cardwell, M.P, . -

(No.49)

2 Jan. 1865
- (No.3)

. Bishopric, and also'Mr. Cardwell’s letter '
" to the Arghbisl}op of ,Cante:bury D

'Z In reply’ to Mr. Cardwell’s 5]-3ﬂe§pa.jtnch,‘ B

‘No. 49; of 26th October 1864, enclosing

* . the proposal from the Bishop of British- S
. Columbia ; states that, having submitted | |
-, that'proposal’ to the Executive Council, | :::

- -he is of opinion that a compliance with |
- it _would "be  beneficial . to Vancouver |

S 2 N
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Cardwell, M.P., to Go-

vernor Sir Hercules Ro- |

binson,

.

(No. 126.)

240 of the 14fh and 80th December
1865, and No. 55 of 25th March 1866,

Observes that it is necessary to be care- |

~ful in the present unsettled state of the
law that the Synod does not ‘assume to
‘exereise powers which may “prove. to

have been inconsistent ‘with “the law, |

- Encloses, confidentially, n ¢opy ‘of the
" Opinion of the Law Officers’ of . the

- .Crown for the guidance of the Governor, |
and. requests 'that -he will inform .the |
. Bishop that -the request conveyed in |. .-
- the 6th Resolution cannot.be complied |
‘with - . - N N

er .
Nugb From whom. - N“%gi;and Subject. Page.
Series.
8 Governor Seymour to the | 2 May 1865 |In veply to Mr. Cardwell's Despatch
Right Hon. Edward (No. 38.) (No. 38) of 26th October 1864, trans-
Cardwell, M.P, mitting the proposal made by the Bishop
1 of British Columbia for the division of
the Diocese, encloses the opinions of
the M:mbers of the Executive Council
then in the Colony; and calls attention
to the unanimous condemnation by his
advisers of the proposal made by the
Bishop - - - - - 6
9 The Right Hon, Edward | 22 July 1865 | Transmits Governor Seymour’s Despatch
Cardwell, M.P., to his (No. 38). Thinks it would be desirable
Grace the Archbishop of to await the Governo’s arrival in Eng-
Canterbury. land before forming any defini:« opinion
on the subject of the division of the
Diocese - o - =110
10 The Officer administering | 1 March 1866 | Forwarding a Letter from the Bishop of
the Government of British |  (No. 13.) British Columbia to Mr. Cardwell re-
Columbia to the Right " specting the proposed Boundaries of the
Hon. Edward Cardwell, Dioceses - .- - - 1
- M.P. .
COLOMBO. o
11 Governor Sir Hercules Ro- | 14 Dee. 1865 | At the request of the Bishop of Colombo,
binson to'the Right Hon. | (No. 233.) forwards copy of the Proceedings of the
Edward Cardwell, M.P, Synod of Colombo, with a Letter from
: ‘ " hisLordship, in which he invites special
attention to the 6th Resolution of the
Synod, requesting that Clergymen ap- |
pointed from England may, be required
to sign, on their arrival in the Colony,.
the Declaration of Principles adopted by | -
that body - - - - 12
12 Governor Sir Hercules Ro- | 30 Dec. 1865 | Forwards a Letter from Messrs, Morgan,
binson to the Right Hon, (No. 240.) Vane, and Skinner, enclosing a Docu-
Edward Cardwell, M.P. ‘ ment signed by certain members of the
. United Church of England and Ireland,
. recording their desire not to be identified
- with or be held to be represented by the
Synod, or bound by any of its Acts,
Declarations, or Resolutions - ‘- 14
13 Governor Sir Hercules Ro- | 25 March 1866| Forwards a Letter from the Bishop of
: binson to the Right Hon, (No. 55.) - Colomho, cerreeting some of the state- | -
Edward Cardwell, M.P. ‘ ments contained in a Letter received by |
‘ Mr. Cardwell from the Secretary of the
. Church Missionary Society, upon the
- subjeet’ of the Synod lately held in Co-
lombo - .- - - -1 14
The Right Hon. Edward | 8 May 1866 Acknowledges Despatches Nos, 233 and
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18
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W. E. Forster, Esq., M.P.,
to the Rev. H. ’\fenu. -

His Grace the Archbishop
of Canterbury to the
Right Hon. Edward
Cardwell, M.P.

The Rurht Hon. Edward
C'n'dwell, M.P., to his

Grace the Archbxshop of |

Cantcrbury

’\fxss Durdett Coutts to his

-Grace the Archblshop of
C'mtcrbul Y. ,

MISS Bur dett Coutts to the
Darl Russell KG-. o

'8 May 1866

Acknowiedges letter of 18th January, ve-
specting certain Resolutions passed by
the Diocesan Synod of Colombo. States
that the Resolutions of that Synod were
communicated to Mr. Cardwell by the
Governor of Ceylon; and forwards a copy
of the answer which was -tddxessed to
the Governor - - - -

RUPERT’S LAND.

5 April 1865

27 May 1865

chuests that, in the event of the Crown
not being adv ised to appoint & successor
1o Blshop Anderson under. his Letters

. Patent, it will be the view of Her Ma-
jesty’s Government that Her Majesty’s
permission should still be accorded for
the - consecration of a proper person to
‘exercise episccpal - authority, though
without the legal powers which were
conferred upon -Bishop Anderson ; and
in'that event recommends the Rev.R.
Machray to be consecrated, and requests
that Her Majesty may be pleased to lSSllO
the necessary, Mandnte T

‘With reference to hxs Grace’s Letter of 5th
April, transmits a Mandate which the
. Queen had been graciously pleased to-
issue, authorizing the Consecration of the
Rev. R. ’\’Iachray as B1=hop of Rupert’
IA‘H](]. ' -

|

COLONIES GENERAL.

12 Jily 1865

28 Dec. 1865,

Reviewing the Circumstances under which

in 1843 she guaranteed an - adequate

- Provision for the Endowment of certain
Episcopal Sees to be erccted by the
Crown ; that the declaration of the state
of the: Taw in the Report of the Judicial

. Committee of .the Privy Council upon
- the casé.of . the - Bishops . of Cape Town

“and Natal had. dra.wn her attention to |.

* the fact that the conditions upon which
. she undertook to make provision for the:
- endowment of & Bishop's See ‘at Cape

Town had mnot been fulfiiied by Her

- 18

19

19

. Majesty’s' Letters Patent; ‘and apphes to |-~

_his" Grace for" mformauon, avith "a. re-
_ quest that her letter may. be ' communi-
- cated to the Commxttee of Archbxshops‘
:;andeshops ;:";-‘; N LT “-,

In contmuatxon of' the same subJect Presses '

“20

" on<his Lordship -to.: consider ‘if Her S

" MaJestys Government ‘cinnot - adopt.

‘" measures  to "give" legal ‘effect” to_the-

-l i{arran«ements which' were supposed 'to | .

: - have'been'made by Her Majesty’s Let-‘ :
. ters Patent, ‘and, if this., ‘cannot ' be'| -
. effected; reclmms the Endowments which
‘she undertook ‘to. provide ‘on . the. faith?| :

of the validity. of those arrangements
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20 H. Waddington, Esq, to | 5 May 1866 | Encloses Letter from the Bishop of Lon-
the Under-Secretary of don, addressed to Sir George Grey,
State for the Colonices. ‘ transmitting a Petition to the Queen
from Miss Burdett Coutts, in which she
sets forth the present danger lest the
funds with which she endowed the Sce
of Cape Town, and two other Seecs, on
tho fnith. of engagements publicly
entered into by the Archbishops and
Bishops on the ome part, and the
Government of Ier Majesty on the
other, be diverted to a purpose different
from that for which she had destined
them ; and prays Her Majesty to direet
that, in any measure for amending the
law with respect to the Bishops and
Clergy in the said Colonies, care may
be taken to preserve unimpaired to Her
" Majesty the exercise of Iler Royal
Supremacy in ihe appointment of -
Bishops and the Chicf Government of
tle Charch - - - - 23

21 Sir Frederie Rogers, Bart.,, | 16 May 1866 | Acknowledges Mr. Waddingtlon’s letter of
to H. Waddington, Esq. the 5th May. Siates that a bill has

‘ been introduced into Parliament, ine
tended to relieve Colonial Bishops, and
the Clergy ordained by them, from the
principal legnl difficulties resulting
from the recent decisions of the Judicial

Committec - .- . . 25
29 The Right Ion. Edward | 25 May 1866 | States that he has 1aid before the Queen
Cardwell, M.P., to the ‘ the Petition addressed to Her Majesty
Right Rev. the Lord by Miss Burdett Coutts, enclosed in his
Bishop of London. ‘ Lordship’s letter, and that Hér Ma-
jesty’s Government are ' fully sensible of
; the advantages which the. Colonial

Episcopate derives from its conncetion
with the Established Chureh, and would
readily adopt any legitimate means of
strengthening that connection; but that
it would be inconsistent with the setiled
prineiples of Colonial poliey to establish
in_the Colonics by Imperial legislation
aPrerogative in respect to Eeclesiastieal
matters, which thke  highest Court of
Appeal has deelared to have no exis-
tenee in law. A Bill has Leen intro-
duced into Parliament which, Her Ma-
Jjesty’s Government hopes, will have the
effect of placing the Church of England
at greater liberty to extend its minis-
trations throughout the Colonial Em-
pire - - - - -

[V
573




o for enforcing discipline within' their; ‘body,.and also established: a *tribunal- to- determine whether theJudicial Com
" -rules s0. framed and ‘assented ‘to ¢ have: been violated: or ‘not, and. what shall: be the cohsequences, of -

o to the rules so0 ﬁamed and to the estwblxshmeut of the tubun't.l afomsald

'NEW ZEALAND. | B

NO. 1. j o ‘ No. 1

Corpy of a DESPATCH from Governor Sir G. Grey, K.C.B,, to the nght Hon.
Epwarp Carpwerr, M.P.

. (No. 101.) Government House, Wellmgton, August 10, 1865

Sir, : ‘ : (Received, Oct. 16, 1865.) ,

T mave the horour herewith to transmit a petition, addressed to Her M ajesty by
the Bishops of the Church of England in the Colony of New Zealand, together with a
Memorandum which my Responsible Advisers have prepared in relation to the enclosed
petition, and which they have requested me to brmcr under your notice.

) . I have, &ec.

The Right Hon. Edward Cal‘dwell, M.P., S (Slgned) G. GREY.

&. & - &c . ‘ ‘

, anlosure 1. in No. L. - | Enc. 1.in No. 1
PETITION from the Bishops of the Church of England in New Zeql'md. ‘ o
To the Queen’s Most Excellent Majesty, ‘
The humble Petition of the undexsno‘ned Bishops of the Antrhc'm Chulch in New Ze'ﬂand

. Showeth, :
1. That Your M‘gestys petltlonms were. duly conseclated 'tccordmcr to the form and manner of

making, ordaining, and consecrating of bishops according to the order of the United Church of
Enrrl'md and Ireland ; and humbly express their conviction “that all the powers necessary for the duc . -
: admmlstr'ttlon of the office of a blshop in this Colony were conveyed to them by the ordm'mce of'
consecration, .

2. That Your M'LJestys petmoneu 'Lccepted letters patent from -the Crown, the valldxty of which "
* has now been denied by the Judicial Committee of the Privy. Council in the following words:— : -
-« Although in a Crown Colony, properly socalled . . . a bishopric may. be constituted and On Detition of
ceclesiastical jurisdiction conferred by the sole 'tuthouty of the Crown, yet the Iettera patent of the the Bishop of’ -

Crown will not have any such effect or opexatlon in a Colony or Settlement which is possessed of an- “Zt;‘clh 20,
independent legislature.” 1865,

That the letters p-ttent granted to Yom M't_]estys petltlonels wele lssued ‘tfter the coIony of New
' Zealand had become possessed of an independent legislature. :

‘3. That Your Majesty’s petitioners, therefore, humbly crave permlsexon to - surrender then
letters patent, and to be allowed to rely in future upon: the powers inherent in their office for per-
petu'ttlno the succession of -their order thhm ‘the colony of New Zealand, and securing. the due -
exercise of their cpxacopal functlons, in confomuty Wlth the Chmch constltutlon helexn-attm
descnbed

4. That Your M‘LJeSty s pctmonera, in conJunctxon thh thc rep1 esentfttwes of the c101 oy 'md l‘uty
from all the dioceses in New Zealand, and with - Bishop Patteson, have agreed upon a’ comstitution -
for associating together the members of the. United Church of England and Ireland in New Zealand, . - .
by voluntary. compwct for the ordering. the affairs, the mfm'wement of “the_ property, the promotion ~ - . - -
. of the dlscxplmc of the’ members theleof, and for the mculc'ltlon and m'untenance of sound doctrme
“and true religion throughout the Colony. -

5. That thlS constltutxon has been recorrmzed by an’ Act of' the Colomal Lemslature empowelmw Blshop 9f Ne“
the Bishop of N ew Zealand to convey to trustees 'tppomted by the General bynod as established under iiﬁf’t: 1\ ;. ‘
the provisions of the said constitution, numerous- propertics- formerly held : by him ; and that at'the 1igss, ‘
present time the residences of four bishops and of many of the clergy, sites for churches and schools, ;|
.bu1ml glounds, lands for the endowment of bishoprics,. p'ulshes, schools, colleges, and of ‘the Mela- -+ - °
‘nesian mission, are vested in trustees appointed under the authority.of: the smd General. Synod -and

' further; that regulations have been framed for -the administration of -the properties :so held:in trust -
.. for the’ Geneml Synod, and” a tzibunal has-been. estftblmhed for- the -decision of any: doubts - which
. may atise in the course of such administration; in'- agreement, ‘as it is. beheved ‘with the decision: .
o of the J udxcnl C‘ommnttee of the any Counc11 in the c'tse of Rev. \' Long v the Bxshop of C’l,pe
fTown. T e 5 ‘

" 6. That’ the Generql bynod at lts hst meetmn‘ held at C’lmstchulcb in ‘May ~1865 fra,med rules Judgment of

Council, Lon
" such violation?. and that all .the  bishops in‘New. Zealand, together with Bishop. Patteson,. assented v, “Bishop’ e

; and are bound, in common ., Capetown.

‘ 15578. A



9 CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO

NEW with all the clergy and lay officers of the Church in this Colony, by all the rules. ulopted by the
ZEALAND.  General Synod.  And i'mthu} that this compact, o entered into by all the bishops in New Zealand
- before the receipt of the Judgment of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council on petition of
the Bishop of Natal, was atter wards found to ‘be in agrecement with the following words of that
judgment :—~ -
“The United Church of England and Ireland is not 2 part of the constitution in any colonial
« settlement, nor can its authoritics, or those who bear office in it, claim to be recognized by the law
“ of the Colony otherwise than as the members of a voluntary association.” \

Downing \ 7. That this constitution of the Church in New Zealand was framed after careful consideration of
:::r‘;_t’lge ©  adespateh of the Right Honourable H. Labouchere to Governor-General Sir Edmund Head, Bart,,
1856, .md in accordance with the following suggestion in that despatch :—

“ I am aware of the advantages which might belong to a scheme under which the binding force of
such regulations should be snnply voluntary.”
'}“gx&"}‘a‘i“é:f_ 8. That Your Majesty’s petitioners have accepted and acquiesce in the deusmn of the Judicial
mittee of the  Commiittee of the Privy Council that the Church of England in this Colony “1s in the same situation.
Privy Council, * with any other rclmoux body, in no better, but in no worse, position; and the members may
fgéﬁ z-,tn‘flilol) “ adopt, as the members of any other communion may adopt, rules for enforcing discipline within
APETOVI ¢ their body, which will be binding on tho=e who expres~ly or by 1mp11cut10n have assented-to
:  them.”
Ihid. And they therefore humbly submit that the judgment of Lord Liyndhurst in the case of Dr. Warren
‘ points vut the course of procedure in all questions which may arise between any of the members ot
the Anglican church in New Zealand, whether bishops, clerﬂy or Lut), who have bound theerlvea‘
by “voluntary 'y compact under the quthomt) of the General Synod, viz. :—
(1.) That the question he tried and decided according to the rules of the Synod, as agreed to by
the bishops, clergy, and laity.

Judgment of (2) That on the petition of either party the Supreme Court of the Colony has authority to inquire
{ﬁggg’t‘gg ; into “ the 1ervu]‘u ity of the proceedings and the authority of the tribunal, and on those
case of grounds meu,lv to affirm or 4nnul the ‘decision.

Dr. Warren. 3) That from : any such decision of the Supreme Court of the Colony an appeal would lic to the

Privy Council upon the same grounds.
And therefore that the Anglican Church in New Zealand is effectually guarded against the

- Judgmenton  qupaer apprehended by the Lords of the Judicial Committee; viz, that cases nn"ht oceur in

Petition of the

Bishop of % which there would be a denial of justice, and no remedy for great public inconvenience and

Natal. mischief,” without baving recourse to a direct appeal to the Crown in the case of any controversy
: such as that which is preaented by the petition of the Bishop of Natal.

August 28, 9. ‘That the above-recited principle of the civil equality of all religious bodies has been qﬁirmed b)

1855. a resolution passed by the House of Representatives in New Zealand.

10. That your Majesty’s petitioners humbly express their convietion that the right of 'xppomtment
o5 B d"‘, m of bishops in  New Zc'ﬂmd is not part of the prerogative of the Crown, inasmuch as all the bishoprics
St 6. were founded by private efforts, and endowed from private resources; and further that the assertion.
of any such claim may operate as a_most scrious discouragement to the clergy already in New
Zenaland, and tend to prevent other clergymen from coming “out from England, by cutting them oﬁ'
from all hope of election to the highest offices of the Church in thig Colony., -
11. That Your Majesty’s petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that all doubts may be removed as
to their status, both ceclesiastical and temporal:—
(1) By the acceptance of the surrender of their Letters Patent now decl.u'ed to be null
and void. -

(2.) By declaring the royal mandate under which Your Majesty’s petxtlonera were consccrated to
be merelv an authority given by the Crown for the act of consecration, and to h ave no
further eﬂect or legal consequence. :

(3.) By recognizing the inherent right of the bishops in New Zealand to fill up vacancies in their
own order b) the consecration of pchons -clected in conformity with the regulations of the
General Synod, without Letters Patent and without royal mandate, in the same manner as
they have already conseerated a missionary bishop for the islands in the Western Pacific,
after communication with Your Majesty’s Principal Sccretary of St'ttc for the Colonies,
and with the Attorney General of New Zealand.

And Your \I.geatv’- humble and loyal petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray -

‘ (Smned) ‘G. A. NEW ZEALAND,
: June 13, 1863,

H.J. C Cunxswcnuncu, ‘

 July 6,1865.
DDMUI\D Newson, . =

, -~ June 21 1865: -
C. d. WLLLINGTON, R

’ ' June 28, 1860. >

© " Winniax Warnary, =
S ‘ 0 June 13,1865, -
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Enclosure 2. in No. 1. : . - NEW-..
‘ ZEALAND.
MeymorANDUM BY MiINisTERS—PETITION of BIsHOP SELWYN and others.. Eocl B iNo1
. . ncl.2,inNo. 1.
- Ministers are of opinion that the recent Judgment of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council ‘
in Bishop Colenso’s case affects the Civil Government of Colonies in which Responsible Government
exists in two particulars, ‘ B ‘
- It being established by the Judgment that the Crown bas no authority over the colonial branches
of the Church of England, it follows that the Crown ought not to incorporate Bishops of that religious
denomination within the Colony by Letters Patent, except under the advice of the Colonial Ministers ;
advice which, of course, will not be given in the case of one religious body in exclusion of others.
The right to advise the Crown (through the Governor), in reference to the creation of corporations
within the Colony, is one which Colonial Ministers ought to guard with jealousy. . .
- It being also established by the Judgment that Letters Patent purporting to confer episcopal
jurisdiction within the Colony are a nullity, and that Bishops so appointed have no jurisdiction or
authority over the members of their religious communities other than that which the governing
authorities of all religious bodies possess over the members of their respective denominations, it follows
that quasi judicial proceedings by Bishops (like those of other governing authorities .of religious
bodies) within the Colony can only be regarded as proceedings in foro domestico, which ought not
to be Liable to be reviewed on appeal by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council.
R . - (Signed) Hexry SEWELL.
August 8, 1865. ‘

No. 2. 7 . No.

Cory ofa LETTER from the Right Hon. Epwarp Carowert, M.P,, to his Grace
o the ARC}IBISHOP oF CANTERBURY. S '

9
B

My Lorp ArcHBISHOP, Downing Street, October 28, 1865,
Y nave the honour to enclose copies of a Despatch from the Governor of New
Zealand, a Petition from the Anglican Bishops in that Colony, and a Mcmorandum by
the Colonial Ministers.* : o |
The object of the Petition is that the Bishops may be allowed to surrender their
Letters Patent, that the Royal Mandates under which they were consecrated mayv be
declared to have been merely the authority for their consecration, aud to have no further
cffect, and that in future the right to consecrate in the mauner described may be recognized
in the Bishops of the Anglican Church in New Zealand. ‘ /
I have requested the Law Officers of the Crown to inform me whether the prayer of
" the Petition can be legally granted, and, if-so, what legal steps would be necessary to
give effect toit. ° S
., In the meantime I should feel much obliged to your Grace by the favour of any
" observations on this Petition with which you may tlhink fit to favour me on the subject. |
| L : o ... Ihave, &c. R
- His Grace o - (Signed) EDWARD CARDWELL. -
The Archbishop of Canterbury. : : S D ,

* Page 1.

. : No. 3. : | , | ; -‘ No. 3.
- Cory of a LETTER from his Grace the ArcupisHor or CaNTERBURY to the Right Hon,
‘ Epwarp CarpweLy, MP ‘ .

‘ | ‘ . - Addington Park, November 8, 1865,

‘ I HavE given my careful attention to the Petition from the Anglican Bishops of
New Zealand, which you have done mie the honour to forward, accompanied by a
11\3e§patch from the Governor of New Zealand, and a Memorandum from. the Colonial
Ministers. -~ . .0 R T
. The substance of that Petition seems to me to be the natural and necessary corollary -
from the.two Judgments of the Judicial Committee of ‘Privy Council referred. to by the . .

Cpetitioners. o oo s S R T Y T
F 1t is thereby established that the Crown has no authority over the colonial branches of

- the Church ot England ; that it cannot, of its own authority, incorporate Bishops of the: =

. Church of England within the Colony by Letters Patent; and that henceforth the quasi = ' -

- +judicial decisions ‘of the governing powers in the colonial churches can only be regarded S
' as proceedings ‘“in foro domestico,” which ought not to be liable to be reviewed,on' . .

~appeal, by the Judicial Committee of the Pri:téyCdﬁnciL” T

SIR,




4 CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO

NEW The cxisting Letters Patent then having been declared invalid, I can see no reason why
ZEALAND. the petitioning Bishops should not be allowed to surrender them ; and as the Anglican
— Church in the Colonies is declared to be on the same footing exactly, quoad its relation to
the State, as the several Nonconformist bodies there, it appears to follow that the Bishops
of those Churches shoxld be allowed to exercise all the Episcopal functions in the.Colony, |
according to the constitution on the basis of voluntary compact which bas been dgreed
upon and promulgated. This constitution ‘has been recognized by the Colonial Legis-
lature, andis in accordance with a Gespatch from a former Colonial Secretary, the Right
Honourable Henry Labouchere. ' ‘ o S T
This much as to the future. But as regards the past, I must be allowed to express'an
earnest hope that Her Majesty’s Government will see fit to introduce into. Parliament
early in the ensuing session a Bill for all the Colonies in which the Church is not by law
established, enacting that all acts already done, which would ‘have been legal under. the
Letters Patent, now declared invalid, shall be as good and effectual in law as if the Letters
had been valid. o - ~ S
The problem still remains to be settled, what will be the exact relation between the
Anglican Church in the Colonies and the Church of England at home. | It. will require -
time and thought to solve the question, but I already find an anxious wish on the part of
clergymen selected here for Colonial Bishoprics to be consecrated by the Archbishop of
Canterbury. I hope, therefore, that in the Bill for which I ask it may be declared
lawful for the Archbishops and Bishops of - the Church of England to consecrate Bishops
for such Colonies without any licence or Letters Patent from the Crown.
I should imagine it would now be right to repeal those Acts of Parliament which
relate to the Church in these Colonies, as having no longer any force. -
. Thave, &c.
The Right Hon. o (Signed) @ C. T. CANTUAR.
Edward Cardwell, M.P. L e

No. 4. ~ No. 4. . : , :
Corr of a LETTER from the Rev. W. F. Orpaanm to thejRight Honourable - -
, | ~ Epwarp Carvwery, M\P. ‘
Riverton, New Zealand, March 15, 1866.
"~ (Received May 19, 1866.) o
: : C o : " (Answered Miy 25, 1866, infra.)]

I uave the honour to address you in reference to the -petition of the Bishops of
the Church of England in New Zealand, praying for permission to resign their patents
granted by the Crown. I beg respectfully to submit that the said petiti.n, though
_expressing the unanimous opinion of the Episcopal bench in this Colony, gives no clue
“to the feeling of the other two orders, of clergy and laity ; they not having expressed their
opinion in General Synod. ‘ - I

The feeling of a large number, possibly of a large majority, of both those orders, is
strongly opposed to auny unnecessary severance of the ties which connect the Colonial
Church with the Church and Crown of England. |

Sir,

) I have, &c.
To the Right Hon. Edward Cardwell, - (Signed) =~ W.TF. OLDHAM,
‘Secretary of State for the Colonies. . | . Incumbent of Riverton.. -

No.s -~ Nos. o
| . Copy of 2 LETTER from W. E. Forster, Esq.; M.P;, to’ thev.Réy. ‘W. F. Orpyawm. - jv
Sw, .. . .. Downing Street, May 25, 1866.
-+~ I am directed by Mr. Secretary Cardwell;to _acknowledge the receipt of the letter
~ which you'addressed to hini on the 15th' March last, with reférence to the petition of the
Bishops of New Zealand, praying for permission to resign :their. patents granted by.the
Crown. = T
e - .. . . Thave & v e
~ The Rev.' W, F. Oldham. = . = °7° ~(Signed)  W.E.FORSTER. -

LTI,
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* ' 1COLONIAL BISHOPRICS::*

COLUMBIA
AND VAN-. .
COUVER .
ISLAND.

'BRITISH COLUMBIA -AND VANCOUVER ISLAND,  gmmss

No. 6. . No.6.

Copy of a DESPATCH from Rl“‘ht Hon. Epwarp CARDWELL, M. P., to the Govennons
: ' OF Bnmsa Comnmu (No. 38) and Vaxcouver Istanp (No. 49.)-

'Sm, e ; Downing Street, October 26, 1864. -
 Tuave the honour t6 transmit to you the enclosed. copy of a proposal from ‘the oct. 6, 1864.
‘Blshop of British Columbia for the division of the Diocese of British Columbia into two,
and the endowment of a new Bishopric. I have received this proposal from the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury, who has intimated to me his approval of it.
I enclose a copy of the answer which I have returned to his Grace, and I have to _O_ct:_"i_lﬂii_

request that you will take an early opportumty of acquainting me with your views on
the subJect ‘ ‘

| ‘ . I have, &c. L
“The Governors of British Columbla - (Signed) - EDWARD CARDWELL-
o - and ‘ . " o
Vancouver Island.” ‘
Enclosure 1inNo.6. ‘ c E . ‘_ Eucmnmé.x

: 7, Upper Berkeley Street, Portman Square,
My LORD ARrcHBISHOP, October 6, 1864.
It may be in the recollection of your Grace that a resolution was passed at a meeting of the Resoluuon of
Colonnl Bishoprics Council in July last, declaring the importance of dividing the onccae of Columbia, - Colonial
as soon as the funds could be found for “the cndowinent of the new See. Cou,‘;g‘{”

The necessity for this division arises from the vast extent of the present Diocese, equal in area to Necessity for
England and France, and the physical impossibility of givin;s that attention to all parts of the Diocese division. -
which is most important in the early stage of planting and fo»termrr the institutions of Christianity.

The political circumstances also of the two colonies of Columbia and ['Vancouve er, which have occasioned

the appointment of two Governors, give direction to religious matters, and make it very desirable to

go along with the public sentiment by an extension also ‘of the Episcopate. A very strong feeling in-

favour of a resident Bishop in New Westminster has often been publicly e‘:pressed Any measure

tending as this would to streurrthen Butxsh feelnn«r is eapeclally valuable in that part of the Dmpu:e at

the present time. ‘ :
¢ It is proposed the title of the See to be created: shall be that of New Westmmcter, after the chxef Tltle ofthe ‘
town of the colony of British- Columbia, the southern and north-eastern portions of which will form Re¥ S‘%" e::_be ‘
the new Diocese ;.- while the north-west portion' of - Columbia, with Queen Charlotte Islands and the mincter
Colony of Vancouver will constitute ‘the other Diocese; over which I shall": contxnue to presxde thh

Victoria as my place of residence. ‘ S

With respect to endowment Iam happy to be 'zble to report to your Gmce tha.t 5, 500l is secured -Endowment. |-
viz— ‘ ‘ , .

:' £ , i , . : ",‘Ly ! , .- R b

- £ 2,500 already invested in land clneﬂy in and about New Westmmster.

2,000 in hand here, ready to be paid over if the See be constituted.

1,000 voted by the Society for Promoting Chrxstmn Knowled"e.‘ o o
5500 . - .j:, T T g I

‘ Besx(les thls the Colomal Blshopncs Councll erl probably make a gmnt sumlar to thexr last
‘to Grafton of 1, 5001 makmn‘ a total so far of 7,0001 “hlch at colonml mterest repre=ents 7001
: a,year.“ C

Underthese cu'cumstances, and seemn' - the. minimum. endowment (5 OOOl ) requxred by the Crown Sunction of

s secured, I.venture to ask your: Grace, if the .proposed. arrangements: have your approval, to take GoverREERh: |
the reqmslte steps. for obtaining the assent of the Government, and I presume ‘your Grace will at:the.
- -Same time recommend ‘to the’ Crown a fitting person o’ become the first Bishop of the new. See. .

:T have appended't. map, also the boundanes of 'the" roposed division, and am .ready to furnlsh
your Grace or the Government th any further explanatxon or det-uls that may. 'bé requxred .
o " ‘ ‘I have, &e.” o

B G Cor.um;m..; T

'«‘
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6  CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO
Bonxn.ﬁtms of the proposed Diocese of New Wesfminster.

From Point Roberts, on the 49th parallel of latitude, up the Gulf of Georgia, to the north end
of Iardwich Island; thence along a ridge between Port Nevile and Loughborough Canal to the
height of land dividing the waters flowing into the Fraser and Peace rivers on the East from the
waters flowing into the Pacific on the West; along this height to 2 point on the 60th parallel of -
Iatitude ; thence easterly along the said parallel to the 120 longitude W., down the whole Eastern and
along the Southern boundaries of the Colony of British Columbia to Point Roberts,

om——

Bouxparies of the Diocese of Columbia and Vancouver.

The boundaries of the Colony of Vancouver, with so much of the Colony of British Columbia
as is comprised within the following Iimits ; that 3s to say, beginning at a point northward of Hard-
wick Island on the mainland opposite, along a ridge between Port Nevile and Loughborough Canal,
to the height of land dividing the waters flowing into the Fraser and Peace rivers on the East from
the waters flowing into the Pacific on the West; along this height to a point on the 60th parallel of
latitnde; thence westerly to along the same to the Russian boundary, along which to the mouth of
Portland Canal, including Queen Charlotte’s Islands, to the point on the mainland opposite the north
end of Hardwick Istand. ‘ ‘ '

‘ “Enclosure 2 in No. 6. ‘ ‘ ‘

My Lorp ARCHBISHOPT, - Downing Street, October 25, 1864.

I 11avE the honour to acknowledge the recipt of your Grace’s letter of the 7th instant,

forwarding an application from the Lord Bishop of British Columbia for a division of his Diocese, and
recommending the Rev. John Postlethwaite for appointment to the proposed new See.

Although I do not anticipate any objection to the plan suggested by the Lord Bishop of British

Columbia, I am desirous, before any definite action is taken in the matter, fo consult the Governor of

the Colony, who may possibly wish to make some suggestions with rcference to the territorial

~division of the See, or other details of the arrangement.

On the receipt of the Governor's reply to the reference, which I propose to make to him by the
mail of the st of November, I will lose no time in communicating further with your Grace on the
subject.

‘ : I have, &e.
His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury. (Signed) LEpwarp CARDWELL.

No. 7. ‘

Cory of a DESPATCH from Governor Kennepy, C.B., to the Right Honourable
Epwarp Carpwerr, M.P. :
(No. 3.) Victoria, January 2, 1865,

‘ ‘ (Received, Feb. 28, 1865.)

- I mave the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Despatch No. 49,*

26th October 1864, enclosing the copy of a proposal from the Bishop of British Columbia

for the division of that Diocese into two, and the endowment of a new Bishopric. ,
Having submitted the proposal with the accompanying documents to my Execuiive

Council, I am of opinion that a compliance with it would be in every way beneficial to

this Colony. -

Sz,

I have, &c. ‘
The Rt. Hon. Edward Cardwell, M.P., ~(Signed) A. E. KENNEDY,
&e. 8;0. . &l C : = Governor.

No. 8. ‘
Cory of & DESPATCH from Governor Seymour to the Right Hono'urable‘ ‘
. . Epwarp Carpweny, MP., - 0 0
(No.38.) . N 7 New Westminster, May 2, 1865. .
L ) o .. % (Received, July 8,1865.) .
I nave had the honour to receive your Despatch, No. 38,* of the 26th October

11864, on the subject of a proposal made for the division of. the Diocese of British . ‘3;.“,

Columbia. ; o S e
2. I'should long ago have furnished you with my opinion upon the project, but that I

“knew the Bishop would soon return to the Colony. When I saw his Lordship 1 promised - ”:

him, as we did not quite agree, that I would consider the matter further, for at least a -
fortnight, before finally communicating my views to you. ~ © -
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3. Previous, however, to the Bishop’s return, 1 had devoted an anxious con51derat10n o
to the whole question. - I called for the assistance of such members of the Executive AND VAN-
Council as are now in the Colony. Their opinions I have the honour to forward. Tam $JUVER -
so reluctant to oppose arrangements already approved of by the Church in England, that ~— "
I particularly call your attention to the unanimous condemnation by my constituted - \
advisers. of the proposal made by the Bishop of British Columbia. Their opinion, if . ™~
‘promulgated, would have the concurrence, I believe, of every inhabitant of the Colony.

4. Acknowledgmg at once the advantage which would accrue from a division of this
Diocese, and the appointment of an additional Bishop, I regret to say that I think more
harm than good would be done by carrying out the division in the manner proposed.

5. You are but too well aware of the jealousy existing between the two Colonies on
this side of the Rocky Mountains. The merchants and owners of town lots in Victoria,,
in the comparatively unimportant Colony of Vancouver, have drawn nearly ail the share
of the profits of the gold discoveries in this Colony, which have not been absorbed in
California. British Columbla, the source of wealth, has remained pocr, and imagines
itself neglected in every way. Its mame was used as an attraction for capital, which
was invested beyond its limits ; its gold created a demand for a bank whose head
~ quarters are in another Colony, for a Diocese whose Seeisin the rival Island. Its treasure
- poured forth without leaving a deposit here, and a territory of the greatest mineral wealth
ran the risk of utter abandonment.

6. The feeling of injustice suffercd is diminished here, since the separation of the two
Colonies ; yet’ Victoria still irritates the local jealousy by affecting, though contributing
nothing to “the revenue, to be the capital of British Columbia. "The prOJect of Bishop
Hills, by which it is proposed that the seat of the Episcopate of British Columbia should
be on Vancouver Island, with just enough of this territory annexed to justify the reten-.
~ tion of the title, would, I feel conv mced crcate an amount of hostlht_y in this Colony that
would greatly impede the progress of the Church. ~

7. Bishop Hills himself appears to bave recently held the opinion I now express. L.

enclose an extract from the Columbia Mission Report for 1864. His Lordship acknow-:
ledges the ““rivalry” of the two Colonies, and says, “in whichever of the two is fixed the
« Eplscopa] seat, an alienation of feeling in the other will be the consequence. The best
% interests of religion, as well as good pohcy ‘will be served by yielding to the colonial
“ feeling, and by rrathermrr up all sympathlcs ina division of the dxoccse. But I enclose
a portion of the. Blshop s minute. -

8. Until Vancouver Island is politically incor por. ated with Bntlsh Columbla no dlwsmn
of the Diocese can be satisfactorily made which does not reconmse and adhere to the

existing territorial limits of the two Colonies. ‘
9. I will not allow. myself to follow up the subjects mooted by some of the Executlve_
Counc1llors Unquestlonabl), as stated, the religious destitution of the Colony is:con-
siderable, and the spirit of rivalry alrcady alluded to leads people to count the respective
numbers of the clergy on the mainland and on the outlying Island. - I must, in all justice,
however, with the Colonial Secretary, bear testimony to the noble results of the labours
carried on, in a spirit of humility and sclf-denial, by the Roman Catholic missionaries
among the Indians. The Reverend Fathers, howe\ cr, devote their lives to the c1vxlxza-
tlon and salvation of the Native races, and do not come across the miner’s path.’

10. New Westminster, though it may possibly feel that the Episcopal seat of the
Diocese of British Columbia should not be i 1n another and not over-friendly Colony, has
little to complain of as regards the attention bestowed on it by the Church of England.

_The clergy and laity have worked eneroetlcally together, and as high a sense of honoar
and morality, as sound a tone, exists ‘in . thxa },ounrr to“n as in auy with whxch I am
acquainted. . j

11. But in- Canboo, the source of \\ealth the ccntxe of llfe of the two (‘olomes,—-the S
 real British Columbia,—this winter has seen a great festival. T he three townson Williams .~
' Creek .were dressed in flags, and the population turned out into- the - streets, for it was
- announced that several slelghs loaded w1th equawa were on the road. - il
SN '1 have &e.' |
o 'I‘he R]ght Hon Edward Cardwe]l M P (Sl«rned) I‘REDERICK SDYMOUR
ST &c &c &c.‘ R L S
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8 ' CORKESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO
| Enclosure 1. in No. 8.

THE COLO\'IAL SEcm:mmr S Ommov

I HAVE read the correspondence accompanying the Secretary of State’s Despatch No. 38,* of tlxe
26th October, which his Ixcellency has been ple.tacd to for\\ -u'd for the opinions of the Members of -
the Executive Council.

"I am strongly averse to the division of the See of Brmah Columbn, as proposed by Blshop Hlll.
If it is the intention of the present Bishop of this Diocese to continue to reside in Vancouver Island,
I think it will be of advantage to this Colony that the See should be divided, but sunply under’ the‘
same limits as are contained in the commissions of the respective Governors.

I gather from the Bishop’s letter that his Lordship would propose to continue, as it were, Metro- ,
politan Bishop, and that the new B1~hopnc should be merely designated “ New Westminster,” but
that the new Diocese should comprise the entire mining districts. of the Colony, which will probably
contain during the scason of 1865 a population of from 15,000 to 20,000 white men. While Bishop
Hill would desire to continue his medlctlon over what no doubt is a very I'u'O'e area of” the Colony,
but an area which we are well aware is at present uninhabited by white men ;—. -

The Indian tribes on the mnorthern coast are, with the exceptxon of Mr. Dunc-m s 'ulmlmble
mission at Methlakathla, almost entirely converts to Christianity through the praiseworthy: perse-
verance of the Roman Catholic Church ; and I should be very sorry to sce any attempt made to
shake their faith in their present religion b) trying to convert them to a Protestant’s belief. :

Tt would therefore be little more than in the dcm"n ation alone that Bishop Hill would continue to
hold a portion of this Colony in connection with the Diocese of Vancouv er Island ; a measure which
would be extremely unpopular to the colonists in general, and be the means of fu1ther mcreasmv the
ill-fecling which already exists between the two Colomea o

- From' the correspondence it would appear that the sum which is actually requued by the Crown
betore a new Bishoprie can be formed is the only money forthcoming for the See of New West-
minster. It will surcly be asked by the inhabitants of this Colony, what has become of- the large
and munificent gifts of Miss Burdett Coutts and others; which amounted, if I remember. ucrhtly, to
from 16,0001, to 20,000L, and which was :ub-cubed I Dbelieve, solely to Toster our Chulch in the
mining districts of this Colony.

The Church of England is at present 1cp1esented in British Columbia by an archdeacon and
two clergymen. - The Tormer and one clergyman reside in New Westminster, the latter at Lillooet,

a distance of 300 miles from the capxtql le(wm" Yale, Quesnclmouth, and themany other sm'tller
towns of the interior, as well as the mining districts of Cariboo and Kootenay, with a winter popu-
Tation of from 400 to 500 men in cach, entirely unprovided with the means. of religious instruction. -
It cannot therefore be said that British Columbia is at present deriving the 'ulv'mtwe that mlﬂ‘ht be
expected from the large subseriptions of 1859.

"I do not know what might have been done with the Indian population in the earlier lustory of the
Colony, but I am convineed that it is too late now for the Church of England to attempt the” work:
which has been so well carried out by the Roman Catholic Church. - “No_better example of the

work done by the two Churches could be given than on the occasion  of the Governor’s invitation to
the river Indians on the 24th of last I\I.x), when over 4,000 came under the ‘care and superin- =

tendence of one Catholic pue~t, Futhor Fouquet, while our own Church was representcd by ﬁve
individuals.

I think the experience of the last year tells us that it is the poLcy of this Gov crnment f01 the
pre~ent at least, to kecp as much as possible under its own immediate control the trade qnd inter-
course with the Northern Trxbcs, which even the ecclesiastical <ewuat10n pr oposcd would tend to
weaken.

‘ : (Swned) ARTHUR N Bmcn.
Colonial Secretary’s Office. ‘

January 5, 1865,

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OPINION.
I have pelused the despatch of the Secretmy of State for the Colonies of 26th October 1864: .

- No. 38, to Governor Seymour;

That of 25th October 1864, from same to the Archbishop of Canterbury ; o -
And that of 6th October 1864, from the Blshop of Columbla to the Alchb1shop of Ca,nterbury,u
and (I am fain to confess) with much surprise. L
1. A proposal to divide the present See into the two separate :Dmces,eq of Bntxsh Columbla and
Vuncouver Island, conterminous with the two. countries, and under. separate Bishops; denvmg théir
titles from their 1espect1ve Sees, would meet with universal favour and’ ‘acceptance. . [ - o
2. The division, however, in the papers before me, is one wlnch would be partlclﬂarly obnoxrous" s

to all the adherents of the Clurch of England in this country. .

* 8. The Loxd Blshop of the Diocese is well aware of the’ exceedmgly sblon.q,r feelmo- of nvalry -

and antagonism that has sprung up within the last five years between this'and the nelghbourmg Lk

Colony, takm«r its rise from unsatisfactory political. relations, and thence extendmg to matters. g
which should liave been entirely free from such influence. =~ RE

4. A division of the Diocese, consequently, which would ‘seek to couple any part of British™
Columbia, or its dependencies, with Vancouver Island, will be received with: the utmost dlsfa,vour
‘throughout the whole land, and senously myzre and retard the sacred cause it proposes toserve, .
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5..During an intimate acquaintance with the -progress of the Church of England in the Colony,

s

"BRITISH *

since the first Gold rush in 1858, I have observed with pain the extensron of the- f'eelmo “of COLUMBIA-

antagomsm from-secular matters to ecclesiastical affairs. = |

- 6. His lordship himself clearly. indicates the kind of influences wlnch have produced thls result
when he-so forcibly alludes to the frequent remonstrances that have “so often been publicly
_expressed,”. and the “very strong feeling ' which lias been generated “in favour’ of his’ ‘Lordship’s
residence at New Westmmster or some other ]omhty in the country Whlch gives the" title to his
Diocese.: -+ -v- v

7. It is dlﬁicult for those on the spot to see what prineiple*has héen followed in the’ pr0posed
freovraphmal division of the Diocese, or what advantage, in the interest of Christian Instibutions,
it is likely to produce, o counterbalance in some detnee the extreme unpopul‘u ity of the proposed
measure.
¢ .8.;Comparative d1stance can .scarcely be ‘the ‘guide, for New Westm1nste1 is. cons1derablv nezner
than' Victoria to the Indiari Missions of the North-west coast.

..9.-Tt does ot appear, moreover, :how : far :the " trust *funds specially - subscrlbed by clnntable
persons for the ‘benefit ‘of  British “Columbia’ as. ‘well -as Vancouver Island can with propriety ‘be
restricted to the purposes of the proposed arrangement,—at all events, without full consideration of
the. spiritual destitution of -British' Columbia, and a corresponding redistribution of the fund, "

.10 :If this redistribution. can be. equltahly effected, ‘or a ‘corresponding equivalent -secured; no'
more beneficial arrangement could be proposed than two. separate Bishoprics conterminous with’
the two several Colomes, just as nothing could "be:devised more detrimental to the- progress of-so

conservative and British an element as the.Chureh of England in the Colony, than the ver, y unsatls-' ‘

factory. division now-proposed by the present Blshop of Bnt]sh Columbla, : s

Attorney General’s Ottice, . = ' (Swned) . ‘HENRY P PLLLEW CREASE
3rd January 1860 ‘ S ‘ ‘ . o

THE Tnmsomms OPNIO\: : »
- IN preference to the arrangement proposed, which does’ not .seem to me o go alonrr with the

pubhc sentimént as- regards territory; I would rather bave in principle a Metropohtan See (the-

Metropolitan rétaining the title of Bishop of .Columbia), with one or more Suffragan Bishops;: the

limits of whose Sees should be conterminous-with those of ‘the two Colonies, At the present time;
for the want of the requisite funds for endowment, this may be practically impossible; but it is; in’

my judgment, a-mistake to throw a portion of- British Columbia into the See of Vancouver. . And

even if this were necessary for a time, I think that:the portion lying nearest to Vancouver Island
should be the portion attached’; Wh11e, by the proposed distribution, it appears that, alleging * as he:
does with perfect reason that the distances are too great for any one person. to tmvel over, the‘

Bishop has chosen-the most opposite points for union in his own Diocese.

I should 'be very unwilling ‘to seé ‘any part of British Columbia ‘united “withi the Island ofj
Vancouver in one Ses,so. long as the Colonies are separate ' Something of the kind I suggest:has,”
T believe, ‘been -tried and. found ‘to work: well in New Zealand, where there isa Blshop of New]

Zealand, and Bxshops of Chnst Church, N, elson &c his suffragans: L
o 4 (Slgned) ' CHARIFS W FRA\KS
Treasury, 3rdJanuary 1865. ‘ ST

: L Do . R B :
Do E THE Conanron OF CUSTOMS OpINION. -
I'r is qulte true, as the Blshop has stated, that there has been a wish on the part of the people of
New Westminster for the Bishop to reside among them. But that fecling was never extended in any

* way to the contemplation of the separation of the Diocese and the erection of a new Sce. The people
were dxsappomted and they expressed. their disappointment in plain terms to.the Bishop at a public

meeting shortly after his arrival; at finding that his palace was to be set up at Victoria, and that the.
large sums provided by Miss Coutts were. to be invested, there. = Ve understood that the Bishop was

appomted by his title and in reqllty, to this Colony, and, that the money for establishing the Bishopric
was to have been laid out mainly in the' purchase of property here. ~The mvestments at Victoria
have, no doubt, been much more profitable. .The Church property there, in town lots and in land in
the, newhbourhood of the town, is well known to be every valuable. -

OU VER
ISLAND.

Tt appears now that a new. BlShOp is to be : .xppomted and fresh funds devote(l to the support of hlS‘ 2

office. - I'doubt if any necessity would have arisen, or if there would have been any pretence forsach
astep, if tbe Bishop at first had inade New Westminster his-residence. - ~Victoria could’ have been

reached, on! an'average: throughout - the }ear, -twice every: week, . in- trxps ‘of - éight -houts“each’; and; - -

~except Vlctorn,.there are feiv: phces,,lf any, in, Vancouver Island,: ‘Tequiring .any. special .attention, -

The extent of territory in British’ Columbia is undoubtedly, very:large, and:may, as:his Lordship ‘has.

stated, be.equal to both Enghnd and France; ;/but’ the; permanent - “hxte -population: is verysmall;’

~ probably scarcely 5,000in each colony, a smqll numbe1, sulely, to 1e(1u1re two blshops, two arch-'r

deacons, and a body of clergymen. ;

. If, however, the contemplated cb'mnre is- to be c'u'rled out, and 1f the feelmﬂ's of the people of thlS ER
‘Colony are to be taken into account m the. nntter, I.am’ satisfied: that they would ‘with one" voice .
protest (the mtelhfrent part of them) against the union. of the north-west" portion'of ‘ the country with'
Vancouver Tsland. In what po:sxble ‘way would ¢ Brxtlsh feeling be. strengthened” by such.an” . .
- arrangement. Colomal acuteness would be much 1 iore qpt to sumrest tlnt it was’ mtended to enablc o

B -
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10 ' CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO

the Bishop to retain his present title, and to give him still a right to control and dispose of the
funds placed in his charge as Bishop of British Columbia. ‘ ‘ e

For myself, I can only say that I hope, if there is a division of the Diocese,—a measure which
appears to be decided on,—that the Sces will be kept as distinct' as the Colonies, and that some
settlement will be arrived at respecting the endowment money bestowed by Miss Coutts. If it

was granted for British Columbia, it ought scarcely in justice to be allowed to form part of the
permanent wealth of another Colony.
(Signed) @~ 'W. HaMLEY.

Custom House, 3rd January 1865.

Divisioy oF THE DIOCESE.—GOVERNOR SEYMOUR'S OPINION.

Tre Bishop hoped on his return to England to have furthered the division of the Diocese, but he
has not seen his way to press the subject. Nothing has proved so effectual to caunse increase of clergy
and means in any colonial district as the establishment of the Episcopate. A permanency is imparted
to the work, which gives confidence to all concerned. A leader of experience is secured, who brings
helpers with him.  More local aid is called forth. The young Church is fostered in its early stages
with more constant care and oversight. Not having to be away for many months on long journeys
over a vast and widespread diocese, the Bishop can bestow more attention upon central religious.
objects in the chief town where he resides. , >

A subdivision of British Columbia and Vancouver is required on account both of their extent and
rivalry, They are as large as France and England. They have never drawn willingly together.
The Imperial Government have recently yielded to this feeling, and “sent out two Governors in place
of one, with cntirely separate administration. The difficulty of uniting the two Colonies in one
diocesan action will be greater than before. In whichever of the two is fixed the Episcopal seat, an
alienation of feeling in the other will be the consequence.  The best interests of religion, as well as
good policy, will be served by yielding to the colonial feeling, and by gathering up all sympathies in a
division of the Diocese, . o ‘ k o ‘

Governor Seymour, in his address to the Legislative Council of British Columbia on the 8th of
April 1864, thus speaks of the importance of separate administration of the two Colonies :— ‘

¢ And now I must notice your resolutlon of yesterday’s date. Protesting against any union with
the Colony of Vancouver, I shall forward that resolution to his Grace the Secretary of State, and
strongly express my opinion that British Columbia has grown too large for a return to the old system
to be possible. VWhether union under other conditions might hereafter be acceptable, I am at present
unable to say. I would, however, observe, that from my short experience I am inclined to think that
an cfficient administration of the affairs of British Columbia alone would be enough to require the
whole attention of a Governor” ‘ , ‘ L

Vancouver and -Columbia, being distinct Colonies with two Governors, should now have also their
two Bishops. The fostering and organization of the Church, and the religious welfare of the people,
are at least as important as the sccular interests of the State. No time should be lost. The following
step has been taken, At a meeting of the Colonial Bishoprics Council, July 15, 1864, the Archbishop |
of Canterbury in the chair, it was resolved— A ‘ ~ , ‘ T

¢ That the Council record their conviction of the importance of separating Vancouver Island from

the diocese of Columbia, and crecting it into a separate Bishopric as soon as the necessary fund for its

endowment can be provided.” ‘ ‘ , :

Is there no one, who reads this, to whom God bhas given the power, willing to respond to the call,
and by a noble offering fix deep for all time the roots of the Church of God in that rising British
province ? ‘ - : -

Cw

No.9.

Cory of a LETTER from the Right Hon. Epwarp CARDWELL, M.P., to His Grace ,‘ o
- : the ARCHBISEOP OF CANTERBURY. ‘ I

My Lorp ArcusisHor, "~ Downing Street, July 22, 1865,
. Wirrn reference to my letter of the 25th of October last, stating that I was’

desirous of consulting the Governor of British Columbia respecting the application of the .

Lord Bishop of that Colony for a division of his Diocese, I have - the -honour: to inform
your Grace that Governor Seymour has reported to me. that objections  are -entertained. .
by his Government to the mode in which it is"proposed to divide the Bishopric. = « '/ o
.~ As I have reason to believe that the Governor is about immediately to visit. England;.
I think that it will be desirable to await his arrival before forming any definite opinion on’
the subject.. B B R

, L L e ‘ I;hja'v‘e,“&cv,‘ L
His Grace the Archbishop =~ = .~ (Signed) . EDWARD CARDWELL.
~ of Canterbury. o - e
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No. 10. R
Cory of a DESPATCH from the OrricEr ADMINISTERNG the GovErNMENT to the Right i‘!%‘}m[f K
Honourable Epwarp CARDWELL, M.P. f'su. Nl'l‘) :
(No. 13.) New Westminster, March 1, 1866. -
Str, (Received Mny 14, 1866) : T

Arr the request of the Bishop of Columbia, I have the honour to forward a letter
addressed to you by his lordship on the subject of the division of the Diocese.
2. I refrain from commenting upon the views entertained by Bishop Hills, as T am The Bishopiof
opposed to the division recommended by his Lordship, while I should much regret to Columbia to his

Honuvur A, N.
throw any obstacle in the way of a division of the Diocese, which, however 'uranrred Bureh, with
must prove ¢ of advantage to the Church in this Colony. , e and |

‘ ‘ I have, &c.
- The Right Hon. ‘ (Slgned) ARTHUR N. BIRCH
Edward Cardwell, MP.
&c. &ec.
. Enclosure in No, 10. ‘ o " Eacl in No.10. .

The BisHOP of COLUVIBIA to the OFFICER ADMINISTERING the GOVERNMENT of BRITISH ‘

, ‘ CoLUMERIA. :
SIr, Victoria, Vancouver, February 5 1866

MAY I ask you to forward the enclosed letter (with two maps) to the Secretary of State for
the Colonies. I shall be thankful 1f you can feel it consistent with your duty to support the views
I have submitted. ‘ ‘

I have, &c ‘
——— - (Signed) G COLUMBIA
Sig, ‘ : Vlctorm, Vancouver, February 5, 1866.

IN case further exphnatxon may be necessary respecting the proposed boundary of the
Diocese of New Westminster, I have the honour to forward two maps, one (A.) representing the
division which has met the approval of the Archbishop and the Colonial Blsh0prxcs Council, and
the other (B.) showing the division suggested by Mr. Seymour.

By the former (A.) the present- Dlocese of British Columbia (oomprxsmn' the two Colonies) is
- divided into eastern and western portions by the natural watershed between the Fraser and the
Pacific, and by the Gulf of Georvm, the western consisting of North-w est Columbn, to"ether with
the Islands of Vancouver and Queen Charlotte.

This division (A.) gives a fair distribution of area and work, leaves the chief centres of Indian
population with the' coal mines and seafaring population and interests for the Wester n, while the gold’
fields and agricnltural districts are the prmclpal area -of population in the Eastern or New: Westmmster
- division. - North-west Columbia is geographically and ' commercially in' connexion with Vancouver
and Vlctona, not with New Westminster.. The Hudson Bay Company ships, the navy and trading
* vessels by which we communicate with' it, belong exclusively to Vancouver, and' sail from Victoria

‘and Esquimalt., To connect these portions ecclesmstxcally, therefors, is the most practical arrangement.

"The only argument advanced i in"favour of the plan (B.)i is, I beheve, that the two Dioceses w -ould be
- contermmous with the’ two Colonies ; but- this will cease to apply as soon as the now umversnlly desired
union is effected. It ought, not, however, I would respectfully submlt, to, plevml in any case atramut
the serious disadvantage it would entail upon the spiritual work." ‘

One disadvantage is the great disparity. of ‘area, one Bishop baving a oncme 800 mlles by 400
_or 500, together with an island 150 in length, while the other B]f-ﬂxop would have only an island

1290 by 60. Another disadvantage would be the inconvenient and oppressive distribution of work.
Besides having to take journeys to the interior, north, south, and east, 500 miles in each direction, the
- Bishop of New ‘Westminster, in- order to vmt the nmth west coast fmd 1slands w ould have to. travel
out of his Diocese— :

“To Vietoria - < - - .- = < %Omiles. RS
Then along Vancouver = - - 290 ,,
.Thence to Queen Charlotte Island \’Iet]amth, and Shckeen - 500 ,, -
o “And back" S e e el - 860,
: ‘ ' Total e e e Ry 1720: WFCESTINERTS

g Occupymg at ‘the least two . months each year, and as, the missions. extend requiring ‘even a second EEa
 visitation, which could. be taken® readily by the Bishop. residing in. 'chtorm, \»hose Diocese: 'would - .
‘Tun nearly 380 miles in the same direction. " Since then the Dlocese suggested in map (B.) is unequal .. -

" in_ area, and imposes. a . . needless - burden: of labour; expense,’ and time ‘upon the Bishop “of New

" Westminster, I.-venture to hope you may.be able.to recommend. to Her Majesty the ecelesinstical .~ '

‘_oro'amzatlon already submltted to take effect, and. ‘which, I/ have" not proposed thhout cmef'ul andi S

o mature consxderatlon, and a pereonal knowledcre of the “hole countrv

n The nght Hon. Edward Cardwell
e Secretary of . State for the&Colomes,
i ‘;;“&c ";; - o ‘,
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: . No. 11.
Cory of a DESPATCH from Governor Sir Hercures Rosivson to the Right Hon.
S ‘ Epwarp Carowerr, M.P. C . R
(No. 238.) . ‘ Queen’s House, Colombo, Dec. 14, 1865,
: ' ‘ (Received, January 19, 1866.) "
Sir, ’ (Answered, No. 126, May 8, 1866, page 16,) ‘
Ar the request of the Bishop of Colombo, I have the honour to forward copy of
the proceedings of the Synod of Colombo, together ‘with a copy of a letter from his
. Lordship which accompanied the same.: " : ‘ ‘ ;

2. The Bishop has invited special attention to.the 6th Resolution of .the; Syaod, in
which I am asked to commnunicate to the Secretary of State their request that clergy-
men appointed from England may be required to sign, on their arrival here, the Declaration
of principles adopted by the Synod. ' ' S

- R o Thave, &ec. -

‘The Right Hon. (Signed) ~HERCULES G. R.ROBINSON;
Edward Cardwell, MP, g :

No. 11.

TocliinNoll. - N ‘ _ Enclosure 1 in No. ll; o ERT
“Acts and Resolutions "of the First Synod of the Diocese of Colombo,™ held in St.. Thomas’

. College on the 20th September 1865 and-two following -Days.- BRI

(Extract.) o = R
‘ - IV.—SrarUs o Sywon.” 0 . 7
1.—Moved by W. W. Cairnsg; Esq.,- . ©, . .. .. - L
..~ . . Seconded by the Rev. G Schrader, ... ., | . .=

_. That this Synod, lawfully summoned by the Bishop of the Diocese, claims to -be by.represéntation
the Church of -the Diocese” of .Colombo in' union and ‘full-communion with the- United Church of
England and Ireland, and identical with the said Church in:faith and doctrine, and-acknowledges the
supremacy of the Sovercign, and the authority of any:Synod of this Province lawfully'sumnioned
in .which this Synod shall have been duly represented. . .0 ou o e e

S

~ 2.~Moved by the Rev. Canon Bailey, ~ =
Seconded by F. ‘W.:Willisford, Esq, MDD,

That 1llot‘hing in the acts of this Synod, or in the terms . therein used, shall be held to assume the
powers or functions of legislating with any coercive jurisdiction; but merely as purporting . to lay
down ru]e‘s’ WhiCh ‘Viu bind thoSe‘who expl‘essly or by implication assent thereto. ) e v

| 3—Moved by W. E. T. Sharpe, Esq., . B 5\
' ‘Seconded hy the Rev. W.'F. Kelly, = . cin e

_ That this Syno.d“disglaimsf any attempt to pass rules contrary 6. law, or to create: tribunals
glm_lls._r to those which, in countries where there is an Established Church, exercise a legal and coercive
~ Juriediction. ‘ ‘ C T o

[ P T
WIS TSN B L R
»

V.—DECLARATION OF PrINcIPLES. “ " '

‘Proposed by the Venerable the Archdeacon, _
o Seconded by James Moir, Eeq.,

That this Synod do adopt the following Declaration of principles:— =~~~ =
: ‘We, the bishop, clergy; and. laity.of: the Diocese of Colombo; in ‘Synod ‘assembled, in .union'and . .
full ‘communion with the: United Church of England ‘and Ireland,: do ‘declare ‘that-we" receive:the -
Holy. Seriptures as-the revealed Word of God; ‘and the : authorized ‘version of :the same a8/ of like
authority in this Diocese as: it is' in England;  and we ‘do’ maintain’ the’ doctrines’and ‘sacraments -
of Christ as.the: Lord hath commanded, and ‘as-the said - United 'Church of -England :and: Ireland
receives the same; and do receive the Book of Common Prayer, and administration of the sacriments,
and other rites and ceremonies of the Church, according to'the use of the United:Church of"England
and Ireland, together with the Psalter or Psalms of David, pointed as they are to be sung or said in .
churches, and the form and- manner of ordaining and consecrating bishops, priests; and ‘deacons; and =
further we' do disclaim ‘the right to alter the standards of: faith':and’ doctrine now in{use in“the - -
Church, the three creeds, the thirty-nine articles, the Church catechism, and thé other formularies” .
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of the Church ; and we do acknowledge the authority of the canons and constrtutlons of the Church COLOMBO,

~ in so far as they are of force in Entrl'rnd, and_as the existing circumstances of the Church in thls L —
Diocese permit, until they shall have been altered by the Synod of thls Provmce lawfully convened, ;

in which this Diocese‘shall have been (luly represented '

Vi ——APPOINTMENTS ‘BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE.

Moved by the Rev. W. F. Kelly, o - I

ce Seconded by Capt. Byrde, - ... . ‘ ; e

That the Lord Bxshop of the -Diocese be -respectfully requested to forward the above Declaratron

to His Excellency the Governor,. for transmission to ‘the Right Hon. the Secretary of State- for the

Colonies, and to beg that his: Excellency will be. pleased to commumcate to -the Secretary of® State

the earnest and humble ‘request of this Synod that every appomtment to any ecclesiastical office in

this Diocese be made in future upon the undertaking of the person so appointed to sign the Declara-
txon in Ceylon, o :

VII —APPOINTMENT OF FUTURE Bismors.

WEa e ‘Moved by the Rev. W. Ellis,
Second by J. H. Tennckoon, Esq.,

That the Lord Bishop be respectfully requested to transmit a copy of the Declaratlon to the Most
Reverend the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, and to the Right Rev. the Metropohtan of India, .
with a view to secure that any ecclesiastic hereatter nominated to > this See be appointed on the distinct

‘ undertakmor that he wxll sign the Dcclaratron in Ceylon before his enthronement :

VIII -—ORDINATION OR EuPLOYMnN'r OF CLERGY.

Moved by the Rev. Warden Bennett
Seconded by Dr. Willisford,

That the Lord Bishop of the Diocese be respectfully requested  to requrre all candidates for Holy ‘
Orders, and all applicants for employment in this Diocese, prior to their being ordained or licensed,
their acceptance of; and ‘signature to, the above Declaration, as an act of agreement and contract
between the said apphcants and the Bishop for and on behalf of the Church of this Diocese.

Provided, however, that the enforcement of .this resolution in the case of licences of. certam clerks ‘
in Holy Orders be contmcrent on the approval by the Secretary of State of Resolutlon VI

: L NS Enclosure 2 in’ No ll S i  Encl2inNo.i1,
‘ HON. SIR, R : Vewera Elha, December 5 '1865. o
- . I FORWARD two copies of proceedmcrs of the Synod to your Excellency One for your own
‘ perusal and the other to be forwarded to the Secretary of State.- -
- First, the points.I would draw your Excellency s attention to 'lre, ﬁrst ——the three resolutxons under\ ‘
one headmtr ¢ Status of Synod,” which I. feel sure will vindicate the Synod from any charge of setting
itself above. the law, whllst 1ts cl'ums are, to the letter, m aecordance wrth the late Duke of N ew-
castle s despatch. S ‘:
~Secondly, the resolutmn N o. 6 askmg your Excellency to commumcate to the Secretary of State
. our request'that he will. Tequire any ‘clergy. appoxnted (hrectly from home to chaplamcles 1o sngn ‘the - '
Declaratlon on then arrival in Ceylon., -~ .."t"
This requires”some ‘explanation. The Declaratlon does not pledo'e such clergy to anythmar not
already required from them ; but we are advised that if a clerayman departmo' from his- ordination
'vows were to be proceeded against in the Ceylon courts, they would take cogmzance only of encage— o
ments made in that Colony. : . - -
It is only on this understandmtr that the resolutlon passed the Synod and thls also s apphes to‘ BRI
'Resolution 8, which they wished to “be ruled by the same principle, though the case of Colonial Chap- .
. Jains is not there. contemplated ‘but: that of other clergy, such as mlssxonarxes, commg for employment o
into this Diocese, .. .~ : : RN
. Third, Your. Excellency w1ll observe that the bynod does not aﬂ"ect to’ create:a separate Chirch R
-of Ceylon, but,simply: acknowle(lges a Diocese of the Church of Enuland in the Provmce, mdeed,“
not of Canterbury, but of Calcutta, the Metropohtan See. - ‘ ‘
I should,. as President; have repressed ‘any. attempt ou the part of the Synod (had such been’ made) ‘
to constitute a separate and .independent: Church, S . :
~ "I need oniy. f‘urther assure your, Excellency of the cntrre loyalty of all our,proceedmfrs 1o’ the prm~ TR
clple of . the Q,ugen 8¢ supremacy ;7and"1 .can answer ‘for my. clerical - and- Jay brethren, that if, in = . .
“ignorance; we ‘should in ‘any' ‘particular’ havc exceéded our powers, we, should be perfe"‘“tly wxlhn g on L
: proper adVIce, in such partlcular  amend- our proceedmvs : o
‘ o I have, &c. =
(ngned‘

 His Excellencyx the*Governor . Press Coromso,
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* Page 12

Encl.inNo.12,
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Bishop's mformatxon by that body.

- Edward Caldwcﬂ M.Db,

14 ' CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO

No. 12,

Cory of a DESPATCH from Governor Stz Hercures RoBINSON to the
Right Hon. Epwarp Carpwerr, M.P.

(No. 240.) Queen’s House, Colombo, December 30 1865.
(Received, Feb. 3, 1866.)
Sig, ‘ "(Answered, No. 126 May 8 1866, page 16.)

Wrrn reference to my Despatch No. 233,% of the 14th instaut, forwarding copy of
the proceedings of the Synod at Colombo, I have the honour to transmit to you copy of
a letter from Messrs Morgan, Vane, and Skinner, enclosing a document signed by certain
members of the United Church of England and Ireland, recording their desire not to be
identified with or be held to be rcpxesented by the Synod or bound by any of its acts,
declarations, or resolutions.

This document bears the signatures of gentlemen holdmg respectable and influential

positions in the Colon_y
I have, &c.

The Right Hon. | (Signed)  HERCULES G.R. ROBINSO\I
Edward Cardwell, M.P.

Enclosure in No. 12,
SIR, Colombo, December 28, 1865.
WE have the honeur to forward the enclosed, and beg that you will lay the same before the
Governor, and request his Excelleney to forward it to the Secretary of State.
The paper is still in circulation, and the add:tlonal signatures will be made known to you without

delay.
We have, &ec.

+ The Hon. the Colonial Secretary. ‘ (Signed) ' RicmArD F. MORGAN

G. VANE.
T, SKINNER.

With reference to the following rcsolutwn, moved and_adopted at a late meetmﬂ' of the I.ord
Bishop of Colombo, and certain “of the clergy and laity, held in St. Thomas’ Collerre, Colombo, on
the 20th, 21st, and 22nd days of September, 1865,—

«That this Synod, lawfully summoned by the Llahop of this Diocese, claims to be by
 representation the Chureh of the Diocese of Colombo, in union and full ¢ommunion with the
« United Church of England and Ireland, and identical with the said Church in faith and
 doctrine, and acknow led“be the supremacy of the Sovereign, and the authority of any Synod
“ of this Province, lawfully summoned, in which this Synod shall have been duly represented,”—

We, the undexswned members . of the United Church ‘of England and Ireland, desire to record
that we have not _]omed in this alleged. Synod, nor taken any part therein, that we do not
acknowledge it to be by representation the Church of the Diocese. of Colombo, and that we are
not and do not hold ourselves hound by any of its acts, decl'uatlons, or resolutions. ‘ ‘

Conceding freely to others the privilege of judging and acting for themselves in this as in other
matters, we claim that we may in no way be identified with or be held to be represented by
this alleged Synod, or bound by any of its acts, declarations, or resolutions.

) blgucd by WirLrax Cuas. Gissoy, Colomal Secletary, ‘

‘ - and 41 othels BT

' No. 13.

A Com of a DESPA TH ﬁom Govcmox Sir HEercuLrs ROBINSON to the Rwht Hon
: o Epwarp CARDWELL, M.P.
(‘\Io.5a.) S - \Tewera Ellia, Ceylon, March 25 1866
‘ o . I ~(Received May 3, 1866.) -
Sm, (Answeled No. 126, MayS 1866, pnge 16)

AT thc request of the Bxshop of' Colombo, T have the honour to forward a letter“, "
addl eqsed to you by his Lordship, correcting some of the statements conitained in a letter

' received by you from’the Secretary of the Church Missionary Society, upon' the subject

of the Synod lately held in Colombo, a copy of Whlch was, 1t appears, transmltted for the.

. , Lo Ilnve, & ‘ B L
Thc Rlo‘ht Hon L (bxgned) HERCULES G R ROBINSON o
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Luclosme in No. 13.

SIR, o ‘ ‘ - Columbo, Ceylon, 7th Marcb 1866. ‘

Tee Secretmy of the ¢ Chmch Missionary Society ” has forwarded to me a copy of the
letter from that body to yourself on the subject of the Synod lately held in my Diocese. ~ As there
appears from this docunient to be some misapprehension of the object of the ¢ Declaration ” (of which
T perceive no copy is given in the above letter,) I venture to address a few words in explanation, in
the hope that'such misapprehension may be removed before you reply to the apphcmtxon of the Synod
with reference to the signature of Clergy to the Declaration.

TFirst.—I must lay grcat stress on the fact that nothing was further from the intention’ of the
bynod than to impose a new Declaration on Clergy now, or hereatter to be employed in the Diocese,
i.’e. new in the sense of onc more stringent, or binding to any new obligation. They desired only
that the Clergy should enter into their contract Wlth the Church in Ccylon as well as (or instead of)
doing it in England.

ATl that the letter of the’ Society expresses as to their wish to maintain closely and simply the

s

COLOMBO, .

’ E‘ncl. inNo. 13,

constitution of the United Church of England and Ireland, the. Synod of the Diocese would echo

to the letter. Nothing is further from their intention than to- separate even in outward form from

that Church of which they thankfully consider themsclves a part. But they are told that as a

Church they have rot legally such identity, and this was one great reason why they met in Synod,

to claim that identity for themselves. . The decision of En"hsh Judges is quoted to prove that no

¢ United Chulch of Tngland and Treland ” can_exist in the Colomc~ Accordingly they made a
Declaration of the very closest conformity compatible with their existence, as a Diocese in another
Province to the principles and formularies of the Church of England. Tf they err, they do so by
following the advice, and striving to carry out the recorded Judwmenta of the English Courts. But
T cannot conceal from myself that. these decisions arc the cause of this w1desp1eftd apprehension
of Churchmen in the Colonies, equally when as now some make honest cndeavours to right them-
selves, and when others object to those endeavours, and find in them the very dangers whlch they
are intended to avert. For myself' I sympathize almost with every expression that . occurs on this
point in the letter now before me.© I wish, and I believe all the members of the Synod with me
wish; to retain identity with our Mother Church. We acknowledge, readily ¢ and heartily, that degree
of connexion with the State which, though not established, we still profess in the lawful supremacy
of the Sovercign. e look upon ourselves s representing the National Church in these distant

settlements, and, with all due respect for the expressions. of lawyers in: their: pleadings and -

judgments, we- will not take. the position of a Sectarian body, but claim brotherhoocl .with the
Church of the Nation to which it is our happiness to belong. -

One word, Sir, as to the late decisions ¢f the Privy Councxl Itis not fair, I humbly submxt
that the Cm\vn should one my sanction our existence in most solemn wise, and the next disavow
it and cast us ofi.  When, in addition to my: consecration as a Bishop,. I accepted the offer of Her
Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Colonies, to take charge of a Diocese in the appointment of the

Crown, T aceepted a certain status and position in which T saw the assurance of sufficient power -to -

carry out the duties of the office T had assumed. It is not ‘justice in' effect, (I am far from .

inputing wilfal - wrong)- thfxt I should find that assurance withdrawn sin an entire change. of the
posmon without any warning given. -I submit, then, that you must look on' the Colonial Dlocese as

portions of the National Church, depuved not by fair Jegislation, but by 'u'bm'uy legal judgments

of what the Crown had bestowed upon them " viz.,—an’ dclmo\\ledwment short of actual éstablish- -

‘ment, as “complete as that of the Mother Church, a positior, which thouﬂh other hodies -disclaim it,

is valued by Churchmen, not on the false. Llastml principle which would subject Christian faith and

doctrine to the Civil pewer, but.the happy connetlon, that our Nation, as such, is Christian—values .

that which we v .rlue, and holds that whxch we hold—-the C‘rthohe F'uth the Commumon ot Samts
the fellowship ot the Universal Church.

All that T am now s'uymfr ‘derives some. addltlon.tl toue hom the posmon ot thlS Dlocese ‘
Whilst, on the vne h'md, as a.Crown eo]ony, we_are not' touched Ly the 'late decision in the case of .

« Bishop of Natal versus Bishop of Cape Town,” on the other hand, we are not, like Caleutta, directly.

- 'under the action of Parliament.:. There is at~ present no ‘pressing’ dlﬂiculty, the more rcason that we .
- should usc the present Juncturc to prepare oursclves to meet any emergency of . legal complications . -

that may arise. And, with the example of the South African Dioceses before. ng; it cannot be - said

‘that we are too edslly alarmed. . Indecd, ‘instances h.we aheady occurred in this. Diocese (though not .
during my own epxscop'mte), where it would have been, to say the least, of great service to have had '
-some deﬁmte rule of action laid'down in which the Blshop and his Clergy, .md (I may .rdd) the lzuty, s

- had agreed. T am most happy to state. that in my own person I have received support in the exercise =
‘of my oflice, not only ﬁ'om Her 1 ’V.['l._]esty s Grovernment, but'from the two' great Mlssxondry bodles of o

the Chuich, of Dnrvland w hlch excereise a most’ beneﬁenl influence in‘the colony -

‘But in the very letter on which I am m'tkmg comment, it 'will be found that one of these \enerable R
" bodies has a very: m'ldcquate sense ‘on some pomts of the criticzl ‘position of: Church mteresta in'the: .-
~Colonies. ' I will instance their . sucrgestxon that an entire. colonial Diocese’ might be governed’ under a0
trust: deed,aor placed under colomal leﬂlshtlon, the eff'ect of. the'one “course: bemfr <1mply to txe g
hand ‘and foot, and," deprlvmo' it of all mdependent actlon, to rob'it of- that hbexty which is'the - . -~ "
: ~cr1ptura,1 heritage of. every Christian community ; the other to’ expose it to'the risk " of" mterference S
‘ {Jlom w1thout wits h its vital - and essential ‘principles, and to’ give a _colonial leglslatwe body a power,‘i ¥

“which is onl) ehelcmed to a limited extent by the: Imperml Parlnment ltself L 'may likewise  point '
- out: their acceptance as suﬁiclent 'of ‘a- définition of: the' ‘oath of canomcal obe'hence, Whlch"would}

’ ;‘1endex thc B1~llop a melc m‘lchlne But I wnll beO' you, Su, not to suppose that'we’ w1¢h te’clai
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Enci. in No. 14.

~and discipline of the. United _Church of England’ fmd Ireland. ' One of its standing rerrulatlonq is, that
Lee Every congreda.tlon ‘oathered from the Heathen is to be Rettled an(l 0overned accordmo' to the con-
« stntutlon and dxscxplme of the Church of Entrl:md W , ‘ ‘ L
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any dangerous Yiberty for ourselves. We have, I think, fairly shown in our first meefing that we
disclaim any such kind or degree of power as would either place us in collision with the temporal
power, or separate us, In any nnpert ant matters, from the great Anglican Church of which we are a
part. Most carefuﬁy have we avoided making any claim above or inconsistent with the lawful
diocesan rights which we maintain.

We kept to the letter of the late Duke of Newcastle’s Despatch, which, in d1-txnct contradiction to
expressions in the letter of the Society, admits the legality of such an Assembly And, as X have
already assured his Excellency the Governor, if, ignorantly, we have in any matter e‘:ceede& our
powers, we are re dy and willing to reconsider and mend our action in such particulas. . .

I have, &e.
The Rxcht Hon. E. Cardwell, ‘ Pizrs CoLoMBo,

Secretary of State for the C’olomu, &e. &e.

No. 14.

Copv of a DESPATCH from the Right Honorable Epwarp Carowery, M. P
to Governor Sir HER.CULES ROBINSON
(No. 126.)

Sm, Downing Street 8th May 1866,

I vave to acknowledge your Despatches No, 233%, of the 14th of December, and
No. 2407, of the 30th of Dccember, the first enclosing, with other documents, the copy
of a paper cotitled the Acts and Resolutions of the First Synod of the Diocese of
Colombo, the second enclosing a letter from certain members of the Church of England,
recordmtr theit desire not to be identified with the Synod.

I have also received a letter from the Secretary of the Church Missionary Soc1ety of
which I enclose a copy, and your further Despatch, No. 551, of the 25th of March,
enclosing a second letter addressed to me by the Bishop of Colombo.

T can only at present receive the Resolutions enclosed in your Despatch of the 14th of
December as embodying the opinion of those who either have already, or may hereafter,
express their concurrence in the views which they convey. It is necessary to be careful
in the present unsettled state of the law that such an Assembly does not assume to exercise
powers which may prove to have been inconsistent with the law. Ihave, therefore, referred
your Despatch to the Law Officers of the Crown, a copy of' whose opuuon 1 enclose to
you, confidentially, for your guidance.

You will observe that in one particular the Law Officers are of opinion that the
Assembly has assumed to exercise powers which do not belong to them..

The Law Officers are of opinion that, as Ceylon is a Crown Colony, the Letters
Patent constituting the Blshoprlc of Colombo are valid in law, and it is not legally
competent to the Bishop of Colombo, even with the consent of a Synod of clerﬂy and
laity, to make or act upon any regulation which is either directly or virtually in conflict -
with the Ecclesiastical Law of the Church of England, and that on this ground . the
imposition of any new form of test for the Colonial ¢ Clergy 1s inadmissible.

You will call the Bishop’s attention to this circumstance’; and Itequest you will inform
his Lordship that I cannot comply with the request conveved in the 6th Resolution.

I have, &e.,
Govemor ‘ - (Signed) EDWARD CARDWLLL

Sir Hercules Robinson, : ‘

&c. &c. &ec.

Enclosure in N 0. 14.

‘ To the Rmht Honourable Epwarp C&RDWELL, M.P., Her Magestys Secre tary of State fox the‘ |

Colomes, &c &c &e.

Church \llssxonary Hou<e,

?Sm : - o ‘ o “January 18, 1866

L. Tre Church. Missionary Society have recewed from the Blshop of Colombo an account of 'a
Diocesan Synod held in Ceylon, September 20; and his Lordship informs them that it is his’ mtent\on i
to' '\pply to Her Majesty’s Government, as well a8 to the Archbxehop of Canterbnry, to «we eﬁect
to certain recommendations of the Svnnd S
" 2. The Committee beg leave, therefme, to lay bef'ore you the followmd statement respectmn' the o
effect which the recommendations of the Synod ‘will have \\pon the Clere ey of: the Umted Church of L
England and Ircland employed in the operations of the Soclety in Ceylon e ,

3. The Church Missionary Society is conducted in all’ 1espect:> in_conformity with the prmcxples o
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4. Upon the ﬁuth of ‘this avowed and fundamenﬁal prmclple, the large income of 130,0001. to
150,000Z a year is contributed and is expended in_supporting Christian teachers among the heathen
and Mohammedan population in Her Majesty’s colonial possessions, and in other territories.

5. The Committee find that the constitution and formnlaries of the Church of England, w1th such
reasonable modifications as local circumstances necessarily require, afford ample scope and-gnidance
for Misstonary operations. ~ This is especially seen in' India, where more than half the %oczetys
Missionaries are employed, where the work of evangelization has been most successful, and where
the Society enjoys the full benefit of ‘the ecclesiastical ]unsdlctlon and co-operat:on of the Metro—
politan of India and his suffragans.

6. The Committee are aware that the settlement of a Colonial Clmrch involves «reater diﬁicultles,
connected with the holding of property, and the enforcement of discipline, than are involved in
Missionary operations. These peculiar difficulties in the settlement of  the Colonial Church may be
met by Colonial legislation or by trust deeds. The Committee have themselves proposed a trust deed
for the settlement of the Native Church in Sierre Leone, which received the approval -of the late
Archbishop of Canterbury’and the late Bishop of London. But the Committee conceive that all such
legislation or trust obligations should be kept within the constitution of the Mother Church, and

should be safeguards and securities for the maintenance: ‘of the prscopal Church in any’ colony, as a -

part of the United Church of England and Ireland.

7. The Committee fear, however, that the action of the Synod in Ceylon has already overatepped
the constitutional limits of the English Chureh, for it has adopted a new form of clerical Declaration
and Subscription, which is to bind the bishop and clergy and their successors; and Her Majesty’s
Sceretary for the Colonies is fo be “moved to make any future appointment to any ecclesiastical
“ office contingent upon the acceptance of the said Declaration, and upon an undertaking to sign it in
¢ Ceylon; and the Bishop of - Colombo was requésted  fo require of all candidates for'Holy Orders,
“ and all apphcants for ecclesiastical employment in the diocese, prior to their being ordained or
« Ticensed, the deceptance of and signature to the above Declaration, as an act of aﬂreement or "con-
€ tmct between the said- applicants “and the’ bxshop for and on behialf of the Church of this diocese”

‘The Committee cannot but call attention to the fact, tliat' this attempt on the part of the Diocesan

Synod in Ceylon to impose a new Declaration and Su'bscnptlon upon " the clergy- in that -diocese ‘is -

made at a time when the . course of legislation in the Church at home is. precxsely in the opposite
direction. Here a number of divers Declarations have been abolished ‘and superseded by one smlple
uniform Declaration for the United Church of England and Ireland.,

9. The Committee submit, that should the action of this Synod, and’ the adopnon of this Declara-
tion, be enjoined by Her Majesty’s sanction upon all persons under the jurisdiction of the Bishop of

Colombo, 1t would amount to a virtual separation of the Episcopal Churchin Ceylon from the United

Chureh of England and Ireland.

10. The Committce beg to yefer to the recent decision of the Privy Councxl in the case of  Long
- 2. Bishop of Cape Town as describing the present position of all Clergymen of the United Church
of England and Ireland, who do not voluntarily place themselves under other obligations, in the
diocese .of Cape Town, and, by parity of reason, in the Diocese of Ceylon; in which the Privy
Council decided that a Synod sumuoned by the Bishop of Cape Town had no legal suthority, and
that one who had not voluntaiTl¥ sibinitted to it was to be judged « with reference to the position in
which e stood as 2 Clergyman of the Church of England towards a Jawfolly app ;mted Bxshop of'
that Church, and to the authonty known to belong to That office in England.”

11. 'The Society desires to retain for its Missionaries and other uaents the liberty of the posxtlon

thus accorded by the Privy Council to all members of the Church of England in the Colonies ; and :
they trust. that Her Majesty’s Government lel not depmve them of this hbertv in any future‘

legislation which may be adopted.

2. The Committee therefore respectfully but e'unestly 1equest that if any Imperial Ieornlatlon for

the Colonial Church, or Her NIaJestya licence in Crown colonies, shall permit the adoptxon of new

declarations, canons, or regulations, in any colonial diocese, such declarations, canons, or,reaulatlons

may be binding only upon those who consent to the same ; and that the liberty declared by the Privy

Council now to exist, may be preserved, namely, that clercrymen of the Church of England may.

exercise their ministry according to the principles and ‘practice of the United Church of England and

L84
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Ireland, without forfeiting epxacopal jurisdiction, so that the Missionaries of the Society.and the

candidates for Hol y. Orders, presented by them, may not be required to enter 1nto zmy subscnptlons
or obhoranons other thm those of the Umted Church of Enrrland and Ireland,
. ‘ ‘ We bave, &e., . .
Cmcm:smn, Presxdent.
Hewgry VENN, Hon. Cler. Secy

APPENDIX. SR o ‘
| Extracts from the J udnrment of the any Council in the.case of' G Long A The Blshop of Capetown

- [The. quotations ‘are from ¢ Judgments, of the Judlcxal Commlttee of' the Prny Councll in T

- Ecclesiastical Cases.” London, 1865]

«We think that the acts ‘of Mr. Long must be constmed Wzth reference o the posmon in whxch o

he stood as ‘a clergyman. of the. Church of England' towards a Iawfu]ly appointed bxshop ot thatg L

Church, and to the authority known to belong to that office in England.”" (p. 311.) .

..« The Letters Patent may be laid out of the case, for if the Bhl'op s whole contentxon in 105pect of L

these be- conceded, they conferred on’ hnn o, powex of convemng a meetmg of the clergy and lalty to
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,coLoMBo. be elected in a certain ‘manner prescribed by him for the purpose of making laws binding upon -

———

No. 1.

* Page 16.

Ne.126, May 8,
1866, page 16.

churchmen.” : ‘

< A very elaborate argument was entered into at our bar, in order to show that diocesan synods-
may be lawfully held in England without the licence of the Crown, and that the statute with respect
to provincial synods does not extend to the colonies,” ‘ ‘

« It is ot necessary to enter intoe the learning on this subject. It is admitted that diocesan synods,
whether lawful or not, unless within the licence of the Crown, have not been in use in England for
above two centuries; and Mr. Long, in recognizing the authority of the bishop, cannot be held to
have acknowledged a right on his paxt to convene one, and to require his clergy to attend it. But it
is o mistake to treat the Assembly convened by the bishop as a synod at all.” (p. 312.)

« The Synod, which actually did meet, passed various acts and constitutions, purporting, without
the consent either of the Crown or of the Colonial Legislature, to bind persons not in any manner
subject to its control, and to establish courts of justice for some temporal as well as spiritual matters;
and, in fact, the Synod assumed powers which only the Legislature could possess. There can be no
doubt that such acts were illegal.” (p. 312.) , ‘

« The oath of canonical obedience docs not mean that the clergyman will obey all the commands of
the bishop against which there is no law, but that he will obey all such commands as the bishop by
law is anthorized to impose” (p. 313.) ‘ : 3

‘ ~ No. 15.
Cory of a LETTER from W. E. Forster, Esq., M.P., to Rev. H. Venn.

Sir, ~ Downing Street, May 8, 1866.
I am directed by Mr. Secretary Cardwell to inform you that he has had under

his careful consideration your letter of the 18th of January® respecting certain Resolu-

tions passed by the Diocesan Synod of Colombo. ‘ ‘ .

I am to state that the Resolutions of that Synod were communicated to Mr. Cardwell
by the Governor of Ceylon, and I enclose a copy of the answer which Mr. Cardwell -
has addressed to the Governor. ‘ |

‘ : I have, &c. :
Rev. H. Vemn. : (Signed) - W. E. FORSTER.




COLONIAL BISHOPRICS. ? 19 /s 57‘ :

RUPERT’S LAND.

No. 16.

Corr of a LETTER from his Grace the Arcasisnop of CANTERBURY to the nght
Hon. EDWARD Carpweir, M.P.

Str, . Lambeth Palace, April 5, 1865.
In consequence of the reswnatlon by Bishop Anderaon of the See of Rupert’s Land,

it becomes necessary to consider what course should be taken with respect to the future
episcopal superintendence of the clergy and laity of the communion of the Church of

Enor]and in that Settlement.
In the event of Her Majesty not being advrsed to appoint a successor to Bxshop
~ Anderson under his Letters Patent, I trust it will be the view of Her Majesty’s Govern-
ment that Her Majesty’s permission should still be accorded for the consecration of a
proper person to exercise the office of Bishop within the same territory over which
Bishop Anderson exercised episcopal authority, though without the legal powers (if
any) which were conferred upon Bishop Anderson by those Letters Patent. .

In that event, I beg to recommend the Reverend R. Machray, of Sldney College,
Cambridge, as a fit and proper person to be consecrated for that purpose, and to request
that Her Majesty may be pleased to issue the necessary Mandate, authorlzmg me to
‘proceed to his consecration. |

' I am, &c. |
'The Right Hon. Edward Cardwell, (Slgned) C.T. CANTUAR
&e. - &e. &ec. | | ~

No. 17
Copy of 2 LETTER from the Right Hon. Epwarp CARDWELL, M P to his Grace
the Arcupiszor oF CANTERBURY.

MY Lorp ARCHBISHOP, L ’ " Downing Street, May 27, 1865
‘ Wit reference to your Graces letter of the 5th ultimo, I have the honour to

RUPERT'S -
LAND.

No. 16.

No. 17,

transmit to your Grace a Mandate which the Queen has been graciously pleased to issue, .

authorizing  you to proceed to the consecratlon of the Rev R. Machray as. Blshop“'

of Rupert’s Land. o g ‘ '
. His Grace ' T | have &
The Archbishop of Canterbury. (Sltrned) EDWARD CARDWELL

‘ Dnclosure in No. 17.
'\IAVDATL for Consecratlon of Bishop of Rupert’s Land.— Victoria R

VICTORIA, by the Grace of God, of the United Iunrrdom of Great Brxtam and Ireland.‘

Q,ueen, Defender of “the Faith, to the. Most Reverend Father in God, Charles Thomas by Divine

" Providence Lord :Archbishop of Canterbury, Primate of all Ennland, and 1 Metropolitan, greeting. -

‘Whereas the Eplscopal See of Rupert’s Land being lately vacant by the resignation of ‘the’ Rloht

‘ Encl.inNoi 17

- Reverend Father in God, David Anderson, late .)151101) thereof, you the said Archbishop have recom- ,
.-mended to Us Our trusty and well-beloved Robert 1 \[acluay, clerl\, Master of Arts, to be nominated

. and consccrated Bishop and' Pastor of Rupert’s Land aforesaid, ‘in- the . place and stead of the said
~David ‘Anderson : 'We,approving of such’ recommendatxon, haV(, given Our. Royal assent thereto, and

"this We signify unto you by these presents, requiring and strxctly commanding you, by the faith and ' e
" allegiance by which you stand bound' to Us, to consecrate the said Robert Machray, so as aforesaid =

- recommended to Us, to be Bishop of 'the said See, and ' to .do, perform, and execute with diligence, .
favour and effect all and singular other things which belong to your pastoral oﬂice, accordmfr to the‘ o

- laws, statutes, and canons in . this behalf made and prov:ded o
leen at Our Court at Wmdsor, tlus 19th day of May 1865 in the "Sth year of Our relo'n
- ;. R KT By Her M:gesty s command

*(Signed) EDWARD CARDWELL

Superscrzbed ’.I‘o the Most Reverend Father in God Charles Thomas’ Lord ‘Archbishop of
Canterbury, anate of all England 'md Metropohtzm, and to all other Brshops‘ herem con-‘
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No 18.
Copy of a LLTTER from ’\'Ilss BURDETT Courrts to hxs Glace the ARCHBISHOP OF
7 | CAMERBUM o
My Lorp, | | ' " TLondon, July 12, . 165, ‘,

I an constrained by circumstances of recent occurrence to address your "Grace as
the official representative of the meeting of Archbishops, and Bishops. held at Lambeth
Palace on Whit Tuesday, 1841. I had always felt & warm interest n the object. of the
declaration then agreed to, and about the ;year 1845 I resolved to offer to the Crown,
through -the then Archhlshop of : Canterbury, Dr. Howley, my individual .aid towards
prov1d1n0 without further delay, for the members of our Church establlshed in two of ifs
Colomes, the benefits of Episcopal Government. With this object in view, I had several
interviews: with the Archbishop; and in order that there might be no pecuniary. difficulty
in the:way of the Archbishop arranging at once matters with Her Majesty’s Government,

I undertook to guarantee an- adequate provision for the endowment of two Eplscopal Sees
to be erected by the Crown. ‘Her Majesty was pleased thereon to-issue Her Letters
Patent erecting the Episcopal. See of Adelaide in South Australia, and that of Cape
Town in the . Settlement in the. Cape of Good Hope, .and to nominate Bishops. thereto.
And I fulfilled my guarantee by paying, under the advice of, the Archbishop of Canter-
bury, into the Bank of England, to the account of the treasurers of the Axchbishops and
BlShOpS, a specific sum of moncy for the éndowment of the See of Cape Town, and a
like sum for the endowment of the Sce of.'Adelaide. When I provided a fund for the
endowment of the See of British Columbia ‘and Vancouver Island with Archdeaconries
attached thereto i 1859, 1, with the’ concurrence: of Axchbishop Sumneér, your:Grace’s
immediate predecessor, pmsued the same ‘course” ‘which'I had befme adopted under the
advice' of Archbishop Howley.:

It will. be. within . your Grace’s - recollectxon that .the . dec]aratlon of Alchblsh()ps and
Bishops, to which I have referred; and which!was!:agreed:to’ at Lambeth:Palace/in. 1841
by all present; and in: which your Grace, although not present; desired .to. express..your
concurrence as Bishop of Ripon, set forth that the Archbishops and- Bishops of: the '
United Church of England and Ir eland, “ contemplating with deep concern the insufficient
“. provisioni hitherto: made for the Spiritual wants of the members of our:National Church

¢ in the British Colonies, were prepared, &c. &c. &c.,” were prepared to undertake the

charge of a fund for the endowment of ‘additional Blshopucs in the Colonies, and to -
become responsible for its application ; .and .that a Standing Committee had been
appointed with full powers to confer with the Ministers of) the Crown, and to arrange .
measures in concert with them for the erection of . I]plscopal Sees in certain specified .
dependencies of the Crown, amongst. which the ‘Cape of: Good Hope was. enumerated.. I
had always:supposed that in undertaking to provide funds for the endowment of Colonial
Sees, I was' co-operating with the Archbishops and. Blshops of: the United Church of
England and Ireland in laying the foundation of a system of’ efficient Church Govern- :

Vment for the members of our National Church resident in the respectlve Colomes, and
‘that the Crown, by its Letters Patent, had power to’ give legal “efféct ‘to an’ “order of
- things calculated fo secure that the doctnne and’ dlscxplme of the. Church of England by ..
-law established should be mairtained. in their completeness amongst the conglegatlons,of -

. our. own - communion . in- those Colonies. .. Without this ' security;: I ‘should . not. have -
: guaranteed the endowment funds ; and upon: the faith. of tlns ‘having been ‘accomplished
- by the issuing of Her Majesty’s Letters Patent, T fulfilled in’ each- case my: guarantee. .
‘In the numerous’ conversations -which T had - Wlth Dri Howley, he ‘uniformly expressed

himself thankful that the’ Church ‘of England had been so firmly planted in’ the Colonies .

~during his' primacy, and con51dered that_its’constitution had been, secured in every
.,colomal dependency, of ; the Crown in  which an; Eplscopal See had been. founded “The =
late Bishop of London, Dr. Blomfield, with whom 1" was in. ‘constant ° *communication, .
‘always represented to me that he also consuiered that the plantmg of the Church of
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distinctions and privileges of his Episcopate.

. The declaration, however, of the state of the law which is to be found in the report of
the Judicial Committee of Her Majesty’s Privy Council upon the case of the Bishops of

England in the Colonies in the completeness. of ‘its order -and discipline to be one of the

e g p
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Cape Town and Natal, has drawn: my attention more particularly to the fact, that the

conditions upon which 1 undertook to make provisions for the endowment of a Bishop’s
See at Cape Town have not been {fulfilled by Her Majesty’s Letters Patent, as I find,
with the most painful surprise, that the Bishop nominated to the See of Cape Town is
declared in that report not to have any effective Ecclesiastical jurisdiction ; and my
anxiety is increased by the advice which 1 have received from eminent counsel that the
Letters Patent of the Crown, purporting. to erect.the Sees of Adelaide,. of British
Columbia, and Vancouver Island, with jurisdiction over the clergy in those Colonies,
may prove to be equally ineffectual with the Letters Patent of Cape Town. ' ‘

1 had considered it probable that I should rececive some communication from ydili-

‘Grace on the part of the Committee of Archbishops and Bishops' respecting the course

they might deem it expedient to pursue, in order to secure that due effect should be
given to.our common intentions, and I have hitherto abstained from troubling your Grace
with any.inquiry upon a subject involving many interests, and necessarily requiring.very
careful consideration.. But as the.Session is now. closed, and. as life is uncertain, -I. think
it advisable not to delay any longer applying to your Grace for information upon.this
~ subject, and more particularly to inquire whether your Grace and the Committee have
received any. communication from the Ministers of the Crown. I am.informed-that.if
no farther measures;. are:-adopted to give legal effect’ to the arrangements which, Her
Majesty’s. Letters . Patent, were .intended to sanction, and were supposed to.have
sanctioned effectively, the funds provided by me.for: the endowment of these Colonial
Sees may possibly revert.to me.as founder, or to my representatives. . It will, therefore,
be my duty to provide for such an eventuality ; and as my position has so unespectedly
become one of responsibility, anxiety, and suspense, may I request your Grace to com-
municate this letter at your earliest: convenience to-the Committee of Archbishops and
Bishops, and.to place it upon their records. = - . o o

: : L Ll Tam, &, -~
(Signed) = ANGELA GEORGINA BURDETT -COUTTS.
. - His Grace - o T
The Archbishop of Canterbury. - . -

Cory of a LETTER from Miss Bubert Courrs to the Right Honourable .
oo oo+ EarvRousseu, KG.o oo 0
My Dear .LbRD,; [T R zv'=Eh'1"enburg Hall, Torquay,‘,DeéexjnberQS,~18:65,"~
. 7+ : Tae recent interpretation of the state.of the law given by the Judicial Committee

Neo. 19. o

of Her Majesty’s Privy:Council in-the.case of the Bishops of Cape.Town and Natal has, .
" no-doubt, already attracted your Lordship’s: attention, both from-the igravity of the

- geuera) principles mvolved in it; and its-reactive consequences, as' regards the:ancient

jurisdiction of the Crown:in this-kingdom - over:the State Ecclesiastical throughout its .
dominions. . But its more immediate.effects upon the position of the founders of. certain =~ |
colonial bishoprics purporting to have:been erected:by Letters Patent of the.Crown.may =

not hitherto have' been .prominently. brought under your: notice. . .I*beg, therefore, to
_enclose: to-your Lordship: the :copy.of-a letter which, as founder: of- the. Bishoprics - of

Adelaide, Cape. Town, and British' Columbia,: I addressed, in. the month:of July last¥, to

the: Archbishop of :Canterbury; as' Official President - of the Council ‘of' Archbishops and . .~ -
" Bishops which; . with ithe sanction of :the Crown, arranged:the: measures which- led to.the .= = -
" erection 'of those.Bishoprics.. "I am still awaiting information:as .to. the: measures which. = = .~
- that:Council ‘may.:propose:to adopt, in concert with the:Ministers'of the Crown, in order. = = .
' tofulfil.the intentions of those persons whose monies:they hold. intrust: for- the. specific. = & =~

. objects' which the Letters Patent of:the.Crown'wére supposed.to have effected.; Meanwhile. = "
- the; progress. of ‘circumstances has:not tended to:diminish«my anxiety astothe situation .~ .
* -in.which:I.have:found:myself unexpectedly-placed.:":A::letter  has:récently. been made . =
public, on:the part of the:Bishop :of ‘Cape Town,in‘:which':the: Bishop-assumes-toi-be . -
~.Irresponsible as regards. the Crown, and seems prepared (if funds should:be;forthcoming) -
" to appoint anew Bishop:of Natal..:The five Bishops; of New:Zealand have also;combined "
" to.surrender their:Lietters: Patent;:and:have:constituted:themselves, with: the concurrence -~ . *

D2 e

* Puge 20, .-
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COLONIES of a portion of the clergy and laity of their diocescs, a body which they arc pieased to
GENERAL. designate as the Church of New Zcaland, although in what sezse a body of clergy who
have severed their comnection from the Crown of this kingdom can claim to be the
Territorial Church of a dependency of that Crown, I am at a loss to understand. It
appears to be the present intention of the Bishops of South Africa and New Zealand to
maintain full comnunion with the Church of England, and, in the case of the Bishops of
New Zcaland, at lcast, to adopt the Archbishop of Canterbury as patriarch. But, if I
interpret rightly the position which the Archbishop of Canterbury holds, no Spiritual or
ecclesiastical superiority appertains to him in regard to those Bishops, except under the
Letters Patent of the Crown ; for the act of consecration in which he may have taken part
under the Royal Mandate did not confer upon him any such superiority. If, therefore,
the Letters Patent arc ineffectual to give him appellate jurisdiction, and the supremacy of
the Crown in matters ecclesiastical does not take effect in those colonial dependencies,
there will be no safeguard against the respective Churches declaring themselves to be in
communion with the Church of any Foreign Country, and recognizing, by a vote of the
ruling majority, the supremacy of a Foreign Bishop or Archbishop. Ard-as there are
many to whom the principle of uniformity commends itself more strongly than the duty
of protest against error, it may come to pass at no distant time that the wish and aim of
such a majority will be to bring about a fusion of widely differing Churches, and to
~ recognize a common supremacy in the Pope of Rome, or in the Patriarch of
Constantinople. Indications are not wanting of the cxistence of this spirit in the present
- day, as there are those working amongst us who, whilst as yet repudiating what is
denominated the *“ practical quasi-authoritative system of the Church of Rome,” would
not scruple to acknowledge the primacy of the Bishop of that Church, and to assert that
there is ¢ not any supremacy in itself to which the Church of England should object.” On
the other hand, the Church of Rome is neither an inactive nor unintelligent spectator of
- these indications ; and whilst it contemplates the division of the realm of England into
two ecclesiastical provinces under the supreme jurisdiction of the Pope, an Archbishop
of that Church has declared in his inaugural address, lately delivered almost within .
hearing of Westminster Iall, that ¢ Protestantism has nearly run out its appointed course
- of heresy,” and that “in a generation or two the Anglican Religion will be a. page of
history.” I for one cannot (scarcely) hlame the members of the Church of Rome for
seeking to carry out a system which they believe to be right ; neither can I wish that the
spirit of toleration, the result of the civil and religious liberty we enjoy; should abate, .
even whilst it thus permits, or possibly fosters, these very hopes and endeavours. But
amidst these varied signs of the times, and in the face of coming difficulties, I value more: ..
and more, as priceless, the constitutional recognition of the Crown of this kingdom as
“in all causes, both ccclesiastical and civil, within its dominions supreme.” That the
Bishops of South Africa and New Zealand, instead of' striving to uphold this, their
indefeasible position, should seck to cast themselves off from their firm anchorage ground,
and risk to let their respective  Churches drift away from the Church of England, in the
vague condition of voluntary associations, regulated from time to time by the vote of the
ruling majority, scems to me to imply a departure from the principles which they
maintained when they accepted their respective ‘appointments, and to be quite irrecon-
cilable with the common understanding under which the funds for the endowment of
additional Bishoprics in the Colonies have been provided. Having supplied specific
portions of those funds I cannot witness these occurrences without great misgivings as
to the future course of the movement in which I took part; and I am desirous to record -
my most.emphatic protest against. my endowments being appropriated -to ‘any kind of -
Bishepric other than such as Her Majesty’s Letters Patent were originally intended and . .
believed to have created, and under which Letters Patent the respective Bishops received -
* their consecration. If, indeed, the most formal acts of the Crown and of ‘the Church of -
‘England should have failed to securc that which.they outwardly professed to accomplish
I would earnestly press upon your Lordship to consider if Her Majesty’s Government -
cannot adopt measures to make ‘good- the failure, and to give legal -effect to:those
arrangements- which Her Majesty’s Letters Patent purported to' carry into effective -"
~ execution ; and I would solicit your attention more particnlarly to the legislative measures  :
. adopted in the case of the West Indian Bishoprics. On the other hand, if no legal means- ;"
can be devised for making good the failure; which I cannot, even now, believe to have
really occurred, then I must claim, for ‘myself and my heirs; the endowments which I
. undertook to provide on the faith of the validity of the public acts of the Crown and ‘the -
Church of England: " ot e e
. Being thus desirous to put my protest and my claim upon :record, I have thought .it:
- right, pending the information which I am expecting from the Archbishop of Canterbury,
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that a copy of the letter which I addressed to his Grace should be forwarded to Her COLONIES
- Majesty’s Secrctary for the Colonies, and also to the Bishops of Adeclaide, Cape Town, GENERAL.
and British Columbia ; and I now beg, with great respect, to place a copy of it in the
hands of Your Lordship, as first Minister of the Crown.
‘ 1 have, &c. _
- (Signed) = ANGELA G. BURDETT COUTTS.
The Right Hounourable Earl Russell, - .
&e. &c. &ec.

No. 20. ‘ . No.z0. . .
Cory of a LETTER from H. Wapbineron, Esq., to the Unper SecreTARY OF o
StaTE ForR THE COLONIES. ‘

o , o Whitehall, May 5, 1866.
SIR, ‘ ‘ - (Answered May 16, 1866, page 25.)

‘ I axdirected by Sceretary Sir George Grey to transmit to you the enclosed copies -k,
of a letter from the Bishop of London, and of the petition of Miss Burdett Coutts which ~
accompanied it, relative to Colonial Bishoprics; and to request that you will submit
the same to Mr. Secretary Cardwell for his consideration. o ‘ ‘
' | Iam, &c.

The Under Secretary of State, (Signed)  H. WADDINGTON.

&¢. &e. &
Colonial Office. o

Enclosure 1 in No. 20.

My DEAR SIR GEORGE, | - Tairlight T.odge, near Hastings, May 3, 1866. . I%“"‘,;.,"’“ ,
. I nAvE been requested by Miss Burdett Coutts to convey to you as Secretary of State the >
- enclosed petition to Her Mujesty the Queen. =~~~ o - I
The petition, as T understand it, sets forth Miss Coutts’ anxiety, arising from what she conceives to
be the present danger lest the funds with which she endowed the See of Capetown, and two other
Seces, on the faith of engagements publicly entered into by the Archbishops and Bishops of the United
" Church of England and Ireland on the one part, and the Government of Her Majesty on the other, be
‘diverted to a purpose very different from that for which she had destined them. ' I understand Miss
Coutts to say that she gave her endowment to the United Church as existing in these Colonies, main-
taining the same doctrine and discipline as the Church at home, and subject, while they are.still
-colonies and not independent states, to the same Royal Supremacy ; but that some events which have
already occurred, and others which have been announced as.imminent, threaten ‘to divert these funds ‘
to independent Episcopal: Churches, not bound by or submitting to the laws.of the Church at ‘home, .
and openly repudiating that Royal Supremacy, the exercise 'of which she conceives to be- one.main
safeguard whereby the various provinces and dioceses of the National Church are. outwardly ' knit
together in one law.and discipline. R ‘ : e

Miss Coutts has requested me to transmit to you her petition, I presume not only because 1 am'the
~ Bishop of the Diocese in which she resides, but. also. because she knows that I sympathise in the
apprehensions she entertains, and because: from my position. as Bishopof London I am. peculiarly
* connected with the Church in Her Majesty’s Foreign or Colonial Possessions. To the Archbishops ' of
~Canterbury and York and to the Bishop of London was long since committed by law:the duty of
ordaining clergymen for the Colonies, and on myself and my predecessors - in . the -See of Liondon has ...
chicfly devolved ' the performance of this, duty. I am continually called, in discharge of this.legal -
requirement, to provide clergy for those dependencies of the Crown in which no Bishop ‘of the United .
Church of England and Ireland holds ‘jurisdiction. T am naturally, therefore, very apprehensive of . =
“anything which shall substitute independent Bishops of free Churches for those whose jurisdiction we = |
- have hitherto recognised, as- conceiving them . bound: by the same allegiance to administer the same
laws with ourselves, and adhere to the same doctrime. .. . @ oo Ve Lol e Tl

You may be aware, that had it not been' for a recent attack of illness, from the effects of which I | -
" have not yet completely recovered, I should before now, according to notice, have called the attention =~ ..
.of the Housc.of Lords to the present’ very unsatisfactory. condition  of ‘affairs-in. reference to:the . . .
~Church in certain Colonies, and to the necessity for Government endeavouring to deal with the difficulties -,
" (which have arisen) :in :a manner consistent withthe ancient; constitution of -the-Church and the = .. -
. prerogative of the Crown, and consistent also with the wishes.of those members of our Church in the = .
., Colonies who earnestly.deprecate anything which shall separate.them from the Church at home, "0 =" .
* """ The same cause which has prevented ‘me from: bringing this’ matter before the House of Liords . -
" deprives'me of the'privilege of taking my place this.day:in Convocation, and'earnestly begging that -
.. body to dissuade the Bishop of Cape Town from the rashact, which, in his zeal for the'maintenance of - ;...
: .. pure doctriné, he is'commonly reported to contemplate, of consecrating a new Bishop for Natal, before .-
- -the cause respecting that: See; iow. before the courts,” is decided, and ~before any legislative enactment
. bhas been passed to avert the confusion now threatened. T I e

... Earnestly ‘trusting’ that Her : Majesty’s Government, ontheonehandcarefultomamtam : Her
- Majesty’s prerogative, and “on the  other taking. counsel with the Bishops how: best:to secure the -




COLONIES
GENERAL.

—

Encl. 21in
No. 20.

-+ Your Petitioner, therefore;: humbly *prays:_;Y: b'ﬁr ""’Ma‘jeéty::tb“.'ftdii"ect‘

Py CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO

Church’s peace and unity of doctrine in the Colonies, may devise and speedily introduce some wise
measure of conciliation, and that meanwhile they may use privately whatever influence they possess
to urge that no rash steps ought to be taken'in' the Colonics, T beg to place in your hands the enclosed -
petition. ‘ " R AU S ‘ ‘
o o I am, &e. >
The Right Hon. Sir George Grey, Bart. (Signed) A. C. Loxpon.
. & & & i = B S o
P.S.—I presume it is Miss Coutts’ intention that her petition shall be published, and my letter is .
written with the same intention. ‘ P . o

o Enclosure 2'in No. 20. ‘
The humble PrriTION of ANGELA GEORGINA BURDETT CouUtts, of 1, Stratton Street, in
the city of Westminster, and of 59, Strand.

May it please Your Majesty, ‘ ‘ o y
Your Petitioner humbly approaches Your Majesty, and prays leave to submit to Your Majesty’s
gracious consideration— R . T - ce ‘ o o
1. That upon the representation of the, Archbishops and Bishops of the United Church of England
and Ircland that many of -Your Majesty’s subjects, professing the doctrine and discipline of that
Church, resident within Your Majesty’s' Colonies of South Australia, the Cape of Good Hope, .
Vancouver Island, and British ‘Columbia respectively, were deprived of some of the offices prescribed
by the liturgy and usage of” the Church aforesaid, by reason that there was not a Bishop residing or
excreising jurisdiction and canonical functions within the same, Your Petitioner was induced to
provide means for the cndowment of Episcopal Sces within Your Majesty’s. said Colonies, and
thereupon Your Majesty was graciously pleased to issue Your Royal Letters Patent creating the
Episcopal Sees of Adelaide in South Austrslia,” of Cape Town in the Settlement of the Cape. of -
Good Hope, and of British Columbia in the Colonies of .‘British Columbia and Vancouver Island,

~ and subsequently by your Royal Letters to raise the Episcopal Sce of Cape Town to the dignity

of a Metropolitan See. : ‘ , ‘ : T
- 2. That the Lords of the Judicial Committec of -Your Majesty’s Privy Council, in their Reports
to Your Majesty upon the appeal of the Rev. Wm, Liong" against the Lord Bishop of Cape Town,
and upon the’ petition of the Lord Bishop of Natal, referred to them by Your Majesty’s Order in
Council - of 10th June 1864, respectively have declared that Your Majesty’s Royal Letters have -
been insufficient to confer any ccclesiastical jurisdiction upon the Bishop of Cape Town, = =~ ' -
3. That your Petitioner has been advised by counsel learned in the law that Your Majesty’s. Royal
Letters Patent may be held to have been in like manner insufficient to confer any ecclesiastical
jurisdiction upon the Bishop of Adelaide within the Colony of South Australia, or upon the Bishop
of British Columbia within that. portion of his Diocese which is within the limits of the Colony of
Vancouver Island. =« = L e T T e
4. That your Petitioner, in furnishing means ior the endowments of : the said Sees; had strictly'in
view to provide for thé members of ' the United Church of England and Ireland resident within Your
Majesty’s said dominions the benefits of Episcopal ‘ministrations and government according to the

- order ‘of the said Church, under the chief government of Your Majesty; - and Your, Petitioner fully

believed, in providing the said endowments for the said Sces, that the Bishops thereof would be subject
to that ancient jurisdiction over the State Ecclesiastical which rightfully appertains ‘to  the Crown -of
Your Majesty :as being withinall your dominions supreme, -+*" = ot e e
5. That your Petitioner has beén ‘sidvised that unless the defect of Your Majesty’s Royal Letters -
be supplied by some act of ‘legislation, the’ members of ‘the United Church of England and Ireland .
residént within the said Colonies will-be without that! security for the ‘maintenance ‘of the doctrine .
and discipline of 'the said Church which the exercise of ' Your Majesty’s; prerogative by the appoint-
ment_of ‘Bishops exercising' ‘jurisdiction’ urider Your:Majesty’s Royal® Letters was~ intended “'to
establish, " i - TR T e b e T T T e e
6. That the said failure will be a-source of great grief to your Petitioner, and also t6 many of Your
Majesty’s ‘loyal subjects residing «in‘the ‘said Colonies, from whom personally,as well ‘as from’ the

legislatures of the said Colonies; your: Petitioner, shortly after Your Majésty’s said‘Royal Lietters were

issued, received public assurance of their satisfaction -and thankfulness for Your Majesty’s gracious |
7. That by the said failiiré the 'ohject which" your Petitiorier had in View'in
for the said Sees will be frustrated.’” BT RS e -

g

oviding ‘endowm
‘that.'in" any ‘mensure’ for -

: -amending’ the law with respéct to'thé Bishops and Clergy-in ‘the'said Colonies, caré may b
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Copy of a LETTER from Slr FREDERIC ROGERS, Bart to H WA.DDINGTON, Esq o
Str, Dowmng Street, May 16, 1866.

I Have laid before Mr. Secretary Cardwell your letter of the 5th1 mstant * enclosing * Page 23.
copies of a letter from the Bishop of London, and of a petition from Miss Burdett Coutts
addressed to the Queen, relative to Colonial Bishoprics ; and I am to request that you
will inform Secretary Sir George Grey that a Bill has been introduced’ into Parliament
intended to relieve Colonial Bishops and the Clergy ordained by them from the principal
legal difficulties resulting from the recent decisions of the Judicial Committee.

‘ 1 have, &c.
H. Waddington, Esq o (Signed) FREDERIC ROGERS
&e.  &e. |

No.22. . Nez

COPY of a LETTER from the Rwht Honourable EDWARD Carpwerr, M.P,, to the
‘ Right Reverend the Lorp Bisnor or Lonpon. ‘

My Lorp, g - Downing Street May 25 1866.
I nave recelved from Secretar y Sir George Grey your. LOl‘dShIPS letter of the
3rd instant.* I have also received and laid before the Queen the petition: enclosed *Page 23,
in that letter which has been addressed to Her Majesty by Miss Burdett Coutts, the |
munificent founder of more than one of the existing Bishoprics in: Her Majesty’s
Colonial Possessions, respecting the intricate questions which have -arisen -out of the
recent judgments of the Lords of the Judicial Committee of Privy Council in the case
of Long . the Bishop of Cape Town, and in the case of the Bishop of Natal.
The effect of those judgments on the status of Colonial Bishops and the position of
the Colonial Church has en«raged the anxious consideration of Her Majesty’s Govern- -
‘ment. They are fully sensible. of the advantage which the Colonial Episcopate derives,
and as_they hope will long continue to-derive, from its connexion with the Established -
- Church ‘of "this’ country, and would readily adopt any legxtlmate means of strengthening
that connexion. ‘But it would, in their opinion, be inconsistent with the settled prmmplea
~ of Colonial policy to establish in the Colonies by v Imperial Legislation' a prerogative in .
‘respect to ecclesiastical matters which the highest Court of Appeal has declared to ‘have. . -
no existence in law. : They have, however, caused a Bill to be framed, and to be introduced.
into Parliament, which, without interfering in matters which' fall ‘within. the sphere ‘of -
~ local leglslatlon, will, as they hope, have the effect of placmg the Church of England at
~ greater " liberty - to extend and perpetuate 1ts mlmstratlons, throurrhout the Coloma.l
Emplre : e :

i o Ihave & o
T he nght Reverend the Lod . - (S]gned) EDWARD CARDWELL
Blshop of' London o » o e




