
\ a -

n
i t 1 X

/

utc
t A Journal advocating the interests of the United Church of England and Ireland in the Dominion of Canada.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- -as------ .------- t *
• «THIS FROTESTAHT KINGDOM ."-«ILL or riuhth, 168».

------------------------------------------------------ ------ ■- 3C.

Vol. I.—No. 41.
y„

MONTREAL, THURSDAY, 10th NOVEMBER, 1868. ^2 ^ an.—Single copies, 5 cents.
/

Diocesan Snuob.
*SPECIAL >1 K I. C I \ti-NO.'l I NATION OF 

BISHOP AMU MKTKOPOL1TAM.

Wednesday, Nov. II, 1868.
Yesterday, in accmdaive with the circular of 

the Dean of Montreal, the Dioct’sun Synod met 
for (lie purjHiee of elec ting a successor, to the 
lute Metropolitan. The number of delegates 
from all parts of the Province was very Itoge, 
the utmost interest being naturally fe|t in the 
result of the election to so important an 
office. At 11 o'clock public service was held 
in the (’allied Al. The prayers were read by 
the Rev. Mr. Slack, liural D< an of Bedford, 
the iirst lesson by Veil. Arehtieacon Leach. 
The concluding prayers were read by Kcv. 
Canon Loosemore.

The Rev Canon Baleh, J) D., then preached 
from 2 Timothy xi 1$ :— 1 Study to show tliy- 
sslf approved unto God.” After a few in. 
troductory remarks on the general principles 
involved in the text, lie applied it to the von- 
duet and teaching of,ministers themselves ami 
showed how their energies ought to be directed, 
He dwelt upon tiie Diocesan Missions, giving 
the statistics of the Diocese of Montreal with 
its 45,0oo adherents and seventy-#Me ministers. 
He directed their attention to the gradual with
drawal of the contributions of the Society for 
the Propagation of the Ooip;*l, in order that 
the Churcli here may help herself the more, 
now that she is past the stage of infancy. 
More than $12,000 a-Vear must, then fore, soon 
lie withdrawn, and it would lie necessary to 
be prepared for that as well as to provide for 
their present deficiency. He was of opinion 
that a special sum of $1,000 this year should 
he raised to be applied to next year’s opera
tions, and so on yearly, that there might 
always be a year s funds in hand for the follow
ing year. In this he had the full concur
rence of the late Bishop. He had already 
made a beginning in raising that sum, and 
trusted the whole amount might be raised by 
January. To meet the deficiency, and the 
withdrawal of the Prujiagation Society’s grant, 
it would be necessary to raise the sum of $25,- 
000 annually from the Diocese, but this sum 
could be raised by the exertions of the Secretary 
and the Bishop and with these it could be obtain
ed with less trouble and less inconvenience to 
congregations than the present amount. He 
entered upon a summary of the duties devo'v- 
ing upon all in entering upon the work they 
had to perforlp, and exhorted .them to d.. i;
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order and passed email)». The amendment 
was lost.

The main motion was then put and carried.
The Scrutineers ap|Miintcd were the Rev. J. 

Kllvgoode, Rev T W Fylcs and Major Camp
bell for the clerical vote. The Chancellor, 
Capt Ai res and Rev. W. B. Curran for the lay 
vote. Committees to examine the lists :— 
Clerical list—Rev. Canon Bond, Rev. R. Lons- 
dell, Rural Dean, Rev. B. W. Newman, Hon. 
L. S. Huntingdon, Mr. .1. C. Spence. Lay list 
— Dr. Small wood. Mr. W. H. Kerr, Mr. E. E. 
Shelton, Rev. Cation Anderson, Rev J. B. 
Davidson.

The SECRETARY of the House of Bishops 
delivered a message from their Lordships con
taining the nomination.

Canon BALCH read the nomination of thofce 
whom they had selected. They believed that 
the name should be that of one in Kpisadpal 
orders. They therefore sf-nt down the follow
ing names The Bishop of Fredericton, the 
Bishop of Nova Scotia, the Bishop of Huron, 
t he Bishop of Outarii 
the Bishop of Toronto.

A little before six the Committee on the lists 
of delegates brought in thvi: report and the 
Synod adjourned till this morning at 10 o’clock.

the Bishops were 
until an election

tended to adjourn in an heir till May next. 
The message was received with hisses, and 
cries of “shame," anil eonsidi rable confusion.

Rev. Canon BANCROFT moved that a 
special meeting be called to separate the office 
of the Bishop of Montreal 'rota that of the 
Metropolitan. The motion was ruled out of 
order.

Mr. T R JOHNSON said 
bound to send clown names 
was made.

Rev. Canon BANCROFT said the House of 
Bishops ha I sent down the names ol all the 
Bishops of British Nonij^ America hut one, and 
they should send downthat-ne also. ( Loud 
cheers.)

Mr ROEBUCK moved t!6v a conference be 
qgJrvd with their Lordships,tr am ertain if some 
better understanding could è t be come to.

The nhition was carried, and the Dean ap
pointed a committee to otuifcr with their 
Lordships.

About half-past six the Coinniitb Avturned 
the Bishop of Quebec, and announced that their Loidships would be 

' prepared to send down otL r names imme
diately after prayers in th morning. The 
The Synod then adjourned.

Fioice fell.
At the conclusion of the sermon a collection 

was taken up.
The Sairaulent of the Lord’s Supper was 

then dispensed by the Boni Bishop of Toronto, 
assisted by the Lord Bishop of Quebec.

THU ELECTION.
The Synod jnvt at three o'clock, D im 

Bvthune in the Chair. There was a large 
meeting of^lie delegates. At the reipiest of 
the Dean, the Rev. Canon Batch read the 
prayer appointed for the occasion.

Mr. M. 11. Saiilwirn read over the list of the 
delegates, those present answering to their 
names. J
LIST OF CLERGY AND LAY DELEGATES.

Names marked thus • were absent.
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) ----
The DEAN tlieu said 
Rev. Brethren and Brethren,—The oecflsion 

for this spécial meeting of the Synod of this 
diocese is the election of a successor to our | 
late much beloved and ^ deeply hunented 
Bishop and Metropolitan, ’l’liat the duty in 
the discharge of which we arc now assembled 
is one of the very gieatest importance and 
solemnity, I need hardly tell you ; hut it is 
one also of very heavy responsibility, and, as 
we shall have the benefit of the suggestion of 
the most lit person as the object of our choice ! 
by the whole House of our Right Kcv. Fathers 
in God, this should be a great assistance as ; 
well as an alleviation of our responsibility. : 
But be this as it may, we el.uld all fervently 
pray, after the example of those who elected \ 
one to till the first vacancx that occurred in 
the ranks ot the holy Apo-tles, ‘Thou Lord j 
who knowest the hearts t> all men, show us 
whether of these thou hast diosen.”

Next in importance to the duty which I have 
thus briefly endeavoured to ’apress upon you, 
is that of good order aihktdi orum in the dis- 
charge of out high function. The constitution j 
ol our Syui/l and the canon for the election of j 
a Bishop Wave only provide I, in this respect, ! 
that the vites shall be takjede^illot, ami ! 
arrangements for carry iiigjoig tlicphrvisions 1 
of the canon in such a wit| a* to prevent con
fusion and for the prescrva^i, of u tier. For 
this purpose 1 took for my ijtidanee the admir- i 
able arrangements made atjtl:i last election of 
a Bisi op of Toronto ; and Bs-ight the further j 
assistance and valuable aid of our Cathedral > 
Chapter. The result has beeti the adoption of 
tiie order of proceeding, a printed copy of ! 
which is now, I believe, in th hands of every ' 
one who is entitled to vote. <

J shall not detain you any longer, but con- j 
elude with the words of my venerable friend | 
the late Bishop of Toronto,a similar occa- j 
sion, and ask you, “after fervent invocation of \ 
the Holy Spirit, to enter upon and discharge I 
the duly before you iu such a manner as in | 
your inward souls and consei llées you think 
will most advance the extension of God's king- 

•doldaiid the growth of His grit amongst us.
A discussion was raised l.v Rural Dean 

SLACK as to the proper oeeu| ut „f the chair, 
Ids opinion being that the Artinleacoa was the 
proper dignitary to do so. He ton Id not press 
the matter, but he would ask that the words 
“arranged by the Dean ami Vuiiptcr’ be ex
punged from the orders of the titty.

The DEAN held that he was the proper dig
nitary to till the chair, but call 4 the (ftianeel- 
lor to state the law on the subject.

• The CHANCELLOR cited the law, which 
was conclusive that the Deau ttics the prop* 
occupant of the chair.

Rev. Mi. DARNELL moved, Ivcondvd by 
Mr. LONSDELL, that the order- L a whole be 
adopted. /

Rural Dean SLACK moved, *' Lnilvd lw tire 
Rev. Mr. LINDSAY, that the im<>nd line be 
expunged. '

Hun. Mr. HUNTINGDON tlml-ht that if 
the word “arranged’ were iiqgh ■- iggvstvd" it 
would remove the objection. lie pointed out 
that there were objections to tie mutio.r for 
receiving the orders en Mac and Vrgrecd that 
they should he taken mriatin.

Kev. Mr. LINDSAY hod’moved f,,r expung
ing tiie wolds “arranged,” etc , as lie felt afraid 
of its being a precedent.

.y I ROEBUCK was not prepar. ,| to give the 
I). an and chapter the power ol initiating le- ! 
gislation. If it was so and the B.simps named 
the cnmlidutes they might as well go home, 

The amendment was lust.
Re". Mr. DAVIDSON moved, seconded by i 

Mr. DRAKE, that the rules be taken up in '

Thursday, Nov. 12, 1808.
Yesterday morning the proceedings of the 

Synod were resumed, The clergy, in accord
ance w ith the order of proceedings, were seated 
on the right, and the laity on the left, of the 
Chair. The proceedings were opened with 
prayer by Kcv. Canon Batch. The roll of dele
gates was then culled, and the minutes of yes
terday read and approved. The first part of 
the forenoon's proceedings was taken up with 
hearing appeals in respect to the report of the 
Committee on lists, which were finished a few 
minutes before twelve.

Mr. J M. FEKKI8 raised the point ti,at the 
House of Bishops being only entitled to send 
down a list, from whom the Synod were to 
choose a Bishop, hail no power to express in 
that message any opinion or determination in 
addition. The resolution sent do» n was that 
only a clergyman holding Episcopal orders 
should lie chosen as Bishop of V out real. It 
was a most unfortunate thing for the House of 
Bishops itself,as, if the Synod declined to elect 
any of those whose minu s were.Amit down, 
they would be obliged to change tWt 
tion.

The DEAN declared the question out of 
order.

Mr. FERRIS appealed to the House, and was
misiwawi. He I'lmtinevd that it wasthc dirty pfeeteg she eterthra
of the Synod to preserve harmony With the 
House of Bishops, but this could not be with
out the law being observed on both sides. He 
thought the best way would bj/fo ask a Con
ference, anil ask the Bishops to withdraw the 
resolution, substituting another with merely 
the names. Heswould, however, content him
self with moving that this be not held as a pre
cedent ns tiie re was not time for a conference.

The resolution is as follows. That liy the 
Canon regulating the manner in which a Bishop 
of the Diocese of Montreal anil Metropolitan is 
to be elected, it is provided that the House of 
Bishops shall lay before this Synod two or 
more names from which to select, and should 
no choce be made by this Synod that the 
House of Bishops shall again lay before this 
Synod other names arid so on^intil a choice 
shall have been made. That the resolution 
passed liy the House of Bishops and laid before 
this Synod yesterday is pn faced by a pream
ble. That this Synod while receiving the said 
resolution with all the respect due to the 
t ottse of Bishops, declares nevertheless that 
the Canon restricts that venerable body to the 
sole duty of signifying names to this Synod 
from which to elect the Bishop of this Diocese 
and Metropolitan without any declaration of 
any other determination or of any opinion 
whatever.

That this Synod, therefore, objects to the 
form of the resolution of the House of Bishops 
now before this Synod, and will not hold the 
same as a precedent for the future in so far as 
it conveys to this Synod any other intimation 
than the names of persons whom this Synod 
may select as Bishop anil Metropolitan accord
ing to the stiict provision of the Canon in 
that Ix-half.

The Hon. Mr. HUNTINGDON seconded the 
motion, which was carried unanimously.

The DEAN said had he known the objection 
lie would not have held Mr. Ferris out of 
order.

The DEAN then called on the members of 
the Synod to enga^rin silent prayer for a few 
minutes, at the conclusion of which, the 
liulloting began, the clergy voting on the one 
side of the House and the laity oil the other.

At one o’clock the ballotting was concluded, 
and the scrutineers retired with the ballot 
boxes and the Synod adjourned till two 
o’clock.

* Friday. Nov. 13, 1808.
•LECTION or M8TB .’MUTAS 

The Synod met yeiterday morning and was 
organ's»! in the usual manner, the tintn- s of 
the members called, and the minutes of the 
last meeting n a I and approved of.

The 8ECUE I’ARY of the Honse of B shops 
brought in a message from Unir L'-rdshii s. j 

Rev. J. C. DAVI DSC’N moved the following 
resolution, second, d by Mr H. L. Ribiistn, 
that upon every nomination sod first ballot a 
second ballot shall take | lace upon the ijDr 
candidate receiving the largest |u ube.r <>f vrttee 
In such n< mina lion, that ’ t n opportunity ipa? 
Is - given for the rw om illation of dificr'Ut j fig 
rat ot« and au eatly LsrmoidoiHf.S'tlltim nt.

The motionwas I os' : yeas, 6$ ; ua> s, 94/
The mesarge was then read «S fol ow* : i 
Tuât iu accordance with a set gestion made 

to the Conference with the Uiuct sin Synod 
yeiterday evenii g, the House r.f b shops sub
mit to the Diocesan 8) nod of Montreal the 
names of the Lord Bishop of Newfoundland, 
the Lord Bishop of Huron, the lerd bishop nt 
Ontaiio, the Lord Bishop of Q*.bec and the 

it résolu- Lord Bishop of Toronto, with dli Understand- 
log that If a Bishop of this Provfcce should be 
elected he shall hold yfflee oulyluutll a canon 
can be passed leaving the electhfcof Metropo
litan In the bands of the Ron* pfe^shop*, and 

ai m BtÉhop of Montreal 
without rt striciion iu the 8y East of that Diocese.

Hon L. 8. HUNTINGDON sobmlrted that 
three names hating been sli. aily sent down 
and r« jected, that it Is not In oui r to send them 
down again. It was a point wucb the Dean 
himself must decide.

The DEAN thought the House of Bishops 
had a light to send down the ssme ca nes.

Hon L 8. HUNTINGDON seeing that this 
point had been ruled out said, that it had been 
decided yesterday tbst the surplusage in the 
message was not admisible The Bouse of Blsh 
ops bad no right to Send down any conditions 
as to lb* circums.ances in which the ballot was 
to be taken, and thtr fore the totssage could 
not lie recel fid. His application in writing was 
that it is not iu ordeQgr this Synod to notive 
the message just presented from the House ol 
bishops, tbevconiination being coupled with 
rouditions and extraneous matleis not author
ised by the Canon.

The DEaN agreed with Mr. Huntingdon, 
that the message was not admhwioli, and the 
Synod accordingly refused to receive it, a mes
sage to that effect being returned.

The buzs and excitement tl at prevailed was 
bn hid aa the Secretary of the Hi .use of tl hops 
returned with the message in reply. The names 
•ent down were the same as these alienly sent 
with theexceptlon of the Bishop ol Quebec. The 
So.retety explain’d that the reason the name 
of the Bishop of Quhbec was left out was that 
he would on no at count acct pt the i ffice. The 
other bishops would ulply accept conditionally. 
(Cries of no conditions.)

There was some contusion at this point as to 
the steps to be taken, but It was ultimately de
cide d to take a rcci ss lor half au hour before 
balloting.

On resuming, the ballot was pri needed with 
and the Scrutiueera reported the lui low log as 
the state of the votes :

C.
bishop cf British Columbia,............. 36

do Huron,................................ 6
do Newfouu land,.................. o
do Ontario. .....   j
do Toronto............................... l

Lost Votes,..,................................... ....
Nws.................................................... >6

AFTERNOON SESSION.

At the opening of the Session, the Scru
tineers returned the following as the state of 
the bul lot :

1 C. L.
Bishop of Federk ton............. 2 1

Do of Nova Scotia.......... 0 0
Du ol Quebec ............... 33 if
Do of Ontario................. 4 1
Do of Huron................... 0 0
Do of Toronto................. 0 2

Lost votes................  0 3
Noes.........................  33 43

72 5!)
the result I icing a rejection of all the names 
sent down by tiie House of Bishops. A mes
sage to this effect being sent to their Lordships, 
another list was sent down, from which the 
Bishop of Huron dissented in a note to the 
Dean which lie requested to be read to the 
Synod. The voting on this resulted as follows :

Bisboo of Grahamstown.... 
Do of British Columbia. 
Do of Newfoundland...

Noes..............

c. L.
.it 1)
22 1 14

44 41

l!8 56
This being the result, a message was sent to 

their Lordships accordingly. The House of 
Bishops then sent down a message, with the 
resolution that they were Hot prepared to sub
mit any additional names, and that they in-

70 54
The Bishop of British Columbia had a ma

jority of the Clerical votes, but only M Lay 
votes, 28 being necessary.

Hon. L S. HUN flNGDON moved that there 
lie mi fun her votes ou these names, which was 
carried.

It was then moved and carried that the 
Synod acjuuin till threw o’clock.

AFTERNOON SESSION.
The Synod met again at tore» o’clock.
Mr L H. DAVIDSON, in support of a pro

position for reconsideration of the last vote, 
cited authoiities, but was ruled out of order

After waiting for some time a message was 
rtcwived from the House of Bishops Dominating 
the Lind Bishop ot British Columbia, the Coad
jutor Bishop of Newfoundland and the Dean of 
Norwiih (Dr. Uoulburn.) The message was 
received with cries of Guulburn and a move
ment to elect the Dean of Norwich by acclama
tion. Cider being restored and a short time 
di voted to silent prayer, the ballot was proceeded 
witu. resulting asls^lows :

« ^
Bit hop of British Columbia,............... 6
Coadjutor Bishop of Newfoundland

! Dean i f Norwich.................... .
j Lost votes,........................................... 0

Nays,............................................
'

Rev Mr. DAVIDSON moved for a si cot d 
balled, tion. L. 8. UUN'l lNGUON In amend
ment that no further ballot should be taken ou 
t1 Is unminatieu.

'i he yisti and nays were demanded to be

C. L
6 0
0 l

39 15
0 4

24 31

67 51

taken down and theamnlment was carried.

/c. L
..................... 28 59—87

iras............................................  37 25—62
Rev. GEORGE SLA< K moved that a con

ference be reque-ted between th * Clergy, re
presented by six of their numb, r and t -u laity 
repreei nted by an iqual number, to see if no 
understanding couid be come to whereby a 
unanimous vote might tie reached 

Motion i Died out of order.
The r-sr.ll i f the last ballot having been Sent 

to th- House of Bishops, a message was return
ed that as they were unable to sgree upon any 
ot hi r ntoiiH to be submitted for elei tion until 
lurther eiquiry, they would adjourn till the 
month i f May to xt.

Th- message was r<c- laid with considerable 
manifestation of fet ling, approba'iin and dis
approbation being both loudly expresaed.

THE DEAN said that nothing further te- 
malned to de done. The Svnod could either 
adjourn ii/.e die, or Adjourn to met t at ten 
o'clock to-mortow (this) morning.

A number of the repreieutattrea from the 
country said they had already wait d longer 
than wis couveii'ent fur thi to, and a feeling was 
expressed to have an evening session.

Mi. J. M. 1 RUBIS urged tbat they shouro 
wait till another day. He could quite under
stand the desire ot repreeeotatlvi s from the 
coun’ry to get borne, but It wi u!d be for the 
best interests of the Diocese, under the p* intul 
elicit instances in which ii was plsced, tbat they 
should remain. He moved that the Synod do 
adjourn till ten o'clock to-morrow (ibis) 
morning

Rev. Canon BANCROFT moved that the 
dis ussion louliuuo until the usual hour of ad
journment—six n’clot k.

Mr. F. McKENZIE moved that there should 
be an i veniog session. *

The resolution of Dr. Bancroft was carried.
Mr. FERRIS said It became the mentis rs of 

Synod under existing eir on.stand s to consider 
Un ir position w.th the d.comm and calmness 
-»it ch tne position demanded. As the beet 
taing to be done now he would move that a 
Commi'Ue bi appointed to consider the whole 
matter and report in the mornlrg at ten o’clock.

It was here sogg. stud and generally approved 
of that the Committee n port at an evening sit
ting to be h*Id at eight o’clock, ana Mr. Ferris 
altered bis motion accordingly ; the Committee 
to consist of ten roembtre, five of the Clergy 
and five of the Laity.

Hon. Mr. HUNTINGDON said there were
Serious questions to. Lw setti-d before the % Bed
coo id adjourn tine di», and grave doubts exist- . 
ed as to the power of summoning the Synod 
again In that event. Tb« se and olhtr matters 
must tot taken into consideration.

B fore the vote was taken the DEAN said It 
would be impossible for him to be present In 
the evening, and as he I ad .at so long be wee 
anxious to see it out. It was, therefore, r-tolved, 
the motion hiving been * greed to, tbat the 
Committee repo t at ten in the morning, and 
the D*an appointed the following as the mem
bers : The Archdeacon and four rural d> ana for 
the cl-rgy, and M sirs. Ferris, Huntingdon, 
Hamilton, Smallwood and Huttokf for the laity, 
and r. q ieited country members to defer leav
ing till the business wa< concluded.

The 8) nod then adjourned till ten this morn
ing.

Saturday, Nov. 14, 1868.
The SvcoJ m t yetteri’uy at ten o’clock, tie 

Veneratio the Dtan presiding. The usual 
prayers were r-ad, the roll of members called, 
and toe minutes of the previous day’s proceed
ings read and approved of.

There was some little delay, the committee 
not being prepared with their repelt,^»ut short
ly before eleven o’clix k the membt rs Amtered 
the Court X

The Venerable ARCHDEACON LEACH said, 
lu presenting the report I may mention, in the 
first place, that the Committee invited the 
Chancellor to be pres, nt at its deliberations 
and nave t ed the benefit cf hit experience, and, 
in the second place, that the Hon. John Hamil
ton dissents grner .liy from the contents of the 
repott Althougtt the name of the Hun. Mr. 
Huntingdon does not appear attachid to the 
report itself, yet he was present at the delibera
tions and approves of its contents. The report 
is iu the hand-writing of the mover, and 1 pro
pose he shell read toe report biinself.

Mr J. M FttRKlS reed the repoit which is 
in the following terms •—

The Committee apyoint d by the order of 
reference of this date to consider the state of 
the Synod has tue honour to rtpuit.

Th >t the Synod i f ibis Diocese as embltd on 
the t ntn of Novi mtier, iustwi t, for the purpose 
of choosing a Bishop and Metropolitan.

Tout, by the him*.if the Cat ou regulating 
the election it is the duty of the House of 
Bishops to send down to the Synod two or more 
names, from which the Synod is to s diet one 
lor Bishop and Metropolitan, and th case a 
selection should not be mode from those names 
the House ot Bishops shoul 1 again send down 
other names until a choice should be m de.

That th i Hump uf Bishops, in terms of the 
L'BUuo, sei t down on the same day the names 
uf the Bishops of Nova Scotia, of Fredericton, 
of Huron, of fon.uto, ol U-togio, and of Q tebec, 
a. compacted by u declaration of their d, termina
tion tout IbeTut. rests of tne Church required 
tuat the person to be elected to the Metropolitan 
See of Montreal should be of the Episcopal 
otiier.

That your Synod did not choose any one of 
the names so h ut down to it, but intimated to 
the House of Bishops tbat the declaration of any 
déterminai ion, or of auv opinion of theirs ac
companying any nam s submitted was not in 
scuu dance with 1 iw

That the House of Bishops, on the 11th lost., 
sent down the names of the Bishops of New- 
f uodl'.nd, of drabttuietuwo, and of British 
Columbia, and the Synod having voted there
upon, a choice again failed.

That the House Ol Bishops thereafter trao#- 
tnitied a message to your Synod, declaring tbit 
they wi re not prepar.d to euhinit^jrilhout delay 
and enquiry, ahv further myfu-s I than those 
nine dy saut down, and that tbe^yvould ad- 
jcu rn ■< rone hour,and reties their Dominations 
in the month of -Vav next.

Tuat a cvi.f. reuco taviug been nquisled by 
your Synod, the House of Blsboyw consented 
thereto, atm the r. pur* of the result was made 
to )3^8ynod to the iff et that tie uom'nations
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would ue luU ued ty the tioaiv vl B letups ibis 
diy.

I hit xcordiogly today the House i f B'sk- 
oos 8sut down a mrsai^e containing the u-inr* 
of tbs Bisboo* of Newfoundland, of Biiiieb 
Columbia, of Huron, of Ontario, of Quebec, and 
of T01011U», with the umkreianiiiog that if a 
tiielo,) of tbe Province should b* chosen by 
your Synod, he ahould bold tbe > (Bee only un
til a Canon should be passu#, leaving the eltc- 
tiou of Metropolitan in the bande of tie House 
of Bisbopa, and placing the eltC'.iou of a Bishop 
of Montreal wilheu", restriction In your Synod ; 
but your Synod resolved that it could not re
ceive a message containing the names of per
sona for eketion If coupled with conditions 
and extraneous inalteta not euthoris .d by the 
Canon.

That soon tfer tbe House of Bisho| ■ ■ nt down 
to your Synod'-a message repeating the names 
of tbe Bishops of Newfoundland, of Br.tieh 
Columbia, of Huron, ol Ontario, and of Toronto, 
which having been r»j teted before by your 
Synod, were r* j tied again.

That tbe House of Bishops then sent down to 
yout Synod another message containing tbe 
nauies of tbe Bishop of Columbia, i t tbe Coad
jutor Bishop of Newfoundland, and of tbe Dean 
Ol/Nurwich, for election, nouiyif which received 
the number of votes in your Syno| necessary 
to a choice.

That thereafter tbe House of Bishops trans
mitted a message to your Synod, Informing it 
that they wire no! prepared to submit any 
fuitber names to your Synod without inquiry 
and delay, and that they would aojouro until 
tbe month of May next.

That your Committee have to point out 
to your Synod that among the above 
names so laid before it by the House 
of bishops, one is that of the Doan tf Norwich, 
a dignitary of tbe eburth, residing in E«gland, 
concerning whom your Synod had no informa
tion that be would resign a large income, aid 
eacritice all the social and other advantages to 
which he was accustomed, in order to assume 
the charge of this Diocese with its labours and 
inconveniences, even if the stale of hie health, 
othtrwiae pertni ted ; but another name in the 
list is that of the Bishop of Orahametowu, a 
see on tbe coast of the South E est of Africa, of 
whom almost none of th« delegatee In your Synod 
had ever heard; that another name Is that of tbe 
Bisbcpof British Columbia ou tbe Peelite shore 
of North America, and almost totally uokuo vn 
even by name or reputation to the delegates ; 
that the list embraces also tbe names of the 
Bishops on the Atlantic Coast of British North 
America, with those of the Bishop and of the 
coadjutor Bishop of Newfoundland, of whose 
existence the members ol your Synod are no 
doubt cognizant, but with whose history or 
persons they are entirely unacquainted, and 
concerning not any one of whom had they the 
smallest Information or assurance that they 
would forsake sees in which they Lad laboured 
for years to undertake the duties of that of 
Montreal.

Tbe Synod will remark that with re-pect to 
British North America, the name of every 
Bishop holding s see therein was submitted to 
you Synod, with tbe single exception of one, 
although they were all in a measure unknown 
to your memb-rs, and whose acceptance or in
jection of tbe office was en uncertainty which 
could not be resolvod until, with respect to some 
of them, after a considerable lap e of time.

Your Synod will also remark that the omis
sion of the name of the Bishop of Rupert’s 
Land, the exception referred to, was the more 
pointed because be la the only Bishop whom 
the members of the Synod have had any op
portunity of knowing.

That your Synod will also remaVk that the 
House of Bishops refrained from submitting to 
you the name or any of the Archdeacons in tlis 
Ecclesiastical Province, or of any of the numer
ous Deans, Canons, or Presbyters therein, al
though your Committee do not hesitate to say 
that there are to be found among them clergy
men whose z)al, talents, and industry in tbe 
petformauce of their sacred duties are familiar 
to you, and who, from their acquaintance with 
the country, you would have felt confident, 
would have laboured to promote the interests 
of Clod’s Church in your Diocese and the glory 
of HU name.

That your Committee cannot avoid noticing 
that the only names submittted for y oar cho’ce 
by the House of Bishops, which in reality you 
knew, were those of themselves ; and that tbe 
Bishops of Huron and Torontc, two of the four 
composing that venerable House, were men so 
far advanced in life that your Synod could not 
suppose them long to possess the bodily vigour 
aud activity requisite to endure the fatigue 
necessarily attending the performance of 
the duties of so extensive a Diocese as 
that of Montreal, especially when burdened 
with the additional duties of Metropolitan of 
the whole Province, to be still fuitber incr. ased, 
should hie ecclesiastical jurisdiction be extend
ed to the other portions of the Dominion.

That y opr Synod consequently felt that the 
only choice really left to you, on grounds 
which you could enter into and intelligibly un
derstand was restricted in realiiy to the Bishops 
of Quebec and Ontario ; and your Synod also 
felt that by selecting either one or the other of 
ttoee venerable dignitaries you would only 
be filling one vacancy to create another, aud 
in your own Province ; and your Synod will4 
also bear in mind that the Bishop of Quebec, 
having officially Intimated to you to-day that 
he would not accept the office, the real choice 
then left to yon was reduced to one—the Bishop, 
of Ontario, i

Your Conrak'ttee therefore have much to de
plore that you had almost no measure of selec
tion in determining your choice, but your Com
mittee deplores still moie that the House of 
Bishops should have leit the Church in this 
Diocese, and in the Ecclesiastical Province oi 
Canada, without a head, by adjourning until 
the month of May.

Your Committee is distinctly of opinion that 
fhe Cmon gives to the House of Bishops no 
power to adjourn as they have done, but are by 
it compelled to continue nominations until 
they should give you the name of a clergyman 
whom in your consciences and before God you 
considered it would he your duty to set over 
the church in this diocese.

Tbe House of Bishops by their adjournment 
have consequently so far departed from the 
true spirit and intention of the Canon for the 
election of a Bis' op and Metropolitan as to 
have virtually abdicated the functions it was 
their boundvn duty to exercise.

That they have bv so doing 1 ft also the pro- 
rty of the Church, which is vested in the 
shop as a Corporation sole, entirely, without a 

prot •ctor
That your Cimrolttee have then fore to re

commend that steps should be taken during 
n ;xt session of the Legislature to s cure such 
legislation as will vest the senior dignitary of 
the Church next in rank to the bishop, until a 
Bishop for this Diocese be duly elected and 
consecrated, with all the power conferred upon 
the Bishop by the constitution and the various

statutes afieoti 1 tin temporalities of the 
Church.

That your Committee finally recommends 
that the prêtai, powers of the Synod should 
not be suffered t« lapse, and to that end that 
It shqul I aej.gr until some con «Aient day In 
tbe mernth of By next

All ef which i> respectfully sot mitt-d.
(dlgned,) WILLIAM T. LEACH

Cha rman
lltb N'jveebr, 1868. f
The AUCBIMCON moved that the report 

be received. a
Tbe Rev. Q£JR1E SLACK seconded the 

motion.
Rev Mr. FÜÎ.TON—I rise to a point of or

der. The 8yS« ! has no right to legislate on 
any thing, not » transact any business beyond 
tbe election If « Bishop, (cries, it is the elec
tion ; 'augbtet^nd disapprobation.) I move 
that the repoM b* not received.

Rev. J. B. DAVIDSON seconded the am- nd- 
ment.

The DKAM aid the Committee were yester
day appointee by tbe Synod to consider the 
present positlnv of the Synod, and ascertain if 
a temtdy could not be found That Commit
tee has presoo' l a most able repoit, and it is 
now moved (t-t tbe repoit be not received; 
How can it be refused ? It is strictly in order 
and must be strived.

The mi tios -as put i- m'dit cries of ’ carried," 
“no” aud grei 11 on fusion:

Rev. J C DAVIDSON as well as could be 
understood n >ud that tbe report be amended, 
and that a 1 I-nop be named and elected to | 
this Diocese,bid as Metropolitan pro tern

The ainendtrut was ruled out of order, the 
proper time fv such an amendment being 
when the qi-tlon of adoption was brought - 
up.

Bov. J. B. DAVIDSON protested against the 
uling of the ohiir on Mr. Fulton s motion.

Mr K CARIER Q C, raid the protest was 
not admi-slble The proper cou-se If be thought 
there was a gri vance was lor him to appeal to 
the Synod agfust the ruling.

After a few «nids from Mr. FERRIS, advocat
ing the utmost latitude of discussion, seeing the 
Importance of the crisis, the sppeal, which was 
shout to be pot to the Synod wat withdrawn.

Mr, CARTEH moved tbe adoption of the 
report. 1 regret, be said, ttat unavoidable 
absence from the city has prevented my atten
dance during tbe earlier pait of the» (don, 
hut I may be pnmitt* d to say a few words about 
what has tak-a place. I must express my 
entire coucartet.ce In the report, especially as 
two pointa have been brought forward which I 
look upon ag id the greatest impoitaoce. By 
the action takm, and the resolution sent down 
to this House, it is evident that the House of 
Bishops has aifumed to itself a power which it 
dues not possess, that of enacting that tbe 
nominee for the vacant see must of necessity 
belong to the episcopal order. It must occur to 
every one who reflects on the suij-ct, and reads 
tue canon on the election of a Bishop, that the 
Hone of Bistops has exceeded its jurisdiction, 
a .d gone beyond the canon. It was out of it* 
pow- r to Impose conditions, and there was 
uuthlug la the canon to show that tbe choice 
must bo restricted to th) ept copal order. I 
was one of those who bad a share 
in framing the canon, and if I had bad the 
slightest suspicion, while conferring on 'the 
Bishops the right of nomination, that we were 
likely to be hampered,'or that the right would 
le»d to the eOei.es of the last few days, I would 
never have oonaeuted that the right should 
have been cojtfe. red. Under the canon the 
field of choice was not restricted as bad been 
done by their Loidahlp,. They had the right 
to nominate from a much wider range, but they 
had restricted the cuoice t> the Episcopal 
order. Tney had no such power, and the action 
of the Synod in declaring so, and refusing to 
receive the message, has been perfectly correct, 
and 1 regret that when this House decl «red 
they had no such power, the House of Bishops 
acted as if it h* d, and seemed determimd to 
adhere to the rule laid down by itself in tbi< 
respect. Then the Bishops erred on another 
point. Ids mem-age subsequently sent down 
they had si tempted to dictate, as conditions, 
that the appointment should only be temporary, 
aniII a cauon could be passed to separate tbe 
i dice of Metropolitan from that of Diocesan 
Bishop. But the Bishops could not themselves 
make such a change in the law, to elect a 
Bi-hop temporarily, till another change could 
bj made. What I tan we arrogate to ourselves 
the power tu depose a Bishop vithout a cause ; 
tell him that he must now leave hie office, ano 
mike a bargain for a temporary engagement, 
contrary to th% canon, which declares the ap 
pointaient «hail be permanent The Bishops 
have no such power. We a-e certainly in a 
position oi Lteat embarrassment, and I would 
gladly see t ie connection between our House 
and the House of Bishops done sway with It 
It a inatkr of sufficient difficulty for us to 
agree among ourselves, to arrive at a harmon
ious conclusion, and to decide in a manner sat- 
isf -ctorv to the various members oi the House. 
But when to this is superadded the task of 
agreeing sl-o with the Bishops, then the tank 
bdComts ouealmost altogether impossible. It 
would be iudnitely better for us that the Me
rit politan should be choeen by the Bishops 
from among themselves, thus leaving us free 
to elect our own Bishop. But when the position 
of Metropolitan was fixed, as we see it fixéd 
n>w, it became necessary to adopt some such 
•«non as that which now exists ; but the mode 
la which the Bishops bave exercised thtir 
power has ltd to grpat embarrassing. Th-re Is 
nothing now to be done but to • j juro, but 
there is a it gal point to be considered before 
we do so. It is necessary that we adjourn to 
some specific day, otherwise, there is no definite 
adjournment sufficient to enable us to meet 
again. It bad pleased their Lordships to ad
journ indefinitely till the month of May, with
out consulting in the slightest degree our con
venience. Their Lordships might have had 
some opinion from the By nod before they had 
adj iurntd I am not aware if they have fixed 
any specific dete.

The DEAN said he had applied to know 
when they would meet, but the answer was 
they could not tell, but due notice would he 
given.

Mr. CARTER, I am glad to bear that, but I 
complain that their Lordships arrived at a de
termination without consulting i ble bouse, a. d 
eent down a mess ge to announce what they 
had done. Before leaving for months, and 
breaking up the Synod, they should I ave had 
the consideration to send down and ask our 
concurrença. It would have shown at least a 
due regard to the best interests of tbe diocese,
I regret the scenes that have taken place here 
and the collisions between this House and the 
Home of Bishops ; no one could be 
more desirous than I am to see harmony 
prevail, in carrying out the newrgxmatitutlon. 
But their Lordship must recollect that it is not 
their convenience alone that is chiefly concern
ed. Their Lordships must have known that 
they were called here to perform a work 
Infinitely more impoitant to the diocèse X.

Montreal than the particular matter in which 
they were concerned chiefly was to the 
ectles’aetical Province. They should have 
c insulted this How- before leaving toe see 
vacant for month-*, and it certainly would have 
been more courteous for them to have solicit- d 
the co-operation of the Synod. H .d they sent 
down to a message that they required further 
time for enquiry,giving good reasons for deitr, I 
know that the members here would have 
willingly consented. But by the course their 
Lordships have taken they almost put It out of 
our power to meet again. There is no other 
wav than to adjourn till the 1st day of May, 
and then if their Lordships will considerately 
tell os when they can meet we can adjourn till 
that day. I hope It will be the last time this 
House will be subjected to such treatment as 
they have suffered from the behaviour of the 
Bmbope.

Rev. DEAN the course yo» propose will 
Involve several meetings

Mr. CARTER, exactly, which aggravates the 
conduct of the Bishops.

Riv. Canon BANCROFT tecondad the 
motion.

A member suggested that in view of what 
had taken place, they shruld adjourn to meet 
on the 1st April (hear, and a laugh )

The Rev. Canon LOOSE MORE, seconded by 
Hon. JOHN HAMILTON; moved that the 
r.-port just received be sent back to the Com
mittee tor revision.

Some dlscuasioi took place as to whether the 
motion, as presented, was In ordi r, and it was 
contended that a action to revise must sptcify 
tbe omissions cotnj.isined of, or the parts it was 
sought to amend, and it wrs ultimately under
stood that the motion wit to defer the considera
tion of the report.

Rev. Canon LOOSEMORE said It cannot be 
suspected for a moment that I appear as the 
apologist of the House of bishops, not one 
member of which Is notable to defend himself, 
but I ot ject to the report just received. Tbe j 
strongest part of the lepori is the legal point 
raised, and it is that which chit 11/ forms the ' 
burden of Mr. Carter's apeich. Iu that point i 
lean cl-arty trace the Chancellor’s hand, fc„d 
that tbe more osptdaily, as one or two of the 
Bishops had theme* Ives some ilou'its as to the 
clear ligality of edj mining. I think it would 
bave bei n wed to have stuck at that. I think 
tuat some of thedi toils contai- ud io the^n-poit ! 
are discourteous, aud some of them are incorrect, 1 
and 1 think the hynuc would certainly not ad
mit them a>l. In the first place there were the 
referi nces to the names of the candidates. It 
is stated in the repoit, and I hope I will be 
corrected if I am wrong, that ttie Bishop of 
Oraliamsfowu it unknown, llv ug ab ut some 
seaport ot Soutbi rn Africa, whose name has 
scercely been heard of. I recoiled a fact which 
occurred in the Diocesan Synod ol Montreal a 
few years ago, where tbe name of tbe Bishop of 
Graham-town is not known, that the Svnod 
passed a vote of thanks to the Metropollta^of 
South Africa for the nolle stand b» had 
made for the maintenance of the filth. 
(Lou 1 cheers.) Is it too stri ng to say that 
toe Synod will stul ily itself if it adopt as its 
own the action of the Committee ? (Applause.) 
the names i f candidates on the Episcopal 
Bench have been drag ,ed into the arguments, 
and even their personal characteristics displayed 
Do I fetl too strongly the discourtesy shown in 
the report, in describing the personal appear
ance of the Bisbop ot Toronto, and tbe chances 
of life and usefulness of the dignitary who was 
so laterr raised to that see ? I protest sgainst 
the reference to the conduct and capacity, and 
the personal references to the venerable Bishops. 
(Hear, hear.) I tbiuk the Committee have 
mentioned that there has been no election of any 
of the candidates sent down from the House of 
Bishops ; but I ought, iu justice to the clergy, 
to say that, as fares they were concerned, there 
has been an el- ction (cheers), and in a revision ot 
the report I would suggest that that point 
should be made clear. There are incorrect 
statements in the report, and a want of courtesy. 
The only strong part of the report is the legal 
point That may be peast d, but it is the only 
one that can be maintained. (Cheers.)

Rev J. C. DAV1D.-0N moved that the re
port be considered paragraph by paragraph, so 
that each may be adopted or njected, as the 
case may be. I have been pained by the dis
courtesy shown to their Lordships, bv the sneer 
which runs through the report against the Bish
ops, aud wulch runs through the speech of Mr. 
Ca|ipr. Every point possible has been made 
against the Bishops, but this Court must renum
ber that while they are careful to guard their 
own rights, they must also gnard the rightaaof 
the Bishops. In their communications with 
.the 8> nod their Lordships might have shown a 
little more of the tuaviter in modo, but why sit 
in judgment on such failings aud report in the 
terms that had been made use of.

Rev. Mr. F U L'ÉON seconded the amendment 
He wished to reXew the position since the 
Synod had met. It had been decided that the 
Metropolitical see should he that of Montreal. 
For ibis purpose there had been a solemn com
pact made with the other dioceses. Now there 
bad been on Monday a solemn caucus held to 
nominate candidates, as it they had been deter
mined to thrust forward their ow l candidate. 
(Cries of order,—hear, not in the r port.) They 
had endeavoured to coerce the Bench of Bish
ops and there had been evidenced a desire to 
throw odium upon them.

Mr. CARTER ri se to remove a misappre
hension that appeared t « exist. He had urged 
the legal position in which tbe Bouse of Bish
ops hud pieced them. Bat he would never sub
mit todictniiuti whatever respect he entertained 
for their Lordships. He was happy to say that 
since the point had been raised as to the un
fortunate position in which the Synod was left 
by the want of a definite time of adjournment 
he had learned that they were willing to name 
a definite day for n-assembling.
•Mr, F. McKENZIE suit ihe report contained 

a calm and temperate expression of the opi1 ion 
of the Synod. [Yes, yes, and no, no.] Hud 
Canon Loosemore quoted the iptiasima verba of 
the report he would not have maintained the 
ground he had. In particular be had dwelt 
upou the remark i made on the Bishop of Gra
hams town. It vaa true that a few years ago 
he had written a protest against Bishop Go- 
lenso. That was no doubt a very laudable thing, 
but how many knew who the Metropo itian of 
South Africa was? it did not follow that be
cause the Synod approved of this one action 
that therefore they were prepared to approve of 
him so far as to elect him there Bishop. The 
Archbishop of Canterbury bad died lately, how 
many knew what bis name was and what his 
oouise of conduct had been. [Laughter.] The 
candidates from all parts of British North Am
erica, the Coadjutor Bishop of N wiuundland, 
the Bishop of British Columbia and others it 
was known held certain sees, but what was 
known of them ? Absolute ly nothing, yet they 
wi re expected to accept these candidates with
out asking questions. [Hear, hear.)

i™n. L. 8. HUNTINGTON said—I had no 
intention of addressing the Synod in defence of 
this Report, which appears to me to convey Its

own justification!! 
Canon ( Loosem
may es well com 
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hear and no, n< 
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11 toe consideration of this 
.vowal that there are two 

j.. Synod.—I(Crias of hear, 
i wia true, and the fact 
,,sledged by the Synod, 
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•jm course ot the House of 
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neons in its resistance to 
|e Bishops pursued, but 
t day a Conference was 

s reverend Canon of the 
railed upon their Lord- 

c; this House stated distinct
ly to the House f Bishops that so tar as he 
was a represent* kef the views of this Svnot 
be fully approval Lflhelr coarse, and thought 
the Synod bad U k* f»*46 ,tvP- [Sensation.] 
I am only doing j duty to thi« Syroi when I 
make this staten o; nor have I, acting In th-ir 
Interest, the right |o»hhhold the name of that 
delegate who si presumed to speak for this 
House. It waeOron Loosemore [Hear,
bear ] If this 
gentlemen will

cone

lament is Incorrect, the Rev.
inet me

Canon LOO IE OSE—Of convie I shall h*re 
the ^ht to expl owhtn Mi. iXuntington bas 

■rod ad
Mr. HUNTINt rON—It will be far better if 

the Rev. Canon » » correction to make that 
he should do it i *. I will gladly make wav 
for him, and eho dnot like to speak of him

IDfioO.
(ORE — I understood Mr. 
vie me as having acted on 

the House of Bi-hops as the 
party. This ! deny. I —as 

ere, uor am I such iu this 
eu) Tbe rev. gentleman

under a mlsappi 
Canon LOOS 

Huutlngto»to It 
that deputation I 
representative of 
not a partisan 
House. (Tear, 
then related at sc re 1- i eth the steps which the 
deputation hud

or tec1 nlcel seuee-l 
present a patty bef1 
the undoubted leadg 
House. (Cheers.) 
not be too mod-elf 
ciously doing the 
and has i 
nentn 
right or
the undoubted i 
House—he must i 
voice, or profess in 
of our sentiments, 
the report, of ccuje 
this Synod which

rof I

in their lrt«view with 
their Lordship’s 1 nure*—and saiiiffhat In an
swer to a calm at remperate statement of the 
presiding Bishop, hat tbe course of the Synod 
was unpreredeoti in rejecting all the names 
without airing i q m-crend ballot, he had ob
served that then wm a feeling among a great 
many members m this course should have 
been pursued F i continued—The House may 
or may not nop( irt this opinion which I ex
pressed. When l brother Canon on that depu
tation mentionedIto their Lordships the names 
of two persons whx> would be acceptable to the 
House, I protested against such a course. 
(Cheers.)

Mr. HUNTINOTOtf— I think the House 
should thank me lor giving the rev. Canon an 
oppirtnnlty foi tbe eloquent disclaimer we 
have just heard (Hear, hear.) I had no in
tention to charge him with any personal im
propriety. It Is sufficient for my purpose, that 
we find him as early as the second day of the 
session speaking for—I say a party In this 
House be tore the Bkhops—but he says he only 
spoke for a great many members. '(Cheers and 
laughter. ) The rer. gentleman explains In 
this way that he is not a partisan. I am not 
gding to dispute about trifles—or whither a 
wpid is to be taken In its scholastic or liter try 

but I ssy that he did re- 
tbe Bishock khd he is 

of the samX^dt^dn this 
he rev. genOsmS^munt 

Be has been very pertina- 
rk of an active partisao, 

the Immunities of a 
hie the 
—but as 

the majority of this 
attempt to speak with our 
artiallty In his judgement 
[Hear, hear. | He opposes 

>, as the leader of a party in 
has been opposed to its 

views from tbe first. No report could have 
had his support which did not condemn us, 
and auppoit th ■ Bishops. (Hear hear—cheers.)

CANON LOOSEMORE protested against 
this view of bis position Toe speaker had no 
right to presume that because he (Mr. L ) had 
pursued a certain course one day It was impos
sible for him to efiange.

Mr HUNTINGTON.—If the Rev. Canon 
wishes me to understand that I have been so 
fortunate as to make his confidence in his own 
position, (great Uugbter.) I snail be delight
ed to welcome tiie change, (roars of laughter,) 
but I shall belirve that we must continue to 
i egard him as I Le able and persistent adversary 
of the position >bich tbe Synod has taken In 
this great crisis (Hear hear.) Mr. Hunting- 
ton then contii.ted in defence of the report of 
the Committee vhicb simply stated, first the 
nistory of tbe | oceedinga, second, the motif» 
for the action ol the Synod, and thirdly arecom- 
mendati -nest the coarse necessary to prevent 
the Synod from lapsing, and to protect its 
temporal inter. <t during the Interregnum which 
musi^neae—He continued, 1 must siy a word 
as to a charge which has been brought against 
us, that we ire not obedient to constituted 
authority, and I make a broad distinction 
between the deference due to onr Bishops in 
spiritual matters, and the abject humility which 
Is recommended to us in regard to temporal 
affairs. [Cheers. J I am not one of
those who would exalt tbe episcopal 
or clerical authority to the position of an ab
solute oligarchy in temporal affairs. I will 
have no controversy about questions of faith or 
spiritual ministratlonr—but I will not, on the 
other hand, trouble my priest or my Bishop to 
think or speak or vote for me in mere matters 
of temporal or secular concern. And upon tnis 
principle I, aud those who act with me, re- 
uudiatt this sycophantic app.-al to our respect 
tor const! :uu,d authority. (Cheers.) .There 
has been a taunt thrown across the House that 
the clergy hail elected a Bishop, and that if the 
Laity had been like minded the present dead 
leek might have been averted, But tbe laity 
believed that a principle which was «orth flght- 

ring-ior one ilay should be consistently maintain- 
led, the nut. At the beginning of the session tbe 
cl-irgy concurred with us that the names sub
mitted were uot worthy of confidence. On that 
day, at least the conduct of the laity is not to j> 
be impugned, because the clergv led them ouv 
On the seenuil day there was a fluttering on the
clerical side_and some evidence of defection.
The course of the Bish °-s seemed to gain faveur 
In their tju, aud there was dread of revolution 
and disarter, and some seemed to see the g butt 
of Oliver Cromwell stalking openly atuonv us. 
[Loud thetis ] But the laity adhered to their 
principles. The nominations were the same, 
and were act by them in the same spirit. We 
do not taunt the clergy with their change but 
let them not blame u« for our consiste: 
fCheers ] After all we were only fighting 
battle, [Hear, hear ] XWe were restating an 
open and unjustifiable attempt to shut 
tbe avenu-s of preferment against them 
for all time, and if they do uot thank us 
for it now, they will do so hereafter. (Load 
cheers.) We saw the clergy under some un
seen mysterious influence falling away from 
their first calm views and consenting to their 
own immolation.1 (Cheers.) Wo have saved

them from themselves. (Cheers ) There is a 
paity in this Home, led by the learm d Canon
which desires to put the Synod In the wrong_
I beseech, I implore the Fynod to be firm once 
more (Cheers.) What would have been Jfcur 
position to d«y If yon had yielded the principle 
upon which yon united yesterday. It would 
have been said that thermpas no independence 
among tu—that we were%e miserable tools of 
eccl siaetlcal authority. (Hear, hear.) We 
are not acting alone for onraelver—rour example, 
if we are firm, will exercise a blessed influence 
throughout the Empire. The triends of Syno
dical government everywhere will be cheered 
by It—our spiritual superiors will learn to es- 
pect our rights—and in the end, I doubt i_ot, 
the rev. Canon himself will be found number
ed among the multitudes within and aithoot 
oar Communion—who will thank God that in 
this great crisis the Laitv of the Dloceee of 
Montreal have—always within the l«w—pursu
ed a wise and temperate aud independent course 
to the last. (Cheers.)

Rev. J. B DAVIDSON begun to speak, but 
was at first inaudible. He was underrtood to 
say that he took exception to the position of 
his learned friend. He oljxte.l to call any 
man a leader of tbe clergy. The gentleman 
referred to had endeavoured less than any to 
influence his brethren, and he believed be was 
less ii fl'ienc d by others than any of the mem
bers. The last speaker speaks as If party lines 
were sharply drawn, and that be alone is 
authorised to speak fo. his side. I oi/:ct to 
the r* po*t which is a partv report and evidently 
full of special pleading. I will not allow credit 
to be given to its statement that the clergy are 
antagonistic to tbe Bishops. No; let the laity 
have full crrdlt fur that, and for the idea of the 
league that even out of the whole Bench of 
Bishops presented, aov one of who o was ad
mirably fitted for the position, there could not 
be one found worthy of a vote, the hrieLtion of 
the unconvertible party Ireibg to oppose the 
nomination of all the Bishops of British North 
A meric*. I have no doubt that a special coer
cive Ii fluence «sa atterri(itorf to be brought to 
bear against the House of Bishops in favour of 
a popular candidate. (No, aud cheers ) Their 
conduct is quite opposed to the Principle of 
the Canon, which they are / beund to 
carry out in good faith, and to vote for those 
sent down. They have no right to ostracise 
any one class. I will not unoertske the defence 
of the Bishops. Wben their first message was 
rejected, they had withdrawn it, and vub«titnted 
another, treating this House with proper respect. 
It is for this House to show proper reap ct for 
tbe House of Bishops. Because an error had 
been committed at the outset, but rectified at 
once when pointed ont, wae that a reason why 
the whole Bench of Bishops but one should be 
ostracised. On contrary it was tbe part of noble 
man to forget. It was ev'djnt that part of 
the Svnod had made up their ra'nde to compel 
tbe Bishops—having once broken the rule 
unwisely made, or rather announced, (laughter,) 
—to go on until they sent down the name 
wanted. He combated tbe idea that there 
would lie any difficulty about meeting, a< th< law 
provided that if an adjournment too? place, 
and a quorum was not present ti at it uould 
always be a*'j >urmd to another day With 
respect to the reception i f the report he said. I 
hope it will not pass, as it was llit-gil to receive 
it, since uo business can be brought before the 
meeting except the election of è> Bishop. (Cries 
'it has to do with it.’ The recommendation in the 
report to appfv to the Legislator* tor a change 
in the Constitution, because q itain members 
A®* their own way,.is surely Lot part of the 
election ; and if such changes are aouiht, there 
might be more cropping up when the applica
tion was laid before Parliament If thi report

RSL blit 
teacy, l 
g tm-ir i

was adopted, there wae no Security as to what 
would follow. V

The hoar if adjournment having arrived, it 
was agreed that Mr. Roebuck) who had risen, 
should spesk first after re-asstmibliog.

AFTXRNO 'N SESSION.

The Synod met again at half-past two p m.
Mr, BOEBD K said he ha I mtved the Con

ference with the Upper Uouhp, and they all 
knew the spirit in which he had done so. He 
had gone to their Lordships and prayed them, 
almost on his knees, to give peace to the 
Church, and so promote the glory of God. Now 
he had to state a fact, that the Rev. Mr. Loose- 
more did represent himself as representing a 
large part Of tbe Clergy of Montreal. But 
for that he believed bis (Mr. Roebuck's) r< quest 
would have been assented to. As It was, u was 
refused, their Lordships being led to b.lieve 
that-they had large support from the Clergy.

Rev. Mr. NORMAN said he did not rise to 
defend the Bishops, iu so far as their conduct 
was illegal be disapproved it. But he opposed 
the report. Mr. Huntingdon had taunted the 
clergy with Inconsistency and tergiversation 
because they had first rejected one candidate, 
and then bad voted for the same candidate, and 
had thus shown themselves in a manner which 
contrasted with the position of the laity, who 
had acted consistently ; but who he (Mr. Nor
man# might say/ had very much obstructed the 
course oi tbe business of electing a Bishop. He 
acknowledged no leader ; he had formed part 
of no organisation ; and the men with whom he 
had acted, because he and they thought alike, 
were men of as independent minds as he had 
ever met with. He was a high Churchman, 
but he would not like to see a high Churchman 
chosen Metropolitan Bisbop, because he thought 
the cause of the Church would then be in dan
ger. Nor would he like to see a low Church
man elected, for that would also be a cause of 
evil' He had, therefore, sought uot to elect any 
one man, but rather to elect a man who would 
take a comprehensive view of things, and who 
would . sympathise with all who desire to 
do the work of the Church. Instead, there
fore, of being accused of tergiversation, he 
thought tbe clergy who had voted as he voted 
might fairly claim the .credit of having sought 
to meet tbe views of their reverend fattier», ahd 
to give the diocese a Bisbop, while the laity 
had, by their conduct, either out of opposition 
to the House of Bishops or out of party spirit, 
prevented any election.

Hon L. S. HUN ITNGDON explained that he 
did not taunt the clergy with changing their 
votes. He had distinctly said that no man nad 
a right to tauut the other. It was, therefore, 
unfair to make this char re against him. But, 
in «utwer to a statement that the laity bad ob
truded tbe business of the Svnod, which the 

Rev. Mr. Norman hud now repeated, be said 
that the sin which the laity had committed the 
second day, the Clergy had committed on the 
find.

Mr. Thou. SIMPSON said the Canon author
ised the Bishops to send down two or more 
names, from whom the Synod was to elect a 
Bishop. When the Syn<Af passed that Canon, 
they nad uo idea that the House of Bishops 
would come down and say'that none but a 
Bishop should become Metropolitan. The 
laity had stood by the Presbyters of the Dio
cese, some of whom had been fifty years in the 
service of their Lord and Master, and of whom 
there were many of high intellect and piety 
who might have well been elected to the Bish*

ca
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oprle of lue Liotese. He was glad to find 
that sumo reverend gentlepen had cLudged 
their views as to Episcopal Æthoiity. <Lii%Li
ter and cheers.) but he saw no reason fur 
changing the courte he had adopted, nor for 
submitting to dictation by the bishops who 
had use) in an arbitrary manner a power which 
the Synod had placed in then hands The latte 
had acted in good faith, and in accordance with 
the Canon. The first ultimatum did not come 
from the Synod ; and he held that the namet 
of the seven Bishops which were sent down 
with that ultimatum were most properly re 
jected, and most properly rejected again. At 
last, however, their 1 Airships did send down 
the name of a Presbyter ; but they went as far 
as England to fetch him, though he did not be
lieve that any one conid tell whether that 
Presbyter would give up his position in Eng 
land to come to Canada. What the laity bad 
done yesterday, they would do again to-morrow.

Bev. Mr. BALFOUR spoke at some length 
amidst many marks of impatience. We under
stood bis otjict was to induce the 8/nod to 
elect the Biahup of Quebec, who would not 
consent to be Metropolitan to the See of Mon
treal. Tnat Prelate'would administer this Dio
cese in the meantime, and there would then be 
time to reform the Canon.

Bey. Mr, BUN D for his part and for a Urge 
number of the clergy of the Diocese returned to 
the Uity their sincere thanks. In time to come 

* they would all, he 'waa-Wre, thank God that 
they had such a body of falthlul men to aid 
them in the Synod, and he thought it right, 
especially to name in tVls connection Messis. 
Huntingdon and Ferres. Allusion bed been 
made to a caucus. But he came there not 
knowing for whom he should vote. He and 
others had come, he was sure, prepared to vote 
tor a man who would maintain the govern
ment of the ChU’.ch according to the spirit and 
the toimi prescribed in Hie Prayer Book. He 
came, thougn it might sumtiu many to hear 
it, expecting to vote with she Ritualists, who 
were understood to favour s certain Prelate. If 
he hail been named, the Bitualists would have 
voted for him. He and his friends would have 
also voted tor him, and the laity would have 
voted for him. As to the Conference, Le be
lieved that tue Committee wcnt up with the 
sincere desire to get out of the difficulty they 
were in. He defended the clergy against the 
statement tnat they bad been wrong in not 
voting for certain names who were seul down. 
But in fact there were no more than two names 
lor one of which they could conscientiously 
vote. He regretted that they were not allowed 
a larger field ; hud they been be thought there 
would have been an election, since he was sOre 
that a laige majority desired to elect a good 
inm, though that man might not be tbe precise 
choice ol each who would so vote for him. He 
expressed the hope that the report of the Com
mittee would be put before tbe Synod, and that 
instead of discussing exasperating details 
brought up by reading separate paragraphs, 
that the Synod would vote on the wuole repoit 
at once.

Bev. Mr. JOBNSON declared that in his 
opinion the laity was the real strength and sup
port ol tbe Chuicb. He also expressed great 
pain at tbe result ot the meeting of' tbe Synod 
since i uiallay.

Mr, JAS. HUTTON said, in refer, tee, is we 
umkretojd, to Mr. Simpson’s remsiks, tnat be 
wished it ke understood ik>t be had never 

ûnadeup his mind not to vote tor a Bishop Ha 
ard others who had icted with him were ready 
to vote for tbe best assn.

Bevl Mr. ELI.EGOOD asked It tbe report 
stated thaï it would be illegal for the Synod to 
adopt the suggestion of the House of Bishops, 
and to elect a Bishop to administer the Dio
cese, until the Canon could be reformed ? He 
thought that it would be desirable to take that 
course in the spirit of compromise.

Mr. FERRES said, in reference to the motion 
to read thq report paragraph by parigrspb, that 
he had never heard of such a proceeding in all 
his experience. The proper course was to 
move ihattke report be sent back

Bev. Mr. LOOSEMOBE bore testimony to* 
the courteous manner of Mr Huntingdon when 
ever he had made any personal allusions As 
to Mr. Ferres’ remarks, he had asked Mr. Ferres 
what course he should take to obtain his ob
ject, and he was sorry Mr. Ferres bad not told 
him the manner in which he ought to have 
proceeded. He denied on his own p'ltt any 
disposition to cast tbe slightest nfi diot; on 
♦he laity, whose concurrence In all the r assem
blies he always valued and d sired. As to tin* 
report he could not vote for its adoption in it^ 
present form, and be desired its revision by 
whatever means that could be effected.

After some further conversation the vote was 
taken on tbe amendment proposed by the Bev. 
Mr Davidson, to the tff.ct that the report be 
considered paragraph by paragraph, and adopted 
or nj Kited as the case might be.

Bev. Mr. LOOSEMOBE called for the vote 
to be taken by orders.

Mr. FERRES, admitting his right, rtquested 
him not to insist, as gentlemen from the coun
try wished to get away.

Hou L. S. HUNTINGTON also said that 
although he knew he was out of order, he 
wished to remark that if by this mode of voting, 
the Synod was separated into two houses 
the clergy on one side and the laity on the 
other, it would not be the fault of the Uity. Tbe 
following was the result of the vote :—

Clergy—Nat/» : The Very Ruvd. D-an of 
Montreal, Ven. the Arch eacon, Bevd. L. P. 
W. tialch, D.D., Secretary, Bev. Canon Ban
croft, Bevd. Canon Bond, Kurds. Jas. Carmi
chael, W. B. Curran, M. S. Baldwin, J. A. Mc
Leod, W. M. Seaborn, J. Allan, Canon Ander
son, 0. Fortin, F. Robinson, G. Slack, R. D., 
E. F. Fessenden, A. Fortin, R. Lindsay, Clias 
Bancroft, A. 0. Taylor, E. 8. Jenkyn, J. Smith,
L. 0. Wurtele, D. Lindsay, T W. Mussen, A.
T. Whitton, E. DuVernet, K.D., B. P. Lewis, 
Ed. Ray. H. F Darnftll, F. 8. Neve, B. Lons- 
dell, R.D.,—32. V

Yea» : Bev. Canon Dot semorvj C. A. Daniel, 
T. A. Young, À Balfour, J. C. i avidson, J. 
Godden, J. B. Davidson, .1. Constantine, C. 
Lancaster, H. T. Early, P. W. Smith, W. R. 
Brown, G. C. Robinson, F. Codd, J. Rosiit, J. 
Seaman, .1. Gribble, Jus. Pyke, A. Prime_19.

Laity—Aye» : L H. Davidson, Wm. Hill, 
Samuel Dawson, J. J. Gibb, J. B. Morrison,
M. D., Hon. John Hamilton, 2 votes ; Walton 
Smith, T. P. Uoe, G. w. Simpson—10,

Nays : M H, Gault, G F. C. Smith, 2 votes,
C Garth, T TU Schneider, Dr Smallwood, 
John EmpsonfM’ K Johnson, H. Arnold, F. 
Kingston, W. Hobbs, W. H. Tapson, B. E 
Shelton, Cuthbert Foruervt, Henry Roebuck,' 
Jas. Moir Ferres, Josiah Withers, iThos Simp 
son, Robert Leach, Jas Hutton, Win. Turner, 
Phillip DeGruohy. E. Carter, Esq., M. H. San
born, John M. Standish, George Carden, Gluts. 
Watson, George B. Taker, Edson Kemp, Hon. 
Thou. Wood, Jas. 0borne, Bouj. Irvine, Josiah 
Payne, H. S. Foster, Fred. Mackenzie, Stephen 
Chartier, G. H. Henshaw, L. H. Kuowlton, D. 
T. R. Nye, H. L. Robinson, W. GyTürmelee, 
Hon. A. B. Foster, Hon. L. S. Huntington,Wm. 
M’Ginnés, Geo. Binglaud, Bobt. Foster, Wm.

’Burrett, Jean Ro' 1 P. Rubidge, E. C. Hayden, 
Geo. Rogers, G. Uarnston, Geo. Schneider, 15.
W. Shepherd,—65.

The Synod then ,ad opted the report by the 
same majority.

Mr. HUNTINGDON then moved tbe ad
journment of thr Synod, giving as « reason that 
the Synod could do no business, except that 
relating to the election of a Metropolitan, espe 
cially as many members desired to leave. It 
had been suggested to him to fix a day. Ca-ion 
Loose more said tbs lecond Tuesday in May, to 
which be would willingly consent. It bad also 
been suggested that some votes of thanks should 
be passsed. To that he bal no obj ction, if it 
were understood that any business must be o( 
a pro forma character.

Rev. CANON BALCH said Le had received a 
protest, signed bv several clergymen and law
men, and he deal red to have an expiession of 
opinion whether it should be placed on the 
minuti s (Cries of “ No.’’)
• After some farther conversation,

Hon. L. 8. HUNTINGTON said that he 
should now press tbe motion for adjournment, 
which was carried, and’the

Rev. tbe DBANlthen pronounced the usual 
benediction.

Rev. ARCHDEACON LEACH having then 
taken tbe Chair, a vote of thanks was unani
mously, and amidst laud cheering, given to the 
Bev. Dean of Montres I, on the motion of Rev. 
Mr Bancroft.
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‘THIS PROTESTANT KINGDOM.”
’ —Bill of ltigtau, less.

MONTREAL, 19th NOVEMBER, 1868.

THE LATE NOMINATION.

•The special Synod of the Diocese of Mon
treal is over. The Bishop* have met and 
returned to their homes ; but the Diocese is 
still without a Bishop and successor to the 
late Metropolitan. In our lust issue we ex
pressed the determination to wait with quiet 
confidence the! action of the House of 
Bishops, persuaded that in the very anom
alous positionne wilch they were placed 
they*W9l11V1er^!W5T]TorGod, faithfully 
discharge theiStasf. and that the result 
would be satisM|t<>ft to the church at large. 
Has iff proved * ?/ The full details of the 
proceedings found] in other columns will 
furnish the answer.* When it was discover 
ed that their lordships, in direct contravi 
tion of the spirit u the canon, were deter
mined to nominate only Bishops, and would 
persist in sending < own their own names,— 
and when the annt lacement was made that 
they could agree, ipon no further names, 
and would resume] heir nomination in May

in the eyes of the world, unfortunately share 
their reproach.

We feel that great scandal has been cast 
on our church by the events of the last few 
days, which years of faithfulness will not 
wipe away. We have been taught the dan
ger of vesting irresponsible power in any 
body or party in the church so limited as 
the present House of Bisluijis.

Meanwhile, the duly both of the clergy 
and laity is clear, ho» to doubt the head
ship of Christ over his church, or the effica- 
ey*of prayer, nor to relax their efforts. . It 
is not that the Lord's hand is shortened 
that it Cannot save, but it may be that our 
iniquities have separated between us and 
our God,—our uncharitableness, our exclu
siveness, our anxiety for place and office, 
and worldly pomp, instead of spiritual gifts 
amd endowments. It is a bitter lesson, but 
it may be a profitable one. We may yet 
look back to this day of humiliation and 
reproach as a new era of spiritual life inviur 
church. There may be a reviving of fcive 
and zeal and charity, in many now apparent
ly dead or slumbering,—an awakening to new 
life and energy in Hie cause of Christ. We 
may find it to be our duty, as well as our 
happiness, to bind ourselves together as one 
in the work of God, dropping petty jealousies 
ante differences, and with shoulder to 
shoulder going forth to fight the battles of 
the Lord.

We do not apprehend that the intertsts 
of the diocese will suffer for the few months 
that we may be without a bishop. The 
Dean and Archdeacon will be'in charge, 
and may at any time seek the services of the 
presiding Bishop, who by virtue of his posi
tion will no doubt regard, himself as the 
guardian of the Diocese in its bereaved 
state, and who will be cordially welcomed 
by the clergy and laity. We earnestly trust 
thpre-will be no impatience manifested, but 
that all will be willing to suffer the incon
venience until an adequate remedy shall 
have been found for the evil. The Diocese 
ot New York was long deprive^of its head, 
and some of the Englislwtiioceses have for 
lengthened periods beetf dependant on the 
services of Bishops other than their own.

a man on the part ot' the House uf Bishop. ' 
There is no doubt he is a superior man : 
but that could nol I* the objection—what 
then can it be? It might lx* possibly» to 
rame it. We must, however, still leave our 
readers to their own surmises.

It may be well to remember that the 
Ilouce of Bishops was not unanimous ; that 
there was one Bishop who did not share in 
this unaccountable opposition to the 
nation of a good man.

The mistake has greatly prevailed that the 
nomination-,in the eyes of the Bishops, ought

nouu-
v

choice, under the law, fell to the Synod, to 
be secured by tint body if it thought tit so 
to tecure it, by the gradual,rejection and 
elimination ol all possible names which, 
one after another, should be sent down to 
it, until- that name was sent down which 
should command a majoiity of votes. The 
House ot Bishops was undoubtedly to have 
an influence in the election—that great in
fluence which is always possessed by those, 
who like the Ministers in, England, or the 
President in the United Skates, have the 
initiation, in the one case of legislation, in 
the other of appointments. But the final 
decision was, we repeat, with tbe Synod, 
and could as we have shown, citing an

to be inai/ly that of Metropolitan. Surely if %\treme case, have been exercised so 
the canon did not indicate that the first s# lo ins!8t on a particular individual, if

The See or Canterbury.—By the 
Atlantic Cable, it was announced yesterday 
that the Bishop of London has been ap
pointed Archbishop of Canterbury.

WHY WAS THE NAME WITHHELD ?

next, the indignai m of the great majority
of the . Synod kn< v no bounds, and it was 
evident that unlesi sime way of escape could 
be found from the litficulty, most disastrous 
results would em 
which the Synod

le. The conference, in 
is represented by vener

able and tried me , inspired the hope that 
all might yet be w II, and there was groumjl 
for encouragement! (or now, together with 
their own names, < me dqwn that of a- dis- 
tinguished English presbyter. It was open 
ing the door to furt er nominations. It was 
a relinquishment < the ground previous 
ly taken, and the ynod, while expressing 
their non-concurren it, felt sure that other 
names would be silnnitted and a> choice 
reached. It was doomed to disappointment ; 
no further names cofcd be agreed on by the 
Bishops. They tooulff adjourn until May, to 
make further inquires, before submitting 
fresh names to the Synod, and the diocese 
is, us we have said, still without a Bishop.

The report of the committee adopted by 
the Synod will, as a matter of history, place 
the event in its true light ; it is cxlnyistive, 
and unanswerable. The Synod have dis
charged a duty to themselves and to the 
whole church ; and we regard it as a direct 
answer to prayer, that the laity, under their 
wise and able leaders, were enabled to be 
faithful in this hour of trial. A great prin
ciple was at stake, whether our Bishops 
were to he governed by the canon law of 
the church, orWhether they were to be 
vested with absolute authority. We are 
persuaded that hereafter, some of them 
at least will see thtir error, and be 
thankful for the rebuke they have received, 
painful and humiliating as it has been to 
themselves and to the whole church. Had 
the counsel of the venerable presiding 
Bishop (Huron) prevailed, it is most proba
ble that we should not now be without a 
Bishop. In his view the office of Metropoli
tan was clearly secondary to the interests of 
the Diocese, and he was prepared, as was 
most evident from his message, and from 
the views expressed in the conference, to 
allow to the Diocese a wider range of choice.. 
He was, howewrjyit one of four ; and will,

There are some events which set at nought 
so effectually all efforts at explanation, that 
they have to be left to the revelations of the 
future. An event of this kind occurred at 
the late Synod— the withholding from the 
nomination by the House of Bishops the 
name of the Bishop of Rupert's Land. Why 
would not the House of Bishops send down 
his name Î This question was put again 
and again in the Synod ; and has been re
peated as often outside of its doors. No one 

ims satisfied with any of the various re
plies, and the motive for this strange act re
mains as much as ever a my tery. And yet, 

e men are questioning, they arc ponder
ing ; and, whether right or wrong, arriving 
It a settled conviction. Did the House of 
iisnops know that the name of the Bishop 
if Rupert’s Land would find favour in the 

eyes of the members of the Synod ? is asked. 
Unquestionably, that fact cannot be dis
puted. Well, it may be argued, perhaps 
that was the reason ; it might be felt that 
there was a desire to coerce the House of 
Bishops i No, that could not be; the Bishop 
of Rupert's Land was only one among seve
ral freely spoken of, one of whom was nomi
nated ; but then the latter was a member of 
the House of Bishops.

Peradventure, then, he was not fit to pre
side over the House of Bishops ?—that the 
House of Bishops could not send down his 
name as the name of one whom they con
sidered a tit and proper person for the office ? 
That is possible ; but who can surmise why ? 
Names were nominated to the Synod of 
dignitaries who, it was known, would not 
accept if selected ; of others who, it was not 
known, would accept. That would not fur
nish a reason. Was there then any objec
tion on the score of learning ? That would 
hardly be raised against"a burn of his stand
ing. lias he manifested any lack of admin
istrative ability ? No. I* there any Want 
of activity, energy, or missionary spirit ? 
His gicutest enemy could not say so.' What 
then of his illegal character ? S me have 
meaningly sind—“surely the Bishops must 
know something against him." His moral 
character defies even the tongue of scandal. 
What then can it be ? Perhaps he is not 
sound in the faith ? This objection can be 
answered still more satisfactorily. The late 
Metropolitan, who was particularly cautious 
in committing hipiself, fully endorsed in 
writing as well as in other ways,4kc liishoj 
of Rupert’s Land. The members of the Pro
vincial Synod had the opportunity of hear
ing him preach and lecture, and his^Iter
ances commanded their praise ; and cJmrcli- 
men in this city met him in private and 
social life, and were struck by his humility 
and piety. So that high ctfyrcjimcn and 
low churchmen agreed on this one point— 
they would vote for the Bishop of Rupert’s 
Land. What then was the objection to such

any individual ware the choice of both laity 
and clergy. The whole clergy list might 
lie exhausted by the BUhopjyn an obsti
nate attempt on iheir part to*exclude the 
one man desired by tbe Synod ; but the 
Synod must succeed at 1 ist. Almost every 

I .î ,r . „ ,• j step of their Lordships was, therefore,' the Metropolitan art my limited, and with dearly.illegal. They had no right norpowe^ 
little probability of being called into action i to decree that the choice should be made 
more than once, and that for a brief period j fiotn the existing bench of Bishops, as in-
each three years, for the power of visitation ‘s luia'*e manifest by their failure to

enforce the rule which they improperly 
sought to engraft upon the canon. They 
had no rigjii to attempt to make con
ditions which the Synod could not legally 
accept, since both bodies were acting under 
the legislation of a superior body. We do 
not say that they bad no right to send 
hack names which had been once rejected, 
provided on each occasion they sent at 
{east one new name ; but a decent rerpect 
for the body with which they were acting, 
and a reasonable comprehension of the 
management of public business would have 
led to their dropping at each fresh nomina
tion those names which had keen found on a 
ballot to be in a hopeless minority. Ttiyr 
had above all no light to adjourn until an 

j election had been made, since tney were 
! bound to go on nominating until a choice 

had .been come to. \Vre say nothing of the 
J good taste of nominating eveiy Bishop in 
I British North America except the one 
, who some believe would have been elected 

if nominated ; nor of the eccentricity of 
i leaving him on one side in order to 
seek in South Africa for a prelate whom 
Cauadiin churchmen had hardly heard of; 
nor of the inconsistency shown pi first de
claring that they would n une no Presby
ter ; in naming one who, it was almost cer
tain, would not accept if chosen, and in then 
having thus departed from their determina
tion, in still refusing to act seriously upojfu 
their better second thought. All this was In 
their Lordship* own bosoms. If they 
chose to do wuut hardly any body of gen
tlemen in a merely secular election would 
think of doing—to show that they were 
labouring by all legal means to keep out 
every one not of their own body, however 
much some other might be desired by tbe 
electors, that was their own affair. Only, 
whatever they.did ought to have been in ac
cordance with law, if not with delicacy of 
sentiment. We do not suppose that the 
lay members of the Church who resisted 
the attempted encroaching dictation, nor 
the clergy who acted with them, were 
lacking in respect for the Episcopate ; or 
were actuated by any foregone conclusion 
against the choice falling upon one of their 
Lordships House. They were moved first 
oy a clearer appreciation than that of their 
Lordship* of the necessity of conducting 
public business, in a business like man
ner, and in strict conform! y to the law, 
which alone could give force to that which 
might be determined on ; and second by a 
deteimmation, while theyj gave due honour, 
and accorded due influence to the House 
of Bishops, to maintain intact whatever 
powers and duties the wisdom of the whole 
Churuh had committed to the laity and or
der of Presbyters. If the present mode 
of government in the Canadian Episcopal 

pie room for reflection, of no pleasant kind I Church is to continue, and not to end
either in slavish submission to Prelatical 
rule, or in open revolt against it, the Synod 
fulfilled a serious duty, for which, as was 
said on Friday by some <5f the clergy, the 
entire Church will hereafter have cause for 
thankfulness.

Having said so much, it is just t^add, 
that though the Bishops managed their 
part of the affair in the worst way possible, 
they were placed in a position where it re
quired an unusual share of Christian self- 
denial, arid of Worldly prudence to acquit 
themselves with applause. The canon 
under which they and the Synod Acted, 
was a compromise, and like compromises 
in general, tided over an immediate diffi
culty only to create a more serious one at 
a later day. The truth is, that the Metro
politan dignity and duty, whatever that is, 
has uo necessary connection with the Dio
cese of Montreal, and ought not to depend 
upon it. The Churchmen of that Diocese 
have tbe right, like those of any other Dio; 
cese, to have the Bishop of their choice — 
to promote to that post, if it co please

thought of all should be that of securing a fit 
ami proper person as Bishop of Montreal, the 
weighty interests involved to the Diocese of 
Montreal, and consequently to the whole 
church, would so indicate. The powers of

cannot be exercised without a memorial 
signed by two-thirds of the clerical and lay 
members of the DioCesm Synod. But what 
an influence the Bishop of a Diocese exer
cises !

Rt V. MR. CAHMICH AEL’S LECrVRr.

On Thursday evening last, the Rev. Mr. 
Carmichael delivered a lecture in the base
ment of St. George chun-li, on “ The timee we 
live in.’' The lecture* commenced by remark
ing at the comparative lion-jirogressivenesa 
of the past ago, when contrasted with the 
remarkable achirfveinent of the present. 
The follies anti'humbugs of the day were 
pourtia; ed in the most humorous manner, in 
which the dress of -both young ladies and 
gentlemen received a favorable notice ; also 
the man who sells his goods at au “alarming 
sacrifice and the inventors of patent 
medicines of most wonderful healing virtues. 
The Rev. lecturer denounced, in most fitting 
terras, the waut of a right principle in those 
men who seek to cheat tha public by gross 
falsehood ; and said that now, a* formerly, I 
things should lie called by th ,‘ir right names, 
—that a lie was a lie, a robber was a robber, 
and a thief was a thief. He inculcated the 
principle of truth saying that every. one 
should speak the truth at all times, and that, 
when temptation assailed them, should 
stand firm and resist it, putting their trust 
in God for assistance. The lecture was an 
excellent one, and during its delivery re
ceived great applause. A vote of thanks 
was givcu to Mr. Carmichael, and, after a 
few remarks from Canon Loosemorc and 
the Chairman, Rev. Mr. Curran, an anthchi 
was sung and the audience dispersed.

Another Ritualist done Over.—A tele
gram from Memphis, Tennessee, announces 
that the Rev. J. N. Rogers, rector of the 
church of the Blessed Virgin, and leader of 
the ritualists in that city, has renounced'his 
allegiance to the Episcopal Church, and de
clared his intention, over his'own signature 
in a “card'’ published in the Ajqteal, to unite 
with the Roman Catholic Church.

{From the Montreal Herald )
The Late Anglican Synod —There is am

ple room for reflection, of no pleasant kind 
by Ihembers of the Anglican communion 
in the failure of the House of Bishops and of 
the Synod, which represents that Church in 
this Diocese to perform the duty for which 
they assembled, and which wai. confided to 
them by the Provincial Synod. After the 
numerous prayers for divine assistance, to 
choose a B simp, which have been offered 
we*k after week in all thu chuiches of Can
ada, there appears to he an iiony which, 
perhaps, it is well not too critically to ana 
lyse, in the solicited assistance being barred 
out by a couise which was plainly dictated 
by personal considerations, and which 
can only escape censure from the tact 
that it was taken by reverend Prelates 
instead of by politicians or jobbing rail
way Directors. It is among the acts of the 
latter class of governing bodies, that we 
must search, if wVwould find the closest 
parallel to the y dogtrad determination, 
which was faiamfested by the House of 
Bishops to preserve the Metropolitan hon
ours lor one of themselves. The primi
tive manner of making choice of a 
governing pastor, which has oeen for 
several weeks back frequently cited in all I them, some Clergyman who has earned

*

the Anglican churches was by lot, and it 
may seeui to many th it the same method 
may be advantageously revived if human 
wisdom, with all the enlightenment which 
may be supposed to be derived from holy 
orders of me highest degree and a Chris
tian sense of sell denying duty, can do noth
ing more than was dune last week. Such 
a method might in pious minds excite the 
hope, which animated the Apostles, 
that the divine guidance which had 
been asked lor would really direct the 
issue, apparently leit to chance. And 
persons who would hardly hope for that 
kind of interposition, would tiud a practi
cal and decorous solution of a question, 
which perhaps, cannot otherwise be settled, 
or if at all, only after a contest of elec 
tioneering strategy little becoming the oc 
casion. We are bound to say that through-

tbeir love and respect, and has demonstrat
ed his litness^by labours under their Own 
eyes. The Bishops on the other hand have 
a great interest, and something at all 
events like a right, derived from that inter
est, in the choice of one whose duty is to 
preside in their House. It would he un
fortunate that they shotjld have forced 
upon them, as their Chairman, a person 
wbo was either obnoxious to tnem, in the 
ordinary sense of that word, or who even 
seemed to them to he unduly advanced 
over their beads to the highest place. If 
they desire a reformation of the canon 
so as hereafter to limit the Veffect of 
an election by the Syno t of Montreal, to 
the more Bishopric of that Dioccsy, they 
must be admitted to have reason on their 
side. If while respecting the actual law,

___________ they had sought some method of securing
out the proceedings the majority of the a change within a reasonable time—and a
Laity, who we presume had the majority 
ol the clergy with them at the close, were 
wholly in the right. I’he canon under 
which all parties were bound to proceed to 
elect a Bishop of Monti eal and a Metro
politan of Canada is perfectly clear and 
admits of no ambiguous interpretation, 
except such as mere perverseness may affix 
to it. The chief thing it prescribes is that 
there shall be a choice. The subsidiary 
part of its directions point out how the 
choice shall b 4 made. In the end that

very graceful way of doing that was 
obvious to every one—they would we be
lieve have met with general sympathy and 
support. No reasonable man can doubt 
that there is prima facie reason for sup
posing that the most suitable candidate for 
the Primacy may be on the existing Bench 
Of Bishops. But it is an invidious arrange
ment which, in order to give this idea a 
chance ot realization, forces that which in 
secular life few candidates for election think 
of doing ostensibly—forces the candidates
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to name themselves, or mutually to name 
each other- If their Lordships .felt this, 
desired to change it, and bad simplypointed 
out the evil and thrown themselves upon tue 
good feeling of the Hyncxl to lessen <ind 
shorten the evil as much ss possible, they 
would have done well. Unfortunately they 
attempted illegal remedies, anil tiled to 
enforce these by ntnfees illegal dictation, 
and they have not only failed} but have 
brought some of the ridicule and odium of 
their failure upon the order to which they 
belong. ,

THE ELECTION OF METRO POLIT A 51.

Cûrrtsponùntff.

From the Daily News.

The report of the Committe of the Synod, 
which we published on Friday afternoon,
placed our readers in possession of the autlun- , .
tic date touching the controversy that has « strongly upon the subject, against all such

ft t are not responsible '«r nay opinions uprtsse 
by onr correspondents.

CHllB/L'd 1AZAARS, Ac.

[To the Editor oftUe Chcrch Obskhvsb.J "
Dear Sir,—Your com-spondr nt from Quebec, 

upon the subject ofii irch Istzaars, has touch
ed a question which all good people should 
pojider well in thvit la-arts. I write to your 

in order to ho!| on a friendly talk about 
'hinge, such a*-An Inquirer after Truth” 
x>d title—has b .an. I rememlier some 

time ago reading an article in the Toronto 
Globe upon conceits, and such like, in aid of 
churches. The occasion of it was a ball whish 
had been given Somov here in the States for the 
profit of the church. The Globe spoke out1

arisen between that body and the House of 
"’Bishops. The report betiays evidence of 
having been framed with great caution, and is 
replete with proof of the ability and sagacity 
enlisted in its composition. It is tersely 
logical, and the inference to be drawn from 
the arguments employed seem unanswerable. 
We caunut lightly assume that the House of 
Bishqns ban no color of authority for the 
course At has pursued. The members of thufe 
House must have attached an interpretation to 
the words of the constitution, which they 
doubtless held to justify their conduct. We 
must dismiss Hie idea that personal ambition 
could influence them, or any motive akin to 
despotism. They assert the theory that the 
Metropolitan should be sought amongst 
their order,- though they conceded the prin
ciple for which they contended and waived 
these important privileges when they submit
ted the name of the Dean of Norwich, It 
must be a profound puzzle to the outside world, 
who imbibe impressions without minutely 
investigating their origin, ami are ignorant of 
thc inner life of the House of liishops, why 
those dignitaries, when theyUtad yielded their 
prerogative and descended from their own class 
in search of a Metropolitan, should have 
traversed'the ocean to find one worthy of the 
office, when an ecclesiastic of equal rank might 
have beeil found in the Synod. We know not 
whether the Dean of Christ Church Cathedral 
wor ld have accepted the dignity,—but if half 
a century of untiring devotion to the interests 
of the Church could be held to be a valid 
claim to the honors of the episcopacy, as
suredly there was no need of slighting the 
Dean, and, through him, the Diocesan clergy. 
What renders the conduct of the House of 
Bishops more inexplicable is tliu fact that no 
one accepted the responsibility of asserting 
that the Dean of Norwieu would be a consent
ing party. Consequently, had he been elected 
by the Synod, we might have been thrown 
back into the-position in which we find our
selves. It^ might appear extraordinary that 
the votes of the laity in the Synod did not 
always harmonies with that of the Diocesan 
clergy. On two occasions a majority of 
the latter assented to the nomination of 
the House of Bishops, hut that assent 
was neutralized by the lay delegates. We do 
not intend to impute to the clergy subservience 
or servility to winds the B nch of Bishops ; they 
have acted throughout with independence and 
dignity ; but it is indisputable that personal in
fluences which might sway a clergyman could 
not reach a layman, and it is fortunate for the 
interests df the church, and its hopes of useful
ness, that the lay delegates gave expression by 
their negatives to a feeling germinating in the 
public mind. They afiirmed as distinctly as 
men in their narrow sphere of action could do, 
that the few prizes which could reward meri
torious services in the cl.ureh should net be 
alienated from thus; id mtifi al with this coun
try. There is no profession from whom heavier 
eacrifiees arc exacted than the Diocesan clergy. 
Their incomes are scanty, their privations un
told, their chauves of preferment are few, and 
marked by long intervals. It was as the advo
cates of a ulass thus disudvantageuusly'placed, 
when contrasted with other professional 
careers, that the lay. deb-gates indirectly 
affirmed the principle, that the future Bishop 
of Montreal should be sought and found in the 
ranks of the clergy of this Diocese. And in 
that future to which we all look forward there 

’ is ample reason for believing that the policy of 
the lay delegates will be successful. We are 
now consigned to a delay of six months, during 
which interval a mutual change of opinions 
cannot fail to be fruitful of good results. There 
is some inconvenience in the suspension of the 
office, and thus leaving the See of Montreal 
vacant, but a like misfortune befell New York 
and endured for five years, without causing any 
disaster, while we can console ourselves with 
the reflection that within six months the Synod 
can re-assemble under a reformed constitution 
and all interests can then oe reconciled.

Tub Mstkopolitical See.—The ch rgy and 
laity of the Anglican church passed the first 
afternoon of tl eir Synod in excited expectancy 
of a nomination from the Upper House, which 
was not received until just before their adjourn
ment, when the announcement was read that 
the lords spiritual had nominated themselves, 
including in the list the Bishops of Fredericton 
and Nova Scotia, but not bis lordship of ltu- 
pe-rt’s Land, a distinction for which there is 
doubtless some good technical reason. The 
principles on which this mini nation was leased 
were, that the4undulate should be of the epis
copal order, anil from within the prospective 
■domain of the Synod, i he- effects of the ado| - 
lion of these ideas would lie to se c ure to each 
member of the present House of Bishops a fair 
chance of having his I urn of promotion, and to 
increase the value of that promotion by limit
ing the candidature to those of already exult d 
rank, a limit whic h is not in force in England, j get priestly Indulgences'!''

ways of getting mi ae;y for ehurc-h wants. 
Next day the I.tiolt had an answer to the 
Globe. The Iwader the Globe 1‘uritaniral, 
not meaning it foa.c good term. . The sub
stance of what it 4 l‘ -Vils that those way» 
could not be wrung high had a good end in 
view. This your '•inquire." e-alls “a vain 
argument," and the» u he speaks the- truth.

For sc m • years atf- - God owlaiiied me by the 
hands of the bishop, I eliil novihink differently 
from other people n r from the Jleader, about 
the things we are talking of. 1 built churches 
and got part of the p -ney to pay for them by 
means of bazaars up concerts, but there was 
always something de ne at them which I did 
not like. At one bazaar there was a laftie, 
although I thought a promise had been made 
me that nothing of tic kind should take- place. 
At a concert, again, there wits a song about 
“Sarah and her baby sung very well, but so 
comic that 1 could not laugh at it. At the 
last convert wliic-li 1 laid any t iug to do with, 
the chairman, after most of the- singing was 
o> e-r, came forward end in a few neat words in
vited any of the auda ne-c who chose, to re
main afterwards for “the dance.” I did not 
stay, but walked heme in deep thought. 1 
spoke- about it afterwards and was told that it 
was not a very uncommon thing to have a 
dance after a church concert, and moreover 
that the singers needed something more than 
the pious object to tempt them to come and 
help us. I besought Uoil that night what I 
was to do, and a voice- see med to sound in my 
heart saying “touch not the unclean thing.'1 "l 
wrote to a dear brother minister telling him I 
meant, by the help of Owl, not to have any
thing more to do with concerts or bazaars or 
socials or soirées, in aid of the church. He 
answered that he was glad 1 had so determin
ed, for lie could not but think them “little less 
than wicked.” Another brother hearing of my 
concert, wrote, appealing to my conscience in a 
tender manner, asking “did I really approvi of 
such things ?" I was glad to make known to 
him my cliunge of he-art upon the subject. But 
my strengtli of mind was soon to be put to the 
proof, for my people took the thought that 
they mutt have a soiree or a church, just about 
finished in a distant part of my cure. 1 told 
them of my change of mind about such things 
A few approved of it, but more did not, having 
their hearts sft upon a tea-party. We had a 
meeting about it, at which I tried to open my 
thoughts concerning it to my people. I said 
like this : “The simple tea-party which you 
speak of, my dear friends, 1 look upon as all 
of a piece with those concerts and bazaars, 
which I have set myself against. They have 
all alike worUJiness at the bottom of them. 
Fur if you have a tea-party here-, with a few- 
simple songs and recitations to pass away the 
time, how can 1 deny my people in another 
part of my parish having the few simple songs 
and re’vitatior.s bv !h. mselvcs without the tea ? 
and if they have a quiet dunes after it what van 
I do ? And if th y should some time propose 
to have the quiet -Unce alone without the sing
ing, for the goesl »f the church, could I consist 
tiitly tell them nu 7 So we easily get from a 
tea party to a concert and from the concert to a 
ball, and this bee mise of the one chain of world 
liness which holds them all together, from 
which the church should be altogether discon
nected, since she is not of this world, although 
sojourning in it. I pray you, brethren, van it 
he right lor the- c hurch to hold God with one 
band, and the world with the otliei ? I do not 
believe it is. A good woman he re said t > her 
neighbour, loud -nough for me to hear, that 
"people must eat and drink.” Another that “it 
would be a quiet, respectable affair."

I answered, “ my friends, the kingdom of 
heaven is not meat and drink, and let us lay it 
down as a priii- iple not to be departed from, 
that in the nano of the church, only reliyiout as
semblies—assemblies for spiritual pleasure—should 
be held. Or to put it the other way : In the name 
oj the church (whatever private Christians may 
do) no worldly gatherings should be held—no con
gregations called together for purposes of worldly 
pleasure, although the church should make money 
by doing differently. That is effie principle, ami 
anotl èv is, that we should give to the Lord with 
singleness of hunt, looking for no present return. 
For do you suppose that the Lo d will be 
pleased with any other kind o! offering tli n a 
pure offering—a sacrifice without blemish and 
without spot ? ‘But people will not give that 
free way," said e,ne,and -ethersassented. “No,” 
1 answered, “sc. long as wrong ways of giving 
are open to people they will not give in the 
right way, win n it is less picaring to the flesh 
than the otln r. and the more the broad and 
easy wav is travelled the less will the narrow 
way be used. Will jwonle ever drop their 
money into tic,cl’s treasury and go away e mpty 
handed if they van get something for their 
money? 1 trow not. In conclusion, brethren, 
you would b. very mufti hurt at being called 
1‘upists, and yet how do you ac t differently from 
i apists if you ark the ifhurvh to give you 
worldly enjoyment lor money ? Is this not 
like poor l\e, otH w ho spend money in order to 

So 1 spoke to the

MONTREAL SCULPTURE
ANU CENTRAL

MARBLE AND GRANITE WORKS,
(New Premises,)

Corner of Si. Alexander and St. Cather 
ine Streeli.

JAMES MAYOR & CO.
Mural Tablets, Baptismal Fonts, Tiling for 

Aisles Trausepts, Ac.
Churchyard Memorials in Stone, garble, 

Granite, &e. \
Chimney-pieces, Slabs, Table-tops, ahd House 

Work of every description.
Designs and Estimates furnished promptly on 

application.
April 30. r 14 ‘

IV O0I) WARDS IM 1‘ltU V ED C A It BUN IZER YY —Look to your own interests, and try 
Woodwabd's Improved Carbonizes, which is 
warranted to increase the light, decrease the 
smoke mid smell,and save 33 percent, of the 
cost to tlie consumer.

R-ad the following, which have been receiv
ed among other certificates from those who 
have tried it :—

Montreal, August 31, 1807.
My dbar Sir,—1 have much pleasure in cer

tifying that I consider your Patent Gas C'arbon- 
izer a most valuable introduction, especially 
wln-n the quality of the gas, and the high price 
charged for it^ is considered. 1 have uûe now 
in my house put up by you, and find I have a 
in licit better and brighter light totally free 
from smoke or smell of gas since its Introduc
tion. In addition to this I burn much less 
gas, as I use one-foot burners instead of three 
feet, which I formerly used, and have n.ore 
light now than 1 hud with the large burners 
without the Uarlxmizcr.—Very truly yours,

To Mr. R. Alsop J. Bull Smith, Artist.

Montréal, 4th September, 1867.
Sir,—I take pleasure in certifying that 1 

have one of Woodward's Patent CarbotdseA in 
use in my house for some time, and am per
fectly satisfied that it is a jal liable improve
ment I believe that I am saving a large 
amount of gus,'as I am using one-foot burners 
instead of three feet, which 1 used without the 
carboniser, and the light is fully satisfactory.

To It Alsop, Esq. A. J. Pill,
345 Notre-Dame Street.

.*• * ___
Montreal, 9th Sept., 1867.

Dear Sir,—I have much pleasure in adding 
my testimony to the usefulness of Woodward's 
Carboniser, both as regards increased illumin
ating power and also diminished consumption 
Having now had one on my premises toy somi 
time, which is vorking with uudiiylnishvd 
vigour, I very confidently recommend it as 
being able to do all you promised for it.

I am, Ac.,
D. H. Feuuuson, 100 McGill Street.

To It. Alsop, Esq.

Montreal, 9th Sept., 1867.
Dear Sir,—In answer to your enquiry, it 

gives me moi h pleasure to say that Wood
ward's Patent Carboniser, which you placed in 
my billiard-room in Victoria Square, has so far 
given entire satisfaction. I have no doubt ot 
itsk-con. my, as I am now using two feet burn- 
ers\and hare fully as good light as I had with 
four feet burners without it. I confidently 

Recommend it to all who wish to economise in 
using gas. believing it will do fully as much as 
you promise—Very truly yours,

Henry McVittis.

Montreal, 5th Nov., 1867
Dear Sir,—In answer to your enquiry, wt 

would say that your Carlioniaer, placed in oui 
billiard-room on Great St. James Street on the 
4th September, lias given us entire satisfaction 
Before we had it introduced we were burning 
about 1200 feet of gas p r night, with 50 burn
ers, running about 5 hours. We are now burn
ing less than 2000 feyt per night, running 
about 6j hours, with 02 burners, and fullyéas 
much light. We therefore confidently recom
mend it to all who wish to^conomise in burn
ing gas.—Very truly yours,

To Mr. Itobt. Alsop. Job. Dio* & Run.

On the utlsr hand, it woiild make all future 
nominations by the House of Bishops either 
merely nominal by repealing the present one or 
very i mbarrussing should any attempt be made 
to reduce thctiiumbi r of nominees. Diti- ri nt 
motives doubtless to some- extent would in
fini in-e sue ha uominativn by the Canadian 
bishops, from those which would sway the 
choice of the English Privy Council. There is 
here a freedom troui all pulilital considera
tions which must have lasi-nono of the strong
est of the reason* which formed in the mind 
of the late Mctriqaililim his strong preference 
for the indcpcudi nt position of his church in 
Canada. Wé may also suppose a more de
voted regard on the- part of these churchm- n 
for the interests of the church and of n liginti 
than would animate state sm< n. Clt the- olio r 
hand, it will be felt that the natural ambition 
and personal interests of the: individual* en- 
gagi-el, eannot but bean element in the ch- 
visions at which they arrive. To avoid in 
future, if peissilile, the appearance tf this would 
jh ihaps I- (le MHShle — Witnr’s.

people, miel many came over to my side. 1 
would be very thankful if all—people and 
minister* alik. —would earnestly pi rider these 
tilings, and la- guide d by the help of God to n 
right judgment in them.

1 am yours, Ac.
Pastor,

Nvvember loth, i868.

Dicù
At Vallon, on the 9lh inst., El'zabeth, wife 

of Samuel Thompson, Esq , anil vide st daughter 
of the Rev H C Cooper, B A., Rector of 
Christ ( Inin b Mimieei.

BAKE.it, POPLtAnt & CO-
WIIOL K8A LE CLOT HI K RS,

Nos. 514 ami f>14 St. Paul Street, Montreal. 
J K Bak rk. ' E IVritAM.

March V.i ISiiS. 8

The Subscriber begs leave to call the atten
tion of all who are using gas to the above real
ly valuable improvement.

Do not suiter yourselves to be influenced by 
the prejudice produced by the numerous so- 
called improvements which have been offered 
within the last few yq|rs ; but see and judge 
f ir yourselves.

Every information will he given,and the 
operatiofi of the appa ratus shewnand explain
ed bv ROBERT ÀLSOP, at the Office of the 
Petroleum-Alas Co., No. 150 Great St. Jainet 
Street.

May 14. ly id
henrVjTbenallack,

FAMILY GROCER,
BON A VENTURE BUILDING,

(VICTORIA SQUARE.)
MONTHEALi.

AGENT FOR
Sharpe’s celebrated Finan H.iddits

The Canadian Rubber Comp’y
OF MONTREAL,

MAN XfAf ACTU RKRS OF

Machine Belting Hose, Stem Packing
RAILWAY CAR SPRINGS Jt BUFFERS,

Valves,

STATIONERS BUM,TELTHINBRLXGS
kc.

—ALSO,—

INDIA RUBBER OVEK-SIIOKS AND BOOTS,
FELT HOOTS in grail variety.

All Orelers executed with ehueputc h.
OFFICE and WORKS : ^72 St. Mart St

F. SCÏlOLES, Manager 
May 14. 16

W. D. McjuAKIN,
DEALER r.N

Fine Tea*.
Coffe 3,

Sugars and
General Groceries.

Goods packed for the Country or delivers 
in the city free of charge.

No. 64" ST. LAWRENCE MAIN STREET, 
turner (639) oj St. Catherine Sturt. 

Montréal.
May 14. 16

PAlJf MILLER !
IT IS A BALM F0I

OUR FIRST PH rsitTANS USE

And recommend its tisi 
it first among the me 

the XV holc*n!e Dr 
a leading article 

the dialeis 
speak alike 

and 1

1 8
MERIT AND V1RTUÏ 

MANENTRY EST 
IT IS TH

IVERY WOUND.

; the Apothecary finds 
inet called for, and 
-gist considers it 
his trade. All 

d medicine >.
ils favor, 

rotation .
licioe

SFULLY AND PER- j 
ïîî.tSHKD. AND 
GREAT

Family Wedicine
'of thi age.

TAKEN INTERXj LLY, IT CURES
.

Dysi-nirnr,
Cholera, Dietiiu-i and 

Cramp and I'mo in Stomach,
Bowel Complaint, Painters’ Colic,

Liver Complaint, Dyspepsia or Indigestion, 
SORE THROAT, SÜVDEN COLDS, 

COUGHS, kc.,
TAKB,N EXTERNALLY, IT CITES

boils.
FELONS, X’UTH, BRUISES,

BURNS AND SCALDS. OLD SORES, 
SPRAINS, SWELLING OF THE JOINTS, 

TOOTHACHE, PAIN IN THE .FACE, 
NEURALGIA AM) RHEU

MATISM, FROSTED 
FEE!

St.,

Pain is supposed to be ibe lot of us poor mor
tals as inevitable as death, and liable at any 
time to come upon u«. Then tote it is important 
that remedial agents should be at hand to be 
used on an emergency, whyn we are made to 
teel the excruciating agonic! of pain, or the de
pressing influences -if diseuse».

‘ FRANK BOND,
STOCK AMD SHARE BROKER,

7 St. Sacrament Street,
MONTREAL.

All descriptions of Stocks, Bonds, Ac., Ster
ling Exchange, American Gold, and Railway 
Shares bought and sold, strictlyou Commission.

Investments made in Mortgages, Real Estate, 
Ac.

Jan. 30. 1808. ]

THOMAS MUMILN,

IMPORTER OF

British, India and French Goods,

CARPETINGS, RUGS,
DRUGGETS, FLOOR OIL CLOTHS

TRIMMINGS AND SMALL WARE§ 
MONTREAL. •„ ^

March IV, 1808. |y 7
"’PHOENIX

FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY
OF LONDON*

Established in 1782.

THIS COMPANY having invested, in con
formity with the Provincial Act, ONE 

HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS for the 
SPECIAL SECURITY ol POLICY HOLD
ERS IN CANADA, is prepared to accept 
RISKS on DWELLING HOUSES, Household 
Goods and Furniture, and Geueial Merchan 
dise, at the lowest current rates.

JAMKS DAVISON, Manager.
GILLESPIE, MOFFATT A CO .

4 Agents fok Canada
F#h. It, 1868. 5

VV ILL I AM P. JOHNSTON
MANUFACTURER OF

exists in Pf.sry 
hivb ha* 

Amid the eternal 
beneath the into! 

the tropics, its vir- 
ciateil. Ard by It, 

" relief from many 
Pain-Killer upon

and

Such a remedial 
Davis’ Pain-K __ 
extended over all the'ea 
ices of the polar regions! 
erahle and burning 
tues are kuown and a 
suffering humanity ha
ul' its ills. The effect
the patient, wtx|fn tak- n internally in cases of 
Cold, Cough, Bowel C"m|ilaints, Cholera, Dys
entery,ana other ufibiticus of the system, ha* 
been truly wondcil'iil and has won for it a 
name among medical preparations t'-ut can 
uever be forgotten. Its success in renu ving

Sain, as sn external hiuedy, in va*es of Burns, 
Iruises, Sores, 8prail>. Cuts, Sling of Insects, 

and oiher causes of eiVt-riug, ha* secured for il 
llie most prominent à-iiiiou among 1 he Medi
cines of the day. J ,

I
Read the follew ng Testimonials :

Rev. J. E. Cl oven Missionary at Ongole. 
Southern India, w-etm : •• XX'e i stvcm your 
Pain Killer very hlgdy fur scorpion stings, 
cholera, Ac , and catm-t very well (et along 
without it."

Rev. I. D. C01.HVR», Missionary at Tavov. 
Buruiah, write- : "1 Mall be happy to assist in 
extcuiiing a knowled.-c of a remedy so speedy 
aud effectual."

Rev. M. H. Rixby Missionary to the Shans, 
writes :—“ l our Pain Killer cures more of the 
ailments fi the neliros here thau any other 
medit-irc. There le a great call foi it, Ac.

Rev. H. L. Va* Miter, writing from Bur- 
mab, says : “The 1'iin Killer has become an 
almost indispensable article in my family."

Hundreds of mles:i>naries give similar testi- 
mony to itsxyirtuee.

ReX J. G. Stiaiins writes: “I consider it 
the bes't remedy for Dyspepsia I ever knew " 1 

Rev. Jabez SWAVsaye : “I haw used it far 
yeais m my family, aud consider it au invalu
able remedy." yk

Perry Davis’ Vain Killer.—This medi
cine has become uu article «if commerce,— 
which no medicim-ever became before Pain 
Killer is as much an item in every bill of goods 
sent to country nn-rchante as tea, ccffee, or 
sugar. This speaks volumes iu ils tavuur.— 
Glens' Fulls Messenger.

A speedy cure I,a paii—no family should be 
withoi-l it.—Moutniil Transcript.

On. own opiiiinii is, that n. family should lie 
without a bottle of it lor a single hour In 
tlesh wounds, Meins, (wins, sores, Ac. il.is tlie-^7 
most i-ffeetuiil remedy we know of.—Sties. St. 
Johus, Canada.

After inauv year’s trial of Davis’ Pain Killer, 
we advise that every family should provide 

stlieuiselves w illi so effectual anil speedy a Pain- 
Killer.— Amherst v A.S.) Gazette.

The l’niu Killer of Perry Davis A Sou we 
can eonfidentia'iy recommend. We have used 
if for a length of time, aud iuvuriably with suc
cess.— Ce. Hilda Baptist.

It has been tested iu everyNvariety of climate 
and by almost every uatiou known to Ameri
cans, It is the almost couslaiit companion and 
iui-stiniuble friend of the missionary aud the 
traveller, on s. a and laufl, and no one should 
travel on our lakes or river* without it.

Beware of Counterfeits and worthless imita- 
iio s; call for Perry Davis’ Vegetable Pain 
Kll.LF.lt and take uo other.

Sold by ail Diuggists apd-Dealers in Medi-

POOTS j- SHOES IN EVERY STYLE,
(for gentlemen only,)

147 Gt. St. James Street, Montreal.]
Feb. 13, 1868. 3

life iktstt:rAIXrC-E, 
ESTABLISHED 182S.

SCOTTISH PROVINCIAL
ASSURANCE company,

Incorporated ky Act of Parliament.

CAPITAL, - ONE MILLION STERLING. 
Invested in Canada $500 000.

CANADA HEAD OFFICE, M0NTBEAL
DIRECTORS I

Hugh Taylor, £sq„ Advocate,
Hon. Chah. Wilson, M L.C.
William Sache Esq., Banker.
Jackson Rae, Esq , Banker.

Secretary, - - - A. DAVIDSON PARKER
A Lite Dti«i tmiut.

Attention is directed to the Rate of Premium 
adopted, which will be found more moderate 
thau that of n.oet other Companies.

Special “Half Premium” Hairs.
Policies lor the whole" of Life issued at Half 

Rates lor the first five years, so adjust,-1 that 
the policies are uot liable to arrears ol Pre 
uiiuin. Age VÏ», yearly premium for £ IU(I= 
£1 Is. 9d., or lor £.rilKI. yearly premium, £5 

Vd., at other ages iu proportion.
Feb. 13, 1808.

ESTABLISHED 1859.

HENRY R. GRAY,
DISPENSING and FAMILY CHEMIST 

144 ?t Lawrence Main Street, 

MONTREAL.

N.B.—Particular attention paid to the Di», 
pensing of Physicians’ Prescriptions. 

Physicians supplied cheap for cash.
April 30. j,. 14

SEEDS ! SEEDS ! ! SEEDS 1
JUST BECEIVED,

If X’ new SEEDS, from France»-England and 
111. the United States, all guaranteed FRESH. 
One of the best collections iu CANADA, either 
m FLOWER, VEGETABLE, or FIELD 
SEEDS, viz.

Prices, 16 cts., 26 cts , 60 cts.. per Bottle.

- PEWIT DAVIS & SON,
manufacturers and proprietors,

380 St. I’lrul Stpeet,

Aj 111 30.
Montreal, C.E.

14

Beans, Cucumbers, Parsley,
Beets, Lettuce, Peppers,
Cabbage, Mangold Wurtzel, Peas,
Carrot», Melons, Raddishes,
Cauliflowers, Mustard. Spinnach,
Celery, Onions, Turnips,
Coru," Parsnips, Tomatoes,

Mushroom Spawn, &c., &e.
A liberal discount allowed to Dealers ami 

Agricultural Sovietie*, vu taking largo quanti
ties. \

Call and get Catalogues. j
JA viES goulden,

117 & 119 St. Lawrence Main Street.
April 30. -14
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