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VOLUME IX.

TORONTO, OCTOBER 15, 1862,

No. 20.

Isitdesirable that the Lcclesiastical Gazelle censo ‘
to bo published? Let our readers put the ques-|
tion to themselves. If the answer be in tho'!
negative, let them strive toincrease the subscrip- |
tion list, or hit upon some schemo which will:
encourage the publisher to continue it after the|
1st January next. §

Foclestastical Xuelligence. }

A o At s |

DIOCESE OF TORONTO. |

Qur report of the proceedings of the Provincial .
Synod has been copied from the Montreal Gazeltc.‘
The outlines of the speeches are necessarily very |
brief, and we find that on all questions they are,
not securate. There are two questions which,
havo cxcited o great deal of interest, viz.: the!
succession to the Metropolitical See, and the!
extension of the Dinconate—particularly the!
latter.  We shall gladly, therefore, insert a more
lengthy account of the views expressed by thei
geveral speakers, if they will kindly furnish
us with their notes.

TRINITY COLLEGE.

YWe have great pleasure in informing our read-
crs that a prize has been founded at Trinity
College, as o memozial of the late Mrs. John
Hamilton, of Hawkesbury, by the family of the
deceased, under the following regulations :

1. That the prize be called “The Hamilton
Memorial Prize:” that it bo of the value of Thirty
Dollaxs, and that it be awarded annually accord-
ing to the result of an examination in scripture
bistory, including such books illustrative of
scripture history, antiquitics, and interpretation,
as may from time to .m: be appointed.

1I. That all students belonging to tho theologi-
cal class, as well as all others who have passed
through their theological course, and have not at-
tained M.A. standivg, shall be cligible as candi-
dates.

III. That the cxamination shall take place at
the end of the Lent term iu each year.

IV. That all studeats belonging to the theolo-
gical class at the time, shall be required to attend
the examination.

V. That tho examiners bo empowered to with-
lxtgld the prize, if no candidate be found worthy
of it.

Avuy students, eligible as candidates under rule
1L, who have completed their theological course,
may learn the subjects for the first cxamination,
by application to the Provest, and they are
requested to give him notice if it be their inten-
tion to present themselves on that occasion.

i
|

COLLECTIONS UP TO 111 OCTOBER.:

MISSION FUND.
Previously announced...iee. cecvesess casaneeas $596.66
St. George’s, Neweastle. 00
Walsh’s school-house.... 1.856

i
i

i Christ’s Church, S

earboro’. cocveeens 370
{St. Paul'’s, s vrreene 2.2
| St. Jude’y, [ veoveens 170
i Per Rev. Mr. Belteeeeeeieeiiviessscirnoness 1270
1 SeYMOUT eearanee vennrases 2.05
ll’crcy eevorenens 1.72
School-house wevveerersneisniisireneenns  0.33

Per Rev. F.J. S. Groves.eeceensenseeeee 410

135 collections, amounting to....veeeee-.$618.76

WIDOWS® AND ORPHANS® FUND,
St. John Lvaungelist’s, Toronto, per Rev.
T. S. Ketnedg.oeeurereaiee vuesseces sosene
St. Phillip's, Weston, per churchwarden
St. Mark’s, Carleton West, per St. Gieorge
Scarlett, Esq sirecereieece crnvesses sesase
St. Andrew's, Grimsby, per Rector........
St. Peter's, Barton.cecceiiieeeeee 4,50

-

6.25

Per Rev. S, Briggs.iciecieeree creenane.

12 collections, amounting t0....eveueee
PAROCHIAY, BRANCHES,

Scarboro’, per Rev, Mr. Belt, additional,

B0th FOAT. seenrranresierrecss vorecenns

80.71

DIOCESE OF HURON.
The Lord Bishop of uron will (D.V.) hld hie

London, on Tuesday, the 28th of October.. Ser-
vice in the Cathedral at 11 a.m.

Candidates, whether for deacon or pricst, are
required to communicate without delay with the
IRev. J. Walker Marsh, cxamining chaplain, and
to present themsclves for examination at Londan,
ton Thursday, the 23rd inst., at 10 a.m., with the
Si Quis, and usual testimonial properly attested.

London, October 2nd, 1862,

PROVINC1AL SYNOD OF THE CHURCH OF
ENGLAND.
(Continued from the Montreal Gazelte.)
TROCEEDINGS OF THE COURT.

The next two clauses were carried without
alteration.

Tho Court of Appeal may sitin any diocese, at
such timesand places as the court shall, from
time to time, order and dircct.

The appellant shall give notice of appeal to

Per Rev. I Bredtueceee, covvacenesnnensens

the respondent, and the bishop of the diocese,

11.29,

5.00

St. Paul's, Glanford sweeeeeeeseeceeees  3.60

Per Rev. G. A, Bullaiiccviiisnes seeeee 8,00
St. Jobn's, Ancaster.. . 1400
St. James’, Dundas... . 5.00

Per Rev. F. L. Osleri v coceenvnee oeeee 19,00
Sandusk cecercrecoonnnaioees 2.47
Nanticoke... 1.26
Jarvis.ceceeens 4.68
Hagersvillo ooveeeiiivones voeseeninns 2.60

11.00,

next general ordination in St. Yaul's Cathedral, i

ey s s e

y in the court of which the judgment appenled
. from is given, within one calendar month after
such judgment.

o Mr EJCanrter movad that 15 days' bo sub-
“stituted for ¢¢one month,"” in the latter clause,
» but this was lost,

i Hon, J. . CaMEroN moved the next clause ¢
1 “The appelluuts sholl give the respoudent
i within two ealendar months after such judgment
‘givcn, a bond with sufficient sureties, to be ap-
jproved by the registrar of the court of appeal,
,in the sum of $100, tosccure the yespoudent for

the costs of appeal in caso the appeul is dis-

| missed.”

This also passed aftee a short discussion, tho

" Rev. Mr. Bueaspers suggesting that 8200 bo

substituted instead of $10U, and another gentle-

! man $100. No change was made however,

The next two clauses were adupted without

| alteration :

¢ Every appeal shall be prosceuted to a hearing
) by the appellant within one year after such jud-
ment given, if tlo court of afpeal shall sit with.

lin such period of one year, and if the court of
uppeal shall not so sit, then at the first sitting
of the court of appeal after such year shall have
expired.”

‘“The appellant shall, within three culender
months after such judgment, bring into the court
of appeal and file with the registrar thercof o
trauscript of al the proceedings sud judgments
appealed from, certificd to bo correct by the

. registrar of the diocesan court, or the bishop of
the diocese, whose judgment isappealed against.”

The next clause was put :

““1f any of the proceedings in the next pre-
ceding four sections are not taken witlun the
tit 5 respectively limited therefor, the appeal
shall be considered dismissed, and the judgment
appeated from shall stand.”

Mr. E. Canrtrr moved that the words ““in tho
. discretion of the courl be dismissed” be inserted
. tnstead of ¢ shall be disnssed.”

Auother amendment wag also put, but both it
and Mr. Carter's were lost.

The clause was then adopted without altera-
tion.

The concluding clauses were adopted without

“ discussion, .

o **The appellaut shall give the respondent ono
,calendar month’s notice m writing otthe hearing
, of the apjeal.”

i ¢ The court of appeal ghall make vules and
*orders, as to the forms of procedure and practice,
fees and costs, as such court shall from tune to

time deem necessary.”

The Hon. J. 1. Caxrrox then moved that the
canot. as amended be sent hack to the Upper
! Houze for approval.

The motion being carried,

The Rev. ProvocuTor intimated that he would
depart from the usual course in transmitting
‘messages to the Upper House, and appointa com-
mittee to take up the canon.

He pamed a comuiittee accordingly, and it
betug six o'clock, it was aunounced that the
meeting would be adjourned until ten o'clock on

a
|

|
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Monday morning, with the uaderstauding that Nend without finding one single word wlich stated
the canun on the succession of the Metropohitan § that the Diocese of Montreal was the Metrapoli-

bo first taken up.

The Rev. Purorucvtonr then pronouunced the of Montreal should be Metropolitan Bishop, but

bencdiction,
IIFTIT DAY,

The delegates to the Lower House of Synod
assemblel 1 the Synod roam ot ten o'clock an
Monday morpng, when the meeting was opened
with prayer by the Rev. Prolocutor, The cleri-
cal sectetary  then read the manutes of the pro-
cecdingn on Saturday, which on receiving o fuw
correctivny were duly approved,

ROTICES OI' MOTION,

A number of notices of metion were handed
up.

COURT OF APPEAL.

The very Rev. the Deas oF MoNTrEar now,
accompatued by the comnattee nppomted for the
purpose, earried to the Upper House the amended
canon on the Court of Appeal.  The Dean said
on 1eturning to the Luwer House that thar Lord-
ships stated they would take the amendments mto
their consideration, and report then decsion to
the Lower House,

BUCCLSSION TO TUE MRTROIOLITAN SEE.

Hon, Justico MiConp moved that the canon
framed by the committee vn the Metropontan See
be now reccived, anmd considered clause by clause.
1le snid ay chairman of the committee appomted
to draft this canon, he would now read 1t to the
Ilsuse — published by us e our Jast). Though
tho mattcr it question was of great umportance,
nevesthoess it had been condensad o a very
narrow cusspass.  The comunttee consisted ot
two lay and twe clenieal deiegates from ench dio-
cese, Jutnung twenty an all, and he was happy
tu say that cut of those twenty, nceteen met,
and that the great mnjurity asscated to the eanon
now stubnattad  The whale question was invol-
od simply in e by the letters patent the bhs-
hop of Montreal aud lus successurs were deetured
to be Mctropelitan in thus Prevince. Those let-
ters patent, oz worded, had seemed (0 settle the
matter entuddy.  On apphication to ller Majesty,
Yowever, she had been pleased to alter the pat-
cut so as to pernnt this House, it atraw proper,
to alter the succession,  Thiy was the question
befure them to-dag.  The speaker thought there
was nut mach difbiculty 1 proving that tact, and
10 suppurt bis view read the clause of the patent
appointing the Bichup of Mentreal and successors
Metropulitan, ** subyect to such rules, 1egulations
and canons as shall and mny be made in respeet
thereof by the lushops, clergy and lanty ot the
Church ot ]-Ingl:uul and Licland in Canada, under
the said reeated act.”™  The first portion ot the
clause redated to the appuintment of the Metros
‘pulitan, and the second give tins House power
to alter the succtswion,  The House hud now
to decide as to 1ts views ou this ampor taut sub.
joct.

Hon. J. H. Camrnox rose to second the reso-
Iution.  The cruen roperted by the commattee
was one which, after a great deal of consndesa.
tion on lus part, he beaeved appheable to the
hest settlement of the diflicolty winch they all
felt cncempassed the sulyect now under consder-
ation. 1t had been urgad, both i the comuattee
and out of at, that by the letters patent them-
selves had Leen fixed the Metropobitiea: Sce; amd
that, therefore, whatever right they hiad to deal
with the succession tu the see, they had no nght
to touch the sec at-¢lf. e thought those who

held that opinion might scarch i vain through:

the letters patent from the cummencement to the

Cland i Caondn under said recited act ™

5ent to it at all; and ho (Mr, Cameren) had ro-
, mained six months in England striving to obtain
It wns opdained that the Lord Bishop |, that aszent. A cabinet minister was reported to
have declared that if Her Majesty gave her as-
' there was not a word to the effect that Montreal ! sent, any minister so advising her would be lin-
"should be the Metropolitical See.  Apart then, Lle to impenchment.  Ile had been requested to
I"altogether from this view, he would e glad if |, draw up o memorial on tho subject, with which
“any delegute coubl peint cut to him any where  he complied, and in which he get forth the con-
m the letters patent any statement that the  stitutivnality of the act, mawtaimng the right
“diocese of Montreal should be the Mctropolitical ', of the Queen to ngsent.  Some of the law officers
Scee, ,of the Crowa declined to ndvise the signing of the
Mr. E Curen here stated that in the clause act, bat the Judicial Commmttee sanctioned it. and
‘of page threeof the Tetters patent, the hon. gen- ', to that weowe it that we have the power of deal-
teman would find such u statement, where the ' ing with this question under the act and framing

+ words oceurred —t¢ heing placed under the said || that ccelesiastical constitution which we were in
" Metropaolitical See of Maonnieal ” “want of befure.  After o thorough investigation
Hox Mn. Cavreon continuing, said cven ' of all matters and o long congideration of them,

U these words were not sufficient fur the purpese | the act was finally assented to; every point that
U of proof.  What he wanted to know was was it ,could be thought of or ruggested by the law
o in any clause ordained ov declavred that the |officers of the Crown, had been looked into, and
"diacese of Montren] should be the Metropulitical | the result of the opiniuns of these officers sinco
(W See? had been that as an ecclesiastical assebly they
« Mr Hrvwixa— Yeq, in the second clause itis" (the Provincial Synod) had the power to deal
sstated— And we will and ordain that the said | with matters according to their own desires so
Bishaps af Quebee, Tovanto, Huran, and Qutariy, ' lung as they did not nterfere with the rights

| ticul Sce.

“rand the hishops of any other See that may here- | guarded by the Proviucial Parliament, orr act in
* after be evected in Cannda respectively, shall be | any way against the canons recognized by the
Uoufiragnr bishops to the said Lord Bishop of |, Imperial Parlinment.  Every power which could

» Montreal and his suecessors,>
B

be given had been given them, and thercfore it
Hon Mr. Cavenron—Where wag there a word | was that they had the power to abrogate and an-
saying **we will and ordain that the Diocese of ' nul the cxcr({isc of mng- of the am!imy vested
Montreal shinll be the Metvapolitan See of the ' by prerogative in Iler Majesty, and which sho
Province of Canalda ”  Mr Cameron now read | had given them tho right to exercise. By rea-
the recital of the patent to support his view of | sonand by authority, then,werethey empowered to
“the matter, and the elause at the top of page five ~ deal with the Metropolitan succession, They wero
of the Tetters ending with the folowing provis, . \_' told by some thatthe Metropohtan being appoint-
* Subject. neverthetese, asto the successian to the | ed by the Cruwn when it had the night to exer-
Metrapalitan See to cuch rules, vegulations and | ci-¢ that puner, and before ever the Provingial
canons, aeshalband way he made inrespeet theveof  Synod met at all, the Synod hiad no supremo
by the members of the Clarel of England and lre- * jurisdicion in this matter.  Every onc of the
If the [ powars and all the authority 1w connection with
Bishopric of Montrenl was always t) be the Metro- | this matter were subondinate to the powers of
politau See, where was the use of giving them auy  this Synod, or there was no use in ther sitting
power over the suecession  There was no use jo liere at all, in fact they had no right whatever,
giving them power aver the suceceseion it they | But if they had the clection of their Wishops, and
never canld eleet any other Bichop Metropaditan  could determine who was to sit over them m the
but tlu-l Bishop of Moutreal.  They had, ;hcrlc.--' cou;:;:ills of ullc'dllmclh' would nn_:;l ouclsny thlcy
fore, the power over the suceession f the "could have this higher power aud net have the
Crown had intended the Bishops of Montieal to  power to determine where should ne the Metro-
be always Metropohtan, there was no necessity  political See? The mvariable practice of the
for saying a word about the succession.  He ' Primitive Church with regard to the sces of bis-
mamtamed 1wo things were required in the It hops and archbishops was not fixity in one posi-
ters patent to give the pewer to the Dincese of tion. A large portion of the church in Africa
Montreal contended for  First, there was no 'never had o Metropolitan See, and when they
ctuuse m the patent preseribing thut the Diccese  found an exception in any portion of the ancient
of Moentreal shoulid he the Metropolitan See ; and ' church, they had a right to look at that excep-
sceand, if there was, the fact of their haviug ' tion, perhaps but showed the general rule, but
power to deal with the suceession showed they " at the same time it shewed alse that exceptional
had the power over it They bad the right to 'circumstances justified exceptional cases. Tho
deal with it, the right not mercly upon veason ' bishops of the Scottish church did the samo
but upon authority—that of thoese in a position " thing this_canon proposed we should do—tiey
to be the Crown’s legal ndvisers  The latter had | eleeted their own primate, nn}l this church was
declared that the powers of the Crown were ' nearer the Canadian branch of the church in its
as l(l> the succession \nhjv;‘[ to onrlJocision 5 nm: I’cons:itgt;on Itlmul any oth;:r'portion l(:’f l1hc Epis(i
furthey, ¢ that the sawd several powers and | copa urch, clecting their own bishops, an
¢ wuthorities ave subject to the rules, regulations, i being 2 voluntary church, entirely separated from
Hand canons the said general accembly may, from ' the State, and having power to make their own
time 1o ume Wake under and by virtue of the "regulations, they were a voluntary association of
saud reeited act.”  Thelaw mlvism)v of the Crown ' mgmbcrs ol,‘ the Church of Englnfnd in Scotland.
declared that all powers having been conferred  So they (the Canadian branch) had a distinct
upon the assemblies of the chureh for the pur- ' existence in the present day aud would stand,
pose of making cancn —that ecclesinstical law “hy that canon, in the same position, with re-
and corstitution requued, that no powerthey can 'gard to the poirts referred to as the Scottish
exercise can by virtue of the Queen’s prerogative “church.  The speaker here explained the rea-
be overnidden,—that their will was supreme in "'son for the fisity of bish.p’s and Meteepolitan’s
matters concerning the church, they being con. ! Sees in Great Britain.  Those oftices formerly
vened c*for the general management aud good f|included an extensive temporal Jul;isdlcllull, ar‘xd
- government of the church.” After the synod " contained with regard to England not wmcrely
act was passed it was said that Her Majesty was "spxri!u_al jurisdiction but temporal power, and
uadmcd by alarge section of Lier cabinet not to as- j] thus bishops of the church were barons of the
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cmpire, aud it was in consequence of their tem- :! wasonly au inferior jurisdiction. DBesides, at any :' tico of the clhurch in Scotlaud, where thoe titlo of
poral position and not their spiritual, that 8looal- "timo any Syuod might reverso the aots of the j Metropolitatt was not given, but a president was
ity had to bo fixed for their jurisdiction, But the  previous Synod, and excrciso an nuthoraty against , elected.  If there were legal umpedunents, how-
samo reasons for such a state of things did not  the wish of all the other dioceses. 1o hoped jj ever, why the church in this Proriuce should not
oxist in Canada.  And as in this country thero  that all present would feel that the wisest courso; have a fixed Metropolitical Sce, let us know
could be no question of temporal power, but, aud the ond most consonant with the iuteresta of jy what they were; but ho did not believe that
golely of spiritual jurisdiction, there could be no, the church was to invest with the power in ques. | thero wero such impediments.  So far trom ham.
reason why the oftico of Mectropolitan should not | tion, thogse reverend futhers in God whom they , pering thetaselves by any deviation from Enghsh
bo as well exercised by the Bishop of Quebee or had set over them for the well-being of the church. | custom, they ought first to sco what action the
the Bishop of Huren. Various plans had been .'(Applnusc,) i chureh in Eugland would take. By prematurely
proposed to meet the difficulty involved in the '~ Rev. Mr. BLasprrn fully concurred in the, deciding upon tho course they would take, they
appointment of Metropolitan, Somo proposed | Ven. Bishop of Quebec’s reasons for having the; would only fetter themselves in their futurs
to clect the senior bishop, and some proposed Motropolitan in the Dioceso of Mountreal. He be- movements.  There wasno reason for haste, and
other plans.  With regard to seniority it was "lieved Mr, Cameron's remarks did not meet the he, therefore, asked the Synod to pause, and
true they had the example of tho American ' difliculty of the ease. e did nut kuow tho ad. refer the matter to another committee, so that
church before them in favour of this coursc.  vantages thero were to bo derived from the pro- jhaving the benefit of increased expericnce they
He bad heard, however, clergymen of the church ' pused change, thorefors he would give it every ;rmight arrive at some wholesome amd judicions
in the United States dec'are that if the constitu-, opposition ho could.  Ho cousidered this ques- fdecision. o would, threretfore, move the fol-
tion were to bo.fmmcd again they would do the ,tion of tho greatest importance to thom. A [lowing resolution, scconded by the Rew. Mr,
very thing which this canon proposed. They f.slrong argument in favor of his views was that Roe :—

declared tho appointment of the scujor bis-' the practice ho advocated had been that of the,, ¢t Whereas, it 13 the duty of the churclun this
hop was wnot the wisest course; it might church from the carliest to the present time ' Proviuce to confurm herself as far ag pussible to
happen that the scnior bishop was cnfecbled |, The words which had been put in tho pateat tho mudel of the Primitive church, and moro pav-
by age, and thug prevented from  discharging " last session would again turn out to be a bone of | ticularly are we wu duty bound to keep closely to
efficiently the duties of his office. In tho other " contention, and he catled attention to their dan- . the principle wluch governsthe mother church in
case, if tho Metropolitan should becomo old | gerous character. He considered it would be i England : and wherens, according to- that model,
ho would become old in his office, and not,’ unwise to remove the Metropolitan Sce from the |, with only one exception, the Metropohitan See
being oll, be clected by accident.  He (Mr. :I Dioceso of Montreal, which in every respect was , ench ecclesinstical provincehas always been tixed
Camceron) did not believe the seniority principle * the most important of this Province. The -, in vnecity : and whereas, according to the most
should bo adopted. The principle of a fixity of  babitants of Montreal had with their well known  ancient precedent the Metropolitaus were elected
sce, and the appointment of bishops might, in’ spirit erected hero a Cathedral the hihe of wlich , by the bishops of the whole proviuce : and where.
theory, be the best.  But how often had men  they of the present generativn might not expect 43, a3 yet by Provincml nct of Parbamdnt each
been appeinted in England who weve said after- | to see again in the Province; aud he feared it .divceso in this province has the right of clecting
wards not to have been the best fitted for_thc“would bo inexpedicent to adopt & measure which ,its own bishop ; therefore,

office; nnd often bad it been a chargo sgainst | would lead to any such change as that proposed. ,;  Resulved, That, the House of Bishops concur-
the ministry in England that for somo particular  The cxpedient adopted by the Scottish church | ving, a joint commnttce of the two Ilouses of this
purpeso a man had been chosen, not the bcst“ difficult circumstances, should not be adopted by  Synud be appuinted to cunfer with the Synod of
qualified to perform the duties of diocesan or | this Syned a8 a principle, and no argument ought  the Diocese of Moutreal with the view to deviso
?rchbxshop. With us there was no such appoint- to bo drawn from that fact, He believed it would ;3ome mensure for the election of the Metro-
ing power, and the conscquence was the clection  bo unwise to adopt the practice of the church, politan, and to ensure that the Metropolitan
by each diocese of the person thought best quali- ;10 the Tnited States, which had been determined | See remain fixed at Montreal, which shaht recoivo
ficd, and thus they bad the best men from which | by the democratic spirit of the people there. The @ share s the etection of the whole churclh in tho
to select the Metropolitan. When they lmd'!cnnon before the Houre should not, he behieved, . proviuce, without depriving the dicesnn Synod
placed men in the oftice of bishops there wasno bo adopted. Ho would move, in amenument, jof Montreal of the right of clecting their own
reason why they sbquld not give them the power  seconded by the Rev, J. C. Davidson, * That the (bishop; aud to report to the next meoting of the
to select & Metropolitan  Surely the Synod act- cunon for the election of the Metropolitan, in the | Provincial Synod, and that the following cuton bo
ing in this matter would do nothing that would  way proposed, bo not reccived, but that the:jreferred to the commuttee ;—

tend to creato among themselves discord or sep-, office be vested or remain with the Bishop °f.| ** When a vacauey oceurs in the Metropolitan
araticn, which they wero all trying to prevent or lMontrcnl.” iySee, the seunior bishop shall within —— days
put down; and while shewing to the people o, . Dr. BoveLL rosc to movo an amendment, but . from the occurrence of such vacancy, summon
S:ommcndab]'c unanimity on many points on which ' it was with considerable reluctance that he at- ;2 special meetmng of the lHouse of Bishops, and
it was coqsxdcrcd thero could by no agreement | tempted to offer an amendment to tho canon, of the Synod of tho Disceso of Montreat, to bo
during this Synod, they should not introduce, brought up by such a committee. He thought ; held simultancously in the city of Montreal with-
among themselves, by throwing the election of  the Synod ought to weigh well whether it would ;10 not less than —— days, nor more tian ——
Metropolitan into the bands of the Provincial not be more desirable to refer tho canon back , days from dute of such summons, for the purposo
Synod, any clement of discord. (llear, hear ). again to the conmittee, So that it might come up ;, of ¢ :ting a successor w the See.  The House
\_Vheu they took the whole matter into considera- | fur consideration on another occasion. To adopt ;of Li-hups shall then sclect a fit and proper per-
txon,__wlx'en l,bcy. saw the authority the Crownand ,Jt in its present shape would be detrimental to yson to ha the office of Metropolitan, and shall
Provincial Tarlinment bad given them, and when ' the very best interestsof the church. He thought,, nommate him to the Synod of Montreal for clec.
they saw the manner in whica primitive usage , & very great principle was involved in the pro., tion. If the Synod ot the Dioceso of Montreal
had been departed from in this case,—and \vhcn"cccdmgs they were about to take. It was the ;shall decline to clect the person first nominated
they cqnsxdcr(}d the Scottxsl} church by which the .custqm of the Primitive Church that the Metro- ; to them, the House of Bishops shall nemuate a
first bishop in the Awerican church had been ! political See should be fixed.  Very recently we ,,second, and so on until anelection 15 made,”
conskecmtcd, when they f.oum.l the prmc:plc.had';had.pnsscd through a paiuful period, when much | Dr. BovELL'S motion having been read, the
worked so well, he did think it would be mscsl.!. anxiety had been felt in Englaud that we would jRev Mr. Bleasdell consented to withdraw his
aud best for this Sypod, in the course they had i not put forth those efforts which were suppo.scdq‘amcndment.

to pursue, in the providence of God, to endeavour' to be necessary to our presersation.  Much the 1 Rev. Mr. Row then rose to seeond Dr. Bovels,
to meet this questicn in the way in which he samo fecling at this moment animated the Eng- | He said that he did so with u great deal of plea-
thOl(llgln it could be best met—by placing in the  tish bishops with reference to the colonial churen, jsure. fle alluded to the fact ot the Metropolitan
hands of the learned, able and religious men || At the Provincial Synod of Canterbury some of |bemg fised m the primuive church, and said
appo]mtcd over them the power of declaring \vhoI the bishops stated that they did not know whe- | that the head of the church in Scotland was
shou d be their own head—who should bear and | ther the colonial church wished to sever itself , formerly no mere than a presiing officer. When
:x?rcxag ‘“le""POl“lCﬂl jurisdiction in this cout-) from the conuection which ought so closely to  the church was established in America after the
\xa).ntre olt iose wlgo.had\;ndvocat‘cd thlo Bighop of | bind it to the mother conntry. How much bet-j Revoluuon, 1t was doubtfulaf Episcopacy would
Qo e s'tx ‘:x\"")‘smcm%{) etrog?}xtan e h.nd only fer.thcn would it not be to wait qud seo what || be allowed 1n the country, and a Metropolitan
e glcr ¢ Wo}l d no . ¢ salis ;_lctory.cuher lo] action would be taken on this question in Bug- 1 See could not bo created.  The Hon. Mr. Came-
this cou%xy;ror .';l‘ty °uk1;muyt (;’ the d|oc(1:.ses of’! land. He thought they should consider tho mut-jron had swmd that it would bo high'y undignified
St nd }l,l w ;vol. lnob de'propvar for the |, ter well and pause before they commtted them-(for this Houso to propose names to tiye Diocesan
. yth' ) ¢ ' bas the higher body, to bo dxreoged s‘elvcs irretricvably by electing a Metropolitan. [{Synod for clection ; but that was thoe very coursoe
in this matter by the diocese of Montregl, wlncht The speaker then went on to allude to the prac- {jadopted by the primitive chwgeh, The peapla
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had a voice in the election. He thoughtit would 1 should be devised, as well upon a vacancy in the 11 treal should hereafter have to elect a BishoPs
not be difficult to discover some way by which || Bishopric of Montreal occurring, as to secure to | successor to the present, who believed that uf”

the whole church in the province might be allow-
-ed to have a voice in the election.

A Lay DELEGATE said to decide this question
was the chief reason for their being called
together, and he thought it would be very un-
dignified to send the matter back to the com-
mittee. He protested against it, asit would
put off the question for three years, and what
was to be done if any thing should happen in the
meantime, .

Rev. Mr. Barrovur said the questjon was a
very grave and important one, and it was de-
sirable that it should have deep consideration.

He felt inclined to look with favour upon the-

views contained in the amendment; but he did
not think they could come to any conclusion at
present. Ile was disposed to pay honour and re-
spect to the letters patent.  Originally the bis-
hops were acssuredly the only governors of the
¢hurch, they exercising their authority within
the jurisdiction of the States in which their Sees

were placed. The fixed See had been the univer- !

gal practice. With respect to the difficulties
which stand in the way of a fixed See] in this
province, he thought thet some WAy mMight be
found to meet the necessity of complymg with
the ancient practice, and also the wishes of our
most gracious Sovereign. They were all opposed
to innovation,

Ep. CARTER, Esq., then moved the following
resolution, seconded by the Rev. PRovosT Wyj.
TAKER : .

1. Inasmuch as by the act of the legislature
of this prcvince, under which this general as.
sembly is constituted, power is conferred upon

diocesan synods to elect a bishop in such dio-
ceses, having jursdiction within the limits there. |

of, but no authority thereby is given to appoint
a Metropolitan, whose jurisdiction would extend
throughout the province; and that it has
pleased Her Majesty the Queen to accede to the
prayer of the petitions of the several dioceses
of Quebec, Montreal and Toronto, established
under the authority of the said Act; and to
grant Her Royal Letters Patent, appointing a
Metropolitan :

2. Inasmuch as by the terms of the said letters’

patent, the See of the Lord Bishop of Montreal
and his successors is constituted the ¢ Metro-
politan Sce of Montreal,” and the now ¢ Lord
Bishop of Montreal and his successors, the bis-
hops thereof for the time being,” are declared to

be Metropolitan bishops in the Province of

Canada :
8. Inasmuch also as the succession to the said

the church at large in this province a voice in
the selection of a successor, without depriving
‘the diocese of Montreal of its privileges to
1 elect.

|

1
{

!'support of his motion. He contended that the
‘report of the committee could not be adopted, as
it was based upon the erroneous supposition that
the Provincial Synods possessed the power of trans-
' ferring the Metropolitical See from Montreal,
“where it was now established under the letters
" patent, to any other diocese, and he proposed to
‘show that this power did not exist, and that any
“cause providing for such change would be illegal
“and against the prerorative of the Queen, as
"exercised by the royal letters patent. It wag
argued by the Hon. Mr. Cameron that no words

" were to be found in the patent, which in effect .

declared the See of Montreal to be the Metropo-
* litieal Sce; but in this he was mistaken, as one of
; the last clauses in the letters patent ordains
“that in case any proceedings should be insti-
tuted against any of the said Bishops of Quebec,
:‘ Toronto and Huron, or any other diocese that

'may hereafter be erected (when placed under the  the

! said Metropolitical See of Montreal,) such pro-
“’: ceedings shall originate and be carried on before
“l the Lord Bishop of Montreal for the time being,
iwhom we hereby authorize and direct to take
. cognizance of the same.”
i that there were other clauses indicating clearly
!ftl)ut the exercise of a Metropolitan jurisdiction
i.was clearly vested in the Lord Bishop of Mon-
"treal and his successors to the exclusion of all
"others, by ordaining that the bishops of every
other diocese should be suffragan bishops to the
said Lord Bishop of Montreal.
The SPEAKER further stated that such being
_the rule established by the sovereign as the head
- of the church, the next question to be considered
was, had the Provincial Synod the authority to
“alter or deviate from that rule. He urged that
{1t was only negessary to refer to the Synod act
.. to be convinced that the appointment of a Metro-
. politan was not contemplated when the act was
i framed—that the first clause vested the power
of election of bishops in the Diocesan Synods with
it laeal jurisdiction in their respective dioceges, but
.did not contemplate the nomination or election of

"

| Mr. CarTER spoke at considerable length in.

He also contended;

" der the patent he was the Metropolitan, and sup-
‘'posed that the House of bishops under thif
" canon should appoint a metropolitan, the result
" would be a humiliating conflict of jurisdiction;
or even if there were uone, the courts might in-
* terfere and set aside the decisions of the Metro-
" politan Court, as having no effect for want ©
. authority,
" The Rev. Provost Wuiraker seconded
\'motion in amendment by Mr. Carrer. It was
“said that the patent in this matter was waste
paper. If so there was a great responsibility
' thrown upon the Synod. In that case the power
“of the Synod was most dangerous, and if not
~used with caution might do great mischief not
“only_to themselves but to the church at large:
‘But if the patent of the Queen had no legal it had
moral force. Three dioceses out of four ther
rexisting ; four dioceses out of five existing noW
_ had virtually petitioned the Queen for the appoint-
ment of a Metropolitan. But could any body
‘belicve that if the Queen had understood the
I'Synod to be desirous of appoiuting a perambul-
| atory dignity, she would have consented to namé
first person of such a series. He thought not 5
but believed she would have permitted the Synod
[ to act for itself. Ilc held that she did mnot 50
. u!uch appoint a person to be Metropolitan, as ehe
did create a see to be the Metropolitical see. He
contended that though it was true in modern
j times that civil powers were attached to the sees
;| of the church, yet even in times when bishop$
| had barely the right to live, there were stil
! ecclesiastical authorities attached to certain
‘I places. The sees of Canterbury and York cer-
" tainly existed before any civil powers were
il attached to them, What advantages could there
.~ be in changing the practice of eighteen centur-

ies? He knew of none ; and he believed that all
; would admit that there was no other place whe e
,the delegates of the church covld bave met in
“Synod vﬁth the enjoyment of so many privileges
,as they recently enjoyed in Montreal. lle be-

lieved that all difficulty would be removed, if the
, diocese of Montreal would revert to the ancient
_practice of the Bishop being nominated by the

Bishops and confirmed by the church in the
Diocese. This might be thought unfair to the
. Diocese of Montreal, if it were not adopted 38

i
i

. Metropolitan, with jurisdiction throughout the | tie rule in other dioceses; but the Diocese ©

iiprovince. Tlhe second clause gave no power to
i the Provincial Synod to make any appointment
, whatever, and so it was found necessary to peti-
' tion the Queen for the exercise of her Royal pre-
- rogative by appoint'ng a Metropolitan. This

. Qlontreal would have a particular motive for sef-
{|ting a_valuable example to other Dioceses. 110
yshould be most unwilling, eepecially at this
,moment, to do any thing that would look lik®
- separating ourselves from the church in Englan¢:

Metropolitical See, thus permanently fixed and at~ ' Lad been done by the letters patent. This Sy-/; He hoped that the time would come for 8%
tached to the See of the Lord Bishop of Montreal, ' nod had adopted the letters patent, and had sug- . Imperial or Patriarchal Council to be held 12
by the said royal letters patent, is alone made || gested certain amendments, which conveyed no | England, and he trusted that in that Council th®
subject to the rules, regulations and canons ?fivother power than that of making the succession : Province of Canada would have her right ,t
this general assembly, but no power whatever is i to the Metropolitical Sce subject to any rule or | take place. It would be a subject for deep pai®s
conferred to transfer the Metropolitical See to| ragulatien ofsthe Provincial Syrod. He regret. |if it should be found that any thing had been doB®
any other diocese , and that any canon based on lted being obliged to differ from the Hon. Mr, || to prevent her from enjoying that privilege.

the plan proposed in the report of the committee i Cameron, but it seemed to him that there was a ||
which would subject the Metropolitical See to be | wide distinction between controling the succession || objections urged to the proposed canon.
changed upon each new appointment of o Metro- ’ to & Metropo'itical See, and the transferring that:: That we should be governed by the
politan, would be illegal and against the prero-; See, thus permanently fixed by the letters patent, |, Church of England would take. 2nd.
gative of the Queen, as exercised by the said roy- | to a diocese other than the one mentioned in the | should introduce no new thing. 8nd.

al letters patent.

Finally. Inasmuch as any rules, regulations
or canons relating to the succession to the said
Metropolitical See, must be so framed as not to
take away the right vested in the diocese of
Montreal, under the Synod act of electing the
Bishop of Montreal npon a vacancy occurring.

; l

Be it Resolved—That the report of the com- |lcanon, having the effect of annihilating the}}
mittee relating to the succession to the Metro-| provisions of the Queen’s patent by which the!
politan See be Dot adopted ; but that a com- |
mittee be appointed to report what measures || politan of Canada. In case the Diocese of Mou~‘

il letters patent.
| AFTERNOON SESSION.

J" Mr. E. CARTER continued his address which
lihe began in the mosning, urging additional
| reasons for the opinions he stated in the morning,
{! to the effect that the Synod could not pass a

Bishop of Montreal is constituted the Metro-

Mr. HARMAN thought that there were ﬂlll':e

| thing for determination could wait. Now, no 9%

I'ad a greaterreverence for the Church of Englavd
than himself—a church which, he believed, h“e
been planted on the soil of England by ‘h_
Apostles, and afterwards purged by the refor'::
ation from the corruptions heaped upon her o
Rome. But it was another thing to folloWw b
example in all cases—an example which 80“’0 -
| times would not be followed with px'oprleWH

advantage to the Church here or at large. of
the church in Canada waited till the church
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England possessed Synadical action, would the ::I'arlmmcul tho right to appuint the Gu\‘(‘;l‘uul‘~:lh:lt tho suceession to the Metrupolitical Seo do
Syuod bo sitting thero thatday ?  Again, in Eng- | General. ; rest in the Bishop of Moutroal aud hissuccessors,
laud thochurch was still covnected with the State.,,  Res. Mr. Darase thought tho Rev. Provest of , unless otherwise provided fur by the Assembly.
Hero it had become law that thero shall be no | Trinity Collego had carried the Synod with lum , He did not believe, with Mr. Carter and Mr.
gemblance betwoen church and State, avd when | in the views which he expressed. e made some -, Dowar, that the Letters Patent were binding on
that law was passed, no protection was affurded, remarks in reply to Me. Harman, espressing lus;, them.  They had an uadvubted moral weght,
by the Church of Iugland to the church of . opinion that the dissvlution of such cunnection as . but were overridden by the act of the Canadian
Canada, niither did the Church in England, furmerly existed between church and State i, Legislature vesting in them the right to appoint
through the Bench of Bishops, prutest aguinst Canada, was an advantage rather than otherwise, ;, thewr president, which act, ho would further say,
the spoliation of tho temporaslities of the church  and that though even the abohtion of clergy re- , was sanctioned by her Majesty. This, he con-
in Canada, Therefore, while it should bo the, serves was s wroug w itself, 1t was not without, tended, gave them the puwer te begin de novo.
cndeavour of the Synod to preserve the same  some advantages on the other side. e did ot (llear, hear.y Mr. Palwer cuncluded by suggest-
faith as that of the Church of England, in tem- think with Mr. Uarman that it would bo ebjection- | tng that Moutreal by the Metropohitical See, aud
poralities the Church of Fogland had herself, able to the rest of the provines that the Bishop  that wheneser a vacancy sball secar the names
shown that sho did nut desire the chuich in of Mountreal should atways be the Metropolitat it of three clergymen be submitted to the House of
Canada to be inall respeets conformed to herself. it were properly explaned. o behieved that  Bishops by the Syued of Muntreal, aml that tho
On the sccund questivn he held that thechureb |1t would be o ércut livnour tu the diveeso ot uno who shail be selected by thear sondslups be
in Canada would not approveof the continuation . Montreal for 1t to be the Metropohitun See of the  cunseerated and appuanted Metropolian, © This
0. the Metropolitan dignity as an incident of the Province. That Dwcese should, therelore, be  procecding woudd prove the ouly solution.
rights of the successors of the Bishep of Mon-. willing to aceept an equitable arrangement to Tho Rev. Protwvetonr here sand that Dr. Bove.
treal, and he conceived that the new patent had counseive its preseut preemncnce.  He added el had agreed to sitludeaw Lus auendiment, the
cxpressly authorized the Synod to deal with the  thatin his heart of hearts, he believed the | House conseuting.
questivn.  As to there being no need for haste, arrangement which must be made to reconcle all v Tho Rov. M. Diwanr was not in tavor of de.
ho reminded the Synod of the sudden death of  gentiments, in order to keep Montreal i that lay. Were they now to ullow the matier to
Prince Albert, and coutended that in easo of th(";»posillun, would cortainly scearo to that divcese  stand wver,  year woual clapss before action
death of the present Metropolitan, whick all  thovery best man who could be found for ats , wouid be taken in thomatter. They were so
Jioped would be long postponed, the Synod wuuld | Bishop.  Ho believed that some such atrange  placed that the decisivi of the Syuul of Mon-
bo in & more embarrassing position than at pre- ,ment 1 this would moreover tend to desteoy jtreal was wiettau, and besudes, tfthey came to
sent. to decide the question. .. that kind of local feeling which he feared was ;a decision, they could not tell whether it would
Rev. Mr. Srack cuntended for the validity ﬂ"\l.. now creeping through thoe different divceses, and | be binding v thie fuiure Syneds of the Divceso
the binding forco of the patent. However he| which tended to make the members of the church ; of Montreal. Could these defficulties be settled,
felt that it was right to do justice to hisbretbren , in each ofthem think that the dwceso was their , he would cheerfully voto that Muntreal be the
of other dioceses. 1t was doubtless objectionable  property in such a manuer that they would feel ; Metropolitan See.
that the church in the diocese of Moutreal should 1. aggrieved if any clergyman not of their uwn budy,  Mr. Scott thuught it impussiblo to settle tho
bo able to eclect a Metropolitan for the c"ﬁm,'\vns saised to the Episcopate over them, » question withvut appealing to the Legislaturoe.
province. Scveral methods had been proposed, ,  The Rev. Dr. FurLtn rose to speak, when the, He concurred with Mu. Carter ‘n statiug that the
but all were encompassed with difficulties.  Yet, , Rev. frutvcuTon said that the Upper House had ;) letters patent were not waste paper.
as ono delegate from the Diocese of Montreal, | agreed to the amendment made to the Canons by ., Rev. Mr. Ssmartne would bave no objection
speaking, however, ho believed, the sentiment of | (ke Lower House. 5, to leave the election to the louse of Bishops,
all tho diocese, hie would-say that hie desired to « Tho Rev. Dr. FuLLEr than said tho question but ho thought the Mcetropolitical Sce shuuld bo
mect his brethren by any possible accummodation. " should not be delayed, ana cited several clauses fined, I¢ had buen said that there had been somo
He would mnot dwell upon this part of the [of the letters pateut to prove that the Metro- exprestions which went to show that the letters
question ; but rosc to protest against the disres- | political Sco should wholly be in Montreal. It patent had been treated with dizrespect, and that
pectful language in which o solemn a document wwas for the Synod to decude how the suceession  the Synwd wished to sever thoe councction with
as a patent issuing from the Crown had been 'should run. He did not desire to change the the mother church.  Whatever action they took
treated by those who called it mere waste paper., Seo ; but they shoutd not delay the pomt to a in the matter, he felt sure that they would be
A DsrLecart thought it was the duty of the, period threo years hence. | actuated by no such feelings.
Synod te find out the meaning of the patent, and y Archdeacon Brriuse said he felt that the pre- Rev. Me Munuuit concurred that it would bo
to adhere to it, unless under urgent “000_55“}'- vivus speahers had relieved the comnnttee of the, most dicadrantagevus fur them to adopt the per-
e thought in the present state of feeling in| jmputation of isloyaity to the mother church. He  ambalating system winch the Provincial Parbas
England it would be very unfortunate after Jdid not seo that the migratury chinracter of the tnent had lately practised. It appeared to ben
asking the Queen for the appointment of a Metro- | Mctropolitical Sce was inconsistent with the nus-  necessty that the Moutreal diwceso should clect
politan, if the Synod should turn ronund and  say | sionary churacter of the church. 1t were only  ther own bishup.  But he thought the matter
that they regarded the patent "‘““I.‘/_ a3 waste, pght that each of the Dioceses, inits turn, shuuid  might be arranged by providing that on the de-
paper.  He thought the clear intention of the| enjuy the advantages which the See would give cease of the Bishup of Muntreal one of the re-
patent was to make the Bishop of Montreal for them, This would wnvulve o few tncenvenicnces mattang fuar bishops should be elected Metcopo-
the time being the Metropolitan of Canadn. | it 13 true; but they would bo as nothing compnred . hitan,  How unseemingly at wouald be to clect o
There could be no doubt that thut was the inten- ' to the advantages which the whole cuuntry - young clergyman Bishop of Montread and at the
tion in the first instance; and there was no alter- | would derive. They should take a lessun from same time cunstitute bim Metropolutan, and thus
ation, whatever, except by the addition of the ., the exhibitions of agnicuiture and art, which were | place lum vver tmen who had been lunger bishops
words, “subject nevertheless as to the succees-  yearly held in different secuons of the proviuce. perbaps than he bad Leen in the mmstry, By
icn to the Metropolitical Sce, to such rulcs,' (Hear, hear.) He did not think 1t woeuld be . electng one of the four bishops the difficulty
regulations and canons as shall nnd may bc. proper to postpone the conswWeration of the would be obviated.  Tho bishup would then sim-
made in respect thercof by the Biskops, clergy jr question.  They should adopt thereport and send | ply be translated to the Divceso of Montreal, and
and laity, &c., of the said province.” He held 1t up to the House of Bishops, and, 1f necessary, | s place _couid be supplied by elecing o man
that this did not change the ¢riginal intention of | appoit a committee to bold communicatn with |, from the Jivcese fium which he was removed,
the first patent. Nor did he think with Mr. yther Lordships. ;= By consent of the Ilouse, Dr. Bovell’s amend-
Cameron that the Synodical acts conferred any,  The Rev. Mr, Paryer concurred in this that the . ment was here withdrawn,
power of electing the Metropolitan,  The Dioccscs“qucblion should be settled this se:son.  (Hear,: Rev. Mr. Paruinr then moved, scconded by
and Synods did not conceive they had such powe- ,hear.) There was a time when there were few, Rev. Mr. Boan, the following amendment to Mr.
under the act, beeause they petitioned the Queen| clergymen in the country, and these were scat- yCarter's nmendment :—
to appoint one, in order that the I’TOVi'lCi'ﬂhtcrcu over a vast distict. Tlus was no longer, That this House most respectfully represent to
assembly of the whole Church might be “’"S'i'. s0 ; they were now m sufhicient number to dispuse , tho House of Bishops that this House is unable
tuted. The clausc which gave the Synod power ., of any question of impurtance.  The words 1n the ,to coucur in & ** canon fur the electivn of a Me-
to make regulations for the good government of, second clause of the synoed act led hum to believe ,, tropolitan, * reported to this House by a com-
tho Church no more authorized the Synod to, that the Assembly had the undoubted night to, muttee, wmasmuch as this Houso considers it to bo
make & new rule for tl.ne appointment of lho“nppomg their president. Tuerefore, uuder that, most for the interest of the church that the of-
}x_cafi of the Church within the Province, thm.“c]nuso they have the legal power to appownt a, fice of Mectropolitan should in accordance twith
S}mllar word§ in the constitutional acts constitu president.  The first patent i1ssued by the Queen y the ancient usage of the Church, and tho practico
ting tho Provincial Parlinment gave tho Provincial h was at tho instance of the Synod. It provided L.of the church at home and abroad, be attached
to a particular Seo.
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That this Houso is of opinion that the Sco ofnrycho: Meegrs. Ifarman, Rowe, Simpson, 1L ! other courso than that ho now advoeated. Dut
Montrlcnl bcl‘ing in the m{.\st imporu.m! cit{l n ll‘nylor, and Irvino. |0 could not think that that \gogcso would })(41) 80
Canada and most central in position, should be | {unreasonable, and was satisfled they would ag-
appointed to be the Mctropohtf::ul See. ! SUCCE3SI0N TO TIE METROPOLITAN. icede to such reasonablo terms as ytho House

That with a view of offering & solution of thelt Tho debato on the motion and soveral nmend- il might propose an the subject. It night bo well
difficultics which surround this subjeet, arising! ments relative to the cnnon ou tho above subject, iito have a provisional canon drawn up after con-
from the right of the Dioceseof Montreal to clect It submitted tho day before, was now resumed. i sidering the form in which it would bo right to
its own bishops, this Houso proposes to theft Rev. Mr Siack wished to ask n question. #give this {Irusd a voice in the clection of the
Hlouse of Bishops the aduption of a canon to the! How far did the concurrence in any wotion thatn Bishop of Vlontreal. The terms might be dis-
effect that whencver a vacaucy shall occur in the't might be passed in this Houge affect the succes- 1 cussed with tho delegates of the digcese of Mon-
affice of Metropolitan, the names of three clergy- Hiou ta the Metecpolitan Sco as regards the Utocesc ! treal present, and such terms as should be ac-
men shall bo presented to thewr Lordships House!!of Montreal? It would bo useless for themtcepted might be embodied in an euactment,
by tho Synod uf tho Diocese of Montrenl, and'!to concur in any thing beforo the House if they 4{Tho speaker here vread his schewo, which
from such three clergymen so prasented one' could then be told their action Jdid not bind theiicontained the views set forth in his remarks.)
shall bo selected by their Lordstaps, who shall ' sbove dinceses. 41f the system they should now adopt was not
upon his appointment ng Bishop of Moutreal sue-''  The Pnovoctron stated that the debate would &t fyund to answer, it would be competent fur future
ceed to the office of Metropohitan. ' ho ~ontinued on Rev. Mr. Palner’s amendwment s §ynods to reverse iheiv legislation, but if they

Rev. Mr. Bosv said he bad n~ objection to” (printed yestorday ) # departed from conscrvative measures now it would
gecotd the amendment.—Ife was prepared tor!  Rev Dr Nicout said a plan of the nature het bo impossible for future Syneds to repair the
say, nnd it might as welt be said out boldly at!’ was going to submit might help to mect the dif- ¢ injury.
once, that the Diccese of Moutreal would never! fiendty,  If when a vacancy occurred in the Scet “Archdeacon Brouen said that as regards the
give up the right to clect its own Bisnop, and! of Montreal, the dioceso submitted threo namestlegal question, forming his opinions from the le-
they ought to be ashamed of themselves il they " to the other bishops, sending in at the same time 1 gal gentlemen who had addressed the House, he
did give up that mght,  He thought this propesi- criticiems and judgments on those names, and 1f bshould say it was perfectly competent for this
tion was one wluch would meet with general - their Lordships did vot think any of thase pro-1 Synod to take such steps as they may think fit in
concurrence, and lio would hike to see it pass posed were fit and proper persvns to be appointed | the matter under consideration, As regards tho

tHon Mr Butitos would say, a3 a member Metropolitan, then the nction might come back ¥ priunciple involved, he agreed with Rev. Mr. De-
of the Church of Englaud, that there was no vne “to the Synod, to numne as representing the bis- fiwar that the office of Mectropolitan was not one
more desirous of having the matter scttled in the ' hops, and on their own part, a Metropohtan. 1 of divine institution, and hence it was competent
best manuer possible ; but all the schemes pro-  He coull not vote for any thing before the ouse ) for the church or synod to take action in the mat-
posed were impracticable.  Jlow was it possible i except the original motion.  But if this could be } ter just as it had been for Constantine the Great
to carry out the proposition just read. He had 'added theveto—that in ense of the fuilure of the!lor Justinian in the church of okl. It was ag
no objection that the Sce should bo fixed at!' Diocese of Montreal to submit three names, orvitcompetent for tho church in this day to actin &
Montreal, and he saw no other plan of settling'in cave of the persons whose names were# matter not of divino institution, as it was for tho
the wmatter than by adopting the original motion ! submitted not being such as the bishops should v chucch of any former pz.iud , und murcover cou-
The diocese of Mon.real conld not be compelled ! think proper for the office, the bishops should send it sidered they had at this day as erudite and emi-
to give up tho right to clect their own bishop ! thematter 10 this Synod for settiement—he would ¥ nent divives as any that belonged to the church
Even if the whole beneh ot lishops wero excluded ! like it better still. jatany former period. As regards antiquity, he
from whence could they get a better man.  Hed Rev, Mr. Honrayp said the above scheme!i considered we had a claim beyond that of those
wag inclined to think that Montreal was the best ! would in {act leave the clection of the Bishop of % who existed when the office of Metropolitan was
place for the Sce: but the matter should be set-' Montreal in tho hamds of the House ot Bishops, i instituted, because the church was older now than
tled without delay. 1f put off, the present Me-' and ho did not believe it was proper or compo 41500 years ago. (Hear, hear, and taughter.)
tropolitan might pogsibly not live the three years ' tent for any pewer to tuke this clection ont of thel| e agreed with the Archdeacon of Toronts in
intervening before it could be brought up again, : hands of the Dioceso of Montreal. This planti his view as regards the practical utility or an
and if anything happened him what position 'iwould involve o legal difficulty.  Mr. Holland s ambulatory Metropolitical Sce. The very grounds
would they then be in for a Metropolitan.  He :'proceeded to urgo tho following arguments i upon which Rev. Mr. Holland had urged that
could not conceive how avy member of that Sy- i favour of the principle of a fixed Meotropolitical # Montreal should be the Metropolitan Sco were
nad could oliject to leave the election of the Me- " Seo : First—The nucient and universal custom of i those which he would cite why it should not be
tropolitan in the hands of the Bench of Bishops. ''the Catholic Church, which was that of fixed # the place. If prestige and impressions wero of
Heregretted excecdingly that the matterhnd been! Sees.  Second—The practice of the Church of pany value, they owed them to the protestant
delayed so much, and that they hail lost so much - England both in Great Britain and tho colonies. ) portion of the country, which could appre-
timo. They knew what the delay of a committee Third—The Queen’s letters patent.  Fourth— i ciate, and would not look down upon them.
was, and it had already been referred to as good ! The propriety and evilent expediency of thefi They might as well expect to make an impres-
a committee as they could find. They shonld act ' measure. e contended, in conclusion, that as sion on adamant as upon the class proviously men-
without delay, and be trusted they all had in' Montreal was the head quarters of Romanism in| tioned.
view tho welfure of the Churchi. { this province, if there was a city in Canada inll  Rev. Canon Baxcrorr said that after listening

It being now six o'clock, the Rev. Protocrror' which the Church of England ought to exhibitilto the many arguments used in this debate, and
pronounced the benediction, and the meeting’ Wer ccclesiasticnl system in all its integrity andi having devoted an esening to the consideration of
adjourncd. ""establish it agninst the Church of Rome, thisithe amendment and canon, he was of opinion

SINXTH DAY I"was thcplacq This pomt}md n:c{ghcd with him | that tho remark of the Hon. Mr. Boulton came
- o | a good deal i forming his opiuions, and was'inearer the truth than any thing he heard —stat-

Tho Luwer Mouse of the Synod met at ten' manifestly a point of expediency which should: ing in referenco to the amendment, that it was
o'clock in the morning, and after the yro.: not be disregarded.  Against his view of theimpracticable, and they would be obliged tolet
ceedings had been opened with prayer by the inatter it had been urged that the Diocese of i it drop.  IHe was here guarding tho interests of
Rev. Prolocutor, Rev. Canon Bancroft, 1. D, Moantrenl might elect a young and inexperienced ¢ Montreal and yet legislating for the province
read the minutes of the previous day's Syned, bishop, whom it would mot be judicions to have,. generally, aud for all time, and he believed the

which were corrected and approved. i elected Metropolitan.  Now, according to the| amendment would be injurious to this diocese
pp b " < : Juriol A

R OF PROCEEDIN patent, no Mctropolitan could exercise any irres-!iand province. If he took his own diocese he

OUDER OF PROCEEDINGS, ' ponsible power, and he must be bound by the ' found that by obliging it to present three names

Moved by the Rev. H. Horraxn, seconded by law o! the church in all his acts; that would be for a sclection of a Metropolitan, their rights
Dr. Bovsrl, that a committee be appointed toin sufficient protection against any attempted ! were curtailed, and the election was almost ab-
Teviso the order of proceedings and rules of order  stretch of power.  He admittted the strength of - solutely nullified. How were they to agree on
writh the view to the incorporation of any stand-. the argument against the Bishop of Montroezl « three men whom they were equally happy and
ing orders of the House of Convocation of the beingfor al time the Metropolitan—namely, that anxious to receive into their pulpits and houses,
Province of Canterbury, or any other rales that the Diocese of Montreal would thus have the ' and call them reverend fathers in God! It was
may appear desirable, and to report to the Synod power of eclecting the Metropolitan; and he :l always a serious matter for the dioceses to decido
as carly as possible.—Carried. ! would go so far as to say that if the Diocese of oy one man much less than on three. It would

The following was the committce then ap-1 Montreal should insist on electing their bishop 1 bo against the interests of Montreal also to havo
pointed —Dr. Beaven, Rev. Mr. Marsh, Rev.. without reference to the views of this Synod, he | to send io three names, oue of whom was to be
Mr. Forrest. Rev. Cauon Leach, Rev. Mr, Wool-I and all would succumb to the mecissity for an- i; bishop, beeause the bishops would be obliged to

1 .
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Hlect_not the man best fitted for the office of! plered the House to come to & decision as speedily ! Apostles. By this plan the Synod would still
ishop, but the best for that of Metropolitan. || as possible, as much time had been spent and || have the power of approval or rejection, and the
car, hear.) DBoth on the question of number | delegates were going home. . |i bishops could not carry any thing against the vate
ad that of the qualifications or quality of the!| The DraAN oF MoNTREAL stated ke voted in{l of the former. This would tend to bring hqm}qny
ishop (Mr. Baneroft) would oppose the amend- i favour of the canon ‘when on the committeee, but |l into our councils. The principle of the primitive
Rent, He was opposed also to its unsettling |; had since changed his mind on hearing the debate, || church was that no bishop should be forced npon
tffect. As regards the question of feeling, their! and was now prepared to vote for the amendment. Il 3 digcese without their consent. IHe thought
Bympathies and affections should paturally cling | There wasno proposition brought before the com- || Rey. My, Palmer’s amendment ;!ppeared nearer
Yound one man as their beloved and venerated || mittee by which he could see how they were 1o}l to 4 specific solution than any thing yet brought
ishop, and the diocese should not be liable to | preserve the rights of the Diocese of Montreal, i forward. He would rather, hOW‘*_V‘;]": thely ‘{‘Olﬂd
% distracted by having to choose three men .should that be o l{ﬂﬂ-Pefamb“l“‘Or.Y Metropolitan ﬁ have some other arrangement whic :ou;d deswc;
Or the office of bishop any more than a man “;Sce. The .prmclp]e' reason fqr .Ins changing lns‘.’», the nomination of motropolitan in the t:nn IS 0f
8hould have to choose three wives. (lear, hear, | views, was involved in the receiving of the letters (' the pighops, and the acceptance in the hands o
80d laughter.) Iow could the delegates from patent.  He felt they should not commit such an [ t)q synod. - of th
this diocese ever throw away their right of elect- * indignity as overriding the letters patent, unless . Ryy My parmen then rose, as m?ﬂ]r of the
Ing their bishop. What right had they to do . there was an absolute necessity. !Sut in :u_]optmg":\memlmenc, to close the debate, by rep y;ngﬂto
80, They could not bind the diocesan synod to  this mnendm.cnt the necessity in question wus"’ the ohjections which 1131(1 been made to n., ln llg
their action in this respect either, The two  done away with. o .. . lifirst piaceas the question, whether the 58\(]}8)0“ !
Questions were totally incomsistent, and he had 8 The ProrocuTor #aid it appeared to hfs mind * be perumbulatory or not: soconq?’wxiss‘) OP“Q%
Seen no plan yet by which they could be coa- ! that it was attempted to change a fixed See to 8. the firest place for the Metropolizieal See; ar;
lesced. The twenty names inthe committee which ' changing one. It h.n(! been said the othcpdmcgses ! third, how were they to re.concxle two aparently
rew up the canon represented every portion of | would not be satisfied to sce the Metropolitan | conflicting rights ?—the right of th]i lsynod to
€ province, and all its various opinions, and ~See fixed here, but he believed they would be legislate in the matter, and the right of the syngd
hight justly be regarded as representing this o satisfied in time. Hg had seen great changes i of the digcese of Montre:&l to elect its owr bis-
ynod’s views. |" take place in pubhc_ opinion eveu since they had “hop.  Mis (the speaker’s) proposition, as set
Several voices—No, no. i entered upon synodical action. All the luym.en i forth in the amendment he had moved on tl}e pre-
ev. Canon BaNCROFT.—A majority of the; he had spoke to on the subject of the elective I vious day, was, when a vacancy occwrred in the
Committee, 15 he believed, having agreed upon i principle, l'md expresse_d themselves entirely dlS-;‘ office of metropolitan, to present thg names of
is canon— il satisfied with the working of the system of elect- | three clergymen to the House of Bn}hops and
Rev. Mr. Ror (interrupting)—The positive[‘ing bishops. j and  from those three their Lordships would
Tote of the committee bad not been taken.)i Several lay delegates signified their dissent‘{select one as bishop of Montreal, and he would
here was a sort of negative vote taken, Byt if!from the laymen referred to by the Prolocutor. . succeed to the office of metropolitan. It had
8 direct, positive vote had been demanded, he ! One of thelay delegates said, they were perfectly ' heen stated in objection to this amendment, that
believed several members would not have voted ! satisfied with the system, in his diocese, and . pyep if it were adopted, it could not be made
&t all, while others would bave voted against the ! hiuted that the Rev. gentlemen had spoken to - binding on the gynod of Montreal—-there_would
Teport. He himself would not have voted for. parties living in a diocese where the principle had ¢ 4 security for its performance. But in ans-
the canon, ‘ot been sufficiently tried. i"wer to this he might say that if they adopted
Avortier Mewmper.—Why did you notsay soij The ProLocuTor continued—With respect t0° the perampulatory system, they would have no
at the time? It s not right to throw out such. future chauges of sentiment he believed the ‘security for its permanence, because no legisla-
Bta'tements at this stage. tendency would be towards unity and CONSErva- i tion in the matter can, in the nature of the case,
he Draxy or MoxnrrEAL, asked was itnet tism. He believed that this city was emivently | bhe final, In any future session the Provinciak
Dossible that some of the committee who voted 'fitted fur the purpose of a Metropolitan See, as Synad n.ﬁgbt repeal it. He thought that the per-
fo.r this canon might have since changed their it was now, and would likely continue for & long ' 5arence of any arrangement on this subject was
Minds on hearing the debate?  Ile, for one, period, if not the civil at least the commercia] 'altogether dependent on the consent of both the
ad. . metropolis of Canada. The presence of the prosincial Synod and the diocese of Montreal.
Rgv. Canon BAXCROFT, continuing—It was im-, deadening influences of Romanism would be It would not be wisdom to adopt any measure
Possible to say whether in 20 years or so showld angther argament in his mind, for bringing here | that might be found objectionable to either
3 vacancy oceur in the Metropolitan See QH.S’ vivifying influences, and he looked up to the | fjouse. In the second place, he wished to ask
Sity would still be the best place. It was PUSHl- agsembling here of the synod as likely to exert ! was it at all likely that the diocese of Montreal
e the province might ke extended into Rupert’s vivifying iofluence, (liear, hear.)  He could | would object to an arangement which secured
aud, and the population greatly increased, and jnat look upon this question in the same discour- | 4o them the metropolitical sce, and the exercise
Other circumstances a]sp much altered. He wl:ts aging light as l{ev. Canon Bancroft. The English | of their rights as electors so far as to assure
:Ompelled to concur with Archdeacon Blf;{llg 18 langunge and literature was spreading among i them that no one shall be appointed to be
¢marks upon the Romish influences prevailing in " the French Canadians, and a missionary euter- || their bishop who is not the object of their

hig city, and the character of the adherents of the, prise was in full operation, for the purpose of own free choice. But he is willing to add
omish church. The deadening, palling influence i bringing that people into our own church, The ' to his amendment the words, ¢ if the csynod of
of Rome as regards our church, was strengthen- | ps5.ofon was young yet, but knowing that our doc- ;j Montreal shall not present three names, the
Bg day by day, under the ultramontane mﬁuenceu trines were the truth, he also knew that this being |’ right of electing the metropolitan shall be vésted
Upon ug; and the act of the last legislature cut- {go they must prevail. Could they help hoping‘;fin the House of bishops.” Another objection
ting us away from our brethren in Upper Cana-i . 6 progress of the English language and their [ made to his amendinent was that it would prac-
3, and ]Paymg us to manage our own affairs, | Protestant literature and sentiments might be | tically vest the election of the metropolitan in
ad left us without a ray of hope that we should brought more and moreinto connection with French | the diocose of Montreal, the diocesan sy-
&ver excrt any great influence for the Protestant ‘{Cnmuli;\n minds, and that they would in the end || nod might elect one eminent man, and two
tause in Montreal. Those who had like himself); pooail,  The progress of the Subrevois Mission " others utterly unfit to be either bishops or me-
ten born in Montreal would have !"“rked the | 3would shew there was hope, and that the constant (; tropolitan. But could they for & moment sup-
Bteady, onward progress _of the Romish ehurch, | yqmission of convertsinto the church would make ' pose any christiant assembly would adopt a course
Which progress was terrific, and threatened to ) ypiq city still more impor:ant as a metropolitical | so unworthy as to nominate men who were not
lbsorp every other influence. And, therefore, as i'see.  With regard to the precedent of the African fit to preside overit. Supposing however, thgg
3 legislator for the whole church he was not 1 Church cited, he would ask where could they | this course was adopted, he thought that it
Pl‘e.pared to sny Montreal should he the Me!m- ;find in all bistory a case in which, after a metro- I would be competent for the Provineial Synod t
Politan See for ever, although at the same time ') nglitan see had been fixed in any one place, that || determine that a diocesean synod that aited in
® would like to see it here. When a vacuucy . gpe hecame migratory. Did notall or the majority || such a manner should never o
oceurred here let the diocesan Synod meet and ' of the sees resolve themselves into ‘

xal Ay iment. by fos be able to repeat
o . | xed sees, the || the experiment, by fixing on some o

:;ejt_ their bishop untrammeled by any influence, ! tendency being to fix the see in one place. . Ile | the metropolitical soe gAnother ol%el::gozeeh a;

o if fit fo‘r Metropolitan let hmf be appoi.ted ; | desired to advocate the ancient principle, which‘ been made by the Rev. Mr, Holland, who g %d

lita ot the bishops meet and appoint s Metropo-  wag, when o vacancy ocourred, for the bishops of | that the House of bishops should send down tawo

l'evn' In any event' the lfrovmcml Synod coum{ the other dioceses to meet together in the vacant || names to the syuod of Montreal and that if that
it oro¢ Whatever action might now be taken when | see and take counsel with the diocese and after- | synod should reject them both, th the H

t seemed best, (Hear, hear.) ! ish i s (] oth, then the House of

Rev. Mr Woomrcm}. and @ lay delegate im-| wards elect a bishop. Thxg was thg principle | Bishops should send down two more. Now he

. Mr. y g i followed by the church ever since the times of the lwould ask what would be the effect of this pro-

"
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position.  Why cithor the synod of the diocese
of Mountreel would feel itself obliged to accept

any of thoso two names, or it would fecl at liber.

ty to reject them. If the dioceso sclected one,
Moutreal lost the right of electing its bishop;
aud if it rejected them the conscquence would be

an unscemly contlict between the diocesan aynod'

and tho louse of Bishops. Tho Rev. Canon
Bancroft had smid that the chioosing of three
clergymen would nuliify the rights of Montreal.
But low could this Lo when we would secure
choice of three to tho synod of Montreal. The
Rev. Mr. Bancroft had aleo said that it might
not ho desirablo to fix upm Montreal as the

metropolitical seo for ever, because it might not'!

Lo the best place for it twenty years from this on
account of the corrupting intluence of Romanism,
But hebegged to differ with the Rev. gentleinan
upon thix particular point. They should place
themnelves fuce to fuco with Romanism, and ho
thouglt they were all ready as one apostolical

“bnd frequently beon the seats of Bishoprics. It” This amendment was also lost.
Tall came in the end to the original canon, and the!t  The Rev. Mr. Rok now moved, secorded by the
"election must cither be left to the bishops, or thou Rev. Dr. BusasveLe,
raco fixed nt Montreal. Ho objected to n matter *s That it is tho desiro of this l{ouso that the
" which concerned all tho Dioceses bang left to the|) Metropolitical See ought to be fixed to one city,
Dioceso of ilontreal. * and that the «ecision of Her Majesty tho Quecen
Rev. DProvost Wuraker agreed with Me. (iy selecting Montreal as the Metropolitical Sce
Cameron that it would be n delicato matter for i ought, if possible, to be maintained ; that, thero-
" tho Bishops to present the rume of onc of their- fore, o commitice bo appointed to daviso somo
number to the fouse ; but it would only be in:' measure, in connection with the Diocesan Synod
"accordance with ancient usage, for then tho pco-. of Montreal, for the solution of the difficultics in
'ple bind o voice in tho clection of n president. I the way of the election of a Metropolitan, and to
" Rev, Mr Hlornaxn's amendment wag then put,: yeport to the next mecting of this Provincial
Yaud it also was lost. ' Synod ; and that in the meantime the election of
It was then moved by Rev. J. A, MULOCK, 'a  Metrepolitan b vested provisionslly iu the
seconded by Rev. E. Duvkirser, that on the. llouse of Bishops.”
* Metropoliticet Sce of Montreal becoming vacant,'  Ion. J, II. Camznrox said that the amendment
the Synod « Montreal be requested to fill the was very ingeniously worded, but the first part
vacancy by clecting their Bishop from avy of the | of it reaflirmed » motion which had just been
Colonial Jishops. I' negatived—alluamg o the Rev. Mr. Fothergill’s
This motion was put to the House without!, amendment.

church to contend with  Romnmsm  upou they discussivn, and lost, only tho mover and scconder |

ground that the truth which they believed was.ivoting for it.
the ¢truth always held by the chureh of Chnist. ©
They could show a bold front, and were ready to |
prove the fulacies of thoe doctrines of Romanism. ;

Rev, Mr. Panuenr’s amendment was then put
aud lost, nyes being, we believe, 24, ‘two o'clock,

The following amendment to Mr. Carter’sh
amendment was then moved by Rev. Mr. Hollan ,
and seconded by the Rev. Dr. Lauder, h

«Phat ot a vacancy occurring in this Metro- tor's amendment -
politan See, the scnior surviving bishop shall !

order, when, .

1t being now one o'cluck, the Hougo rose.
AFTERNOON SESSION.

The Synod bhaving re-assembled at half-past!ion the ground that it contained n preamble which

Tho Rev. Mr. Suack snid that the Rev. Mr.
Roe’s amendment was written in the morning, and
ieould have no conucction with the Rev, Mr.
li Fothergill's,

*  QObjections having been made to the amendment

“many of the Synod could not affirm, having pro-

The Rev. Prorocuror called tho meeting to‘tviously voted adversely to it,

The Rev. Mr. Rog reminded the Prolocutor

Mr. Steere moved inamcudment to Mr. Car-' and the House that the former had decided but a

{*moment ago that they could re-introduce the prin-

. “That tao report of tho committee bo not now;! ciple embodied in it.
summen & meoting of the other bishops at the ' adopted, but that & committeo be appointed to

The ProLocuTor said lie was of the same opin-

game time and_place as the Synod of Montreal’ prepare a petition to the Provincial Parliament,! fon still. Tho same principle could again bo
mecet to hold ity election, That the louse of* praying it to declare Montreal to be the Metro-{' affirmed.

Bishops shall propose to the Diocesan Synod
names for clection.

)

politicial See, and to grant to the Synod the ex-

. clusive right of regulating the succession to that ' put to the vote, and earried by 80 to 23,
“That on their rejection of all tho names, See, and to preparo a short bill to that effect, and’|

I . . .
After some further discussion, the motion was

The Hon. J. H. Caxerox called for tho ayes

others shall be proposcd, and so0 on, until the elee-! to tuvite the co-operation of the diocesan synod’ and nayes. These wero taken thereupon,

tion bio arrived at.
«That, provided the Diocese of Montreal clect' gocure its passage.”

H of Montreal in taking the requisite measures to!

The Rev. Mr. HorLanp asked what further
steps would now bave tobo taken in the matter,

as the bishop of that sec any one of tho names so!’  He thought the only way to settlo the difficulty  1le thought that it would be necessary that the
proposed by the House of Bishops, he shall be' would beto go to the Legislature. No injustice' eanon or some portion of it would have to be
nominated to Her Majesty the Queen, for confirin-  would be done to the Diocesan Synod of Montreal I adopted, in order to give effect to the vote, En
ntion as Bishop of Montreal, and Metropolitan, by adopting this course. That Diocese had, with ' would consequently snggest that the canon adoj -
and hia patent shall issue accordingly. But if ' the other Synods, requested the Queen to setile' ted by the committee be adopted by the Synod.
the Divcexe of Montreal shali not clect as their' the succession, They had thereby assonted to'. The Rev. Mr. Rok, scconded by Rev. Mr.
bishop one of the names so proposed then the 'l the principle. And besides they would not be'' Brrasoriy, moved—That the committee men-
clergyman so clected bo nominated to Her ''deprived by any legislative action from s voice'! tioned in his former amendment contist of the
Mujesty for confirmation as Bishop of Montreal 'in the ultimate regulation of the question. There' Dean of Montreal and Mr, Carter, the Archdeacon
only, and the clectiun 1o the office of Metropolitan 'could bo no doubt but that the Motropolitan ! of Ontario and Mr. Bieele, the Provest of Trinity
shall be vested in the House of Bishops.” "should bo clected by the voico of the whole church. ' College and Mr.Campbell, Arcideacon Brough and

The mover stated that he would add to this !If, unfortunately, the Diocesan Synod of Montreal ' Mr. Lawrason, and the Revs. Mr, Roe and Mr,
the canon aniginally submitted by the comumittee. ' refused to give way, the Provincial Synod, atits{|Irvine. Carried.

Hon. J. H. Cankrox would take this oppor- |l next setting, would have to request the Queen to‘ The Rev Mr. Rox: again moved, seconded by the
tunity of saying a few words. 1o thought that ! withdraw the present patent, and issue another, ' Provost of TRINI1TY COLLEGE, thut the resolution

the original canon contained some of the same 'which would bo movelikely to settle the question. “rcspcctingthe Metropolitical See be transmitted to
provisions as this nmendment. What had been

said by a gentleman on the presious day was
very true.  None of the amendments that had
been made were practicable.  The only choice'
was cither to have the Metropolitan clected by!
the House of Bishops, or to say that Montreal:
shall always be the Metropolitical See, Was it!
Yikely that the bishops would ever send down -
the names of members of their own louse,:
and then submit to the indignity of ]m\'iug‘
those names rejected.  There had been a great!
denl said about the primitive usage of the!
church, and the fixity of the .\lclropolilicull
sco. But by tho original canon they would
havo one of the primitive customs, in the mmmcr'
in which it was provided that the Me(ropoli!m{
should bo clected. e then read an extract from
a work on the Antiquities, by which it appeared
that Primacy in Africa had alwaysbeen cmxfcrrcd‘
on the senior bishop. With regard to tle see
being fixed at Montreal, because it was a largo
commercial city, that wasnoreason. Small cmcs)

"Some genatlemen thought it would not be advisable! the House of Lishops, and that they be requested
'to go to thoe legistnture. He sawno dificultyin! to coneur in it, and add one or more members of
that step  The act incorporating the diocesan! their body to the committee. Carried unani-
synod of Untario instead of the church society of}' mously.

the diocese, passed without any difficulty.

The motion was seconded by the Rev. Mr.l’
Hxuuixg, and being put to the meeting was lost, !
only threomembers voting for it.

The Rev. Mr. Foruenrairr moved, seconded by
Mr. Scorr,—

“That the report of the committee be not anl

exception, but that it be vetoed that this Synod
fdo determino that the Metropolitical Sce shall be
ifixedin tho city of Montreal.”
{ The Rev. Mr. Stack asked if the amendment
inow put were lost could the same principle be
aghin put to the synod embodied i. w different
form ?

After some discussion, and appeal to the rules
of the Syuod,

The Prorocuror decided that the principle
could again o introduced this scssion if pu: in
another form. )

(7% be Continued.)

SUBSCRIPTIONS ég:lCElVED TO END OF

' Dr. G, Toronto; G. P., Thornhill; W. P,
- Thorohill; W. R., Newmarket ; W. G, P., Volling-
wood.
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