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‘SPEAKING THE TRUTH IN LOVE:'

SYDNEY, OCTOBEE 9, 1866.
lioast Of

THE GOVERNMENT EDUCA-
TION BILL.

In our last number we stated some
of our objections to the Bill for making
better provision for Public Education.
Since then various Parochial meetings
have been held in which the subject
has been discussed, and petitions

adopted against the measure. Some
meetings have also been held, and
petitions adopted in its favour. It is

right to admit that public opinion is
divided on the subject. Butwe believe
that this is mainly owing to the want
of correct information, for we find that
many who at first were disposed to
view the Bill with favour have since
changed their opinions and regard it
as a bungling and unfair piece of
legislation.

Our judgment has not been in any
degree altered by anything we have
heard or read in its favour. And we
will now state some further objections
which we entertain to it.

In the first place we believe it will
prove more expensive than the ar-
rangements which it is designed to
supersede. The education of a child
under the Denominational School
Board now costs the Government £ 1 9s.
and under the National Board £2 fs.
I f the fees are remitted to all who ‘ re-
fuse ' to pay, as provided by the Bill,
and fixed salaries are granted to the
teachers, the cost of education must of
necessity he increased. School build-
ings will also have to be erected at a
large cost to the Government, and it

Terms:

in the end that this
leads to a much
of the public

will be found
economical system (?)
greater expenditure
money.

But it is said that the quality of the
education will be improved. This we
altogether doubt, as regards the secular
part: while we maintain on the other
hand that the character of the educat-
ion will be wholly changed, its moral
tone lowered, and its real utility greatly
diminished. W ith reference to the
supposed improvement of its secular
part, we ask— are the National schools
with all their advantages so superior to
the Denominational now as to afford
reasonable ground for such an expec-
tation ? W e boldly and unhesitatingly
say, they are not. W e speak ofcourse
of them as a whole, making any allow-
ance for particular cases. The school
masters and schoolmistresses of the
Church of England are in many in-
stances an ornament to their profession,
and evince an interest in their work
which is highly creditable and praise-
worthy, and their schools areworthy of
the most favourable countenance and
encouragement at the hands of the
Government. But their merits are
unknown, because those who profess
to take an interest in the question have
never condescended to visit our schools,
or to ascertain the real facts which
should guide them in dealing with so im-
portant a subject.

One of the great vices of the pro-
posed Bill lies in the centralization.
It places everything in the hands of the
Board, and the Board in the hands of
the Government, represented by the
Colonial Secretary. It thus increases
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the power ofthc Government,politically,
by increasing its patronage, and by giv-
ing it a voice in the working out of the
scheme; which is contrary to the
spirit of our free institutions and at
variance with the principles upon which
they are founded. It will create in the
Country an educational despotism, in the
place of that free action which our
British origin and British predilections
entitle us to look for and to demand.
The scheme is to be forced upon us
throughout thelength andbreadthofthe
landwhetherwewill or no. We are not
to be allowed to exercise any choice as
to the syste.m of education under which
our youths are to be reared. We must
take the Government prescription or
we must starve!

W e should have thought that in a
Parliament such as that of New South
Wales, and under a Constitution such
as we enjoy in this Colony, especially
too in the financial difficulties under
which the Colonial Treasury is labour-
ing, every thing would have been done
to evoke local energy and to enlist the
sympathies of the Eeligious Denomin-
ations in making provision for the
education of the young. This would
have been wise and liberal, and politic_
But then it does not suit the philosophy
of Mr. Paekes, who has much more
confidence in theory than in practice®
and is far more anxious to lay his hand
at putting down the Clergy, than in
carrying the blessings of education to
the remotest districts of our sparsely
peopled territory.

AVe cannot refrain from pointing
out two previous blunders which this
honorable gentleman has made, which
shew how unfitheis to deal with the
question. He assumed that because
there were 150,000 children under 14
years in the Colony, and only about
53.000 of these were being educated
in our schools, therefore there are
100.000 children for whom it is neces-
sary to provide education. He forgot
that there were about 65,000 under
five years of age, who are therefore too
young to attend school. And he was
not aware, or he did not consider that
many thousandsmore—probably 20,000
—leave school before they reach the
age of fourteen, and have gone to work
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in various ways. And he torgot, or
he did not know, that his estimate of
the number of children at school was
taken at a period of the year when the
numbers are always considerably less
than at otherperiods. So that, instead
of 100,000 requiring education, the
number does not probably reach more
than 7,000 or 8,000. And in a popu-
lation so dispersed as ours this is not
so very alarming a number, though
one cannot but regret that it should
be so large.

Mr. Paekes also displayed his ignor-
ance of the stateofEducationin England
and Wales, by quoting statistics which
refer to the state of thingsin 1839. The
improvement which has been since
effected is such that whereas at that
time the proportion of the population
receiving education was one in eleven,
in the year 1861, it was'one in six,
rendering England under its own
Privy Council system equal in its
educational status to Prussia, with its
compulsory system, so much belauded
and supposed to be so highly superior.

Give us, we say, the liberty of the
English system,and we will educate our
people quite as wellas Prussia does here.
W e will give them an education which
shall raise them in the social scale,
and at the same time help them to
prepare for eternity.

(Elutrrli Intifniigenrffi

I Church Society.—The monthly meeting
was held on Monday the 1st. The Chair in
the absence of the Bishop was taken by Sir
John Young, 18 other Members being present.
Prayers were read by the secretary, and the
minutes of the last meeting were confirmed
and signed by the Chairman.

The Finance Committee reported the re-
ceipts to be £832 10s. and recommended the
payment of warrant for £1326 7s. 6d. For the
Gold Fields Fund £95 19s. 2d. had been re-
ceived and £126 was directed to be paid.

A letter was read from Kev. J. C. Corlette
asking for payment of £40 as part of a grant
of interest on a loan for to Jamberoo Church.
I't was resolved that £40 be granted towards
the erection of the Church at Jamberoo in com-
pliance with theRev. J. C. Corlette's request.

The Secretary read a letter from the Bishop
respecting the advances made by his Com-
missary in England and gave notice that at
the next meeting he should move that £145 be
paid to the Bishop “for account of Passages
&o., of Clergyman. The Dean made an appli-
cation to the Committee to undertake the pay-
ment of £50 per annum as the salary ofaBible
or Parochial Mission Woman in St. Philip's
Parish upon the condition that the sum was
paid back to the Society by the Parish. The
application was granted.

W e have much pleasure in informing our
readers that the Synod Bill has now passed
both HouscsoftheLegislature. Thesecondand
third readings in the Legislative Council were
carried, after a short discussion, with only one
dissentient; and it now only awaits the
assent of the Crown. If this should be granted
as we presume it will, without delay, we hope
to see a Synod of the Sydney Diocese assem-
bled before the close of the year.

The Bishop of Sydney left Sydney on
Monday the 1st instant, on a visitation of the
districts of UUadulla, Shoalhaven and Kiama.
Confirmations are being held in these places.
His Lordship is expected in Sydney again
about the 13th instant.

Several Parochial Meetings have been held in
Sydney and the suburbs in reference to the
Government Education Bill, and petitions
adopted against the measure. At St. Philip’s,
St. Paul's, Redfern, and Canterbury, on Mon-
day the Istinst. At Balmain and St. Andrew’s
on Tuesday.

A similar meeting was held at Parramatta,
on the 1st inst, when resolutions adverse to
the Bill were carried unanimously. A notice
of an important meeting of the Bishop, the
Clergy, and members of the local boards will
bo found in another column.

The more the Bill is examined, the stronger
is the feeling against it. But its tendencies
and eflects are not manifest until they are
carefully eonsidered.

Rouse Hill—A Day oe Rejoicing.-A
correspondent says ;— Last Thursday was ared
letter day here, it having been selected by Mrs.
Rouse asone on which to commemorate in some
appropriate way the marriage of her youngest
daughter, and to afford that young lady, in the
person of Mrs. A. A. Dangar, an opportunity
of bidding farewell to a number of young
persons, whose interests in both Sunday and
day school she had for a considerable period
zealously attended to. The day was observed
as a holiday, and at 2 p.m., the children (about
seventy-eight) assembled at the school, and
marched from thence, under the guidance of
their teachers, to the residence of Mrs. Rouse,
where a large wool-shed had been most taste-
fully and elegantly fitted up for their entertain-
ment, and where tables, loaded with choice
viands, and cups “ that cheer butnot iiiiebrate,”
waited on each. The residue of the day was
spent on the grounds, occupied with games of
various kinds.

" And still as each repeated pleasure tired
Succeeding sports the mirthiul hand inspired.
Before retiring, the Rev. H. 11. Britten ad-
dressed the ehiidren on behalf of Mrs. Dangar,
and presented each of them with a souvenir of
that lady, after which, cheers having been
given for Mrs. Bouse, Mr. Britten, the ladies,
teachers, visitors, &c., the children sang “ G ob

save the Queen,” and dispersed. n

The teachers connected with Christ Church
Sunday school. Rouse Hill, also presented Mrs.
Dangar with an address expressive of their
good feeling towards her and their hearty de-
sire for her continued welfare and suecess.

Camden.— The Annual meeting of the Auxili-
ary Branch of the Church Society was held in
Sti John’s School-room on Monday Evening
the 24th ultimo. The attendance was not
large owing probably to some rain having
fallen, which, however desirable for purposes
of vegetation, is decidedly unfavorable for
public meetings. There were present about
25 persons.

The Rev. H. Tingcombe occupied the chair,
and, after a few preliminary observations as
to the working of the Society, called on Mr.
E. Simpson, the Treasurer, who, in the absence




of the Secretary, read the Report which was
to the efi'eet that £27 liad been raised in the
District during the past year. It spoke rather
cheeringly of the prospects of the District
notwithstanding the common complaint of
rust in the wheat. It expressed regret that
the business of this society seemed to be
confined to the Annual Meeting, very few
subscriptions being obtained other than those
handed in at that time. It was therefore
suggested that some better system of collection
should be adopted.

Mr. Macarthur moved the adoption of the
Report, referring particularly to the necessity
for some provision against the time when all
aid from the state for the support of Church
ministrations will cease.

Mr. Hough sfconded the motion speaking
generally of the great benefit arising from the
operations of the Society, and the duty of
supporting it.

Mr. T. Rurritt moved that the Committee
be instructed to request certain ladies to
undertake the task of collecting subscriptions,
pointing out the great success which had
attended the adoption of this plan in other
Districts, and expressing his belief that many
would give if the claims of the Society were
more systematically brought under their
notice.

The Resolution was seconded by Mr. P.
Ferguson and carried.

Sir W. Macarthur expressed, on behalf of
the meeting, the pleasure which it gave them
to co-operate with the Chairman in promoting
the objects of the Society. Mr. Tingcombe
having replied, a subscription list was opened
and about £14 was received by the Treasurer
before the meeting separated.

MEETING- OF THE BISHOP AND
CLERGY ON THE PUBLIC EDUCA-
TION BILL.

A Meeting of the Bishop, Clergy and
members of the Local boards of Denominational
schools of the Church of England in Sydney
and the neighbourhood, was held on Monday
September 19th, in the Chmch Society’'s room,
Phillip-street. to consider the Public Education
Bill now before Parliament. The Right
Reverend the Metropolitan presided.  There
were present about tliirty gentlemen, including
the Dean of Sydney and mostof the clergymen
of this Church from Sydney, the suburbs, and
the neighbouring places ; Alexander Gordon
Esq.; Christopher Rolleston, Esq.j Michael
Metcalfe, Esq., &c., &e.

The Bishop offered prayer for the Divine
blessing, and then said he had invited this
meeting of the Clergy in the immediate
neighbourhood of Sydney, and also all mem-
bers of the Church of England local school
boards, for the purpose of considering the
Bill introduced into the Legislature by
the Colonial Secretary, entitled, A Bill to
make better provision for public education.”
Public education is a subject in which the
Clergy and members of the local boards
may be presumed to have avery great interest.
The Clergy, he knew, took very great pains in
the erection of schools, and were at consider-
able expense in the maintenance of those

schools. They gave to the work of public
education time, labour, and attention, which
were invaluable; and he must at the outset,

say that as far as the Clergy of the Church of
England were concerned, any reflections on
the Clerical character as opposed t® public
education were wliolly undeserved. The object
of the Colonial Secretary in bringing forwarp
the Bill appeared to be to make better provis-
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ion for public education;—that is to extend
the quantity and to improve the quality of it;
and also—for this occupied avery prominent
part of his address—to make it cheaper to the
Government that supplied the funds. If the
Bill did fairly provide for these objects, he
(the Bishop) would be inclined to put the
most favourable construction upon it, and
would have said nothing against it, but would
have done all he could to improve its
character in all those particulars in which he
deemed it defective. ~When Mr. Parkes
became Colonial Secretary, and it was under-
stood that he would take up the subject of
public education, he, (the Bishop) took the
opportunity of speaking to him on the subject,
and of offering his services in any way in
which they could be available. And it was
from no other feeling than that of deep con-
viction of duty that any opposition he offered
to this Bill arose. He (the Bishop) considered
that the proper title of this Bill would be " A
Bill to extinguish Denominational Schools.”
At first it did not appear to him that this
would be the effect of it. But on consider-
ation of the clauses which were, inartistically,
placed in different parts of the Bill, it appeared
impossible that the Bill, especially if worked
by persons unfriendly to Denominational
schools, could have any other effect than that
of. destroying by far the large number of the
Denominational schools in the Diocese of
Sydney. He did not believe it would be
possible to maintain a Denominational school
except in Sydney, in Parramatta, in Bathurst,
and perhaps in Mudgee. The particular
manner in which this would be worked out
would be stated by other speakers. He (the
Bishop) merely stated his own conviction of
what the Bill was capable of doing. Further,
he believed that instead of improving the
quality of education, unless different Denom-
inations had their own training schools, there
was no security that the quality of the instruct-
ion given would be in the least degree better.
He could not believe it was seriously intended
that persons trained in a purely secular
training school should be regarded asin all
respdets qualified to conduct education in
Denominational schools. He feltit to be of the
very essence of educational training in the
Church of England, that the Church should
possess the power of training their own school-
masters and schoolmistresses. ~ Then, farther,
one object contemplated by this Bill was the
extension of public education— making better
provision for public education, means in part
the extension of education to persons at
present deprived of that privilege. There
was one feature of this Bill which seemed
designed for this end—the itinerating school-
masters. That (he thought) would be attend-
ed with very great difficulty—more than was

thought. They had made one or two attempts
of the kind, and found great difficulty,
especially in the free selecting districts.

The maintenance of a school-master in such
districts would be attended with great cost.
With that exception, the effect of this bill
would be to diminish the number of children
under education. At pr. sent education is not
a very costly affair to the Government of this
colony. But ifon ths one hand they were to
pay school masters fixed salaries, and on the
other to require that fees when collected
should be paid to the Government, and also
to carry out the provision that no child should
be refused admission on the grov.nd that the
parent or guardian did not pay for that child,
he (the Bishop) was certain that half of the
sum at present obtained for school fees would
be lost to the Government. There could be
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no question as to the operation of such a
provision. All that was said as to lowering
the status of a schoolmaster because he requir-
ed fees to be paid to him seemed to be quite
unworthy  declamation. Physicians and
lawyers asked for their fees; and were not
lowered by so doing. He (the Bishop) did
not see why the schoolmaster should be de-
graded because he took school fees. In carry-
ing on schools it was found that what was not
paid for was very lightly esteemed. One
effect of this gratuitous feducation would be to
diminish the attendance of the cliildren; it
would diminish both the number of children
in attendance and lower the character of the
education given. Because it is impossible to
conduct a school efficiently, if the attendance
of the children is irregular. Further, the
constitution of the Council of Education and
of the local boards was highly objectionable.
The council was to consist of five persons, no
two of whom were to be of the same denomin-
ation. If this was to be a representative
council, representing the different denomi
nations, where was the equity of taking one in
five to represent a denomination which con-
tains nearly half the population of the colony ?
Ho objected also to the local boards being
appointed by the Executive Government. He
would have imagined that the principle of
popular election would have found a place in
an arrangement proposed by the Colonial
Secretary. But here was centralisation carried
to its utmost length. The board was to con-
sist of the Colonial Secretary and five gentle-
men, one of whom was to be a member of the
Church of England. They might take a
member of the Church of England altogether
hostile to the system of education which was
approved by the majority of the Church. If
this council were to be a representative body,
let it be formed in some fair proportion to the
number of persons represented. If it was not
to be representative, let them have at most
three persons, to be paid such a salary as
would secure their attendance. If they had
five, as proposed, they would leave all the
details to a paid secretary who would manage
the education of the country according to his
own will. He (the Bishop) had much stronger
objections than any he had mentioned; but
he did not think it necessary to state them
now. The bill would destroy the Denomi-
national schools; and the destruction of
Denominational teaching was the destruction
of religious education. The effect of the
measure would be to establish public schools of
the same character—as Mr. Parkes plainly
told them—as the present National schools.
I (continued the Bishop) have never withheld
my opinion, nor have | ever changed my
opinion of these National schools. The effect
of the substitution of these schools for De-
nominational schools, would be effectually to
destroy religious education. | fervently hope
the meeting will agree with me in these views;
and that we may at least withold the passing
of this measure ibr some time to come. [The
Bishop then stated that letters of apology
for non-attendance from the Revs. Messrs.
Allwood, A. ,H. Stephen, Priddle, and
E. Rogers, had been received.

The Very Rev. the Dean op Sydney moved
thefollowingresolution— “ Thatintheopinionof
this meeting the Bill to make better provision
for Public Education, -ndiich has been intro-
duced into the Legislative Assembly by the
honorable the Colonial Secretary, is open to
very grave objeetions, and if carried into
operation would have the effect, at no distant
period, of putting an end to nearly all schools
of a Denominational character.”
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CFrom an English Correspondent.)

A great practical question is being argued
before the law-courts, whether Bishop Colenso
shall or shall not have that part of his reve-
nues of the last two and half years, which
before was paid from the Colonial Bishops
Fund. This fund, be it remembered, is not
part of any ordinary Church Endowments, but
an accumulation of subscriptions from private
persons, the chief of whom is Miss Burdett
Coutts, well known for liberality to similar
purposes of charity. The trustees of the fund,
among whom is Mr. Glarlstonc, have an able
defender in Sir Boundell Palmer, late
Attoney General. When required to show
cause why the Bishop should not recover his
Salary for the present and five past half-years,
they allege, apparently with much reason,
that the recent decision ofthe Privy Council has
shown him to be without that episcopal power
which is requisite for the due discharge of his
office; and in fact that no Bishop so power-
less was ever contemplated by those who sub-
scribed the money. The ease is one however
of much difficult argument and stills remains
subjudice. Connected with the Colenso quest-
ion has been a somewhat fierce debate in the
Society for Propagating the Gospel, which
ended in an almost unanimous testimony for
the truth. The same question has of course
been mooted in convocation, especially in re-
gard to the possibility of the Colonial Church
appointing a Bishop for itselfin opposition to
Bishop Colenso. Resolutions have been passed
by both Houses after a long debate to the effect
that the existence of the letters patent would
not cause “ the acceptance of a new Bishop to
involve any loss of communion between the
Mother Church and the members of the
Church in the province of Natal,” provided
first that the Bishop has canonically consented
according to the use of the Church of England ;
and secondly, that there be no invasion of the
title of the Bishop of Natal conveyed by Her
Majesty's Letters Patent;” moreover it was
the declared opinion of convocation that a
formal instrument declaring the doctrines and
discipline of the Church of S. Africa should be
prepared, which every Bishop, Priest, and
Deaeon appointed to office should be required
to subscribe. That a godly and learned man
should bo chosen by the clergy with the aid of
the lay-communieants. That he should be
presented for consecration either to the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury or to the Bishop of the
S. African church as may be hereafter deter-
mined.” These resolutions are however to be
taken rather as answering the questions put by
the S. African church, rather then as directions
i ated by Home authority; and it was dis-
tinctly stated by the Primate who is President
of the Upper House, that they did not intend
thereby to give positive recommendation in any
wise to the Colonial Church to consecrate
another Bishop, as very many Churchmen feel
such a course would cause great complication.

The Mission worTc of the church seems to
show constantly widening demands, and by no
means corresponding supplies. The Church
Missionary Society, the only one appointed
for exclusively AeaiAea-fields, has been in
great difficulties, and notwithstanding an effort
of special energy, by which ten thousand
pounds extra was raised last year, has only
just been able to hold its gi'ouud ; not at all
to extend its operations. Out of 271 ordained
Missionaries which this Society now maintains
in various parts, no less than 78 are Natives.
S. India, N. Zealand, N. W. America show
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many specimens of these native clergy labour-
ing not only with zeal, but remarkablo
efficiency: and on the River Niger in W.
Africa a Mission is working and extending it-
self entirely composed ofnative agents headed
by a native bishop. The Society for Propaga-
ting the Gospel, thongh primarily appointed
for our colonial fields of work and therefore
not in rivalry with the former, has many
flourishing and well-wrought fields of labour
among the Heathens bordering upon our
Colonial possessions. Their income for 1865
amounted in all to £94,257 but this was, we
regret to say, £8,740 less than that of 1864,
chiefly owing to a dimipation of legacies.

The Ritualism which some of the Clergy
are trying to carry to great extremes by a
misplaced zeal, has received a strong but
kindly rebuke from the Primate, and now
again from both Archbishops, in answer to a
large public deputation. The strongly ex-
pressed wishes of nearly all the Bishops are
now seconded by the formal opinion of two
most eminent Lawyers, one of them being
Sir Roundell Palmer, whom none could accuse
of luke-warmness in Church matters. All the
Members of our Church desi-e to see the
celebration of holy services, decentand orderly,
withal sufficiently animated to keep up and
attract the interest of the masses of the popu-
lation. But those who soberly and without
prejudice consider the great ends of religious
worship and the general character of English
people, ofthe less educated classes, must surely
feel that incense, crosses, and gaudy dresses
are likely to excite other feelings than that of
godly devotion, and rather aggravate the
natural evils of the heart, which spiritual
worship desires to subdue. We thank God
that there is an increasing desire in general to
extend the true practical work of the Church,
and many striving in every quarter to make her
what she professes to be, the Church of the
People.

This pleasant principle is however likely to
be ignored if the abolition of Church rates be
carried. The Bill of the late Ministry intended
for this purpose was felt by most personsto be
a very unsatisfactory attempt at compromise.
A pithy sentence of a well known weekly
paper expresses the truth in regard to many
of the Dissenters, “ they wish not to belong
to the Church, but to have the Church to be-
long to them.” And yet this palpable absurdity
would be realised if every Parish were allowed
to have, as lately appeared probable, a consider-
able number of persons claiming the privileges
of the Church for Baptism, Marriage, &c.,
and yet refusing to share the expenses of her
support. Men of all opinions desire to have
the question settled ; there is a large and in-
creasing number who would not compel
Dissenters to pay Church-rates: but they
must have some formal mode of openly avow-
ing their dissent, and mean-while there must
be some means provided for maintaining the
Church fabric. How to settle this difficult
question is a task imposed on Government for
years to come.

THE SCHOOL OF THE PROPHETS,
(Uninspired.)

HI.

It is time for us to take leave of Napoleon,
and of the number 666—for | suppose it will
not be held material to pass by without criti-
cism “ oblique intimations” like tho following
note : “ There seems to be an oblique intima-
tion that 1866-9 is the year when the number

of the Beast, 666, will first be imprinted on
the Antichristians, in the fact that 1866 is the
product obtained by multiplying the first part
of the sum (600 x 66) by 3. This finds a
precedent in the above-mentioned circumstance
that the first part of the sum (430 x 45) mul-
tiplied by 3 produces (1290 x 45).”

I must be excused for my inability to per-
ceive any “intimation” at all in these
multiplications and additions. Nor must we
stay to parley with the speculation put forward
in the Appendix upon the likelihood of Eng-
land’s fall, and Napoleon’'s universal monarchy,
since these conjectures are not ostensibly
founded on inspired prophecy at all, but on
such comparisons of armies, navies, and general
politics as may safely be left to statesmen and
soldiers to disentangle. The British army
may be quite as small as it is described, and
the “ Warrior” and “ Royal Sovereign” may
be very bad ships, and Canada may be unde-
fended ; but itis on Scripture alone that we
are called to base our certainties of the signs
of tho second comingof our Blessed Saviour—
and for the rest, if they be deficient, let our
rulers look to them.

Now it is in the study of the Scriptural
statements respecting tlie second coming of
Christ that we arc cliielly to expect the bless-
ing attached to the investigation of prophecy.
‘There arc, indeed, secondary predictions, but
only auxiliary to this one great absorbing one.
His first coming was the grand theme of the
Old Testament, the point to which the various
rays of light converged, as holy men of old
were illuminated by tho Holy Ghost. His
second coming is likewise the focus of that
pencil of rays more intensely bright, which
issue from the New Testament seers. For a
testimony of His first advent. He appealed to
the old prophecies— “ Search the Scriptures,”
&c., “for they are they which testify of me
(John v. 39,) “ Oh! fools and slow of heart
to believe all that the prophets have spoken.
Ought not Christ to have suffered these things
and to enter into his glory ? and beginning
at Moses and all the prophets he expounded to
them in all the Scriptures the things concern-
ing himself.”— (Luke xi. 24-25. So likewise
at His second coming, if we shall have missed
the tokens ere He comes. He may well rebuke
us, referring to the words Himself and His
apostles said, but which many obscure and
mystify, by the necessities of some favorite
theory, demanding minute calculations con-
cerning times and seasons, thrones and per-
sonalities, concerning which the holy pages
give no encouragement.

In one thing, then, I cordially agree with
the school whose views Mr. Baxter enunciates :
That the second advent is no mere speculative
subject, of which we have no certain Scripture
statement; that it is no mere abstract truth,
impractical in its effect on the Christian
career; that its expectation is a power influ-
encing profoundly faith, hope, love, and life
itself, with all which spiritual life includes and
implies.

It is of that the Apostle says (John iii. 3) :
“ And every man that hath this hope (of being
like Him when He appears, v. 2) in him, puri-
fieth himself even as lie is pure.” It is on that
St. James (v. 7-8) founds his lesson of patience,

St. Paul of forbearance (Rom. xiv. 10), of
heavenly conversation (Phil. iii. 20) ; of the
use of tlie Lord’'s Supper (1 Cor. xi. 26) : of

consolation in the death of friends (1 Thes. iv.
13), of triumph in our own death (2 Tim. iv.
8), of a sober, righteous, and godly life (Tit.
ii. 13)—finally the whole duty of a pastor
(1 Tim. vi. 11-14).

These certainly are no mere inoperative



speculations. These conslituto the whole sum
of life t ami we have no uncertain indication
that the great stimulus to fight this fight of
faith, and to persevere unto the end and to
“ see what manner of persons wo are in nil
holy conversation and godliness,” is to “ look
for the coming of the day of God” (2 Pet. iii.
11-12)

God forbid that I should speak lightly of
any man’s sincere endeavours to startle from
their faithless lethargy the careless slumberers,
or the sordid money-worshippers, or the frivo-
lous triilers who profess that article of the
creed “ from whence lie shall come,” but whose
car cannot anticipate the tremendous denun-
ciations against the unprepared, that shall be
louder than the Archangel’s voice, or trump of
God, or of the shout of war with which lie is
to descend.

God forbid that I should diminish by ridi-
cule or by criticism ,any faithful attempt to
arouse to duty by the apostolic stimulant of
the coming of the Lord, or to soothe by the
same apostolic balm the sorrows of the children
of God who may have neglected to look for-
ward. But the more | value the doctrine, the
more jealous | am of its simple purity.

If 1 am assured of a good specific for many
diseases, or of a good cordial for many defects,
let me by all means avoid adulteration, and
more particularly should those adulterations be
such as effect precisely the specific action of
the medicine.

Now the specific action of the stimulus— the
coming of Christ—is compounded of two things:
1. The certainty of the event; 2nd. The un-
certainty of the time. In the first of these
all Christians are agreed. In the adulteration
of tlie second it is that | am at issue with the
school of the prophets.

So precise has been the calculation of this
stupendous event, that not the century, not the

year, not the month, but the period of five
days within which it is to occur “ can be
clearly pointed out.” (Note ch. v). This, |

hold, affects the specific use of the doctrine as
put forward in Scripture.

In Mat. xxiv. some of the passages that are
quoted as referring to the second advent are
verses 27, 36, 38, 39, 42, 4S and 44, 51. All
of these found the exhortation to watchfulness
upon the uncertainty of the time ofthe advent.

“ As the lightning,” v. 27—so quick and so
sudden. “ As in the days of Noah” (37-39),
when they “ knew not until the flood came, so
shall the coming of the Son of Man be.”
“ Watch, therefore (v. 42), for ye kno”v not
what hour your Lord doth come : but know
this, that if the goodman of the house had
known in what watch the thief would come, he
would have watched, and would not have suf-
fered his house to be broken up ; therefore be
ye also ready, for in such an hour as ye think
not the Son of Man cometh,” &c.

If these passages are in any way referable
to the second advent, they prove to us that the
first necessity for the operation of that truth
was the uncertainty of the time at whicli it was
to occur.

The snhine is repeated xxv. 13, after the
parable of the ten virgins, who had slumbered
because the time was uncertain, some of whom
were only prepared with a little ojl, sufficient
had the Bridegroom come earlier, but not
prepared for any moment, however late or
early. “ Watch, therefore, for ye know neither
the day nor the hour when the Son of Man
cometh.”

In perhaps the plainest and most forcible
applications of the doctrine to be formed in
scripture (2 Thes, iv. 13, to v. 9) the sudden-
ness of the event is held to be essential, “ For
yourselves know perfectly that the day of the
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Lord 80 cometh as a robber {gr.) in the night,”
so also St. Peter iii. 10, using the same words
twice used by the Lord Jesus Himself in the
Bevolation (iii. 10, and xvi. 15,) as well as in
the passages quoted above and elsewlicre—as
if tliere was a settled phrase current expressing
the sense, taking by surprise, as does a robber
by violence attacking wixen least expected,—
the goodman of the house not knowing tlie hour.

One passage of the above lias been replied
to by the supposition that though the day and
the hour may not be known, the week or
month might—but it is only one of many
which cannot so be turned. Suppose now
that, as tlie theory hypothecates, the llevelation
of St. John, A.D. 92— were designed to give
its readers theiiccfortli the clue to the exact
time of the Second Advent wliat force could
the words of our Lord or of ITis apostles liave
when they bid them “ watch " and “ Be ready,”
“ At such atime as ye look not for liiin.”

No student of the Bible can fail to be struck
with the repeated exhortations to readiness
for that event—and there arc scarcely any
direct appeals for preparation for death, so
much did the greater event fill the mind and
hopes of the writers. We have seen how the
moat practical duties as well as the brightest
anticipations and tlie most nholesonie warnings
were built upon the second advent. We almost
indeed detect amidst the glory of the inspira-
tion of the Sacred Writers the opaque spot
where they were left ignorant designedly.
But assuredly if from A. J). 92 the time was
clearly known—divinely revealed to be yet
1800 years in the future—the lesson was lost;
those who then read it knew that their death
was the event to be prepared for, liaving no
hopes nor fears that the other would overtake
them as a robber—that the cry “ Behold the
Bridegroom cometh,” would suddenly resound
while their supply of oil was failing. Thus the
wholesome effect of the lesson would have been
suspended for eighteen centuries, and the ap-
peals of the apostles lie dormant, only to bo
revived in this generation, wdio are pointed to
the year 1868 as the moment for which they
are to be prepared.

And suppose that year passes away as others
about which numbers were equally certain, and
for reasons dra\vn from the same source, what
will the reaction be? You have tampered
with the lethargy of soul for which the Lord
gave the proper cordial: you have administered
instead an exciting stimulant: its reaction will
result in tenfold prostration. The true medi-
cine is more efiectivc as well as more safe.
You say 1868—I say, why not 1866 ? Yea,

why not To-night? Yea, why not rather
to-night than at the time that ye look
for it, since this at least we are told,

that it shall not be then?  We know it shall
be. We know not when. We know that
while it is imminent the note of warning is
ever in our ears, and the standard ready for
our application to our lives and thoughts and
hearts. Are they such as could stand unmoved
and unabashed amid the wonders of that sud-
den appearance of the Lord from Heaven ?
such as would embolden us amid the longings
of multitudes for annihilation so as to avoid
Him ? to lift up our beads, for our redemption
draweth nigh? If there are apparently symp-
toms of dissolution upon the world, by all
means let us notneglect the signs of the times.
If the times are waxing evil, and many are
saying “ Who will show us any good?” “ Look
for the great day and the glorious appearing
of the great God and Saviour.” Look for it at
any hour—at this! and “ Let your loins be
girded about and your lights burning, and ye
yourselves like unto men tliat wait for their
lord when he will return from the wedding,
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that when he cometh and knocketh they may
open to him immediately; and if he sliall come
in the second watch or come in the tliird watch
and find them so, Blessed are those seiwants.”

ZACHARY BARRY.

(To hecontinued.)

Olorrfijioiulcnri',

THE COLONIAL BISHOPS BILL.

To the Editors of the Church Chronicle.

Snia—Tlie letter on tills subject, to wliieli
jou kindly gave insertion in jour number of
the 22nd August, contains n general state-
ment of the ohjections which a perusal of Jir.
Cardwell's Bill had then suggested to me.
These ohjections have been confirmed by
subsequent consideration ; and I shall there-
fore feel obliged by the permission to
make some additional remarks in support and
elucidation of my former statements. These
remarks are to a certain extent rendered
necessary, by the rather strong observations
made on my letter by the Bishop of Newcastle
ill his Address of the 5fh Soptember, ns given
in a Supplement to The header of the 10th
of that month. .For the sake of clearness, |
will follow the order of the headings under
which I ranged my objections in my former
letter : 1 shall also, as before, use the words
“ Church of England " to designate the LTiiited
Chureli of England and Ireland.

First, | contend that the Bill is a departure
from the principle liitherto acted on witli
regard to the Colonial Church, that principle
being to introduce into the colonies branches
of the Church of England, and to recognize
the clergy of these Colonial Churches as in all
respects clergy of the Church of England.
And here, to prevent misconception, I would
draw attention to the distinction which exists
between the actual ecclesiastical status of any
person, and the incidents which may attach to
that status. The status is one thing, its
incidents are another. Thus for example,
althougli @aDeacon ordained in an Irish diocese
may in the Diocese of Exeter he placed under
various restrictions as to holding a benefice
from wliich a Deacon ordained in that diocese
is free (see Stejihens on The Laios of the
Clergy, vol. 1. p. 829, note), yet no one would
say that the Irish Deacon is on that account
less a clergyman of the Church of England
than his more favored brother. And in like
manner, though a Deacon or Priest ordained
in the colonies may be subjected to restrictions
as to holding an English benefice, he is not on
that account the loss aclergyman of the Church
of England. | will now proceed to showhyrefer-
ence to legislative action on the subject, that |
have correctly described the principle from
mwhichMr. Cardwell's Bill isa departure. By the
33rd Canon of the Church of England, no per-
son can (speaking generally) be admitted by a
Bishop into Holy Orders who is not provided
with a cure of souls within the diocese of the
ordaining Bishop. Tliis rule as to title to
orders was found to interpose a difficulty in
the way of supplying properly ordained minis-
ters for the colonies, and to obviate it an Act
of Parliament (59 Geo. I11., c. GO) was passed
in the year 1819, intituled “ An Act to permit
tlio Archbishops of Canterbury and York and
the Bishop of London for the time being to
admit persons into Holy Orders specially for
the Colonies.” By the first section of this
Act, the Archbishop of Canterbury or York or
the Bishop of London is empowered to admit
to Holy Ordersduly qualified persons, although
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not having the title required by the Canon, an
engagement to officiate and reside in the
colonies being accepted as a sufficient title. As
hovi-ever the persons thus ordained were to all
intents and purposes clergy of the Church of
England, it was deemed necessa” to guard
against any abuse of the liberty given, and
especially to protect the fair privileges of the
clergy ordained on English or Irish titles.
The Act therefore provides (section 2) that no
person so admitted into Holy Orders for the
purpose of taking upon himself the cure of
souls or officiating in His Majesty’s Foreign
Possessions shall be capable of being admitted
to any benefice within the United Kingdom,
or of acting as curate therein, without the
previous consent in writing ot the Bishop of
the Diocese in wliich such benefice shall be
situated, nor without the like consent of the
Archbishop or Bishop of London by whom
such person shall have been ordained, provided
that no such consent shall be given unless the
party applying for the same shall produce a
testimony of his good behaviour while resident
abroad, from the Bishop in whose Diocese he
may have officiated, or, in case there be no
Bishop, from the Governor in CouncU of the
colony in which he may have been resident, or
from His Majesty’'s Principal Secretary of
State for the Colonial Department.  The Act
further provides (section 3) that no person
admitted into Holy Orders by the Bishops of
Quebec, Nova Scotia, or Calcutta, or by any
other Bishop or Archbishop than those of
England or Ireland, shall be capable of officiat-
ing in any Church of England or Ireland
without special permission from the Archbishop
of tlio Province in which ho proposes to
officiate, or, of holding any ecclesiastical pre-
ferment in England or Ireland or of acting as
curate therein without the consent of the
Archbishop of the Province and also of the
Bishop of the Diocese in which any such pre-
ferment or curacy may be situated. Then
follows a very important section (the 4th)
which the Bishop of Newcastle, when dealing in
his Address with my letter in reference to “ the
law on this point,” entirely omits to notice : it
provides that no person ordained a Deacon or
Priest by a Colonial Bishop who, at the time
of such ordination, did not actually possess an
episcopaljurisdiction over some diocese, orvras
not actually residing within such diocese, shall
be capable in any way or on any pretence
whatever of at any time holding any ecclesias-
tical preferment within 1£is JHajesty”s
dominions or of being a stipendary curate, or
chaplain, or of officiating at any place or in
any manner as a minister of tlw Established
Church of England and Ireland, The objects
and results of the whole Act areclear. It consti-
tutes and recognizes a body of clergy of the
ChurchofEngland devoted to the service of the
colonies s and, sanctioning in their case a depar-
ture from the obligation imposed by the 33rd
Canon, it regulates their ecclesiastical and
temporal rights with regard to the English and
Irish benefices and general Church order.
While doing this, the Act carefully provides
against the recognition, as clergy of the Church
of England, of persons whose only claim to that
recognition was the circumstance of being
ordained by a Colonial Bishop; and all danger
of the Colonial clergy being included in this
class has always been avoided by the universal
practice of the Crown conferring in express
terms an episcopaljurisdiction on the Bishop of
every Colonial Diocese which it has established.
In the year 1840, when the next Act to which
I shall refer (3 and 4 Viet., e. 33) was passed,
matters therefore stood thus : there were the
Colonial clergy, with their position recognized
by the second and third sections of the Act
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59 Geo. Ill., c. 60; there were also persons
episcopaUy ordained in the colonies whom the
Legislature expressly excluded from the posi-
tion of clergy of the Church of England ; and
there wore also the clergy of the Episcopal
Churches in Scotland and America, who were
absolutely disabled from officiating in England
by Acts of Parliament specially directed to
them. The Act 3and 4 Viet., ¢ 33, is intituled
“ An Act to make certain Provisions and Kec-
gulations in respect to the exercise, within
England and Ireland, of their Office by the
Bishops and Clergy of the Protestant Episco
pal Church in Scotland; and also to extend
such Provisions and Regnlations to the Bishops
and Clergy of the Protestant Episcopal Church
in the United States of America ; and also to
make further Regulations in respect to Bishops
and Clergy other than those of the United
Church of England and Ireland.” It will bo
seen from this title that the Act had two dis-
tinct objects in viewj first, the relief of the
Bishops and Clergy of the Episcopal Churches
in Scotland and America; and secondly,
to make regulations in respect of Bishops and
Clergy other than those of the Church of Eng-
land. The firstof these objects is accomplished,
after reciting the several disabling Acts,by giving
permission (see sections 1, 2, and 3) to the
Bishop of any diocese in England or Ireland
on the application of any Bishop of the Pro-
testant Episcopal Church in Scotland or
America, or of any Priest of such Churches,
to grant permission under his hand to such
Bishop or Priest toperform Divine Service, to
preach, and administer the sacrament accord-
ing to the rites and ceremonies of the United
Church of England and Ireland for any one
day or any two days and no more in any
Church within the Diocese of the said Bishop,
and the party mentioned in such permission,
with the consent of the officiating minister of
such church, may perform Divine Service, arid
preach, and administer the sacrament therein
on the day or days specified in such permis-
sion and on no other, provided that no such
permission shall be granted unless the party
applying for the same shall first produce to
the Bishop letters commendatory, in the case
of a Bishop, under the hand and seal of two
other Bishops of the Church to which ho be-
longs, and, in the case of a Priest, under the
hand and seal of the Bishop of the district or
place in which such Priest usually officiates,
and also a testimonial, under the hand and
seal of such last mentioned Bishops or Bishop,
that the party applying is a person of
honest life and godly conversation, and pro-
fesses the doctrines of the United Church of
England and Ireland. Themode in which the
second object of the Actis carried out is by
imposing a penalty (section 4) on any incum-
bent or curate allowing a Bishop or Priest of
the Episcopal Church in Scotland or Ame-
rica to officiate without the required permis-
sion, or allowing “ any Deacon of either of such
churches, or any other Bishop, Priest, or
Deacon not being a Bishop, Priest, or Deacon
of the United Church of England and Ireland,
or of any Ser Majesty’'s Foreign Posses-
sions to officiate in any church or chapel of
which ho is incumbent or curate,” and further
by imposing a penalty of £50 for each offence
on any Bishop or Priest of the Episcopal
Church in Scotland or America officiating
save as mentioned in the Act, and on any
Deacon of either of the said Churches officiat-
ing contrary to the provisions of the recited
disabling Acts in any Church in England or
Ireland, and on “any Bishop, Priest, or
Deacon not being a Bishop, Priest, or Deacon
of the United Church of England or Ireland,
or of any of Her Majesty's Foreign Posses-

sions,” or of the Episcopal
Scotland or America, officiating in any such
church or chapel. It will be thus seen that
Colonial clergy are carefully excepted from
the operation of the penal clauses of the Act,
which it will also be observed in no way relate
to the case of any clergy who could on permis-
sion gfficiate t» England except the clergy of
the Episcopal Churches in Scotland and Ame-
rica. How then the Bishop of Newcastle can
state, as he does in the Address before referred
to, that by this Act a penalty of £50 is fixed
on a Colonial clergyman officiating in England
without the permission regxurcd by the Act of
59 Geo. Ill., c. 60, is more than | can under-
stand. Suffice it to say, that I believe that his
Lordship isin error on the point, and that
from having originally omitted to Tiotice the
particular object and effiect of the fourth
section of the Act 59 Qeo. IIl,, c. 60, he has
not seen that the penal sections of the later
Act apply exclusively to\he persons mentioned
in thatfourth section, and do not apply to the
Colonial clergy mentioned in the second and
third sections of the Act 59 Oeo. III., c. 60.
The next Act to which I will call attention is
one passed in the year 1864 (27 and 28 Viet.,
c. 94), the sole object of which is to relieve the
clergy of the Episcopal Church in Scotland
(leaving untouched the position of the clergy
of the American Church and other episcopaUy
ordained persons). Under this Act a clergy-
man of the Episcopal Church in Scotland may
hold a benefice or curacy in an English diocese
with the consent of the Bishop, it being com-
petent to the Bishop to refuse consent without
assigning any reason, and the clergyman being
bound before institution or license to “ make
and subscribe before such Bishop every such
declaration and subscription as ho would by
law have been required to make and subscribe a#
his ordination, if he had been ordained by a Bis-
hop ofthe United ChurchofEngland orlreland.”
The Act moreover imposes a penalty of £10
for each offence on any clergyman of the
Episcopal Church in Scotland " who shall
knowingly officiate on more than one day
within three months in any church or chapel
in any diocese in England or Ireland without
notifying the same to the Bishop of the diocese
in which such church or chapel is situate, "or
who shall officiate contrary to any injunction
of the Bishop of the diocese under his hand
and seal.” Now it will be observed that the
relief given by this Act is in favour of persons
who had never been recognised as clergy of
the Church of England, and who were at one
time absolutely prohibited from officiating in
England, and more recently were allowed to
officiate to a very limited extent and under
very stringent regulations. The general effect
of the Act is to enable these persons to acquire
the status of clergy of the Church of England
(a status which the Colonial clergy have, as we
have seen always been recognised as holding),
and, this status being acquired, but not
before, to place them in the same position as
the Colonial clergy. In order, however, to
acquire the status, and in connection with one
of its incidents, the ability to hold a benefice
in England, a test is required to which a
Colonial clergyman was not subject. A cler-
gyman of the Episcopal Church in Scotland is
to make the same declaration and subscription
which he must have made at his ordination,
if he had been ordained as a clergyman of the
Church of England by a Bishop in England.
Then, as to officiating, he is rendered subject
to a restriction and to a penalty, which had
not been imposed on the Colonial clergy. Now
Mr. Cardwell's Bill copies the provisions of
this last Act verbatim, and applies them to the
clergy of the Colonial church and to all other

Churches in
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episcopally ordained persons. The result, there-
fore, is that the Bill, though an enabling Bill as
to episcopally ordained persons in general, is a
disabling Bill so far as Colonial clergy are
concerned. It places them in the same class
as those from whom they hare hitherto been
distinguished, that is to say, the clergy of the
Episcopal Church in Scotland and other
episcopally ordained persons who are not
clergy of the Church of England; and yet
this is the BiU whicli lias been described as
evidencing “ kind and vise consideration for
tlie Colonial Church” and which has therefore
earned the “ eery farorable opinion" of the
high authority who uses this language with
regard to it. I, however, as a lay member of
the Church of England in this colony, prefer
to adhere to my condemnation of, and opposi-
tion to, the Bill; and | do so because it
appears to me a violation of principle, to
abolish the previously existing distinction
between Colonial clergy and other episcopally
ordained persons, and to show but little kind-
ness or consideration for the Colonial Church
to impose upon her clergy restrictions which
have for their object to protect the Church of
England against danger arising from the
removal in the case of others of restrictions
which never affected the Colonial clergy. It
is to the principle of the Bill that | object: it
has the appearance of contemplating, and
even encouraging, a state of things in which
such restrictions as it imposes would be cer-
tainly required, namely, a Colonial Church
being at liberty to make alterations in its
articles, services, and ceremonies, irrespective
of any similar action on the part of the Church
of England in England. As, however, this
liberty is contemplated and provided for by
the Fundamental Provisions of the Church in
New Zealand, | am not surprised that there
are quarters in which Mr. Cardwell's Bill finds
favor.

Second. My second head of objection is that
the departure from principle involved in the
Bill is uncalled for. 1 insist that any difficulty
which may have arisen with regard to the
status of the Colonial clergy, in consequence of
the recent decisions of the Privy Council, admits
of a simple remedy®—a remedy which may be
applied without establishing coercive jurisdic-
tion, or “ legal status,” or in any way overriding
Colonial Legislatures and their Acts. It is
said to be doubtful whether a Colonial Bishop
can be held to be a Bishop having an episcopal
jurisdiction within the meaning of the fourth
section of the Act 59 Q-eo. Il1., c. 60. Admit-
ting this, for the sake of argument, to be the
case, the obvious remedy is for the Imperial
Parliament to enact that for all purposes for
which the possession of anepiscopaljurisdiction
is required by the various statutes to which |
have referred the exercise of the episcopal
office hy virtue of the Queen’'s Letters Patent
shall be deemed equivalent to having an epis-
copaljurisdiction. An enactment such as this
would be no novelty; for, it having at one
time been found desirable that Colonial
Bishops should be able to ordain, and perform
other episcopal functions in England, and
Colonial Bishops, though treated as having
jurisdiction, and therefore able to act in their
own dioceses, being still prohibited by the
statute above mentioned, 59 Gleo. I11., c. 60,
8. 4, from ordaining, &c., out of their own
dioceses, an Act was passed in the year 1852
(15 and 16 Viet., 0. 52) to remove this parti-
cular impediment. It does so (section 2) by
repealing the prohibition in the case of
Pishops exercising their office by virtue of the
Queen's Letters Patent, thus changing the
description of the Colonial Bishop, whom the
law regarded as a Bishop of the Church of

England, from that of a Bishop possessing an
episcopal jurisdiction to that of a Bishop exer-
cising his office by virtue of Letters Patent.
Again, it is said that the Crown cannot create
a Colonial Diocese or appoint a Bishop to it.
This | believe to be a mistake ; but, assuming
it to be true, the remedy is simple. Let the
Crown be empowered to create by Letters
Patent the personal status of Bishop, and to
define the limits within which that personal
status shall exist, and the difficulty, if there be
any, will be removed. Such remedies, how-
ever, as | have now pointed out, and which
seem to be in the mind of the Bishop of Lon-
don (see Debate in the House of Lords, 13th
July last), will not suit Bishops who either sur-
render their Letters Patent, or “ sincerely hope
for and prophesy” the discontinuance ofLetters
Patent; and hence, | suspect, is the origin of
Mr. Cardwell's Bill. | ought here to add, as
of interest to ourselves, that no general decision
of the Privy Council, whatever may be its
meaning, can effect Colonial Bishops and Dio-
ceses whose particular existence and status
have been distinctly recognized by Acts of the
Imperial Parliament, nor the position of such.
Dioceses as Sydney, Newcastle, &c., whose
existence has been recognized by repeated
Acts of Colonial legislation. It ought also to
be clearly understood (and it is on this point
that great confusion of ideas appears to
exist) that in order to found a branch of the
Church of England in acolony, and to place
it under episcopal control, it is not necessary
that the Bishop should have coercive jurisdic-
tion or legal status. All that is requisite is
that the personal ecclesiastical status of the
Bishop shall have its origin in authority
recognised by the Church of England as com-
petent to create the status of a Bishop of that
Church, and that there shall be lay and clerical
persons within the local limits specified who
recognize the status thus created. When,
therefore, the real requirements of the case are
understood, it would seem that Mr. Cardwell's
Bill is not so much intended to remove diffi-
culties as, under color of so doing, to carry out
the views of those who would not object to see
each Colonial Church placed in the position of
independence before referred to, and who are
willing to take the chance of the disunion
which might arise, if each such Church could
at its pleasm-e alter those articles, services,
and ceremonies to which, as a branch of the
Mother Church, it has hitherto been bound to
adhere.

Third. 1 have left myself no room to add
anything in illustration of the results which
will inevitably follow the proposed change. |
may, however, suggest one very obvious dan-
ger in reference to Church property. 1
apprehend that property vested in trust for a
church presided over by a Bishop exercising
his functions under Letters Patent from the
Crown, and tied to the articles, services, and
ceremonies of the Church of England, could
not be applied to the use of a church so diifer-
ently constituted as one would be, the Bishop,
of which had freed himself from the obliga-
tions imposed by Letters Patent and which was
also enabled at its own will to alter its articles,
services and ceremonies, without regard to
such alterations being sanctioned by the
Mother Church. Some Colonial Churches are,
I believe, socircumstanced as to their property
as to be free from the danger referred to j but
Australian Dioceses, especially those ofSydney,
Newcastle, and Goulburn, cannot safely
disregard it.

I remain. Sirs,
Yours, obediently,
ALEXANDER GORDON.
Sydney, September 17th.

IKisccllaneous.

Book-Hawkino.— In Prance the colporteurs

exist as an organization for the dissemination
of a hterature for the poor, though there is
still a great dearth of suitable books for the
purpose. In England almost the reverse is
the case. Amidst the vast number of bad
publications, we have good Catholic books, and
we have a prospect of the class of literature to
which we refer becoming more complete ; but
we have no means of bringing them to the
doors of the poor; and until we have this we
shall look in vain for the good results of the
efforts made by authors and publishers. A
system of book-hawking has been for some
years introduced in this country by members
of the Angelican communion, which has met
with considerable success, and is rapidly ex-
tending its operations. A eentral association
has been formed in London, to which any
individual or association in the provinces
engaged in book-hawking may be aggregated
on the payment of a smtill subscription. This
entitles them to the reports, papers, and
catalogues of books printed by the association
in London, and to the use of the central dep6t
for books. When a local association is formed,
the members of it establish a dep6t of books
of their own in the town which is to be the
centre oftheir operations, and men are engaged
to act as hawkers. Each hawker has his dis-
trict assigned to him, as well as the intervals
at which he is to visit its different parts. He
is then turnished with a truck and a pack, and
directed to call at every house in every parish
in his district. We are told in the report of
the Association, that persons who would never
think of going out of their way to spend money
upon books are daily found eager to purchase
when the hawker exposes his stock to view at
the doors of their cottages, and they can ex-
amine his goods at their leisurej and if
customers are not to be found at the front
doors of the rich, the hawker is sureof awarm
reception in the kitchen. ~We cannot, of
course, admire the selection of books adopted
by this association; but their reports show
how easily an organization can be contrived
for the end they have in view—how simple
the means are which it requires, and that their
experiments have met with considerable com-
mercial success. The average income of the
twelve societies at the head of the forty-eight
book-hawking societies in connection with the
association, is £5 6s. 4d. per week. In Lin-
colnshire it is £10, in Suffolk £9 10s., in Essex
£8 per week. In North-east Lincolnshire the
total product of the sales was £470 for the
past yearj and on examining the different
classes to which the customers belonged, we
find that £216 15s. 1d. was the sum received
from the labouring classes ; £67 15s. 8d. from
farmers; £65 6s. Iljd. from servants; £11
3s. Oid. from tradesmen j £64 9s. OJd. from
the gentry and clergy; £14 11s. 10d. from
persons not classed,—showing the agricultural
labourer to be by far the best customer to the
book-hawker; and the summary of the sales
effected by the whole association shows a still
larger proportion in favour of the same class.
—-The Month.
“How OLD AET THOU?' This question was once
put by a Persian Emperor to an old man, whose
iiairs were white with the snow of many winters
“Just about four years' was his reply, the old
man counting only the years since his spiritual
birth.

The love of God always includes love to our
neighbour ; and therefore no pretence of zeal
for God's glory must make us uncharitable to
our brother. =
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Sioxfsc of D'ftotastlij-

The Address of the Bishop of New-
castle, at the Opening of the Second
Session of his Diocesan Synod on Sept.
5th is concluded in this Number of the
Qhiirch Chronicle—and as the opinions
contained in that address are singularly
confirmed by the speech of Lord Car-
narven, the new Principal Secretary of
State for the Colonies, delivered in the
House of Lords on amotion respecting
the Colonial Church, we projjose to
print this documdnt in onrnextnumber.

THE BISHOP OF XEWCASTLE'S
ADDRESS.
(Concluded.)

And here 1sliould conclude my observations
respecting this Colonial Bi.shop'e Bill, were it
not for the letter to which I have already
alluded, written by the learned Chancellor of
the Diocese of Sydney, Air. Gordon, and print-
ed in the last number of The Church Chronicle
(No. 16.) It would seem, however, almost dis-
respectful on my part, to pass over without
notice such a letter emanating from a person
of high legal reputation and holding such an
office in our Church, when it strongly con-
demns this Bill, of which I have ventured to
express a very favourable opinion. |
therefore make a few introductory remarks,
and then quote a large portion of this letter,
and comment upon it.

A subordinate, but still
connected with the
Queen’s letters patent to Colonial Bishops, is
the efl'ect which might result, with respect to
the permission given to clergymen ordained
in the colonies to officiate or hold preferment,
in the Church of England. When it was
known in England that the Bishops of New
Zealand had petitioned Her Majesty to be
allowed to surrender their letters patent, this
petition was pronounced by some persons to
be rash, because, if the Queens letters patent
appointing Colonial Bishops were discontinued
or surrendered, the clergymen ordained in the
colonies, might not be allowed to officiate in
the Church iu England.

The law on this point, as it exists at present,
should be clearly understood. It is laid down
in the 3rd clause of the Act of the Imperial
Parliament, 59 Geo. 3. c. 60 (1819). I will
read the clause to you.

111. And be it further enacted that from
and after the passing of this Act, no person
w'ho shall have been admitted into holy orders
by tlie Bishop of Quebec, Nova Scotia, or Cal-
cutta, or by any other Bishop or Archbis'.op,
than those of England gr Ireland, shall be
capable of officiating in any Church or Chapel
of England or Ireland, witliout special per-
mission from tho Archbishop of the Province,
in which he proposes to officiate, or of having,
holding, or enjoying, or of being admitted to

will

important point
discontinuance of the
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any parsonage, or other ecclesiastical prefer-
ment iu h.ngland or Ireland, or of acting as
curate therein, without the consent of the
Archbishop of the Province, and also of the
Bishop of the Diocese, in which any such par-
sonage or ecclesiastical preferment or curacy
may be situated.

And by the previous clause of the same Act,
“ No such consent or approbation shall be
given by any such .Vrchbishop, unless the party
applying for (he same shall first produce a
testimony of his good conduct during tho time
of his residence abroad, from the Bishop in
whose Diocese ho may'have officiated.”

Such are the clauses of this Act bearing on
tho point we are considering—and to shew you
that this Act is still in force in hingland, I may
quote an extract from a letter written in Eng-
land in December, 1861, by a clergyman
ordained in this Diocese, who was then apply-
ing to tho Archbishop of Canterbury for
ministerial dutv in this Province. The writer

“ The Secretary of the Archbisho)) of Can-
terbury has informed me that for a Clergyman
ordained in the Colonies, a testimonial from
tho Bishop of the Diocese in which ho last
officiated, is necessary. | sincerely hope your
Lordship will favor me with such a testimonial
as will meet the requirements of tho Act of
Parliament (59 Geo. 3, 0. 60)"—"tho Act
which | have just quoted.

In this Act no penalty is enacted in case of
such clergymen officiating in England without
the required sanction j but in a subsequent
Act (3 and 4 Viet., c. 33) the penalty is fixed
at £50.

Bearing this in mind, that since 1819 no
clergymen ordained in the Colonies could hold
a living or acuracy in England without the
sanction of the Archbishop of tho Province and
the Bishop of the Diocese, to be granted only
on the production of atestimonial from his late
Bishop, and, eis is plain, to be then granted
only at the pleasure of such Archbishop and
Bishop—and that by a subsequent Act the
penalty for officiating without such sanction
was £50; attend now to this letter of the
learned Chancellor of the Sydney Diocese.

The letter is divided into three heads ; 1st.
That the proposed Bill is a departure from tho
principle upon which the Church of England
has hitherto acted with regard to the Colonies.
2nd. That the departure is uncalledfor ; and
3rd. That the departure will produce results,
which members of the Church of England
ought to use their utmost efforts to prevent.

The 2nd and 3rd of these heads depend en-
tirely upon the 1st; if the deplored departure
from former principles is clearly disproved,
and therefore does not exist—we need not
trouble ourselves about sueb supposed depar-
ture being declared to be “ uncalledfor ” and
"productive of evil."

To avoid the slightest suspicion of imperfect
reference, | will quote the whole of the first
head of the learned Chancellor's letter, and
then comment upon it.

B'irst. The principle which the Church of
England has hitherto adopted with regard to

the Colonies has been, to introduce into them
branches of herself, so that tho Clerical and
Lay members of the Church in any Colony,
known by the name of tho Church of England,
are as much Clerical and Lay members of the
Church of England as if they were localized
in England. By thus acting the Church of
England maintains a principle of unity, similar
to that which is maintained by, and gives force
to, the action of the Church of Rome all over
the world. The proposed Bill is an entire
departure from this principle. Under it the
Church of England will jdant Churches in tho
Colonics, and each Church when planted may
call itself tho Church of England, but as to
any subsequent practical recognition of one-
ness, this will depend on whether each indivi-
dual of the Colonial Church, when claiming to
be a member of the Cliurch of England, will
be able to stand tho test of membership
imJiosed by the Church of England on those
whom she employs in hi'r service. This
peculiar characteristic of the measure
appears in the provisions contained in the
third and fourth clauses of the bill. By these
an English Bishop is expressly ]>crmitted,
without assigning any reason, to refuse to
allow a Clergyman who has been admitted to
his sacred office by a Colonial Bishop to hold
any ecclesiastical preferment in tho English
Diocese, and such Clergyman is also prohibited
from holding any preferment or curacy in an
English Diocese without giving that proof of
being an orthodox member of the Church of
England which is involved iu the declaraiion
and subscription required at Ordination
in England. And they further provide that
if a colonially ordained Clergyman shall pre-
sume to officiate in .an English Diocese without
an express permission from tho Bishop more
than once in three mouths, ho shall be fined
ten pounds for every such offence. These
various provisions it is true necessarily apply
to clerical persons only, but tho principle
involved in them is general and fixes a distinc-
tive character on the Colonial Churches which
time will rather bring out more sharply, than
have a tendency to weaken or obliterate. The
Clergy of the Church of England in England
and of the same Church nominally in the
Colonies, will stand to each other in very much
tho same position in which Members of the
English and Colonial Bars stand to each other.
A member of a Colonial Bar going to England
does not of course cease to be a Barrister, but
before he can exercise his profession in Eng-
land he must submit himself to such tests, as
the rules of the |)rofession in England pres-
cribe. The same disability follows a member
of the English Bar wlio comes to a Colony.
The object of the rules which create these dis-
abilities is to keep the different Bars distinct
from each other, and they have that effect.
Tho same effect will be produced with regard
to the Church by the clauses of tho Bill under
consideration. Union has hitherto been the
principle acted on by tlie Church of England
in reference to Colonial Churches. Separation
is the principle upon which Mr. Cardwell's
measure is founded.

(1)
cellor respecting the principle hitherto adopted
by the Church of England towards tho Colo-
nies, seems to mo quite incorrect. The Colo-
nial members of tho Church of England in the
Colonies, are not, and cannot have been, since
the Act 59 George 3, e. 60 was passed in 1819,
as much clerical members of tho Cliurch -of
England, as if they were localized in England.
I omit all mention of Lay Members of the

This statement of the learned Chan-
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with tliom, as the learned Chancellor after-
wards admits: he sajs, *'these various provi-
sions apply to Clerical persons only”' and the
introduction of lay members can only perplex
and mystify the subject. 1 hose acts which 1
have quot d most clearly refute the assertion
of the learned Chancellor. By those acts it is
seen that Clergymen ordained in the Colonies
cannot hold a curacy in England without the
sanction of the Archbisliop of the ProTince>
and the Bisliop of the Diocese, and if they do
oflieiate as Curates or Incumbents without tliis
sanction, arc subject to a penalty of £50.

(2.) The 3rd and 4th clauses of ‘Mr. Card-
well's Bill are referred to as proving the sup-
posed departure of the Bill from tlio principle
hitherto in operation.

The learned Chancellor here seems to say, for
I would speak with diffidence in such a case,
that the requiring the sanction of the Bishop
of the Diocese before a clergyman ordained in
the Colonies can officiate in England is a
departure from previous law,.a new restriction
not known, not in operation, before, whereas
the 3rd and 4th clauses of Mr. Cardwell's
Bill arc only old restrictions in a milder form.
A few years ago, through the exertions and
influence of the Duke of Bucclcugh, a bill was
passed in England to relieve the Clergy of the
Episcopal Church in Scotland from the harsh
restrictions under which they had previously
lain with respect to officiating in England.
This act gave very general satisfaction, and
therefore Mr. Cardwell lias taken clauses 3 and
4 of his bill from this milder bill, instead of
applying the clauses hitherto in force from the
Acts 59 G-eo. 3, c. 60, and 3 and 4 Viet., c. 33,
and as he stated in the House of Commons has
extended to Clergymen ordained in the Colo-
nies tlie rights extended (by the Duke of
Buccleugh's Bill) to Clergymen ordained by
the Bishops in Scotland.

Instead of the sanction of both the Arch-
bishop of the Province and the Bishop of the
Diocese being required as before, by this Bill
the sanction of the latter only, the Bishop of
the Diocese wes required; and the penalty
for officiating without such sanction is reduced
from £50 to £10.

Surely the learned Chancellor must have
forgotten the existence of the Act 59 Q-eo. 3,
c. 60, or of its being now in force, or he could
never have called the 3rd and 4th clauses of
Mr. Cardwell's Bill a departure from the
principle hitherto in operation in England.

(3.) Once more the relation between the
Bar in England and in the colony is an excel-
lent illustration of the relation between Clergy-
men ordained and labouring in the Colonies,
and Clergymen ordained and labom-ing in
England ; but instead of considering such a
relation to exist only after the passing of Mr.
Cardwell's Bill, and to be brought about as a
new thing by that Bill, it seems that these
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Mr. Cardwell's Eill has iiotjiing to do A 3rd and 4th clauses have existed in a more
stringent form for many years to the present .

I time, and tliat Mr. Cardwell’s BUI will alter no
| previous principle, nor introduce any new
relation in tliis respect.

The learned Chancellor's condemnation of
| this Bill seems therefore to be quite uncalled
| for—there is no departure in it from previous
' lirineiples—not only no departure which is
i uncalled for and productive of evil—but no
: departure at ail, and the learned Chancellor
cannot be supposed to have established by his
letter his on-n right to sit in judgment upon
tlio author of this Bill, and to condemn him
so unsparingly as one who knows little and
cares less about the Colonial Church.

In concluding tliis subject I would express
mg own heartfelt desire, and yours also, | be-
lieve, for union, “ in spirit aud in truth,” with
our Mother Church in England. Permit mo
however to warn you most earnestly against
seeking to increase this union by the coercive
force of Imperial Legislation. do not pos-
sess some of the advantages of an established
Church, its endowments, and its honours—but
at the same time we are happily free from some
of the disadvantages of such an alliance witli
the State, while it is more than probable that,
on account of her alliance with the State, the
Church in England will have yet to encounter
many trials and dangers, from which we may
hope, witli the Lord’s blessing, to be entirely
free.

Let our union with our Mother Church be
based on our oun voluntary consent, and not on
the coerciveforce of Imperial law. AYe have
already thus bound ourselves to tlie Articles
and Liturgy of our Church in England, (hatis
to herfaith and worship—and we may still, by
our own voluntary choice, seek and obtain her
aid, when we desire it, in the selection of our
Bishops, and for the supply of our Clergy.
But let us he very cautious about seeking to
strengthen this union by the bonds of Imperial
Legislation—for such bonds may prove ere long
to be grievous fetters, impeding our spiritual
growth or galling us to the very death, wdiile
we have no power of freeing ourselves from

them. May this warning not be forgotten.

Our last subject is,

V.
Communion, (already printed.)

Thebusiness ofthepresent Synod. (Omitted.)

I will now release you my brethren, from
your lengthened attention, with tho expression
of my earnest hope and prayer, that the Spirit
of love and peace may be with us in our delib-
erations : and that, under the influence of that
Spirit, wo may render our beloved Church
more and more efficient in carrying out the
great work for which she was appointed 1Jy our
Lord and His apostles, namely, “ the perfect-
ing of the saints, the work of the ministry, and
the edifying of the body of Christ.”

Theproposed Sgmd of the whole English
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THE SUPREMACY OF THE CEOWH.

j A Clergyman at the Annual Oxford Con-
; ference in July last having protested against
I the dis-establishment of the Colonial Church,
the Bishop of Oxford, said ;—
There was a fallacy in talking of the safe-
guards of the Established Church wlien the
j facts shewed they did not exist in the Colonies.
1'Jhe last speaker had wished th.it the Church
| of England might not he dis-established in the
mColonies. He might wish, if lie pleased, that
it did not rain, liutit did rain. It was no
! use to quarrel with facts. There they were,
| and they must be faced. The Crown can only
I act through Parliament and Courts of Law.
; 1t has no other power of action whatever,
| This was the fundamental Constitution of
I Great Britain and all lier d('peiidencies.
I AVhere there is no Parliament there the Crown
has nojurisdiction. The endowments of the
Colonial Church make no diircrenco. Roman-
ists and Dissenters luive endowments, and yet
they own no Royal Supremacy. Appeals in
property questions must indeed go from all
alike to the Privy Council; on such points
there is an inalienable Supremacy, but let us
make no confusion in tliis matter. ‘Jhe Sup-
remacy of the Crown in the Church of England
and Ireland is a dilferent thing. The State
has adopted one religion as the religion of the
country, and the limitations o f that Supremacy
form a distinct question. In the Colonies no
one religion is on a different footing from
another, and voluntary adherenee must settle
the points in dispute. W e cannot creep back
into a position already destroyed under am-
biguous senses of the word Supremacy. The
question is how to supply a spiritual bond
which may take the place of the broken tem-
poral bond.

(Hjuirtdi JiitcjlifluTC.

ST. PETER'S SUNDAY SCHOOL, EAST
.MAITLAND.

The Teachers of this School have presented
to Mr. E. D. Day, junior, a handsome silver
Salver, as a mark of their appreciation of his
valuable services as Superintendent for several
years of that School. The centre of the
Salver bears the following inscription:—*“ Pre-
sented to E. D. Day, junior, Esq., by the
Teachers of St. Peter's School, East Maitland,
as a memento for hia long and faithful
services as Superintendent of that School.
August 20th, 1866.

The following address, numerously signed,
has also been forwarded to Mr. Day.
To E. D. Day, junior, Esq.

Dear Sir,— It is witli feelings of regret that
we olFcr you this slight tribute of respect upon
your departure from amongst us.

The faithful zealous and, Christian like
manner in which you have for many years
conducted St. Peter’'s Sabbatli School at East
Maitland, has been to ns a source ol happiness
and the junior members of our families a
spiritual advantage ; you have kindly watched
them J endeavouring witli your best eflbrts to
store iu their minds a true and perfect
knowledge of the Divine Word.

Although wo deplore your loss, we are
gratified to know that our separation will be
a lasting benefit tp the District into which
you are called—that your labours will still
continue with that untiring zeal which has at
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all times characterized you in the promotion
of that great and noble object—training our
blessed little ones for Christ's Kingdom.

In conclusion we beg to offer our sincere
wishes for your happiness and to assure you
that the remembrance of your kindness will
ever bo cherished by us all.

Rockhampton, July 1st, 1866.

To the Rev. R. Tyrrell and to others sign-
ing the address.

My Dear Friends,—I was exceedingly
gratified at receiving last week from you, the
very kind and flattering address to which your
names are attached. It will always be a
source of eucourgement to me, to persevere in
endeavoring to perform any good work, to
know that my labours in St. Peter's Sunday
Sehool, were so kindly appreciated by you
all.

I thank you most heartily for your addresses
and good wishes, and trust that your Sunday
School may still progress as satisfactorily as it
Iways has done.

I am,
My Dear Friends,
Yours very faithfully,
EDWARD D. DAY, jun.

Lowbe Hopse op Contocation May 2, 1866.

SYNOD OF THE ENOLISH COM-
MUNION.
( Continued.)

Canon Blakesley.— The Church of the Uni-
ted States does not use our Book of Common
Prayer, but has made several alterations in it.
Now the Archdeacon of Taunton would not
allow the alteration of a single word. All
these things shew the extreme difficulty in the
way of calling together such an assembly.
This being the state of the case, should we be
justified in passing a resolution which imposes
these difficulties on the committee, unless we
see something like our way through them. It
seems to me, looking at the matter broadly,
that the thing is next to an impossibility.
The constitution of the Synod is a matter on
which wo can hardly come to aconclusion, and
the legality of issuing summonses to the
different parts of Christendom is another mat-
ter that | do not see my way through. Then
there is another matter, which has caused a
good deal of difficulty in another place— the
distribution of the franchise. How are the
laity and the clergy to be united together in
this Synod, and why is it to be called a Synod ?
Some members of this house would consider, |
suppose, that if the laity were included it
would have no right to be called a Synod atall.
Then if it is not a Synod at all, why should we
call it aSynod ? And why should we ask the
Archbishop not to call together a Synod, but
to procure a gathering of the members of the
Anglican community ? But then an assembly
of that kind would have no great authority—
no more than those assemblies that took place
in Norwich last year, and in Bristol the year
before, so that altogether, inevery aspect, | see
nothing but difficulties, and | should recom-
mend the house to take warning by the failure
of the ritual committee.

Canon Hawkins—1 am under the great
disadvantage of not having been present during
a part of the discussioiij but I will venture to
express a few thoughts oh this subject. 1
should think it a strange thing if, when we
have a committee of this house sitting to pro-
mote an union with the Russo-Glreek Church,

THE CHURCH CHRONICLE.

that we should receive with lukewarm favour
an application from a branch of our own
Church. I hope we shall not be deterred by
technical difficulties. It is the first application
we have had for anything like a formal repre-
sentation of the various distant branches of
our Church. We have now the opportunity,-
to some extent, of showing, in the face of all
Christendom, that we are one body, all the
members of it sympathising the one with the
other. It is not as if we ourselves were pro-
moting it; that with a sense of our own weak-
ness we sought external aid. We are the
Synod of but one province, but I have no
doubt at all that if the opportunities are given
we shall see the remaining provinces showing
themselves face to face, and deliberating on
matters of deepest import. | know that there
may be great difficulties in the way, difficulties
in determining exactly in what relation the
members are to stand, but I think that is nota
substantial difficulty. Sooner or later we must
make a beginning; sooner or later we must
show that we are not many churches, but one
Church ; and if we want a practical answer to
the constant taunt of Romanists that we are a
body of Protestants and have no cohesion and
no union, what could be a better, even sup-
posing it was impossible for us to gather all
the Bishops from their remote parts, than that
we might have the five Metropolitans ? Does
the Archbishop of Westminster know that
there are connected with our body more pro-
vinces abroad than at home ?—-that whereas
we boast of four provinces at home— Canter-
bury, York, Armagh, and Dublin—we have
abroad five provinces presided over by Metro-
politans ; and America, | believe, is not inclu-
ded, but | am satisfied that no branch of the
Church would be more loyal and true to its
parent than the American Church. | know
perfectly well that that is the feeling of the
laity as well as the clergy, and if I wanted to
show that they wish to fraternise with the
Church of England, | should recur to what
occurred about fourteen years ago, on the
occasion of the Society for the Propagation of
the Gospel'sthird jubilee. Then they held out
the right hand of fellowship to the English
Church ; two of their Bishops, travelling night
and day, arrived just in time, and they were
looked upon as representatives of their Church.
And if that be so of the Americans, afortiori
those Bishops who have gone out from us, who
have recently been sent from this country east,
west, north, and south, will, I am sure, respond
heartily. If wo show our heart to them, their
heart will come to us. And if we were to say
that we regarded with apprehension whatPar-
liament might say or what the press might say,
I think that would be a timid way of receiving
an application such as this. The Bishop of
Montreal many of us know. He is a man ofa
remarkable calm and sound judgment; he is
not an enthusiast; he knows perfectly well
what he is about; and he represents to us that
they are now living apart; that we know little
of their movements abroad, and that they are
anxious to be broughtinto closer union. Shall
we refuse them ? Another thing that presses
upon me is this. | have letters in my pocket
showing great uneasiness as to what is going
on in one unhappy diocese, and there is a fear
that something may happen to bring the
Church into peril. 1 am sure that in the dio-
ceses abroad, and among the Colonial Bishops
with whom 1 am acquainted—and | think |
am acquainted with every one of them—that
instead of their desiring anything like indepen-
dent action— | mean independent and sectarian,
as it were—”each to act in his own sphere, there
is the greatest possible desire on the part of

those Bishops, by ever)- act, to show themselves
closely connected and identified with the
Church of England. They say, “ We are one
Church,” and they claim therefore to speak to
us as a part of ourselves, and not to be kept in
perpetual banishment. | have often said here,
and | have always felt, that it is a matter of
very small importance whether we meet to
enact canons or not. We can discuss our sen-
timents, and express our feelings, and show our
sympathies, which are stronger than law. |
think we should regard this application os an
appeal to us from our brethren, and as brethren
we should answer it.

The Dean of Westminster— It is extremely
unpleasant when any idea is started, which is
called a magnificent idea, to seem to throw
any difficulty or doubts in the way of its
realization. | quite agree that there is some-
thing grand and inspiring in the idea of a
Synod of the Anglican Church. There is
something still grander in the idea of a CEcu-
menical Council. But there is also something,
I will not say grand or magnificent, but
extremely pleasant in meeting clergymen ofany
Church, whether in communion with usor out
of communion with us, in any part of the
world. But surety there is a great deal of
force as to what has been said by several of
the members of this house with regard to the
difficulties in the way. | do not moan to
oppose this resolution because of those difficul-
ties. But we ought to know what the propo-
sal may or may not mean. |If it is merely
that there should be a friendly meeting of the
different clergy of the Colonial Church and of
the American Church very much of the same
kind as Norwich or Bristol congresses,
I am sure it is one that we should all welcome
with the greatest pleasure. There can be no
possible objection to it. But | imagine that
what is proposed is much more than that;
that the venerable Archdeacon who moved the
resolution means something more definite and
precise. And then came all the difficulties
that have been stated to us—what is this
Synod and who are the kind of persons who
are to come ? Dr. Fraser stated, asone of the
fundamental positions of the whole matter,
that the Archbishop of Canterbury can have
no right to call any of the members together.
They must come voluntarily, and therefore the
Synod would not depend on the will either of
Princes or of Primates. It would be a pro-
miscuous gathering of any one who wished to
come. Then would rise the question first of
all who would come, that is to say Bishops or
Presbyters, and whether they should be laymen
—and | am sure that the lamented layman who
has been mentioned would not have been
satisfied if laymen had been excluded. And
then again as to the Church that is to be re-
presented, is it the Church that holds our
formularies, or is it the Church which,
as the Scotch Episcopalians do, uses
another Prayer-book, or the Americans
which have another Prayer-book. Again, by
what law will such Synod profess to be guided?
Wi ill it profess to be guided by the law which
governs the Church and State of England, or
will the laws that are to govern it be drawn
from the ancient Byzantine empire, or from
the general law which has prevailed in differ-
ent parts of the Christian Church during
different ages? I can hardly think that we
ought to blink these different questions when
a Synod is mentioned. There is also one
further consideration which 1 will mention,
one reason why we should pause now, and
that is lest the whole thing should turn out
to be an impossibility, and disappointment
should arise from the thing not being ableto be



brought about. That I think is the real
mischief wliich arises from proposing schemes
whicli may bo impracticable.  If the scheme
fails much disappointment ensues. And that
leads me to my concluding remark, that 1 do
not think we ought to be di-sappointed at not
being able to gather together such a Synod or
such a council as seems to be indicated in the
resolution, seeing that no Chnrcli whatever
has been able to convene a General Council,
or anything that professes to be a General
Council for the last 300 years. What is the
cause of that I do not stop to inquire, but
since the council of Trent no such attempt

has been made by the Pope of Rome, or the
Patriarch of Constantinople, or any other
potentate throughout the world. t~atever

may be the causes, which in the present state
of society, in the present state of the world,
are against the convening of such ecclesiastical
councils for the settlement of important ques-
tions, those causes are quite suflicient, and
ought to bo quite suflicient, to induce members
of the English Church to acquiesce in the
impossibility of convening such a General
Council or Synod ourselves.

Archdeacon Randall—1 confess | never
rose to address the house under a greater
sense of difficulty than I do upon this question.
It appears to me that the resolution proposed
for our adoption is too close. I quite agree
with what Canon Blakesly said as to the
difficulty of asking the Archbishop to take
measures for gathering together a Synod before
we decide whether such a Synod is desirable.
I am myself by no means sure that such a
Synod would be desirable. | am not sure that it
would be desirable to have such a genei-al
council of the whole Anglican Church. 1 am
not at all sure that it woidd be desirable even
that the two Provinces of Canterbury and
Xork should meet together in one common
Synod. Still less am | sure that it would be
desirable to include in any such central Synod
the Irish Churchj less still the Colonial
Church, and still less the American Church.
At the same time, no one feels a more intense
desire that there should be a settled and active
feeling of love and union and a continued
communication maintained among all the
branches of that Church. 1| do not wish that
communication to be interrupted, but that it
should be constant, and that the feeling of
union and love and mutual co-operation should
pervade the entire body, just as the several
limbs of our body co-operate and act together
— for we are the limbs of one body under our
one Great Head. But my doubt is whether
the particular way here recommended is the
right one. And, as it appears to me, there
are many difficulties, legal, technical, and
otherwise against it; and | think it would
hardly be expedient, considering these diffi-
culties, for us to ask the Aichbishop at once
to take measures for assembling in London a
Synod of the English communion before we
have considered how these difficulties are to
be obviated. But if we do not get such a
Synod are there not means existing by which
such communication between the different
branches of the Anglican Church may be
effected ? Does not the Colonial Church take
notice of what takes place, and do not other
branches of the Church take notice of what is
done in this province and in the Province of
York ? It appears to me that the object we
all have in view would be much better attained
by the questions which arise in each province
being discussed in the respective provinces, in
which they arise, and by communication be-
tween the different provinces, so as to arrive
at the general result, than by our meeting
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altogether in one Council and carrying them by
a majority in one general body. By having
a majority of the different provincial bodies, if
they all agreed, you would produce a much
greater effect than you would do by carrying
any question by a majority (it may be a nar-
row one) of the one central body. It would
take, perhaps, a longer time ; but the deter-
mination of the several Provincial Councils all
agreeing must certainly have a better effect
than that of one Council. | think, therefore,

we should not ask the Archbishop to convene \

a General Synod, but rather to take measures'
for a more ready and effective communication
between the different branches of the Anglican
Church—between ourselves and the Province
of York, and between the two Provinces and
the Irish and Colonial Churches,—as, for
instance, by their sending delegates to this
Convocation, if they wished to do so, or by
their receiving delegates or messengers from
us. | think we derive much advantage from
this kind of intercommunication. I think we
did derive great advantages from the presence
of the American Bishops here, and I think
the American Church derived great advantage
from the presence of our delegates amongst
them. What | would desire to see would be
some method of regular communication estab-
lished between the different branches of the
Church. | should be sorry that anything said
here should seem to be throwing cold water
upon the wish of the Canadian Church. |
should be glad to further in any way I could
the object they have in view. But | do not
think that the mode here suggested is quite
the right one, and if you set this stone rolling
I think such great difficulties will arise in
settling details that the whole thing would fall
through, and it might be suggested that we
were not ourselves really desirous ofmaintain-
ing the communication of which I have spoken.
I have no amendment prepared, but | would
suggest that instead of asking the Archbishop
to take measures for conveying a Synod, he
should be requested to take measures for
establishing some system of communication
for mutual consultation and advice between
different branches of the Anglican Church.

To he Continued.

9] it

PUBLIC SCHOOLS BILL.
The Education Bill, now before the
Parliament, demands careful scrutiny-
on the part of every true and attached
member of the Church. The question
at issue, in this Bill, is none other than
the momentous one: “ Shall we require
our children to be brought up in the
principles of our holy religion, and in
obedience to the Divine command,
‘ train up a child in the way he should
goor shall we commit them to the
uncertainties of this Bill, and run the
risk of their becoming heathenized by
secularism?” We believe that, if this
inquiry were fairly put to the issue, it
would be answered bv the loud and al-
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I most unanimous cry of the Churchmen
f of the colony ; “ We will have our chil-
\dren taught where the Bible is the
! basis of instruction; and we will not
I leave them to become a prey to irre-
Iigion and ungodliness.”  From our
i intimate knowledge of the feelings of
! the country, we are persuaded further
that if the suffrages of the -whole popu-
lation could be taken, there would be
an overwhelming majority in favor of
a Denominational System, wisely regu-
lated ; for the people are not indifferent
to the eternal welfare of their children.

The principle of the Colonial Secre-
tary’s Bill is wholly vicious, and its
details are fraught with mischief of the
worstkind tothe colony. Its principle is
unguestionably adverse to religion. It
cleverly endeavours in a cunning man-
ner to eliminate the religious element
from the system in which the rising
generation are to be trained, for it
withdraws “ the Word of G-od,” in the
school, from the hand of the appointed
and salaried teacher ; and pretends to
place it in that of the clergy. Butthe
clergy cannot by any possibility, be
expected to comply with the delusory
permission, and to give religious in-
struction to their own children in all
the schools of their parish! How in
the world can a clergyman in the inte-
rior, who may have four or five schools,
and at great distances apart, in his ex-
tensive district, impart such instruction
for one hour each day in each school ?
And this condition represents circum-
stances of every portion of this Diocese!

The idea is perfectly monstrous!
And the framers of the Bill are reduced
to this dilemma—either they knew
that the proposed scheme was altoge-
ther impracticable, so far as the clergy
are concerned, and were therefore not
acting an honorable part towards the
Church of Englandj or they were
utterly ignorant of the true condition
of the interior, and were therefore in-
competent to deal with the case beyond
the range of the Metropolitan District.
No other result, in the country dis-
tricts, can by any =eaus bo expected
from the Bill as submitted by the
Colonial Secretary than this, viz., prac-
tically to deprive the children of the
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Cliurcli of England of instruction in
the only teaching by which they can be
trained up in their duty to their Creator
and Rcdoeiner, to their parents and
teachers, and to their fellows; their
duty to become religious and moral,
honest and upright members of society.

Besides, even if, inisolated instances,
the clergy could, after laborious tra-
velling, pay occasional visits to their
several schools once a week, once a
fortnight, or even once amonth in some
cases—will any man in this age dare to
say that such an arrangement can in
any degree provide for the religious
education of the children ? What could
be expected from such visits, “ few and
far between, like angels’ visits,” but a
feeling in the minds of the children that
religion was not essential—that the
State ignored it, that the teacher
ignored it, that it was akind of accom-
j>lishment to be added to secular know-
ledge, if it could be obtained, but that
it was not really necessary to education,
and might therefore be altogether
neglected. Does Mr. Parkes mean this?
I fnot, let him abandon his unscriptural
scheme, and devote his attention to the
best way of providing for the real edu-
cation of the' community.

But what do we mean by a religious
education ? Wo mean that the children
shall be taught everything which Mr.
Parkes would provide by his Bill; but
tve meanfurther, that all the instruction
should he given from a religious point of
view. The late Dr. Arnold of Eugby
gave utterance to a great truth when
ho said that wliSt we required in our
schools was not so much that names,
dates, and facts and figures should bo
lodged in the memory, but that common
things should bo taught from a reli-
gious point of view, that the religious
element should be supreme in all the
arrangements of the school, and in all
the thoughts of the teacher. It is
essential that the religious element
should pervade the mind of the teacher
himself, and therefore permea™e
through the various lessons into the
minds of the children; that the Bible
should be in his hand as a book of
paramount authority, as the Book of
Gron; that prayer should be daily
offered ; that the eternal salvation of
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the soul, as procured for sinners by the *
vicarious death of the Son of Goa.
.should not be secondary to the mere |
routine of arithmetic and geography.

A petition against this unfair and
unjust Bill will be presented to the
House from the Bishoj) and Clergy of |
the Diocese of Goulburn ; and most .I
earnestly we pray that it may never |
become the law of the colony.

dMumjh Jiitdlicicjici'

BUNGOIV'IA.

CoxPiBir.eTiON. On Saturiliiy, tlio 29th Sep-
tember, the Bisliop of Goulburn lieUl a Con-
firm:;tiou in Clirist Church, Bungonia, when
nine young persons, more than one of whom
liad travelled 30 miles for the purpose, were
admitted into full communion and chureli
membership. The Bishop and Mrs. Thomas
arrived from Goidburn in time for morning
service, which was celebrated by tlic Incum-
bent, tlio Kev. E. B. Procter. The Church
was well filled, and the Bishop delivered an
earnest and affectionate address to the Con-
firmees and to the Congregation upon the
solemnity of such a service, upon the qualifi-
cations required in all who renew their bap-
tismal vows, with a view to the reception of
the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, and upon
tlie conduct required suitable to their vows.
Twenty seven communicants, including the
Confirmees, remained for Holy Communion.

CniJECii Society. In the afternoon, the
Annu.al Meeting of the Bungonia Branch of
the Church Society was held, the Bishop pi'o-
siding. His Lordship gave full and interest-
ing details of the work accomplished through
the agency of this excellent Institution, and
reported that more than twenty new schools
had been opened in the Diocese during the
present year, and that a considerable number
of Cliurches and Parsonages had been erected,
and of Clergymen and Teachers appointed.
He expressed Ins satisfaction at the steady co-
operation of the parish of Bungonia, and com-
mended the new School to their patronage and
support.

On Sunday, two Sermons were preached in
behalf of the Church Society, in the morning
by the Bishop, and in the afternoon by the
Incumbent. The collections at the Confirma-
tion and on the Sunday were devoted to the
Church Society and amounted to £3 19s. Id.
Total contributions paid in were £20 2s.

The School. The Bishop addressed the
Sunday Sehool in the afternoon, and examined
the children. On Monday and Tuesday the
Bishop inspected the Day School, which he
pronounced to be progressing satisfactorily;
he and Mrs. Thomas also visited some of the
principal inhabitants in the neighbourhood,
and returned to Goulburn in the afternoon.

BUEEOWA.

This town, the centre of a beautiful district
has for a long time stood in need of a Protes-
tant school. A Roman Catholic Denomi-
national school and one or two private schools
have not succeeded in fully satisfying the
educiitional requirements of the district. To
meet this want the members of the Church of
England have opened a school here under the

Denominational School Board. The master

: app.iinled by the Lord Bishop of the diocese

iirrived here on the 13th of September and
eommencid his duties on the 17th. The scliool
is for the jiresent hold in the Church but it is

; iirobalilo otlier arrangements will be made bv

and bye, by the Local Board. The block of

. land on which St. John’s Church stands is to

be enclose,1by a neat paling fenee, the erection
of which has already commenced. Within
the area thus fenced in, will be included a

i half acre of laud which has been granted for

school purposes. On the 23rd the Rev. 1).

: E. Jones, Diocesan Inspector of schools preach-

ed at St. .lohn’s, the Rev. J. K. A'ewton the
Incumbent, saying prayers. The otlertory
amounting to £2 was devoted to the general
purposes of the Goulburn Diocesan Church
Society. On Monday, (he Inspector of schools
spent the day in the school. Mr. Field the
master has made a very good impression on
the townspeople and there is every probability
that the school will bo well supported.

COROWA.

Church and Sehool matters appe.ar to pro-
gress somewhat more rapidly in the little
township of Corowa than in many larger
places ; it already boasts both a church and a
Denominational school-house, which latter was
opened in an exceedingly pleasant and satis-
factory manner on the evening of the 28th
ultimo, by a tea meeting, at which almost all
the adult population appeared to be present.
The tables wore excellently furnished, both
with guests and all the requirements of the
“ post prandial” meal, and the room was
tastefully decorated, well-lighted, and well-
ventilated. It is a neat brick building, in the
Elizabethan style, lofty and w-ell-proportioned,
with dwelling-rooms for the master; and w'hen
the wing which will complete the structure is
erected, it will present quite an imposing
appearance. A large proportion of the cost
(which was very moderate) was defrayed by
subscriptions collected in England, as w.asalso
the ease with the Corowa church. There was
no collection made during the meeting,
.although there is a deficiency in the building
fund to be made up, but it was announced
that a Bruce Auction would bo held for that
purpose in March. The Rev. J. M. "Ware
read the list of subscriptions received, and
mentioned that the acre of land upon which
the school is built had been given by Mr.
Lindsay Brown, who was warmly thanked.
Several ladies and gentlemen contributed their
talents in music, singing, and reciting, to make
the evening pass pleasantly away. The next
evening was devoted to the children of Corowa
and Wahgunyah, who assembled in great
force, and did ample justice to the unlimited
supplies of cake and tea, provided by the same
ladies who had borne the burden of the pre-
vious day. Then the miniature man-of-war,
which delighted the young folks of Albury last
Easter, was brought into the middle of the
room, gaily decorated with the flags of all
nations, and the rigging manned in true nau-
tical style. From the hold of this little vessel
no less than two hundred and forty prizes
were drawm by lot, and distributed amongst the
children, whose noisy delight was irrepressible
as one after the other obtained some toy or
knick-knack. Forty-five names are now upon
the muster-roll of the school, and other build-
ings for the same purpose are rising throughout
the district—Border Post.

MARENGO CHURCH.

From a Correspondent.
On my way from Young to Burrowa, |
passed through the viRage of Marengo.  Sce-



ing a Cliurch in course of building I turned
aside to look at it and was so much pleased
with the design and appearance of the structure
that | resolred to send a short uotire of it to
The Church Chronicle. It is situate on a
corner lot of two acres, given by the Govern-
ment, and is of stone with cement dressings
round the windows and buttresses. At
the west end is the entrance porch, from which
is obtained a good view of the interior.  The
building is lighted by three Norman windows
on each side, and a largo east window all
being lead lights and having casements foi“
ventilation. The centre of every diamond
pane shews a fieur ie lie in clear glass on a
frosted ground. A neat border of coloured
glass surrounds the whole. The roof is of
colonial pine varnished, with collars and diag-
onal braces of thesame, andhasa very handsome
appearance. Externally the roof is covered
with iron bark shingles, and is surmounted by
a ridge capping in metal, of ornamental
pattern. At the apex of the western gable is
aneat little bell turret. The length of the
building is 45 feet and width 20 feet, and accor-
ding to the plan for the distribution of the
seats it will accommodate 120 persons. Seeing
that the village was but a small one, surroun-
ded by fine thinly peopled country | was at a
loss to discover how the necessary funds could
have been raised for the erection of so beau-
tiful a Church. On enquiry I learnt that Mr.
Pring a squatter in the locality, had very
liberally contributed to the building fund.
This place is in the parish of Young, and is
at regular periods visited by the Rev. W. H.
Pownall, who for the present conducts Divine
Service in a building lent for the purpose. It
is owing in no slight measure to the exertions
of this gentleman that the village of Marengo
will posses so nice a little Church. It is ex-
pected that the building will be finished in
November and that it wiU at that time be
consecrated, and opened for Divine Service by
tho Lord Bishop of the Diocese.

YASS SCHOOL.

On Wednesday and Thursday the 19th and
20th September, our school was inspected by
the Rev. D. E. Jones, Diocesan Organizer, in
the presence of the Rev. F. A. 0. Lillingston,
B.A., Chairman, and Messrs. Colls and Wilk-
inson, members of the Local Board.

Shortly after 9 a.m., the Rev. Inspector
commenced the annual examination of the
school, being assisted in the afternoon by the
Rev. F. A. C. Lillingston, B.A., Incumbent of
St. Clements' Church.

The number of children on the roll is 92 ;
viz., 50 Boys, and 84 Girls, of whom 84 were
present at the examination. The children are
arranged in three divisions, sub-divided into
seven classes. The average daily attendance
at the school during the current year, has been
82, viz., 45 Boys, and 37 Girls, being a con-
siderable increase on that of the previous year.
Tho examination embraced the Scriptures,
Church of England Catechism, reading, writ-
ing, dictation, arithmetic, grammar, geography,
and history ; in all of which the classes under-
went the ordeal of examination in a most satis-
factory manner, and reflected much credit
upon tho energy and diligence of the head
master Mr. Pembroke. In addition to the
subjects usually taught in Primary schools,
the senior division is instructed in Mathe-
matics, Algebra, Commercial letter Writing,
Book-keeping by double-entry, special attention
being given to Analysis. The girls are taught
Needlework, Crochet, &c., during three after-
uoons in the week, the female teacher being
kindly assisted in her duties by Mrs. Lilling-
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ston, and Mrs. Wilkinson, who take a deep
interest in the advancement of the school. The
visitors expressed themselves pleased with the
proceedings of Thursday, and tho examination

may be pronounced as very successful. The
school is well provided with books, maps,
diagrams, and the requisite apparatus. There

is a Saturday morning's class connected with
the school, for preparing those who attend the
Sunday school for their duties on the Sunday.
The Sunday school numbers 100 children, and
11 Teachers. At the close of the examination
on Thursday, the children spontaneously gave
three cheers for tho Inspector, and the Rev.
Incumbent of St. Clement's, and reeeived a
day’s holiday in consideration of the satisfac-
tory results of the examination.

THE CHURCH IN SOUTH AFRICA.

Miss Burdett Coutts has written to the
Bishop of Capetown expressing her strong
disapproval of the course which he proposes
to take in Consecrating anew Bishop of Natal.
Miss Coutts considers that such an act will be
a departure from the understanding entered
into at the meeting of the Bishops at Lambeth
Palace in Whitsun week, 1841, for the forma-
tion of the Colonial Bishoprics Fund, and she
entreats the Bishop of Capetown to pause
before he commits himself to such a course.—
London Daily Paper.

An Ex-Baptist Peeacheii SsExiNa Holt
Obders in the Chuech.

Mr. H. V. Cowell, who lately seceded from
the Baptist Community in Taunton, has been
accepted by the Bishop of Worship as a Can-
didate for Holy Orders.—London Guardian.

To the Editor of The Church Chronicle.

sir,—I think you will agree with me that the
letter of the Rev. G. F. Macarthur, is both in
matter and intention, quite uncalled for.

Whatever unauthorised changes may be
attempted elsewhere, | am not aware that there
is any disposition to introduce alterations in
our Church Servicesin these colonial dioceses.

In reference to the late Bishop, | for one
would very much wish to say “ De mortuis nil
nisi bonum;" but the truth must be told,
however unpalatable.

Now, how stands the case ?
not a cause ?”

I have been a church-goer sixty-one years,
and my experience in my younger days ex-
tended over the county of Cumberland, tho
city of Chester and suburbs, and the metropolis
of England and its suburbs; and at that day
(I speak of the period from 1805 up to the
time of the publication of the “ Tracts for the
‘Times”) there was in England a complete
uniformity of worship, or very nearly so.

The only change that took place, in my
recollection, was in my native county, where
about fifty years ago the gown in preaching
was introduced instead of the surplice, the
poverty of tho clergy there being so great that
they were not able before that time to purchase
gowns.

Then came the publication of the “ Tracts
for the Times,” and with them also came
changes in many churches in England, which
were objected to by the people, because they
thought, and thought rightly, that tho ten-
dency of those tracts, with the accompanying
innovations, was to lead the nation to the
Church of Rome, and so Romish did the tone

“ Was there
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of the traets ultimately become that their pub-
lication was put a stop to by ecclesiastical
interference. | need not recall to the recollec-
tion of your readers what a vast number of
the clergy and also of the laity have gone over
to Rome in consequence of these very publica-
tions.

During the time that these things were in
progress in England, the Bishop of Calcutta,
the then Metropolitan, wrote to the Bishop of
Anstralia, calling bis attention to the dangerous
tendency of these tracts, and requesting his
opinion respecting them.  The Bishop of
Australia answered that he saw nothing in
them to excite his disapproval. ‘The con-
sequence was that some of those clergymen
" who entered warmly into his views,” to the
great disgust of the people, introduced the
weekly offertory and other changes; one in
particular viz.. Choral singing in Parish
Churches by surpliced choristers. And people
were told that these Choirs were arranged so
that the semi-choir on one side of the aisle
was called “ Phoner” and the semi-choir on
the opposite side of the aisle was called “ anti-
phoner” which some wag rather profanely
designated “ Fiddlestick and anti-fiddlestick.”

Well! the fruits of these doings soon man-
ifested themselves notwithstanding the Bis-
hop's “ wise foresight.” ‘Two of the Clergy
‘who entered warmly into his views” not
content with semi-popery “ went the whole
animal” and joined the Church of Rome;
another clergyman was currently reported to
have arrived at the very brink of the precipice
loading in that direction, but hesitated to take
the final leap.

I say that the introduction of the weekly
Offertory and of other novel matters was an
innovation and that by a party in the Church
which has supplied Rome with some of its
greatest ornamentsin England. 1 do nointend
to enter into a controversy upon these much
disputed subjects, but would merely refer Mr.
Macarthur to an article in the (Quarterly Me-
view 1849, entitled I think (for | have not the
number at hand) “ Usage ». Rubric,” and if
he thinks fit he may try his pen in an attempt
to refute the statements in that article. | would
merely observe that it was not written by what
he terms a Dissenter.

I knew the usages of the Church of England
as well as the late Bishop or any one else and
I know of no innovations that have been intro-
duced into her services except by the party
who favored the Oxford movement.

I believe as there is no “ prescribed order”
or if so, it is never used, that some clergymen
occasionally use extempore prayer before ser-
mon, thinking it a proper mode of asking a
blessing upon the particular subject to be
treated of in the discourse, but | remember
this being done forty-six years ago. | believe
also that Christian hymns are now very gene-
rally introduced in place of Brady and Tate's
version of tho Psalms which are no*“ prescribed
order,” but this was done by many Clergymen
before I and Mr. Macarthur wore born.

With regard to the weekly Offertory. As
the sums collected thus were in England dedi-
cated to the use of the poor, and as the poor
had a legal provision, the people very naturally
demurred at its introduction, and | much
doubt whether it is very general there even
now.

In this Colony it is a very excellent innova-
tion and I always highly approved of it. So
determined however were the people of Goul-
burn againstit, that the majority of the Church-
wardens, one bearing the respected name of
Macarthur among the rest, positively refused
to take the plates for the Offerings at occa-
sional collections instead of the Offertory, and
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it was not till we procured a change of War-
dens tliat wo could eren have periodical con-
tributions. We completely failed in introdu-
cing the Offertory until the arrival of the pre-
sent Bishop. As to a Churchman being a
Dissenter | never met with a curiosity of that
description. Such a thing appears a contra-
diction in terms, and | am at a loss to know
what Mr. Macarthur means. A thought has
just struck me is the Bishop of Adelaide a
prodigy of this stamp? If by using in its
present sense the offensive term dissenter a
person is meant Who prefers the ago of purit-
anism bad os it was toan age of Roman Catholism
then | candidly say | am adissenting Church-
man. Mr. Macarthur discourses very good
words about submission to ecclesiastical auth-
ority, and it would be a good plan to send a copy
of his excellent observations to that party at
homo who are now distracting the Church by
the introduction of a system of man-millinery
and other novelties in opposition to the express
wish of both houses of convocation, the
Bishops included, who declare that their
doings are not according “ to prescribed order,”
By the way the writer of the excellent article
containing this phrase, “ prescribed order”
must be both amused and somewhat astonished
when he observes “ How great amatter a little
fire kindleth.”

1find I have omitted to state that there
were some differences in the use of the oil'er-
tory formerly in England. In the Korth
when the Lord's Supper was administered the
collection was made, the sentences being read
immediately after the Nicene creed. In the
south of Englaudthesamethin”~sweredoneafter
the uon-communicants had left the Church.

n the diocese of Australia, instructions
were issued by the late Bishop, to follow the
custom of the South of England, as I went
according to the usage of the North these
instructions were not attended to at Gloulburn.

I would only further observe that I have
long seen that we frequently attribute wrong
motives and wrong principles to our neighbours
without being well acquainted with their real
motives and principles, and no doubt it
occurred to the late Bishep that he was
frequently misunderstood, when appearances
were against him.  Sorry indeed should I be
to utter an unkind word against a prelate who
with some defects was nearly aU that Mr.
Macai'thur says of him.

It must be remembered that our present
Metropolitan has suffered more than ever he
did from the same causes, and equally
undeservedly.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,
W. 80WEBBY.
Ooutbum, 3rd October.

JOHN XV. 4.
Abide in me in danger’s hour,
My arm shall free you from its power;
Abide in me when fears attack,
When love seems cold, and faith feels slack.
Abide in me for here alone
Ls blood, which can for sin atone;
Abide in me, and thus be strong
To Choose the good and hate the wrong.
Abide in me, make me your joy,
Unchanging, free, without alloy;
Abide in me that ye may prove
The sweetness of my name and love.
Abide in me, and thus shut out
The cry of i'ear, the wail of doubt;
Abide in me, when Satan tries
To hide me from thy weeping eyes.
Abide in me, and 1will come
And make tby soul and heart my home;
Abide in me, for thou arl mine,
And I, your Saviour, I'tiend, am thine.
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THE CHURCH SOCIETY

POE THE DIOCESE OP SYDNEY.

Treasurers :
The Commercial Banking Company of Sydney.

Secretaries:
The Rev. Canon Allwood.
J. ot Ewer, Esq.
OppiCE :—Phillip-sfreet, Sydney.

Receipts from 21st September to 7th October.

BUBSCEIPTION. £ 8 d
Sir John Young 25 0 0
COLLECTION.
All Saints, Parramatta............ 7 10 3
AUXILIABIES.

St. John's, Parramatta .. .. 816 0
St. Matthew's, Windsor........ ... 4 3 6
FOR BTII'ENDS.

Randwick 75 0 0
Petersham 12 10 0
Canterbury . 1210 0
Waverley .62 10 0
Emu and Castlereagh .. 37 10 0
O’'Connell ..100 0 O
Jamberoo 0 0
Darlingbui'Bt 0 0
Ashbcld 9 0
Manly Beach 5 0
Newtown..... 0 0
Paddington 00
St. James, for Infirmar 0 0
Christ Church, ditto 5 0
8urry Hills 0 o
Pennant Hills 0 0
Kouso Hill 6
Cobbedee, for Catechist 0
Lucknow, ditto 0
Five Hock 0
Hajjto 0
Bathurst, for Catechis 0

GOLD FIELDS FUND.
Rylstone and for Stipend
Tambaroora..... 10 0
Kanes Swamp 1
Wattle Flat
iSofula

46 10 O

oo Oo!

1
5
4

© oo

21 0 O

MANLY BEACH.

FOR 8TIPENI>.
n. G. Smith, Esq.,
M. Metcalfe, Esq.
J. H. Smithers, Esq
W . U. Rohe, Esq...

10
2 10

-
o
o oooo

ROUSE HILL.
STIPEND.

Mr. S. Schofield
Mr. J. S. Staff
Mr. E. Stranger
Mr. R. Rummery
Mrs. Rouse
Mrs. lletallack
Mr. Scath....
Mr. Robbins
Mr. Lye ...
Mr. Gilbert
Mr. Newis
Mr. Neetham
Mr. Whitmore
Mrs. Dargin....
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Mr. W. Jones
From Cburch Funds 7
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EMU AND CASTLEREAGH.
Third Quarter.

Mr. Robert Bcatsou
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mrs. Paulin
Mrs. Dempsey
Mrs. Ryan
Sunday Collections
Local Fund
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William Walker
Nash

William Lauder
Harris
Childs
Joseph Allen.
Robinson
Brown ..
James Evans.
James Ryan
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DTBINGI DTEINGII
DYE.NGIIII
COX begs to inform the inhabitants of
= Sydney and suburbs that he lias just
received all the new and fashionable dyes
direct from the manufacturers in London and
Paris. A. C. is now prepared to dye silk,
satin, crape, merino, and delaine dresses and
shawls all the various shades of colour on the
shortest notice.
Feathers Cleaned, Dyed, and Curled.
All kinds of Ladies’ and Gentlemen'’s wear-
ing apparel scoured every day.
AUSTRALIAN DYE WORKS,
55, William Steeert,
WOOLLOOMOOLOO.

DTENTGIN

SADDLERY.

S-A.JDX)31.:E!fi,

A large stock of colonial and English
Manufactured goods always on hand
to select from.

407, GEOEGE STEEET,
SYDNEY.
Opposite the Royal Hotel.

RIMARY CLASSICAL BOARDING
SCHOOL, MORTEN LODGE, Glen
Elwa, Randwick.

Mr. and Mrs. Edson wiU shortly hare two
or three Vacancies.

The Education and Training in this Estab-
lishment is especially adapted for Junior
Pupils, no boy being received above 12 years
of age

Tlie situation is one of the healthiest in the
colony a short distance from the sea side.
Coogee Bay; and the house surrounded by
20 acres of beautiful recreation ground.

Terms 40 to 50 guineas per annum.



“ CnRisTiAN Privileges and
R esponsibilities.”

A FAREWELL SERMON

Preached on E.astee ])ay, 1866, in the
Cathedral Chnrch of Clirift Church, New-
castle, by the Rev. Canon Fletcher,B.D.

Published by request. Price 1s— per post
Is. 2d.
JOSEPH COOK & CO.,

870, George Street Sydney.

iag rams complete sets of the Diagrams
pwblislied by the Working Men’s Edu-
cational Union, at a reduced price :—

Physiology in relation to health, 10 dia-
grams, £1.
Eastern Habitations, 10 diagrams, £1.

Domestic arrangements of the Orientals, 10
diagrams, £1.

Nineveh, 20 diagrams, £2.
Apply
Rev. R. Ij. KING-, Parramatta.

ORANGE AND GREAT WESTERN

SADDLE AND HARNESS
MANUFACTORY,

SmEB DALE,

Saddle and Harness Manufacturer, Wholesale
and Retail, Orange, Wellington and Dubbo.

T. ANDREW'S CATHEDRAL. A short
S account of the Cathedral with the subject
of the Windows. Price One Shilling, per post
Is. 2d.— profits to the Building Fund.

JOSEPH COOK & CO.,
Church Chronicle Office.

EDWARD MILLETT,
(Successor to John C. HopJeins™
CLERICAL TAILOR AND ROBE MAKER,
361, ffleorge Strtet, Sgtineg.

Gowns, Hoods and Caps, for all Degrees.

A selectassortmentof Oxford and Cambridge
mixtures always on hand.

CLASSICAL
SCHOOL,

R. SAMPSON'S
AND COMMERCIAL
NEWTOWN.
Visitors.
Rev. C. C. Kemp" j
Rev. Robert Taylor.

The Classical department is for preparing
the junior boys previous to their entering any
of the Collegiate Schools of the Colony.

Tho Commercial department for training
boys as far as possible for mercantile pursuits
and correspondence which they may meet
with in life. Periodical examinations will be
held by the Visitors.

Mr. Sampson has made arrangements for
receiving two Boarders into his family at the
following terms—

£10 Per Quarter. No
charged.

Day boys £3 3s. and £2 2s. per quarter.

extras will be
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N SALE, a SERMON, preached in St
James’ Church, by the Lord Bishop of
Sydney, on the Bay of Illmnilintion. Price,
6d. each ; per post 8d. JOSEPH COOK and
CO., CnuRCH Chronicle OfEce, 370, Oeorge-
sreet: Diocesan Dep6t, Phillip-street.

HEELER AND WILSON'S
W Prize Medal New Improved
SEWXNG mACHINES.

The distinguishing feature in this machine
is the making of the

TIGHT LOCK STITCH by the ROTATING
an improvement on the simttle, whereby all
heavy and noisy action is avoided, wdiicli makes
it noted above all other machines for simplicity
and general effectiveness ; in proof of which,
the machine gained a First-class Prize Medal
at the London Exhibition of 1862 ; also, tho
Paris Gold Medal in 1861; and the numerous
testimonials received from persons in all parts
of the Colonies amply testify to its exeeUonce.
Its complete superiority is fully shown in the
following—

It fells or hems any width, turning its own
hem as it stitches

Gathers any kind of material with any
quantity of fulness.

Gathers and sews on a band at the same
time without basting

Embroiders in beautiful designs, with cord,
braid, or silk

Sews in cord without basting

Hems, enclosing a cord at the same time
without basting

Binds any material without basting

Marks any width of tucks, and stitches them
without basting

Trims skirts with braid, velvet, or ribbon,
without basting

Quilts any material in any design with silk
or cotton

DESCRIPTIVE PAMPHLETS, with tes-
timonials, FREE BY POST, on application.

INSTRUCTIONS GRATIS TO EVERY
PURCHASER.

The public are respectfully invited to call
and see the MACHINE IN OPERATION at
the Show Rooms, No. 1, Wynyard-street, next
to Bank of New South Wales.

VENNAED and STEVENS, Sole Agents.

oung and JACKSON, Pianoforte
Makers and Organ Bdildees, 166,

Pitt Street, Sydney, would respectfully call
the attention of Clergymen and Organists to
the fact that they are now in a position to
undertake the building of Organs guaranteed
free from the defects invariably oceuring in
organs sent to this climate. Small Chancel
Organs from £50. No, 1, containing Stopped
Diapason Bass, Open Diapason and Octave,
suitable for small churches and schools and of

sufficient power to lead any choir. No. 2, with
Stopped Diapason Bass, Open Diapason,Oc-
tave, Flute,and Piccolo, from £86. No. 8,0Open

Diapason, Stopped Diapason Bass and Treble,
Duleiana, Octave, Flute, and Fifteenth, an
octave and a half of German Pedals, with
Bourdons, from £120. No. 4, with two rows of
keys, pedals and Bourdons, twelve Stops, from
£220. Organs, Rebuilt, Revoioed, Cleaned and
Tuned. Estimates forwarded on application.
Pianofortes, by the best makers, for sale or
hire. Repairing and Tuning. Y. and J. have
just received some first class Harmoniums by
Alexandra.
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To Clergymen, Olmrchwardens, &o.

O N SALE by the undersigned :—

Baptism Registry Books.— 3 quires £3 15s.
4 quires £3 3s.; 5 quires £3 10s.

Burial Registry Books.—3 quires £2 15s.
4 quires £3 3s.; 5 quires £3 ICs.

Service Books.—3 quires £2 ; 4 quires £2 5s.
5 quires £2 12s. 6d.

Banns Books.—2 quires £1 5s.;
£1 7s. 6d.

Church Act.—Stitched, 3s., per post 3j. 2d.

Form of Consecration of Churches and Burial
Grounds.— 3d. each, or 10s. per 100 per
mpost 12a.

Offertory.—Remarks by the Bishop of New
Jersey, 5s. per hundred, post free.

Nearer to Thee.— 4s. per 100, 4s. 2d. per post.

Jerusalem the Golden.—4s. per 100, per post
4s. 2d.

Prayer for the Governor.—Is. per dozen, post-
age free.

Sunday School Class Regi.sters—6d each; 5s.
per dozen, per post, 6s. per dozen.

Sunday School Lessons—Sheets, Gd. per dozen,
per post, 8d., or 2s. Gd. per 100 per post
8s. 6d.

Sunday School Liturgy, with Hymns, 36pp.
2d. each. Is. 6d. per dozen, per post, Is.
10d.; Ils. per hundred, per post, 13s.

Sunday School 'Tickets, on colored Cards and
Ink, Is. per 100. 48 different Texts of
Scripture.

My Class for Jesus.— (Handbill.) 6d. per doz.

The Sunday Mornings’ Dream.— (Handbill.)
Is. 6d. per dozen, 5s. per hund., post free.

Our Prayer Meetings— (HandbUL.) Is. per
dozen, or Is. 2d. per post.

Occasional Prayers— 16pp., 2s. 6d. per dozen,
post free.

Parents God's Nurses.— (HandbiU.) Re-
printed from a Tract, by the Rev. Francis
Morse, is. 6d. per dozen, 5s. per hundred,
postage free.

The Atonement of Christ and its Modem Op-
ponents, by Rev. A. H. BiUl, 8vo., 6d. each,
per post 8d.

An Address to the Members of the Church of
England, by the Bishop of Sydney, on his
return from England. 6d. each, post 8d.

Two Sermons on the Death of tho late Rev.
G. W. Richardson, by the Doan of Syd-
ney and the Rev. Canon Walsh. Price
6d., per post 8d.

Five Sermons on the Life and Alinistry of
Elijah.—6d. each, or 8d. per post.

The National Anthem.—6d. per doz. 8d. per post

Business.— (Card.) 3d. each.

The Churchman's Australian Almanack, Sheets
and Books, Is. each, per post Is. 2d., or
10s. per dozen, post free. Books (inter-
leaved) Bound in Cloth, Is. 6d. each, per
postIs. 8d., or 15s. per dozen, per post 16s.
per dozen.

JOSEPH COOK & CO,
Printers and Bookbinders,
370, George-street, Sydney.

3 quires

Life M m m m %

mie. B. "mikikt,

Sydney Agent of the Australian Mutual Provi-
dent Society, will be happy to give full explana-
tion personally, or by letter (without charge),
to all persons wishing information in reference
to the subject of Lffe Assurance, Present or
Deferred Annuities and Endowments, Educa-
tional or otherwise, for children, by addressing
him at the office of tho Society, New Pitt-
street, Sydney; or. Box 73, Post-office, Sydney.
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LIFE ASSURANCE, ANNUITY, AND ENDOWMENT OFFICE.

ESTABLISHED 1849.

Directors :—
George King, Esqg., Chairman.
Professor Smith, M.D., Deputy Chairman.
J. F. Josephson, Esq., M.P.; The Hon. Alexander Campbell, M.L.C.;
Samuel Lyons, Esq. ; J. H. Goodlet, Esq.
Actuary :—Henry S. Hawkins, M.A., F.l.A.

CoMultiny Actuary :—M. B. Pell, Esq., Professor of Mathematics, Sydney University.

Medical Refe~'ee:—Sprott Boyd, Esq., M.D., 6, Lyons Terrace, Hyde Park.
Principal Offlco-ITE'W PITT STREET, STDITET-

PROGRESS OF THE SOCIETY.

THE ONLY PROFITS

Yeak. Premium Income Invested Funds

Mutual Life OflBce 18501 £650 £557 Divided Periodically
1853 i £3350 £6.858
IN THE lei6 £12,650 £17.412 Amongst the
1859 i £27,000 £56,556 ;
COLONIES. 182 1 £56.000 £143543 Policy Holders.
1865 £100,279 £310.717

Forms of Proposal for Assurance, Annuity, or Endowment Policies, and every other information
can be obtained at the Principal Office, or at any of the Agencies.

By order of the Board,

ALEXANDER J. RALSTON, Secretary.

E;VICKERY.C>o0.-
TANNER.CURRIER AND WHOLESALE MANUFACTURER
rnyoTbnf ithyaind QVIdtTy

G. H SMITH,

PRACTICAL HATTER

316, C3-EOY?.a-E STK.E1DT,

Theeb Dooes South op Huntee Steeet.

Every description of Hats and Caps made to order. The trad« supplied.

THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND
CHRONICLE.

The Publishers of the late CHURCH
OF England Chronicle Will be
grateful to those Subscribers who
have not yet paid their subscription,
if they will do so immediately.
Accounts for the same have been
already sent to them.

JOSEPH COOK & CO.,
370, George Street, Sydney.

LIVERPOOL AND LONDON
AND
(slobe Easiiraace Gompan;.
Capital - - - .£2,000,000.
Established in 1836.

Having a Colonial Proprietary, and the
following Board of Directors in Sydney.
J. S. WOlis, Esq., Chairman.
G. K. Holden, Esq.
Edward Knox, Esq.,
Hon. J. B. Watt, Esq., M.L.C.
B. Buchanan, Esq.
Hon. E. Deas Thomson, Esq. C.B., M.L.C.
Medical Referees:
Hon. John Maofarlane, Esq., M.D.
Alfred Roberts, Esq. *
Surveyor—F. H. Grundy, Esq., C.E.

Invested Funds—Exceeding Three Millions.

The Directors continue to grant policies of
Insurance in Town or Country against fire, and
on life, upon terms which will be found as
hberal as those of any other office.

Tables of Rates for Fire and Life Insur-
ance, in all its branches, and every informa-
tion can be obtained from

A.STANGER ERATHES,
RESIDENT SECRETARY,
Offices, Wynyard Square, Sydney.

e Publishers of The Church Chronicle
1_h acknowledge the receipt of the under-
mentioned Subscriptions, &c., for this Paper,
since our last issue :—

Mr. H. O'Meagher, East Maitland 012 0
Mr. D. Stonham, Liverpool street 0120
Rev. J. Gunther. Mudgee....... 5 88
Mrs. Aspinall, Macquarie street 012 0
Rev. W. H. Pownall, Young 0190

otice.—To Subscribersand Advertisers.
The Church Chronicle is issued every
fortnight—on or about the 7th and 21st of
each month.
Annual subscription— Twelve shillings.

CASH TERMS OE ADVERTISING.

Three lines, each insertion One shilling
For every additional line ... Three pence
For quarter column » . Six shillings
For halt column ... Ten shillings
For one column ” Sixteen shilli

. S.
Births, MarriagesandDeathsOneshilling each insertion.
To CLEKGTMKN, CnUECHWARDENS, AND OTIIEBS—
Notices of Sermons or Meetings, Subscription Lists,
or other Church Advertisements inserted on a
reduced scale.
JOSEPH COOK & CO., Publishers,

370, George-sireet, Sydney.

Sydney —I*rinted and Published by the Proprietors
Joseph Cook & Co., 370, George-street, Sydney,
Archway opposite the Bank of New South Wales,
on Tuesday, October 9th, 1866.



