o

[JaNuarY 27 18y

JANUARY

DOMINION CHURCHMAN.

—
—
cr posi

fortune to the Diocese. Now, I claim that he
cause for complaint. The Bishop has left in the n!

the ;, B¥OD

the time being, should receive a salary of $1,600, and

NEW WESTMINSTER. the time bog & Huron $400 & ycar. Talk of the

. . 0. lcese a substitute who is both able and willing ty gard to the
ac f a trust after asking the Synod to vio-fc Ts whiich tharspltiunl fotere B ions, |

g : hri s h was placed |8 redr_xess o B L2 shew |the demands which the *‘spir] 1terests of )
fo:)t';lzlltfllr:rt“)tli-ﬁ:gﬁnOfH((;ll;}-l&j[tZ:S:t;lz)"l‘tlrﬁ;e“ hanlc)m me|late this! Moreover, if you¥ cmrcsl)(());l (ll)f)?xfl,c ::."cﬁume cese make upon a Bishop's time and “yui ﬁm’u‘u ng, SCAD

» : : i st, deed,
brass altar cross, the gift of Dean Stanley of Westmin- me in the commutation trust,

. Y il
i ' y i serting that after the life interest of‘ the origina
shar Ay, (o thie Bl otllon ot liigh, 1 o gg;?gluntints expires, the income of the Commutation

¢
terum facit per se.” The consent of the Sﬂm,d"

freely given. The Bishop in his Charge, de .'W': Kingston

cross, which stands about three feet high,kls ve(xl'y Fund must be appropriated to the senior clergy, then sz\;e}'y . fltl,glblg :{O\t};]:lll’:)eliﬁgt:i:i:ﬁ]] f‘::lll}('l ’1':30 the gubj, A

bandzens. TG mfountt;d}gn : p{a’deSt?] Oflo?n ,‘l:}:%e I will admit that we have been unfaithful to our 01 ul;"i eu;va,;(xnore h eurtilyb uppl"l.udv(l tl}:ﬁ:‘to‘ﬁ a
> f ter of Henry V.'s chape st- charg ‘ pplaude :

?xfiﬁslt::t X)lr)lbgy,“r;};king a frie‘ﬁd)J,y link, as it were, be-|trust. report of the volun- | which he declared his determination to go toEnghql 61

Not being able to deny that the

tw{i)el; the {,Albh]ey]”f] we“;tnghﬁg \l{rlet;}t];?,fmioi?:ﬁ; tary income for the last five yeznl‘s prolvestt}mt th.e;'te :s 3?%1,?&)::&$) I‘c}tgix‘l:zr;lixg;urucd bo secure the Suo =

Il e g o i ) i i ssertion that the voluntary spirit 1s s siby. ‘

Pusitis Boowlupes A0 o i }'m.ndsom;:l.)i)sett:.o v:lt)ltl gginﬁ;ugi;slt,liot;'ﬁlif?);e:lt;e insinuation, that the confidence Why the p;)pulu.r ;voge :311'1 eliltihofi zllm“ld. “natum! 5

agutos, nd 15 Eho reun s Jom‘tl', p(;u Seu }ljiﬁi)o of the laity has been shaken, our friend gravely tells make suppozt)eri.;i1 umclc(}:)tliou e Bmf(l)‘lmte ataly T REESCOR

th&(al c;)lllgl-e{;utilo]xéi (l,::nh;ljéi?&legvﬁ(fol‘:(;;mi:l ’ he;'e £ us that there has been a xgurktlxll mc]reztlsgl n thlef n- Zﬁeklglsivjl-a.n ot tllfe Hoy Spirit( no£ ngé :fn&?:%: it

e e E i i ; Spiscopal Fund. t he had the welfarce pirit, N

o i m}ditionu{ mtem:ﬁ v lt;,]lns bflz:utt:f?i g?[ﬁ?eoélggfci}):g(i?é)m;lc he would rejoice at this.. but | preferences, bl‘lt ‘u‘p()u 'th"erlbglt,l()dl u,s‘ a \\v'}hole; ¥ ’el“:)"l’fé:::

piece of ecclesiastical furniture. ‘oun(d ]tf)piix ? first | we must not take to ourselves very much credit onjman who votes has any ng,fl} o ¢ U;fh,u. with the dety On, th

the following inscription :— Preseintop 1 eSta;]. account of this great increase, when we remember|mination that if the m.(fmlo n]s pre ercnce be on. th

Bishop of I\cwv Westminster by Arthur em}lyn fter [that in the time of the late Bishop there was a See | he will support, and 1 t.l(‘) ot im lll!lfl be elected on. th

ley, Dean of Westminster, being a portion of & ra v.»|House, the use of which he enjoyed while the present will oppose him. Rather should every man vote wig T

D Wehentfox Albep pR e datan e Hamry ¥ Biqhol; lives in his own house. the determination to give a loyal and hearty Suppay W
As for comparing the prosperity of the Diocese|to the man of the Synod's choice. And the ti

Yours truly,

s Bishop, with its prosperity under .
under the present Bishoy prosy y Fukrsy Hasomg

the late Bishop, I had no thought of making compari-
sons either favorable or unfavorable to the former. It

Anchors al

@ orrespondence.

Haysville, Ont., Jan. 15, 1881.

Threescor:

AU Letters will appear with the names of the writers in full |was on the whole lprospelml]ls under the late Ko clhe'
7/ t hold ourselves responsible for their|Bishop, it is on the whole prosperous now. . — The calm

Z:;fliol:t;. co men ? The Church Society, with Archdeacon Marsh as Sec- THE MARRIAGE QUESTION, \ Karth's

- retary, enjoyed the confidence of the laity then: the - Spriny
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THE HURON CONSTITUTION dence of the laity now. I must, however, take excep-|your paper as contained in the Globe, to the effeot fhy Autur

tion to the assertion that there has been a practical

the word *“wife,” in the 18th chapter of Levitiow

Dear Sir,—The object which I had in view when I
began this correspondence was simply to correct an
error. In that corrcction I met assertions which
might have given rise to erroneous notions of our con-
stitution, and of the composition and working of our
Standing Committee. Nor have I yielded a single
point advanced in my first letter. I have not receded
from the position that the Standing Committee is not
composed chiefly of dignitaries and rural deans. Nor
have I receded from my denial of the assertion that
the business of the Committee is all managed by a few
of its members there in London, or within easy reach
of it, nor admitted undue KEpiscopal influence,
I have continued writing for the sole pur-
pose of meeting uncalled for attacks made

decrease as the clergy now have only $700 a year. We
must remember that the minimum income now 1is
8700 a year and a house, or $800, nor must we forget
that the clergy are not merely led to expect this
amount, but actually receive it. Further, we should
remember that last year the Committee was able to
supplement this amount so as to bring the income up
to nearly $800 and a house. Nearly 15 years ago my
ministry began in this diocese, and for the first four
years my income never exceeded $550 a year without
a house, and that for two years more after paying house
rent it did not reach $700. Now I know that my ex-
perience was not very much worse than that of many
clergymen even of longer standing. In this connec-
tion 1t should also be remembered that a large part of

brother’'s widow,

does not mean “widow,” is the same as has been mag . ¢
use of in other papers published both here and ey f%nd then
where. The absurdity of such a statement as wouli i hrows o

make it appear that the prohibitions there mentionsj *
were directed against adultery, is apparent, whenwm % Threescor

consider how inconsistent it would be that the %  The bot
for that crime, if committed with a neighbour's How few «
should be death, whereas, if committed with g b Ar(:und
ther’s or uncle’s wife, would only be that they shouli Fathe
be ‘‘childless.” In keeping with this way of inter Brotlh
preting Scripture, we have had a variety of “views' Our r;
tloated in the newspapers of late, and many havea. , 1

ercised their ingenuity in tracing out argumentsi 1 with
favour of marriage with a deseased wife's sister a A“‘l “‘1 u
who seem to fancy they haw ,TO ead

upon the diocese of Huron and its administration.
If the constitution has been violated, I do not excuse
that violation, nor have I in the past attempted to
* excuse it. Mr. Smith has failed to see that when I
said, *if to men of 15 years standing why not to men
of one.” I simply shewed how his own argument was
as strong for tho action of the Synod as against it.
Not seeing this, he concludes that I am an advocate
for that system of levelling, which makes no recogni-
tion of long and faithful service. I think length of
service ought to be recognized, and that in every dio-
cese after a fair minumum stipend has been fixed, at-
tention ought to be given to this. Think not that my
“sympathies for my poorer brethren are petrified.” 1
do not know that I have any poorer brethren in this
diocese, so far as clerical income goes, and so if nothing
else should lead me to sympathize, “a fellow feeling
makes one wondrous kind.” I supported the scheme
brought forward by Archdeacon Marsh, theugh I can-
not suy that the Archdeacon made it very clear that
the scheme without modification could be carried out.
I am still in favor of such a scheme, or such a modifi-
cation of it as could be carried out. I favour such a
scheme rather than making the surplus commutation
a permaunent fund for the benefit of the older clergy,
because it has in it the promise of fairness
both to young and old which the other
scheme has not. If you make the Commutation Fund
a permanent fund for the benefit of the older clergy
and divide it, suy at the rate of $400 a year, to clergy
of 15 years standing, therc will surely be times when
there will be more men of that standing than the fund
will pay.  Then you have the manifest unfairness that
perhaps one out of six ordained and licensed the same
day, will be put on the Fund this year, while the re-
maining five must wait until death carves out a place
for them. How much better to have some such pro-
gressive scale us that brought forward by Archdeacon
Marsh; a scule that will put all who begin their min-
istry 1n the Diocese at the same time on an equal foot-
ing, whether their naanes begin with A or Z.

Mr. Smith characterizes my views of the sacred
nature of u trust as unsound and unjust. Now if to
hold that every trust should be strictly carried out,
be an unsound and unjust view, I will grant that m
view is both unsound and unjust.  But I think that
Mr. Smith will agree with me that it is the duty of the
Synod und the duty of the Standing Committee to
discharge the trusts committed to them. I cannot
believe even afterall that he and Mr. Tibbs have written
that he would seriously urge the Synod to violate the
trust laid upon it by the terms of the Macaulay Award
which plainly state that a certain sum should be set
apart from the Commutation Fund, and stand for-

the Commutation Fund from the very first was prac-
tically a part of the Mission Fund, several of the
commutants having charge of parishes which other-
wise would have depended on the Mission Fund, and
are depended upon it now. Further, it must be re-
membercd that the grants from the English Societies
are much smaller now than then. Bearing these facts
in mind, there is no foundation for the assertion that

discovered more correct interpretations in advanced,

W. S. Rainsford’s opinion, whose judgments are e
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there has been practically a decrease.
too will bear comparison with former years.
correspondents, I doubt not, are well aware that the
amount paid from the Commftation Fund and the
General Purposes’ Fund for the work done now by
Mr. Reed, was formerly considerably in excess of the
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not decreased. Here then is a decrease of expense|y..¢ “they twain shall be one flesh,” as a mysteriow Wake
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successful, and which, I know very well, is popular
with those very clergy who, according to Mr. Smith,
are poorer by the amount paid to the Missionary
agent. I also justify the Standing Committee and the
Synod in faithfully discharging the trust imposed upon
them by the award known as the Macaulay Award.

After my expressed willingness to allow Mr. Tibbs’
cxplanation of his mistake about the term ‘‘last
year,” 1t 1s quite unnecessary for him to try to shew
that the Report for the year ending March 31, 1879, is
the rcport of last year. ~ By his own shewing, he is
wrong, for in that report of 1879, which he quoted,
are included nine months of 1878, and I might ask how
does he call 1878 last year ?

What Mr. Tibbs says about the relations subsisting
between the state, the Bishop, the Synod, &¢., may
be very true, but it certainly is not very clear. What

Synod of Huron and the Standing Committee have

handed over trusts to the Bishop which they had no
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After all that Mr. Tibbs has said in disparagement
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fered with, and the significance of that declaration d
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mind of the Church concerning them, and her s Faithful i
tude towards those who act contrary to her laws, o Enter no
the same time urging upon them as citizens to pro
and petition against the Bill now to be raised again
Parliament, which requires every effort to pre
the passage of. A majority, as has been 1n o0
Parliaments, may be ready to innoculate the 00“" It is re
with a virus of immorality, and an Archbisl Yils office
Bishops, and Priests may be found to condone crimé aiile gty
proving themselves recreant to the laws of the Chure} —— gbein
and their God, of which they are the ostensible gua® e i 536
dians; and men have not been wanting in Synod , ful smile
make her subservient by an attempt to silence het so cold, g
voice in protest to a corrupt, popular will, which like a ,gi
State has already shewn too much willingness ing him ¢
pander to. But notwithstanding these efforts to sub- cret of |
vert the teaching of the Catholic Church both fro® doctor,”
within and without, our branch of it in Canada 884 wives 'an
whole will stand firm to her ancient record, and u kind war
her influence upon those around her, and in the usé® parting k
her powers on the revival of her dormant disciplidh me with 1

as it is so be hoped, will correct and place in the¥



