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The Halifax EdJitor eon Le feund Letween tie
Lioira of 9 oo n. nnel £ g, me, anid 2 aand 0 .o,
at Lils oftive, No. b2 Granville Streot, [up-atain),
diveetly aver the Cliurch of Eogland Inatitiste,
and next door 1o th office of the Clerival See-
ey,

INSTRUCTION OUT OF THE
PULITT
Tie Lishop of Fredericton, spenling
at the Conseeration of the new Chiurch
al Gugetown, N. 1%, alluded to the ignor-
aneo of Seriplure, even of its simplest

Lont amony the _\;Ullllgl‘l' members of the
Churel.  This is also the oxperienco of
all who have fo denl with the religious
tenining o the young. 1t is ospecially
uoticeable in couniry districts where Ser-
viees are few, and Sunday Schools are
irreguimly kopt, and tanght by Teachers,
who, it wmany cases, can hardly Lo ex
celled for ignorauce of he Bible. At
the Lt Grammar Sehool wa uftemled in
Englaml, we nob only sbudied Seriplure
HWistory, hiut went over and over ngain
Whateloy's introduclory Lescons on YThe
Fvidenees of Cheistianity,”* o ittls ook
whizltonghitto he in the hands of all ony
young jpoeople.  How sellom do we
reo sueh o book, or even & Kevipture
istory in the houses of our prople. We
aro very fond of-talking of (his lack of
hawe teaching.  How few parerts are
eapable of teaching their chililren any-
thitg but the questions amd answers on
their papers.  And how little wro we
duing to fit the Tutnre parents for teach-
ing! The facl is, this matter of religious
instruction is one of lifo and death to
(h state, a8 woll ns 1o the Christian peo
ploin it Given a couple of gencrations
without religious teaching, and the result
is communism, anarehy, and soeinl and
publiccliaos. The atate absolutely refusos
to teach the simplest elements of reli
gion, and thus practically ignerea Him
who is Ruler of the world, and from
whom the powers that he derive thoi
wathorily, To Christinn people is cam
mitted the task of icligious instruction.
And the result in n scattered and now
country with few books, nnd fowor quali-
fied tonchiors is this ignorauce of the
Bibloe complained of. We sy nothing
of ignorance of Church Mistory. That
is n ferra incognila. to almost ull, young
or oll. Now, tho ordinary sormon from
a toxt has its placo and usefulness, but
it will mever romedy this ignorance,
Most of tho time, the clergy preach to
peoplo as if thoy krow a great deal of
Scripture. They preach. thealogieal dis-
courses, conlaining - expressions - and
* phrases- which. are s0 muoh  Hebrew to
most of thélr hearers. 'The peopls want
oxposition of the Biblo, and some idea of
the connection betwoen . the books,-and
ible teaching on subjects. treated as a
whole. * ‘The writer of this has for some
timé puat ot his-Friday.evesing Sorvico,
tokon”up . differeat “bovky, pnd giveh 'a
fainiliar 6Xplinatioh of them, ohayter by
ohapter, , Hé'has found: the benofit of

it himself, sud the_peoplo Liave-been e

terosted ind lnnlrﬁdcll “':o :;wlnt ﬁoré

expository, and less preaching,  Another
great want, is more instruction on¢ of the
pulpit. -Btfciént use in not made of
weok ovening clusses nt different. points,
precaded by a very hisief Servieo, where

“1solid inatruction shauld be given on Bib-

lical snd Flistotical ‘topics, - The crying
need in the Chugeh ia moro teaching.
Thoreforé..wo sncouyuge. the formation
of Guilil, Lible Classca and mectings o’
all kinds where | inatruction is given.
{{ere comes in anather uso that coild b
mads of permanent deacons  These men
conld be most usefully employed in hold
ing bLible Clisses during the week.
What wonld not Rectors give if Lhey
had in their Parishes laymen competon
to give instruction of this kind to the
younyg ment It is thiv conceniration of
tenching power which makes na look
with adwiration un 4 large and well:
undered Bnglish Parish, with its stall of
Curates, ita Dible Women, Seripture
Readers, District Visiturzs nnd Societies
of all kinda. They me abls to reach andd
insiruet largs numbers of people by theit

*|well organized equipments.  While we

sigh at our weakuessaml want of means
wo may well ask oursolves if wo are nnk
ing ng mmch use of the power that lics in
instroction o8 wo might, whether we are
not depewding too mucl on serviees and
Sunday schouls, and ueglesting means of

P R . - Hnmitiar instyuction which our peoply,
historieal facts, which Le founil so preva- | !

young amd old, so sorely need.  Clergy
and peopls need fo come in conlact, su
that an interesl may by excited in the
subject: of instruction, and that spirit of
iniry provekml which will result in
knowledgy aud reasons for cur bolief and
practico,
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PARISIL WORK AGAIN," .-

Tre mistakon notion regarding con-
gregations ix, that-thoy aro to he worked
up by the winister; whereas, the true
ilea is that thuy are hodies <t peoplo or-
gauized to worle, nnd the minister is fo
work ameng them, ns their guido and tead-
er. Phe oflicial fubetions of the Parish
P'riesl ganmol be delegated fo the laity,
he alune is authorized and commissioned
‘o perforn corlain spiritual aels, but
there ix o Yarga amount of work which he
cannot o alone. One resson why ro
muny Tavishes aro ab nstand still, is be-
cuise tho people think their daty is
done when they attond the Services more
or less reegalarly, and contnbute a pal-
try sum to tho stipend of their cleigy-
man wnd the Parish oxpeuses, Thiy
allow one man, single-handed, to try
and grapple with the manifold works
required in the Pariah-  There is o
spiritual side to the paslor's work which
belongs to him along, but there is a tew
poral side closoly connected with this
which the people ought to share with
him. We lay it downas ¢ vale, that
Fevery adult in the Darish, unless hinder-
ed by exfraordlinnyy eauses, rhould have
some specific work to o in cennvetion
with the Church. Tt may be very hum-
Ule or very trifling. Goo thiaks nonpe
the less of it, if done to his honour. We
sometimes wonder if Purishes realize
what might bo accomplished “if tha peo-
plo had a mind to work,” not the fow
fuithful ones to e found in every com
munily, but we moan the parishioners as
a body. - -What. a gain it would be if
overy I'arish had a Guild Society, with
its manifold agencies for work ! Inside
and outaide of the parish, Goo is calling
for laborers  The fields of duty are
while, and' they stand ‘waibing for tha
Iaborors: - Look among you, ye who read
this, and see what might be-dono in your
own paish, - -R'eso'i";é to be & power in
somo work, and :alir “ap othens to help
you. *Thie winter-season is now:upan ns
when,” in"the .‘country} eapecinily. there
is bt Woohre 88" SRaAY

‘nothing that you cire

to-Gon? Gob has

Ly;7thete

spsmt wifinly f Srousehizat v, isethere

given you strength, enefgy, ambition and
hops, We ask you to give them to the
best of all causes, nnder the most glorious
of all leaders; Jesus Christ, - -~
‘BéGov's servants ; e Christk soldiers.
““Tlink that dhf 1ot whowe low descendifig vun
Views from thy Hand: no noblescting done,”

ngznu.-ﬁ-_miitai'cca oceurred "in . our
feadsr. of lasb week. .The kindness.of
it frionds--will -doubtiess overlook the
hlunders ; -and their presonce will make
sur proof-readér more watchful in the
future, ) )
—— e i >

AX EXAMPLE WORTIHY OF

IMITATION.

They have a way of doing things in
the United States which could well be
cepied with greal advantage to the Mis-
sionary cause of the Church wilh us in
Canada,  The Womnn's Auxiliary to the
Joard of Missions, held {(heir annual
meeting in New Yok, on Oct. 12th, at
which the wives of several of the Mis-
~isnary liirhops nmde known the wants
of their respeetive fickls, The N. Y.
Cleretonan shall {ell tho resully

“These varivus remarks werae listened
to with deep interest, aud, ss each of the
lirst four ladies ceased’ spenking, gifts
and pledges wers premptly made, which
in a very short timo onsured the support
of tie woman helper in Salt Lake, a
seholarship nt Leno for the coming year,
al the crection of saventeen dormitories
—af{terwards increased to twenty—in
Wolte Hull, while over €200 were con-
tribnted for -Mrs, Bufori’s: work, the
whule amount rdsad, in-money and pro-
niises, being more than 21,300, This
quick and gencrous responss. was most
satisfactory ta bath those who asked and
thoso who ‘gatoe fssistanee, and added
sreatly Lo the interest of the meeting.”

PETITION AGAINST A CHANGE
IN THFE MARRIAGE LAWS:.

W diveet the altention of the Clergy
to tke ['utition printed below, copies of
whizh will ut onee bu sont them, asking
the Duminion arliameat not to change
thu existing Laws reluting to Marriage,
As the Swssion of the louze bagins so
eatly, the Clergy must Lestir thomselves
ab once, so0 as to be in a position te send
up to Qttawa a well filled Petition im-
mediately aftor the Clivistmas vacation.

To tor 1loNonanLk ThR
Dowixwy or UaNapa

The Petition of the nndersigned Members
of the Church of Euglaud, in the
Pavish (or Mission) of in the
Dioeese of Nova Scotia,

TTumbly Sheweth, .

That your Petitioners have reason 1o
beliove, that a Bill is to be introduced in
ta your Honcrable House toabolish one,
ur wmove, of the restrictious upon marri-
age, coutained in the Table of Prohibit.
vl Degrees recognized by the Law of
Englind.  Aund, ivasmueh as they be-
lievu these restrictions to be enfurced by
the Holy Seriptures, they earnestly de-
precate the passage of any Bill ‘whiel,
would legmlize marriages prohibited by
the Word of God. .

Your Detitivnees submit that, as Christ
ians. they are well assured that marrisge,
according to their Master’s.teaching, is
4 divine institution, (not merely a civil
contract,) and that “so many as are
coupled together otherwise than. God's
Word dath allow, are not joined toget
her by God, neither is their matrimony
Iawful ;" and they fear that- the proposed
legislation may involve the Dominion in
the guilt of direct antagonism to the ro.
vaaled will of tho Almighty Ruler of the
Universo. .

More particularly, your Petitioners ap-
prehend that any alteraiion in the rela
tive - position” of Brothersin‘law, and
Sistors-in-Law, ~musk igjariddsly “afect
thie comfortand Happincss” of “’m"ﬁny
housghalda, and must glso derrive mother

the loving ‘eare- of * any

OF THI

less ¢hildren of:
unmarried Aunt, at the lime when, im-
mediately after tho Mother's death, such
onre would e most beneficialy ahA nnder
the-present law is- freqiently bnijoyed.
Your Petitiotiers thoiefors $1ay); pour
Hondrible" House,’ 6" refise. tp -aloliah

reatrictions, of whick thedivige auther

o] g&h‘gﬁ (ToiCh ors, Aokngwled:

urch, for. many ages

from the beginning of the Chtistian dis-

| latest issue, takes a- littla article of oura

TR i Tmanat e e Wil s Rt o
pensation, and o uphold the .pringiple,
that not even the highest civil “autRority’
may digpense with them. . <
‘gAnil.r'oiix; Petitionata will ever. priy;
«C. =

. Tae “Doviinion: - Churchman, in its

on “Extremes wmeet,” swhich had found
ite way- into the Ohio Standard of the
Cross, amd credits it to that paper, We
often see pieces from Clurch Work in
it without credit. Fven this is better
than taking an article referring to ap
incident in Now Drunswick, and credit-
ing it to an’ Qhio paper. "

ON THE PROPOSED CHANGES IN
THE MARRIAGE LAW-OF THE
DOMINION, LEGALIZING MAR-
RIAGE WITH A DECEASED
HUSBAND'S DROTHER;: AND

WITH A DECEASED WIFES
SISTER, o

Sunvnary of ‘@ Serimon: delivered in St
Peter's Churchy Charlottetowen, P.E.1.,
Ly TRev. G. W. Hovesox, on Sunday,
November Y4th, - - - o

““This ia n great myrtery, bt T speak concern-
ing Clirist and the Church."—Ephesinnyg v, 32,

TnEsSE words the inspiredl Apostle uses
whenspeaking of the relative duties of
hushandsand wives. Tn the verses pre-
ceding the'text he had: been enforéiug
these duties. llusbandaaie to love their
wives.fiig Christ luved the Cliureh ; ‘wives
ta submit themselves to theit husbandy
as the Chinveh to Christ. The sacrament”
al view of the marriage union comes
from thinking of i{tasan carthly represen-
tation of a heavenly union, and from ree-
oguizing that speeial divine grace will be
given to those married persons whe seek
it. which will enable them to fulfil-their
high duties, and to set forth the Divine
ideal. It is Christianity alone that has
raised that which was a nere natnral
upion into a far higher sphere, there-
by giving rise lo the Christinn home life
with all ils sanctitics, and elevating
woman tu a posilior. higher than she had
had before.

teferring marriage to the union be-
tween Christ and the Church, as its exam
ple and ideal, guards two truths ; i ¢,
the indissolubility of the marriage vow,
and the completoness and perfection of
the unjon hetween an and wife.  When
une of these traths is tampered with, tho
other sutters, )

Anattempt, which very nearly suc.
ceeiled, was made lnst winter to ehange
the marriage kaws of the Dominion, so
43 16 pramit mavriage between a decensed
hushand’s brother and a deceased wile's
sister. The attempt will prolably Le
made again, =0 it ia well tho matter
should be brought before ysu.

Somo speakers in Parliament stated
that the English House of Commons had
passud such a bili ag this, and that wany
prominent Foglish statesen and divines
hnd spoken in favor -of it. * “I'his- stakes-
ment was quite inaccurates --Such a bill
nevey passell, I doubl4f it wos ever iu-
troloced into-4be English Parliament.
[t would be ditficult; it not impossible,
to find a single person.of ncute. who has,
advocated:it. S T

It may be granted that the “ad+¢obates
vof a changein’ Canatda sro mote consist
ent than these in England ; but that
oes not nlter the fact that ne omé in
Englani{ has proposed to allow marriage
with a deeeased brother's wifs. .

If weé thought ‘of this subject merely
as momboers of the Church of . England,
the proposed. change need - not- givo- ue
Lhe slightost- anxiety. - The law of dui
Church is clear and explicit, aml Parlia-
ment cannot ‘change it. - Any priest of
the Church of Fugland solommiz
iug such a marriage’ is linble to. desniidd:
tion; any membor of that Church contract-.
ing the:.alliancey.-to.-exeommitnieation:
No priest who-performad the . ceteriiony
in such a case can ¢outinue o the min=
istry. :No pefsbns “who 60" marry  can
continue in' the Chuseh.™™ ~~ = " "

‘Rut as titizens,of the ggu&try;sge have
a doep iitotest in the question, - If-the
change is wrung, it must da . A
aation cannot, any more than -au, indiv-
idual, estape:ths .conssguences-of -4
wrong act, onof a mistaken act, however
honest the misgzke mey be., .. -

*In cohsidering the qubtion T will fake
tne Jowest '_unds'_%ossé' p—-will ,ee}
thi adyocatoyOftht|chanid oo tHeit o
grounds;: £ o W ,55‘.‘-.4‘;

- {Lo e cotidider. the {pringiple of:
ihe exieting prohibitions—firat without

A B.oflier one, u

T e WL e e
there be ony prohibitj

- Shall
all? "
t Everyptieiwill sy. Yes. . :

Probibitigns maat be undaz bwo heads

—of Consanguinity or Blood relations_
of affinily or Marringe relations. -

What blood relations should be pro-

hibited 7 o

These also are under two heads—direes
and collateral. ’

Let us see what are-
each head andd why.:

- Marrioges are prohibited in the djrect
lmt_!,t'n' crery dcyrcez, e parenta ap.
their children, grandehildren, &,
prohibited, C .
- There is no need to: seek A reason 1,
such prohibi- ions—the very thonght of
such unions is Lorrible—Wa can speak
of them “(and anyone will agtee) us fogh;]
den naturally. ]

.. Nuw as to collateral blood relations
- The principle adopted in our tal,.
prohibited degrees is that these elationy
may.nob marvy isithin the forrtl, digye
In this:way of rcckoning the S an
taken to and from the common DLy
and both parties are included. ,
will be plainer by illustrstion,
V"l_‘nka‘hrol.her and sister. This is eailed
the - third- degtde, counting thys .-
P to parent two, dowy 1)

——

ons  at

\prohi.bited aader

s MIU

dut s

siyler. threa.

4 The reason of this prohibition iy not

quite the -same s that of the fornicr
“There may Lave been-a timo whoen such
unlons were heeessary. Iui it je quite
cvident that the clossand intimage family
life of brothersand “sister mukes it of tle
utmost importaneé morally that wyels
‘unions be not thought of. And when an
opinion is passed”’ o from  generntiog 14
generation, being thius  hereditary, ji
comes iustinelive. “These unions oo
forbidden as soon as pussilbla on 1ol
gronnds,~aversion to them has nuw he-
come an instinet of all eivilized 1acis,
Now take the next slep, viz: uyele
and nicce. In counting ns  helote e
begin with brother one degrea up o
pareut two, down to sistes thice, Juny 1y
sixfer's dawghter four—within the fouii,
degree, therefore, prohibited,

The reason of this isa simitar one ty {4
in the case of brother and sister, thoueh
ot so strong.  There may e munv vir-
cumstanees under wiiich a futhor's logther
will take almost a futher's plice. I e
very great majority of cases the Jifr-
ence of azeis sueh a0 {o assimilate (h.
relationship in some degree 1o the it
ernal. Therg isa very general agreci s
(we shall seo by and-by not a compivin
agreewent) that for moral reasons fhess
unions also should be prohibited.

Connting in the same way as hefor,
it will be seen that cousins are in th.
degice. They are  wot  prohibitel.
Mauy think they should be: and ther
are not without strong reasous i Sy
of their opinion. It is, however, plin
that, if prohibited, it woald be on « ;-
erent principle from the uther collatersd
relations.  Cousins do mot live intimats-
[y in one family as do brother~ and is-
tors. . There is not the same nearmess (o
the father asin the case of 1he el
nor ordinarily the same ditlerence of age.
They would nob-be prohibited on nine !
groands.  If forbidden. it would bLe fur
physiological reasons.: “It is probalile (1o
say.the lenst) that on these ground. it
would be better to prohibit fiiem. Tt
I am now only showing-that the t:h'c
is consistent with itself in" not . prohilit-
ing them. However desivable that it
should. do so it ‘has.not gone into these
reasons. - It may be impeifect—ik is not
incunsistent. . i
..So much for blood relation.
to the question
lation: - - -

It comes bofore ns in this form. With
reference to this question, arc a man's
~wife's relations to be considered his own !

Now, surely thers can be but Lwo answers
‘0 this question—yes. orno.  Qur pres-
ant1aws say. yes, and act consiatently on
that principle. If thete aré niy who think
the answer should-be “no'their position
would ‘bo -intalligible and.. thejr course
clear. ~ They mjust say,'a man, therefore

d 1 Now, 2=
of affinity or marriage ve-

* [¢An-marry his deceagad wife’s sister,-mo-

ther or daugliter dnd & woman, mey marry
tior deceased hushand’s father, son or
brother.. If a-man’s wife's sister is no re-
lation to. him, neithgr, is - his- wife's
doughter:(by 'a former’ marriage) nor his
wife’s mother, Do:let./those - who pro-
.poae tha change -adopt  sotis. - principle.
The present table is logios] and. -consist- :
ent. One™ which® “whe 'ﬁy " digregarded
sffinity would also bs 0. But this “pro-
pesad one ianeither ome .thing nor, the
[otheninla Vg 67 ol g Resr s
Suppose these changes made, what mor-

auy reference te the Bible at all,

tal could give any reason for the prohib-



