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ring pension of at least £100 a year—an
object which many of us know full well to be
a very desirable one, both as a measure of
relief to aged workers, and also to long-suffer-
ing parishioners. There used to be—and for
aught we know still may be—a very useful
organization in Canterbury and the adjoining
Dioceses, which was successfully started and
worked by Rev. Christopher Hodgson, of
Margate, by which clergy could, at a remark-
ably reasonable rate, make provision for
themselves, their widows, the education of
their children, &ec.; and the details of this
scheme might repay examination.

The recent meeting of the Canterbury
Convocation gave rise to many discussions of
interest. In the Upper House the Bishops
gave very decided expressions of opinion on
the subject of Confession, and agreed, on the
motion of the Bishop of London, to ask the
concurrence of the Lower House in a declar-
ation on the subject adopted by their Lord-
ships in 1878, a document which lays down
the view taken by the Church upon confes-
sion, and the pith of which may be fouud in
the econcluding sentence : ‘“ This special pro-
vision, (in the visitation of the sick), does not
authorize the ministers of the Church to re-
quire from any who may resorf to them to
open their grief, a particular or detailed
enumeration of all their sins, or to require
private confession previous to receiving the
Holy Communion, and to enjoin or even en-
courage the praetice of habitual confession,
or the being subject to what has been termed
the direction of a priest, is a condition of
attaining to the highest spiritual life.”
After some discussion the Lower House con-
curred in this Declaration.

The Bishop-of Lichfield presented a mem-
orial, in which the subscribers, chiefly men
of the moderate party, the Centre of the
Church, declare their belief in the right and
duty of the Bishops fo decide questions of
‘ritual and of the clergy to obey the Godly
monitions of the Bishops. A memorial was
also presented from Mr. Ridsdale, praying to
know whether the Bishops do possesss the
-power of granting dispensations from the
written law of the Church, and that Convo-

cation would set forth- a law of ritual and

would institute, or at least indicate, the
Courts by which it would have the clergy
tried for ecclesiastical offences. In the Lower
House an important debate took place on a
draft of a new ritual rubric proposed by
Archdeacon TLord Alwyne Compton which
was finally adopted by 41 to 5, in the follow-
ing form : ““ In saying any public prayers, or
ministering the Sacraments and other rites of
the Church, the minister shall wear a surplice
with a stole or scarf and the hood of his de-
gree : and in preaching he shall wear a sur-
plice with a stole or scarf, and the hood of
his degree, or if he think fit, a gown with
hood and scarf. Nevertheless, he that minis-
tereth in the Holy Communion may use, with
the surplice and stole, a cope : provided al-
- ways that such cope shall not be introduced
into any church, other than a cathedral or
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collegiate chureh without the consent of the
Bishop.”

Dean Stanley 1s, of course, provoked with
the narrow exclusiveness of these of his
brethren who wish that the Church service
only should be heard in Churchyards, and is
arateful to the House of Lords for taking a
broader and more liberal view of the ques-
tion. But is the Dean prepared to carry out
to the full that *“ perfect equality before the
law > which dissenters are so fond of demand-
ing? The Nonconformist boldly, but logi-
cally, repudiates Lord Harrowby’s compro-
mise, and claims for *“ the Jew, the Positivist,
and the Secularist” absolute and entire free-
dom in the use of such services as they may
desire: and they are justified in doing so.
If the corpse of an Englisnman has a pre-
scriptive right, qua Englishman, to burial
with service in his parish Churchyard, his
friends may fairly object to be tied down to
the use of a distinctively Christian service.
And, further, if every Englishman has rights
in the Churchyard, why not also in the
Church? Those who have separated them-
gelves from the National Church have hither-
to acquiesced in the necessity of supplying
themselves with places of worship; and if
they went to the Parish Church they knew
they must listen to the Liturgy of the
Church. But 1t i8 reckoned a mon-
strous thing that they should also pro-
vide burial places for themselves, or that if
they use the churchyard they should have to
listen to the Church’s service. They con-
tribute to the support of neither, but they
claim rights in one, and probably will soon
i both. If the Lords’ amendments to the
Burials Bill had become law every respectable
nonconformist would have been buried by his

own minister, and over the riffraff of all de-

nominations the parson would have been
compelled by law—for all relief was refused
to him—+to use the beautiful but inappropriate
service of the Church. This is called “re-
ligious equality.”

Another instance of the pleasures of ‘re-
ligious equality,” as applied to an Established
Church, is just given. Hertford College, Ox-
ford, is a recent development of the Magdalen
Hall of our youth. It is not denied that the
endowments of the old or new college
existing .at the time of the passing of the
Tests Act in 1871 are subject to
that measure;; but it was held by high
authority to be capable for private benefac-
tors to endow the new college with benefac-
tions specially reserved for members of the
Church. Accordingly, Mr. Thomas Baring
spent some £50,000 in this manper. A
judgment has, however, just been given
which at once dissipates this miscon-
ception. A Nonconformist wished to be-
come a candidate for a Fellowship, designed
expressly by the donor for Churchmen only,
and was naturally refused. The Court of
Queen’s Bench upholds  his claims, and
quashes the election of the Churchmen.
Charitably disposed people may well pause

before they give any endowments to a Church
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which, being by law established, seems to be
the only society that is by law incapacitated
from holding property for its own benefit or
from managing its own affairs.

NINTH SUNDAY
TRINITY.

THE AFTER

HE discipline of the Christian course,
the advantages enjoyed, and the tempta-
tions endured, are vividly brought before ug
in the Epistle, together with the principle
that the instances of failure given by the
ancient [sraelites were recorded for the ad-
monition of those who have come after, so that
we come not short of success in our high
calling as they did, but reach the goal and
gecure the reward.

The Israelites were typical
people of God, in that all that shall be done
in the Christian Church to the end of time
has been already done in type and figure by
them ‘““of whom as concerning the flesh,
Christ came.” St. Paul particularly notices
that the Church of Israel were all ‘ under
the cloud:” that is, under the care and
providence of God, securing His presence
with them day and night, and compassing
their camp, as a wall doth a city. The feast
of tabernacles, the feast that is, of coverings,
was instituted to admonish them of the Di-
vine protection exhibited to them by the
clond. At one time it was contracted into
the dimensions of a pillar; at another time
it was spread out as a cloud. It covered the
mount, it covered the_seat of the congregation,
and it covered the tabernacle. ' Tt was used as
a pillar to guide them in their”journeys.
When spread out as a covering it was & ¢cloud
gshadowing the camp, and preserved them
from the heat of the sun. - 'As a ‘cloud it’ also
defended them from their enemies ; and 8o it
gtood between the whole host of Israel’ and
the Egyptians, and was a ‘¢loud ‘of ‘darkness
to the latter, su that théy camé " hot hear ‘the
Israelites ; it must thereforé have beén’ large
enough to darken their ‘whole camp. ' The
Baptism in the séa answered to'thatof water,
and the Baptism in the cloud to‘the Béptism
by the Holy Ghost. The spiriti{al meat and
the spiritual drink are types of the Body and
Blood of Christ upon - whieh'/the Christian
lives, and the ' spiritual Roek''that ‘foltowed
them, says St.Paul, was Christ. But'not-
withstanding all these “privileges ‘they /Were
disobedient, and their'sad example s "per-
petual admonition to the' Church  that"“we
tempt not Christ 'as 'some “of them' also
tempted ;' that we 'murniur ‘not,’aé“'d‘omd".of
them also murmured ;" that Wwé be ‘nbs ‘inla-
ters as some ‘of ‘them! ' wete's andthit' we
listen not to-the-inclinations of “the flesh a8
some of them did. \*‘'Whétéfore,” 8ays the
Apostle, ¢“let him that thi,nketh'hqwgh’
take heed lest he fall.” . ¢ b

The real lesson fo be taught by the parable
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ence to our soul’s future existence andn:
usy,

garding it as a treasure given us I nble
while we ourselves are stewards, amena: !
to our Divine Lord, so spend this mammd

of unrighteousness in the cause_ of God, the

=

of the unjust é\tewagd is that we shoyld, use ‘.
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