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Women's Work in the Church.

In view of the great importance of this subject,
and of the fact that it is likely to come before
several of our Diocesan Synods, we give at length
the following report of a recent discussion and
action taken in the Convocation of York upon this
Iatter :

“The Dean of Chester presented a report of
the Committee on the Church Ministry of Women,
Copies of the report had been. circulated amongst
the clergy present. The committee recommended :

1. That a deaconess should be set apart by the
Bishop, publicly and with imposition of hands. 2.
That no. candidate for the office should be pre-
sented to the Bishop without careful previous
training, or without previous examination as to
whether she considers herself to be truly called by

~ the Holy Ghost to that office, and as to whether it
be her purpose to dedicate her lifc to the service
of God therein, or until she be 3o years of age. 3.
That she should not undertake wqrk in a parish
unless called thereto by the incumbent, and that
her work in the parish should be entirely under
his direction. 4. That there should bea deaconess’
home (not necessarily in, but) in connection with
each diocese, which might afford facilities for
training, and 10 which the deaconesscs (it removed
from it by parochial engagements) might return in
case of leaving their work in a parish for good
cause. 5. That the home should be under the
direction of a deaconess appointed by the Blshof
of the diocese, and that the spiritual and devo-
tional life to be observed in it should be guided
by a chaplain, also of the Bishop’s appointment.
The internal rule and management of the home
should in every respect be subject to the Bishop,
6. The deaconess should retain complete contryl
aver her own property.

The report alvo contained the following ia re-
spect to Sisterhoods :

A Sisterhood is understood to be a community
of women living under the following three cbliga-
tions :—1. Single_life. 2. Community of gouds.
3. Obedience to a common rule. Sisterhoods are

an important branch of the: eidsting organi_z_a,tipps

| her life to the service of God therein”

That such a band -of Church workers must be a
strength to the Church is evident, if its members
can be held in a position of obedience to the con-
stituted authorities of the Church, The condition
of their being under ecclesiastical control is their
ecclesiastical recognition. Such recognition, under
the following regulations, your commiitee recom-
mend that these communities should receive : 1.
The official dedication of the Sister to her work
rests with the Bishop alone. 2. The ruling power
of the Bishop over the Sisterhood is to be intimate
and real. 3. Dispensation from the Sisterhood-
life is to rest with the Bishop alone.

The Dean of Chester then proposed :—

‘1, That the recommendations contained in the
report be adopted. 2. That the members of the
Upper House be humbly prayed to sanction the
principle drawn up in 1883 under the presidency
of the Bishop of Winchester.

Canon Ware seconded the resolution.

Canon Trevor proposed as an amendment that
the words, “ And with imposition of hands,” be
struck out of the first recommendation, and the
words, “ As to whether she considers herself
to be truly called by the Holy Ghost to that office,
and as to whether it be her purpose to dedicate
He also
included in his amendment the omission of the
words “ single life” as one of the three obligations
attached to sisterhcods, He argued that there
was no comparison between the deaconesses of
the fourth century and those that there was a desire
to establish in the 1gth century—the circum-
stances were not the same, and the duties to be
done were not the same.

Canen Clarke seconded the amendment.

Canon Body said it was hardly possible to
imagine a question which at the present time was
of so great importance. It was a circumstance full
of promise for the future of the Church that a
Committe of such varied opinions and prejudices
shouid have met, 1.0t to discuss or fight over the
details of the subject, but to consider its funda-
mental principles, in all the calmness of Christian
men. He re-echoed the statement of the' Dean of
Chester that it was a fundamental principle in the
primitive Church that persons could only be sepa-
rated to the order of virgins by the Bishop, and
that they afterwards lived under his control.
Therefore, without for one moment preteuding to
criticise their present position, it seemed to him
that Sisterhoods in the Church of England could
not be regarded as belonging to the order of ec-
clesiastical or canonical virgins until they had
reccived the sanction of the episcopate. (Cheer).
The question was not whether Sisterhoods should
be called into being, for they already existed, but
how to bring them into such a state of ecclesiast-
ical reorganization and dependency as might save
them from such lamentable developments as might
grow up, if they were left outside the order of the
Church. As regarded deacpnesses, his conception
of her briefly was one that superintended Church-
workers, rather than one that engaged in Churcl
work herself: and with that view he held that no
one should be separated for the uffice of deaconess
without indergoing a long probation. As regarded
the question of celibacy, the resolutions did not
say vne word about it, and he for one should have
no objection to leave out the subsequent words to
which Canon Trevor objected. With a view to

meet cases where a false step had been taken, the

comm:ttee was a.nxlous to recogmze the exlstence
of a dispensating power, not from any, moral oblig-
ation or anything that' hiad passed between a ‘soul
and its God, but from ecclesiastical obhgatlons
As to the Sisterhoods, he again m51sted that it was
essentxal to the well ‘being of 'the Church and
certainly-hecessary to the well- bemg o{ mdmduals,
that they should be under ecclesiastical recogmtxon
and control I

(Cheers.)
The Archdeacon of Macclesﬁeld drew attentlon

to the fact that both deaconesses and sxsterhooda
at present exist in.the Church, and no resolution

they might pass would cause either of those insti-
tutes to cease to be. They would:goon on their own
lines to some extent, and it was for the- Church of
England to say whether she would devise measures

to bring them within the Church or leave them to

themselves. If the Bishops did not see fit to
recogmze sisterhoods they- could not expect to
exercise control over them,

The Archdeacon of Auckland was in favour of
the omission of vows ; Canon Tristram abjected to
the women being called upon {0 take vows as to
perpetual chastity : and the Dean of Durham
asked the House to reject the propositions of
Canon Trevor, and to pass the resolution of the
Dean of Chester, which left them more at liberty
to carry on their work. ‘

Archdeacon Blunt was opposed to celibacy, and
expressed his opinion that the words of the rec-
comendation left the matter-open. '

A suggestion was made that the word “ called,”
in No. 2 recommendation, should be altered to
“ moved,” and that was agreed 'to, and the Prc-
locutor ruled that that portion of Cauon Trevor's
amendment referring to “ single life ¥ could not be
taken asthe words were not part of the committee's
recommendations. ‘

On the vote being taken, the amendment was
lost, and the original resolution was carried by a
large majority.

Scholarship.

There is a convenient canon which.is at the
service of the rationalism of the present day.
Whenever a fact or doctriae of Scripture is to be
set aside, it is adserted that “all scholars are
agreed in rejecting the passage in question.” ‘Ihis
is obtained by the easy process of assuming that
1o man is a scholar who defends the genuineness
of the thing attacked. No matter how reckless
the theory of the antagonist of revelation, no
matter how uatenable the position of the rationalist,
they are sure to pass for profound scholarship. It
is only orthodoxy which is unlearned and uu-
critical. It is high time that this arrogancy was
put in its right place. It is possible, in spite of
these feeble distiples of German unbelievers, that
a received opinion may be a true opinion.

But there is another point which is kept out
of sight—=2 point which modifies very greatly the
value even of the highest learning.  ‘L'he worth of
a man's criticism depends somewhat upon the bias
of bis mind. Those who quote German ‘¢ scholar-
ship” at second hand, are often ready enough to
accuse their conservative opponents of being
committed to a foregone conclusion. Being held
to an absolute and literal truth of Scripture, they
force’ themselves, we are told, to Teconcile the
most glaring contradictions, and to overlook the
plainest pry ofs of mistake and inaccuracy.. © Free
inquiry,” it is said, breaks this bondage. Now the
tuth is the reverse of this. Whatever it may



