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':, Now 40 fail to recognise the absolute neces-
sity of Church'membership is to full into Ration-
" alism. For unless we acknowledoe that human
nature in inself is all sin, and therefore that it
could only be restored by the union with the
perfect natare of the Son of God, which is;
effected throngh the Church, we must neces-;
sarily hold that man in his fullen state can yet!
" apprehend-Ged a+d attain to the keowledge of
His truth. In other words, we sre forced to
admit that there is inherent in our nature a
germinant principle of perfestion which at any
time might be developed by man's unassisted
eftort. Thus the Sacred Humsnity of our Lord
is overlooked, the eoffect of the Incarnation
nullified, and Original S.n practically denied.
Bat the Church of God deals with ns as mem
bers of a fallen race, which we are counscious to
curselves ot being, and thus it takes us and
unites us one by one to the great Hoad of our
renewed nature, and puts us, even while on
earth, to sit in the Heavenly places, partakera
of the mnever-ceasing intercession of the one
Mediator; -borne up and strengtnened by actual
contact with His perfect Manhood, fed and
sustained by that Body which was given for the
life of the world ; and through our nnion with
the Hamanity of our Lord and Ssviour Jesus
Christ, weare actual partakers of the Divine
Nature.—Irish Ecclesiastical Gazette.

OUR MARRIAGE SERVICE,

It is something of an snomaly that there
should be & tendency in current thought to
regard scoisal institutions, however venerable, as
upon their trial. It is strange that there
shonld be & olass which effects to regard
ueages and customs which form an integral
part. not only of the life of naticns, but also of
civilization itself, as only makeshifls to be
tolerated until some more perfect condition of
social life shall be excogitated.” Institaution
which have stood the test of centuries are
haled by any self-constituted accuser to the bar
of so-called ‘advanced thought,’ where their
antiquity, if it do not at once procure their
cuzdemnation, is at least remembered against
them. There is no need to be eithera pessimist
or an alarmist, but one would be blind indeed
who did not see in the latest manifestation of
this spirit at once a menace and a warning.
That it should have occured to any one to con-
sider seriously, as likely to farnish conclusions
of more then personal application, whether any
substitute can be found for monogamy, indicates
8 lamentable departure from a healthfal stan-
dard—we will not ssy,of morality—but of right
thinking and well-being, for moral no less than
pbysical health is to a large extent not self-
oopsoious. Evil times must iudeed be at hand
if the very basis of the body politic is thus to
be attacked, and if the sanction of centuries of
Christianity are to be deliberately weighed
against & chimera and & theory which has failed
where, and whenever tested.

_It will, then, be but & minor wonder that the
Marriage Service of the Church of England
should be m#ide the object from time 40 time of
eriticism and of avewed dislike. It is not in-
tended hera to offer any apology for this office
of our Church, stiil less to defend that state of
life the-epntrance (0 which this service conse-
crates and hallows. Nothing more will be
attempted than to endesvony to make clear the
- Cpburch’s view of the married state a8 set forth
in her formnlaries, and Lo present what we.con-
eeive to be the central or germ ides of the

118 an .extremely significant circametances
that in the very first sentence of the .opening
exhortation, the mystical .mesning of human
marrisge i brought ont. We are none too
ready 30 aee in earthly things gud earthly
seipuonships types. of the haswmenly. The
whole tendency of maodern jhoughtds:4o essert

the reality of the world of sensé. ' Bat here we
.are placed upon a widely different plane. If

|from the few words of this exhortation we

wight presnme to generalise, it might be said
that this appears to be the argument from
design oarried into a more spiritual region
than that in which it is ordinarily employed.
[f we find it difficnlt to conceive of .the visib'e
universe without & mind which has formed and
fashioned the various pirts with direot refer-
once to their uses, then it is still more diffionlt
to comprehend the facts of man’s emotional and
spiritaal life, unless we admit that they have
reference to some eternal reality external to
-humanity. The facts of our higher nature—
truth, love, justice—ure relative only, relative
that is to some mightier and grander reality of
vhich there are but the earthly adumbrations.
Hero is & case in poiot' The wedloock of man
1.d woman is-only the shadow of that perfeot
bond of union which subsists batween Christ
and His Church; it is the stepping-stone by
xbich wo may rise to that eternal verity, the
fall apprehonsion of which at present escapes
us. An unhappy marriage, therefors, implies
more than the saddening of two lives, it is the
depravation of a spirituel image, the darkening
of a spiritual type.

And then the opening exhortation proceeds

to speak of the care, the forethonght, and the
circumepection, with which this estate should
be adventured, This theme, in its worldly
bearings, at any rate, is trite enough: has not
Malthas written ? Bit the admonition has a
far wider scope, and is mot concerned salone
with mere temporal well bsing. We are to
learn that this estate of matrimony should be
entered upon by none save those who feel them-
selves called thereto by God; that jast a3 some
few men and women have a voocation for the
celibate life, 80 to others] and thoeae the major
ity, God sends & call to the married state, and
that the vocation is as true in the latter as in
the former oase. Marriage is loozed upon far
too much by both sexes as an inevitable aud
ordinary incidcnt in lite, aud as requisite for its
completness ; it shonld rather be regarded as
somothing to be consciously undertakenin con-
formity with God’s will and for His greater
glory,aud as distinotly not necessary to com-
plete self-realisation and dovelopment uuless
seen and felt to be in harmony with the spirit-
aal life.
- Tu connection with the impediments to mar-
riage, there is only one thing to be pointed out.
Noxt to the freqaenoy of divorce among us, the
gravest scandal s the carelessnessand the levity
with which engagemeats to marry are brokon
off and set aside, A contract to marry which
nas not been cancelled by mutual conseat of both
parties to it is really as fatal a bar to the mar-
riage of either with another, as though the
marriage had been consammated. If, instead
of that solemn farce known as su actiou for
breach of promise of marriage, the defanlter
were held to be barred from marriage with a
third party, the reform would be & most sala-
tary one,

Now, although the consent of the parties,
formally and publicly stated, plays a very im-
portant part in the conception and in the strac-
tare of the marriage ofive, yet the mutual de-
claration which follows the ebarge in reference
to any known impediment cannot be taken ss
conslituting the essence and gist of the service.
The declaration—couched, be it noted, in the
future tense—is the surviving representive of
the uncient betrothal—formerly & Bseparate
service—and thongh now incorporated in the
marriage office, is still purely introductory.
This is obvious from what follows. Although
the parties to be married have mutuslly de-
clared their consent, yet after that rththpriut.
inquires, ‘ Who giveth this womas Lo be mar-
ried? implving tbat she is still in the power
of some one other than her hasband. The idea.
seems.to be this, The .woman's relatians yield

aer sip40 dheChurch in sho person of the offlciat-

ing minister, and the Church gives her to the -
man. who thns,_;ike Adam, receives from God a
Relpmeet for hint;, - This may seém an unimport-
ant distinotion upon which to insist, but much
flows from it. If it be admitted that the
essenge of the marriage rite is the consent of
the parties, and.that all the Chursh does is to
witness the consent aud to bless theunion, then
the indissolubility of marrisge can no longer be
logically defonded, 'Wo shall only be playing
into the hands- of those who confessedly wish.
to see the marriage contrasi placed upon pre.

‘cisely the same footing s+ any other sooial or

even commeroisl agreement, by adopting sach
a view of the marriage rito, which is indeed -
nowhere to be found in the Prayer-book. If,
on the other hand, it is secn that the man and
woman have really been joined together by God,
and that the marriage rite is the authorilative
aot of an acoredited representative, tham an
separation short of that effeoted by death will
be rightfully abhorrent. It seceme difficult,
looking at the express language of the office, to
bold any other view but this. ‘Those whom
God has joined together let no mao put asunder.’
Could anything be more explicit? However
much this may traverse the sentiments of the -
age, il is pretty plain, and only that this is the
central thought of the marriage service, buat
that it is alao one of the fundamantal conceptions
wupon «which theinstitution rests.

We go back a little. to notioe the phrases in
which the woman plights her troth— a point
which more than any other in the service has
provoked, and does still elicit, much animad-
versioa. The promise to obsy naturslly comes
in for a great desal of vitaperation : how should
it be otherwise when the sense of anthority is
practioally dead among us ? Moreover, there
ean be no doabt that the position of woman is
gradually being oonsiderably modified. The
entrance of women upon varions worldly oall-
ings necessarily produced an important varia
tion in the ralation in which they stand to men.
And so people begin to think that the family is
a republic in microcosm But it is nothing of
the kind—an absolute monarchy would be &
fitter comparison. Christianity has, it is true,
effected an enormous revolution in the socisl
position of women, and so there are those who
olaim for women an equslity with men which
Christianity can never be made to sanction.
The whole trouble is dune to the fact that demo-
oratic nations have permitted almost every
relation of life. Aoccustomed to a bolief in a
theoretic equality of all men which nowheré
exists, men imagine that authirity is oaly to be
derived from the consent of equals. This may
be trae of the bady politio, but it i3 in no sense
true ofspiritualoffives The Member of Parlia-
ment may derive his anthority from the con-
gent of his fellow-olectors, but the Bishop does
not derive his anthority from the ¢lergy of his
diocese, nor the parish priest his suthority from
the members of hig congregation. If seounlar
sathority is derived from below, spiritual an-
thority is a-ways derived from above. If, there-
fore, there is to be an order in family life, any
obedience due and rendered, the authority of -
the head, as the representative of the Divine
aathority, must be derived not from the eonsent
of those beneath, bat s the gift of the power
above, Fitly, therefore, does the woman
promise to obey her husband—not ag yielding
gomething which might be withbeld, but as
recognising anaathority which demands obed- .

jence. Tou regard marrizge as the union of

equals is meither in accordance with Baripture
por with the Prayer-book. o _
‘With the rest of the servioe, which is here-
sfter purely ond of benediotion, we are scarcely
pow conoerned. lv may be sdded, however,
that they greatly err who think they do well
1o embirk upon life togsther .without .the
Church’s blessing, und withous rqoognipizg in. .
the holy eetate of Mutrimony types and shadows
of the sublimest truths of the spiritual worid,~— .
W. H. Wade,in Ohurch-Belis, o




