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DECISIONS REGARDING NEWSPAPERS.

1. Any person who takes a paper regularly
cm the Pont office, whether directed to hig own mame or

annthor'a, or whether he bas subscribed or not, i respon-
ible for payment.

2. Il a porson orders hie paper discontinod
he .int pay au arrears, or the publisher may.continne te
sond it until payment ls rade,and then collent the whole
irnount, whether the paper la taken from the oflo or not

3. In suite for sabscriptions, the suit may be
I nstitutel ln the place where the paper 1e publIshod ut
txoughthe subscribor may reside hundreds of miles away

4. The courts have docided that rofusing te
take newspapers or periodicals from the Pont offce, or
reinovlng ami leavlng thoin ancalied for, la pria jct i
J)eiCo of lutentlonal fraad.

CALENDAR FOR JUL Y.

JULY 5th- 6th Sonday after Trinity.
l 12tbh-7t Sr.day after Trinity.

" 19th-th Sunday aller Trinity.
[rotice of St. James]

25th--ST. JAME 4. Ap.
"26th-91b Snnday after Tririty.

NO TICE.
-To-

Subscribers & Advertisers
-:oo:-

" THE GUARDIAN " will not ba issued on
hlie 9ri and 15ru JULY. IL is rpently rr-

quested, howcver, itat Subscribors la arrears
may Fumnd in amounts due. The total sum
owing is very largo: and thiis scrionsly inter-
fores with our progress.

MARRIAGE.

It ie far botter that a grant deal of misery
should be endured in certain cases, and that
individuals hiera and thera should lose all the
joy of married lf4, than that the Church or
the State should codsent to any relaxing of thev
indiaolubility uf the marriage lie. It would
b fatal to cvci y high and sacred estimate of
tha dignity and sanctity of buman life and
relaiconships, from birth to death, if evor the
feeling prevailed that marriage might be uuder-
taken as binding only for a time, sud as capa-
ble cf boing dissolved at the will of both or
aither. And if the marriage fie is always ta be
niado for life, 'for botter for worse, till doath
us do part,' thero muet be certain conditions
upon which it is te be undex taken. It is of the
very nature of a bond, which is to b life-long,
that it mannot start from the fres and independ
onet stipulation-' I shall do what I like, and
yen shal do ehat you like.' And so the Church
requires thoso who uide, take boly matrimony
to make certain vows each towarda the other.
The man is made te say te the woman, as ho
taies her hand. 'I take thea to he my wedded
wife, to have and te hold from this day forward,
for botter for worse, for rilber for poorer, in
siokness and in health, to love and ta cherish,
till death us do part, according te God'a holy

ordinar ce ; snd thereto I plight thee my troth.'
And the woman il made to take the msn's band
sud say the sane words, with the addition of
the promise * te obey' aiter 'te love and to
oherish.' But if the woman is thus made by
the Church te promise to oboy, the man is
further made, as ho puts the ring on her finger,
to add, ' with my body I thee woraship, and
with ail my worldly goods I thee endow : lu
the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of
the Ho]>' Ghsct.'

IL is sometimes epoken of as relie of barbar-
iam te compel the woman te promise to obey
tise maxi. O! course, it muat Le nudereteod
that this promise ta obmy la, as St, Paul
expresses ib, e Lu tie Lord.' Obedience
cosses te ho odieuce if it le mi-el>' cern-
pliance with auny bidding flt ta b Contrary
te the command of God. The roai question te
be settiled is, whether, in jîining together in
thsce lite-long bonds, it is rieht thst at starting
there aboli ho a promise that, in matters as to
which two opposite courses may legtimately
ho îtcri e fte lsio partie,. eas] promise
boeforehad to yiold te the wis cf tshe ether ;
and, if such a promise hi te be made beforehand,
which cf the two shait promise te yield:
wiether there Shall bo any lixed rule on the
subject ? The tendency et modern lifè bas boe i
te rîeovo more and more the legal incqualitios
between man and wonan which wera once
thought to be of almoit divine ordinance. And
this tcndoncy, as far as il bas in it auy good,
has been the result of Ohristian thought. Forl
it bas boae a tender regard for the weakness
and sufferir.g of womanhood which bas tmade
os givo woman more and more power to tako
an eqoal part with man in the administering of
some departments of local gover-nment, And
certainly any improvenents in the mtarried
woman's position with regard t legal rights in
proerty tre in furtheranoe of the view of tho
Chntoit i, the Marriage Service where the ann
is mudo to say, •With esa my worldly good I
thec endùw•.'

Ta drJ o no ? moriern thoug-t nd practica
1H tea-de q-alty of right as between oria
arty dn and whits bau hapened li

Ibe change Ltmt s te womnanm rights issun
ineta. of what has lispponed il all te social,
edacational, nXti inotrial relationships bh-
twecn min and manus aud chiid. ILt ail a part.
ai whn.t ;a cailid îtl-e de5moci-atie teujdeneyj whiuh
bas moor 7t -arthtie .Lir;rlpjsud actions
of those Who most bate the word. Tbe most
old-fashioned armongst us are unable ta frame
their thoughts as te mutual relationships now,
as a quarter or half a century ago it seomed
pe fectly natural te frame them. The talk of
abŽulute equality between man and wifu is but
tite Most boarching oteome of that modm
ides L'f lib'ry whieb bas Qoiz3di ail mincis andi
parties. And it must be remembered that this
idea of freedom nias grown and spread with
the growth and spied cf our Christian faisb ;
and, rightly rcgarded, it is part of a growiug
revorence for tho rightsof woakucss. Ard -what
the Charch has te do, which the State cannot
do, i te infuse into the ro ationslhips of life that
spirit of Christ which shall provent new tyran.
nies from arieing throngh the nOw strongths
which are bei. tu.ns csted. The Sito can
do much te n,.t the tuaily accepted ide& M
every man teat he bac ,h came rigbtu as bis
neighbour. But it is not so easy to propagato
the correlative idea, without whiil tho idea of
liberty id self destructivo, viz : that every mas
has responsibdities and daties towards ail
others. It is for the Church rather th .n the
Statu te infusa tiis much more slowly growing
conviction.

The modern ides c liborty wll end in awful
destruction unless it is secu that the glory et
perlect liberty is iu that it alone makes perfect
obedience possible. Perfeot freedom ls ne trcee
dom te do just wat yon please at the moment,
though that is en anwail concomitant of the Ca.
pacity' for peoteet freedom. Periect freedom is,

.iYr 1 lu1,

freedom to do wbat is best, to obey what is seen
to be most h'gb. Self-service is the destruction
of freedom for soma one; for some one else
&t, peritape, and afterwards for yeur own self,
God'a service is the only perfect freedom, tUe
only protection from the tyranny of ainful use
of that gift by whiuh alone we are enablied truly
to do what is blest.

Thus the matrimonial promise of obedience
does net imply that the woman is naturally
inferior to the man. Like ail obedience owed
by oue human boing te another, it is founded
upon the fact that both are bound by the law
cf the Most High, and undertake te recognso
tbe bigLer law in their fuifilment of their
mutual datles.

At the same time, it would seem that the
ideal set forth by the Church in the Marriage
Service does unmistakably imply that a woman
should net consent te betroth hor;elf te a man
ta whom sb feels that ase cannot with perfeat
self-respect, promise obedienco as to the Lird
Jeaus O rist. The natural shrinking of eue
grown up person te promise obedience to
another should not b clisregarded. Aud tha
Church surely pays regard alike te this dfi
culty in promising obedience, and Lo the
solemnity of incurring a life-long bond, when
ase encourages woman te betrothal ouiy in caee

she feIs horself able safely te promise obedienea
to ber husband as is fit in the Inrd Christ,

Týe time may bo looked forward te wiLh
eagernesa by some when the family shall not b
regarded as the rhlvinely intended unit and basiis
of life. ln disn uing ravolutionary idans as to
marriage, or in making light of the 3hurch'a
ideai that the woman should orly btroth ber.
self te one te whom ase can promise obedience,
tiielementary question shouid ba faced, 'Is
the ideai atiety a society which is bit up in
railc? Or is the ononeas and saredness of
an fuily life the last remaiting superstitiin,

ot yei quite undermined to thoe satisfaction of
our umosL advaneed improvers of society ? Tbis
is a fundamental quostion in settling ail quos-
icm"i'os e ote mtrimonv ni we have madu p

ont- minde that soul.sty eau ont>' be heudtbiiy
buit up ont of families, th:n sooiety is rigbt in
providivg beforehasd that marriage sihal bu

dE-rtaeoken with proise sud provision for the
unùty sud sanelit' uÀ te lamul>' life, Tise bu.
trothed muit start, in ail their thonghts and
ways, from the beliefthat the family i a sacred
organi3m, and tivit iviig for God is living for
ii. Tho marriagù tic must b undertaken in this
conviction, and with preparation for soif sui
fice in order te fidality ta this saorednes. It
may be a sacrifice of a great deal for many a
voman te make the promise of o ,edience. Tho
Cluo ai oil upon lier ta regard it as prelili-
var>' te marriage hecanse et the far renohbing
issues involved in marriage, and becauso these
issues demand preparedness forsacrifice. Thera
la ne ignoring of the woman'a sacred rights ;
but tho ia a Iookiug foerard to aomethig
largor than tisa preeuriug cf tise utmoait halpa-
ness and freedom in eaih particular case. The
supreme view of sume marriage reformera is te
provide iu each case againet all preventable
s-uffering ad aurtailment of future freedom.
Therefore they want toallow the married parties
Lobe r-c Ie drop their rolation8hipa if theàe
bteoGme distastelul. The supreme view cf lteo
Ciurch in marriage is, the building up of a
streng and holy nation. Therefore ahe provides
tiat individuals shall declare ceforehana thi
prepareduess to suffer, rather than to Bin agahnst
tue saorcd roots and foundations of family and
national iife.-. . »in Ghurch Bells.

BISEOP OXE ON OBRISTIAN UNITY.

In a sormon at St, Paul's, Buffalo. recently,
the Bishop of Western New York isaid: At
thiis moment, when God bas enlarged the
Anglican Communion throughout the word
sud made her testimony to be heard and felt
among Romaniste and Protestants alike, God


