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kind of document which must bo iaid before the Hcuse
of Clerical and Lay Deputies :

This cortifleato, in the praoctice of tho House, is always ro-
forroed with the documents on the fact of eloction to the Com-
mittao on Conseerations, The object of the reforenco must
bo two-fold, to seo, flirst, that tho crrtificate s in the form
of words preseribod; and secondly, that it is signod by o
a constitutional majority of the Convention mnkln‘i; the
olection, and it will prevent confusion to bear in mind that
this testimonial has no reference to the fact of election, or
Lo anything else, savo the moral and religious qualifientions
of the Bishop-clect; it proves nothing clse, and Is nov even
conclusive on that point; for If the Houso should In any
modo becomo satisfied that the individual named in the
testimondal is unworthy, {t will not recommend him to the
Bishops for consocration.—Ib. pago 96.

Ho coneludey his chapter on this subject as follows,
and as in the former instanco we give the italics as writ-
ton by the distinguished author himself, After naming
the several documents which have to be Iaid before the

House of Bishops, he snys:

Without these things ho cannot lawfully be consecrated
under this canon: with them all, his consecration does not
necessarily follow; it has never happened in our history, it
probably never will happen, that any one who is known to
be unworthy will boe permitted to pass all the provious or-
deals, and como bofore our House of Bishops with all the
canonical requisites for consecration complete; but should
over such be the case, or should in any ease subsequent dis-
coveries bring to light disqualifications unknown until overy
ordeal but the Iast was past, the House of Bishops wowld re-
Jiese lo consecrate, and no powor on carth could foreo them
to aot othorwise, It is n matter between God and thelr
conseiences, and there it must be left. Each House in the
General Convention has its rights, and as the Bishops can-
not conscerato any one against the assent of the House of
Clorical and Lay Deputies, so neither ean they be forced by
the House to consccrate any one against their own assent.
Thus carcful hus the Church been to subjoct « very one who
enters into the highest oflico of its ministry to a thrice re-
peated serutiny : brst, by the Convention which elects him ;
secondly, by the Houso of Clerical and Lay Deputies; and
thirdly, by tho House of Bishops. A bad man may indeed
got in, notwithstanding all these guards, but the Chureh in
her logislation has at least done what sho could to prevent
it. pp. 97, 98.

Dr, Hawks himself was subsequently elected Bishop,
aud his papers brought before the House of Clerieal and
Lay Deputies did not pass.  On that ocension he spoke
in his own behalf, and delivered probably the most olo-
quent speech that ever passed his lips. But what was
his defence? It was that the charges made against
him wero not sustained. It was not questioning the
right of tho House of Clerical and Lay Deputies to re-
fuse to confirm the choice of the Diocese that elected

him., That argument was left for o later day.

SENTIMENTALISM.

Speaking of the request made by Dean Stanley to Dr.
Colenso, to preach in the Cathedral of which he is Dean,
on Dr. Colenso's lato visit to England, tho Standard ¢of
the Cross holds discourse as follows :

Certainly no English gentleman would, in tho face of
an Buoglish congreguation, have dared to proclaim such
unpulatable views of the Pentatouch as Colenso holds.
It was to give him as a pteader for human rights a chance
to be heard, that the Desu gave him a welcome to the
freest pulpit in England:

And agam :

Yet we trust the day has passed in the Church of God
when any mun who honestly and widely differs from the
es.ablished views of the majority, on even the essentials
of the Christian Faith, shall suffer from Christian Church-
men such religious and social ostracism, as may rightly
lead bim to imagine that if one would possess orthodoxy
in creed, he must deny the sentiment and practice of
Christian charity.

For ourselves we should rate Dr. Colenso more highly.
‘We believe him thoroughly honest, and wouldaxot vare
to doubt but that *“in the faco of an English congrega-
tion” as readily as in that of a Zulu, he would ¢ pro-
claim * his views of the Pentateuch, no matter how ¢ un-
palatable,” onany fitoccasior. He has already proclaim-
ed them to the whole world.

But it is not to vindicate Dr. Colenso’s boldness and
honest frankness, that we cut the above paragraphs from
tho Standard of the Cross, but to ask how far it is proposed
to carry religious sentimentalism ?

The facts simply are that Dr. Colenso is a deposed
Bishep, Boing deposed in the South African Church,
canonically he is deposed everywhere. How far that de-
position affects bim as a priest in the Church of Eng-
laud “asby law established "—that is, how far the State
law of the Establishment may interfere with ecclesinstic
action in the Colonial Church, we do not know ; except
that it cannot recognize him as a Bishop, since it is as
Priest, and not as Bishop, that he is ‘2 Clerk in Orders”
of the Establishment. But by the universal Jaw and
comity of the Church Catholic, he is a deposed Bishop,
and no Rishop in the Anglican Communion would dare
to consider him in any other light.

Now either Dean Stanley, to whom the State law gives
the control of one of the Cathedrals of the Diccese of
London, intended to recognize Dr. Colenso as a clergy-
man in good atanding, or he did not. If he did, he sim-
ply proposed to trample on all Canon Law, and on every
decency and propriety in the Church Catholic.

If, on the other hand, as the Standard hints (we know

uot on what autherity) that Di, Oolensq was only going

to appear in the Cathedral as the champion of ‘¢ human
rights,” it is natural to ask if there be not public halls,
Exetor and otherwise, ¢ Rotundas” and such like, where-
in champions of ¢ humanrights * make themselves hieard
on due provocation ? Is there no place but a Cathedral
for o champion of human rights, from Zulu land or
Ameaiiea, to address a Liondon aundience ?

That Dr. Colenso on the occasion would not have
prenched his infidelity offensively, is neither here nor
there. His being officially in Westminster, would have
been, let him have preached as he might, o contempt
cast on Church law, and an insult to the entire Anglican
Communion. To spenk of Dean Stanley’s boldness or
manliness in the case, is to mislend. 1he Dern’s posi-
tion is fixed by the law of the land, as a State oficer
holding undor the Crown, and he risks nothing in his
most exratic performances. There is no boldness where
there is no danger, no bravery where thero is no risk.

The point, we say, is how far is sentimentality to take
the placo of doctrine and order ? The Standard very in-
consequentially hopes that no man shall sufter religious
and social ostracism from Christian Churchmen, because
he differs even on the cssentinls of the Christian Faith,
and then adds o word about charity.

All sentimentalism, wo regret tosay, all helping to mis-
lead and confuse, as sentimentalism does when it, and not
reason and duty, takes the guidance of action, is very
sweet, very pretty, very amiable, but nevertheless very
weak and deluding.

There is here no question of religious ostracism. Cer-
tainly none of socinl. It is n question of Church lawand
Order. 'There is no question of differences, nor of *‘hon-
est ” difterences. It is a question of fact.

"The fact i, every Christian Church has o Faith and an
Order. Even every smallest last year's sect has, Itis
bound to guard its Faith and its Order. JIf they are not
worth guarding, let it cense to be ; the socner the betler, Tn
every Church, even in every sect, there is o way, in any
doubtful case, of getting at what that Faith and Order
are, a constitutional way recognized by those inside and
those outside equally.

While a man is in the Church or scct, common de-

by its Order and stand by its Faith.

‘That there are good men outside Loth, honest men,
“manly men,” champions of humen rights, sincere men
who are henthens, honest men who deny every truth he
has pledged himself to teach, manly pagansif you please,
and splendid Mohammedans, is not anything to trouble
him unless he is a sentimentalist, If hobe a man with rea-
son in force, and aclear hoad, ho sees that heis not called
to deny any of this outside honesty, sincerity, or, as the
fashion isto say, this ““manliness.” He is glad it exists,
recognizes it wherever he findsit, docs not socially ostra-
cise it a bit, or religiously, if it claim to have a religion,
But he never dreams, not being a sentimentalist, that in
order to avoid “‘ostracising ’ somebody socially or relig-
iously, he is bound to have him preach in his pulpit or
officiate at his altar. He may be very glad to recognize
s deposed Bishop, or a degraded Priest, as the Champion
of human rights, may be very giad to give him a platform
oa which to championize them, but he does not feel that
to do this he must break the law of his Church, or make
light of the denial of the Inspiration of the Bible, Nor
does he drop sentimental fears, nor misuse the sacred
word charity because he cannot.

There are difficulties in the Christian position with ref-
erence to those outside Christianity, There are difficul-
ties, and no more nor greater, in the Church position,
with reference to those outside the Church. There are
difficulties in the position of every man who has o Faith,
& doctrine or an Order, with roference to those who have
another or have none.

Every truth is exclusive, Every religious Faith cuts
off. The wall that includes is a wall that excludes.

These difficulties are as old as the Fall. They inhered in
thocovenant with Abraham, and in the covenantin Christ,
They were in Judaism as they arein Christianity, Even
in man-made religions they exist as well. They belong
also iz Buddhism, and Mohammedanism. To every in-
side there must be also an outside.

But these difficulties, and indeed no difficulties, are
ever settled by dentimentalism, There are men who
imegine they can be. They seem just now to be abound-
ing, We are having an epidemic of sentiment. But if
the difference between inside and outside be a sentimental
difference, or if sentimentalism can really remove the
wall that excludes as well asincludes, and put the ¢ man-
ly-" pagan side by side with the ‘“manly” Christian, and
the * honest ” Unitarian on the same footing as the lion-
est Churchman, will not relentless logic ask what is
the use of your ingide? Why do you have a wall at all ?
If a deposed Bichop because he is ‘‘champion of human
rights,” is tobe treated exactly as if he were not deposed,
and it bo a broach of charity to treat him otherwise, pray
why trouble yourselfto depose him at all? Indoced, why

have Bishops- and dootrines ard exclusive doguias,

cency as well as common sense, demand that he shall Jive.

churches, courts, synods, faiths, and so forth? Why
not let sentimentalism, ¢ charity,” “human ri_hts” and
““manliness” h..ve things their own way ?

Among the portents of the time this also will bear
study, theinundation of ¢t sentimentality how charming,”
which threatensto sweep away in o tide of lukowarm and
sweetened slops not only all precise faith, but all sound
reasoning and all the sternncss of duly and of Iaw,

The tide has swept away much from the bodies about
us, It seems at last lo threaten the walls and towevs of
the Church,

NEWSPAPER REPORTS OF SERMONS AND
SPEECHES.

Apropos of an address lately delivered, our Chief has
received several letters. Tho following is one, names
omitted :

Pleaso tell me, as o riend, whether the IHerald report of
Fob, 9th, of your speech before the ** Chureh Conferenco ' —
whatever that is—be correct; and whother tho ¢ Confer-
once” did thank you for it.

The Conference did say ¢ thanks” for the speech, but
it seems at this day scavcely necessary to ndd, that no
man ean be held responsible for a Heruld yeporter's ver-
sion, Without any special malice, wo could wish that,
for once in n wny, gentlomen who accept all they see in
the papers, head-lines and al], as truo, beeause it is in
print, might be induced to say something where a re-
porter could get after them, merely that they might
learn how it felt.

BooK NWotices.

‘Cne PARTING \WORDS OF ADOLYHE MONOD TO IS FRIENDS
AND THE CHURCH. Qoctober, 1855, to March, 1856, Trans-
lated from the Fifth Paris Edition. Now York: E.P.
Dutton & Co. 1875,

Whileslowly dying, Adolphe Monod, the eloquent, dovout,
and tender minister of one ot the Reformed congregations
of Paris, had each Sunday his sick-room thrown open, and
Communion service celebrated at his bed-sido, when he
preached a lttle sermon to his assembled friends, and made
it & message to his flock.

These “*Adleus " are here colleeted, the translation being
by an accomplished gentleman, who thoroughly appreciates
the beauty, delicacy, and fervor of tho addresscs.

‘They are a dying man’s utterances, spoken from the cdge
of tho grave. But Faith and Hope are strong, and they are
uttered with tho confidence of onc in whom Faithsis chang-
ing into knowledge, and Hope into possession.

‘The circumstances of their utterance throw an uneurthly

S—

solemnity about the words themselves. They sound as if
from beyond the river, They measuro things of senso by
the measure of a dying man,

Mr. Dutton has prbparad an editlon in somson for Lent
reading. The book ought not to be passed by by those who
‘desire deep devotional reading, and tho records of much
spiritual experiencs.

These ‘* Parting Words ” aro words for the closet, words
for the knees, words by which to study lifo, and its issues
In view of the solemn velled to-morrow, toward which,
through months of pain, tho speaker's wistful gaze was
turned.

SpIRIT OF THE HoLY BIBLE. Pletorial and Polyglott, with

Illustrations by the most colebrated artists from Durer to

Fragonard, Projected and prepared by Frank Moore, ¢d-

itor of the Rebellion Record, &c. New York: United States
Publishing Company.

The editor of this volume deserves erodit for his good in-
tentions, His design was to give a copy of ncarly overy
picture of note in illustration ot Seripturs, which has been
produced by the colobrated painters, But his failure con-
sists in tho many wretched to the few passable reprodue-
tlons. A book of this kind, to serve the praiseworthy pur-
pose of bringing before people copies of the works of tho
great masters, must not be meanly and cheaply gotten up.
It would be well if the cditor wero to try again, ot it some
other person would adopt the idea, and give us a book
worthy of the subject.

ANTIQUITIES OF LONG ISLAND. By Gabriel Furnam. To

which is added ‘A Bibllography ” by Henry Onderdonk,
g g'.w Edited by Frank Moore. New York: J. W. Bouton.

The manusoript of this book was discovered in an old
hook-shop in thig city.

It is a work of raro interest to all residents of New York
-and Long Island, and espacially to those who lave any con-
noctions, by family or otherwise, with the past of either.

To the body of the work is added tho complete Bibliogra-
phy of all works, books, pamphlets, and memorlals relating
to Long Island, prepared by Mr. Onderdonk.

‘We are assured by the well known editor, that the work ot
Mr. Furnam {8 thoroughly accurate. There can be no moro
competent judge than Mr. Moore.

No Roou ¥or Jeans, By Charles F. Deems, pastor of the
?sl?lroh of the SBtrangers. New York: E. P. Dutton & Co.

A Christmas Sermon, with many striking things In it.
Queerly enough Dr, Deems describes * the.Inn,” not as
8yrian Kahn, but as a modern hotel. What ho loscs in ac-
curacy he makes up in liveliness.

SuNDAY EoHOES IN WEEK DAY HoUmrs. A Talo Illustra-

tive ot the Epistles and Gospels. By Mrs. Caroy Brock.
New York: E. P. Dutton & Co. 1870,

Thig is the Rith volume of this woll known serles of
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