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«th the deficiency in onr B. H. M. fund,
:::lhi; tha W. & O.fund,'tbergreat'wm-k
to which we are called in the North-
Weat should be ogerloo‘ke}i, and our
wchrity,” 8s shown in Missionary enter-

[ not only beyin, but end at home.
}:‘i“: ousht ye to have done and ?ut to
‘.Eu\':‘: he “other undone.” D.C.M

AN EDUCATED MINISTRY.
Sune, —The following on a subject
which exciteld great interest at our last
Diversan Synod merting will T am sure
commend itzelf to a large number of ‘vou,l,.
1 wke it from “Church Bells,
Yours,

readuis.

CILY

Yar be it from metosay that a
University training orp,um! birth mukci a
man « geutlewan or that either slht.m‘ld.)u
cousiduered wsive gua nuon for clergy Ill:lll
gince sume of our most devoted and earn-
est clorzy, whose lives uro as shllu.m'g
lights in the Church of Christ.  have
never hal the first advantage : some, too,
have visen from the moks .All 1 would
say 1s, that the educated  laity  consider,
not so much where a man hails from, or
witit his position is'l?y birth, but' what
he is in himself; and i they hear him om-
ittinyg his aspiiates, using bad  grammar,
ov ~peaking with ‘H‘J.\'lll(.‘.ll\l aceeiit, or il
they find bim bt ying a manifest 1gnot-
ance ol the usages of society, then
they cuase to Tespect him, and |‘nla: influ-
epce is almost vél. ~uch men might do
a vt anount of guod amony the poor of
otir laryre towns s laymen; but surely k
elerggman ought 1o be able to L_:lku his
pu~;.1l.un any where l!u wno s rc;ll.l_y
actaatil by asingle desire to dv good will
cousidvr  whieh position he can fill to
the et advantage.

1 yuite agree with your correspondent
A Catechist, that the best men are uol
neces<arily of high birth and University
trining, nor wanting {rom the lists ol
They vieal Colleges”  What L mean is,
that w clergyman ought  to be what is
cenmunly known as an educited gentie-
mant | emnot understazd what your
eorrespondent meaws when he means ll)::l
a* lnistian  gentieman and the world's
eentleinan have little in comon, ‘lov
all viht thinking people judge a wan by
his t:-h..viuur. not by his nmk! iucume.
or drxn; ubld the truest Christian is the
wost truy gentle man. _

Woat | wish is to sound a vote of
wirning to those who seem to fmagine
that the seole gualification for a clergyman
is the praiseworthy aud most essontial
desite to do goad.  In the present state
of sucivty this isnotenough,  The l‘a.ym;.;
au of hands dues not chauge a man'sout-
wad mature.  And alse I would urge
that 4 clergyman, withont private me s,
owes 1L as a doty to himsetl and others to
remain in a state of ceiibacy. TI-ICHB con-
siderations onght to be well weizhed by
thuse who are struggling to take upon
themselves the office of a priest, wod
lamenting so piteously that they find it
a0 hard 50 to do. W.

AN ANSWER WANTED,

(To the Editors of the Church Guardian. }

Sis,—\Will any wm-:mber of the
Church of Eugland Fuad Committes be
gunl enongh to explain threugh your
paper, upon what principla their Com-
mittee acted when they nmde s grant
of $2:, per annum ty the Parish of
Auvupolis, whilst Rosette, a portion of
that Parish, wasveeeiving 8194, from the
5. Pt?  Also upon what principle
they acied in giving a grant, when, unless
the prople of Awmapolis pay nlmq.:t
nuthing towards the support of their
Mimster, his income must have been
$1.00, por annum before the grant
wis made,

Fair Pray,

A MARITIME CHURCH CONGRESS

{To the Editors of the Chureh Guardian )

Sirs,—Having read your Editorial
which af peared 1n yourissue of the 17th
February on the subject of a Mauritime
Church ongress, 1 venture to makea faw
Yemrka thereon, :

To my mind the difficulties in the way
of holding such a « ongress, are by.no
Tmeans confined simply te “taking the
iitintory steps for holding the first
Toesting. . :

Befors taking the initintory stepe, it
would be edvisable seriously to consider
the two following questions with regard
to the proposed Church Congress, -. - -

1st. Is it practicablat '

With regard to the first question it may
he urged, that nothing is harmful to the
beat interusts of a Parish, as the frequent
interferance with the routine of Parish
work caused by the prolonged and repeat
ed sbannceof the clergyman in charge. The
number of calls tkat ars made upon owr
Clergy and Laity at preseut to attend
various gatherings, is by no means incyn-
siderabla.  Ihwing the past year we had
the Provoncial Synvd, Vice-sin Synod
(two sessions in the Diocese of Frederie-
ton,) tha consecration of several churches,
deanery meetings aud various delegatious
and- committee meotings in conuection
with the D C. 8., not to mention oc
casiona] exchanges of duty amongst the
clergy. Therefore it appears to me the
majurity of the Clergy—1to say nothing ot
the Saity-~could searcely allurd to have
an additional call to ubsent theusclves
from Parish work in order to attend
Church Cungress such as that propused,
however desirable the oojects of  suid
Cougress might be.

Aud now to consider the question iy
the light of erpeidicncy

! presume the expression emploved iy
your editorial —“Representative Clevay
and Laity™ s intended to signify ti.
the propused” Congruss shall be open b
the clorgy aud lity of the various sec

tions of the itwo Dioceses. But when we
commencs tu considrer the great distayen
some of our clergy and laity represem

ing country parishes would have to
travel, not Lo mention the very cuonside-
able trouble and expense such a Juurne
would etail. it is more than doubtful ;i
such a t hurch Congress woull ever In-
truly “representative.”  The attendan
might reasonably be set down as follows :
A campuratively small number ot ¢ ergy
and laity, including the most prominent
members of our Diocesan Synods, to
gether with the clergy and haity residing
m the vicinity of the pla e fixed Upun
for the Congress, 1 believe the practic.}
vesult of such a Congress us this would
be (at least as far as the Digeese of
Fredericton is concerned) to weaken the
hond of sympathy that unites our own
Synod, whilst it could in no way wld to
the harmuny that at pesent prevails.

Whilst entertaining grave doubts huth
a8 tu the practicubility and the expedien
ey of a Maritime Chureh Congress fur
1easous just stated, the writer lis, how-
ever, the greatest sympathy with thys.
who would seek to inmtroduce into our
own Diocesan Synod the discussion vot
vuly of the -practical living issues hefore
the Chureh of Euglmnd to-day.” but also
the consideration of the various difficul-
ties that beset us in *‘avochial work, andl
tne hest mode of uvercoming such diffi
calties.  Sueh discussions wonld serve a
two fold purpose.  They would doubtless
driw corth from experienced and success-
ful workers in the field of Home Mis
~xiops, much information, together with
practical suguestions thpt wornkl prove ol
vilue to their younger brethren, They
would also tend 1o deepen our Diocesan
sympathies, increase she income of our
Divevsan Church Society, and as a con-
sequence increwse its power for gond,
aud finally promoete the spirit alluded to
by $t. Faul, 1 Cor. xii. 25,26.

Time for such a diseussion as that re
terred to might be gained in two wilys
[he first would be to prolong the Sos
sion of the ~yno3, tho second to curtil
tbe time devoted to the ordinary busi
vess of the Synud.  Either course 1
think would be practicabls. \With re-
aard to the second plan viz, to curtail the
time devoted to business of the Synud, u
word may be said.  The following eau-
ton was given by the Metropolitan to
the Provineial Synod at the cluse ol the
lust session. ““Que of our chief dangers
would seem to arise from legisluting too
wuch. rasher than from legislating 1ou
little.”  The sume caution migit e x-
tended to our own Diocesun Synod
which is duveloping a tendency to dis-
cuss techuicalities and points of order
iu the most puinfully protracted man-
ner,  These discussions in many cases
are deveid of all practical utility, and
ouly weste precious time that might be
hetter employed. Again what is there
to show furall the.lime that has been
speut during the past four Sessions of
Diuvcesan Sypod in the discussivn of the
Fredericton Divinity School, the Churck:
of England Temperance Suciety, the
codification ef statutes relating to the
Church, ete. [ trust that the Synod
way -ba enabled shortly to devise some
plan whereby the sessions may become
seasone of apiritual refreshment in a far
greaterdegres than is new the case.

2pd. Ia it expedient§. .

W, O. RavMonp,
Stanley, Feb., 24th, 1881,

CHRISTIAN UNITY.

(To the Editors of the Church Guanlian.)

Sies —Sympathizing most deeply with
vour truly Catholic article on **Christian
Unity™ in your issue of the 17th ult, I
write to ask if any steps have been taken
cither by the Mutropohtan or by the
Bishop of Nova Scolis, to give effect to
the Resolution of the I'rovincial Synod,
which you thereiu quoted 1

These are the words ta which { par-
ticularly refet : “Aud further, this Synwd
nereby requests the several Bishops of
this Beelesinstical Provinee, either by
themselves or with such assistance as
they =hall call to their aid, to press this
subjeet (the restoration of uaity to the
reut. Hody of Christ) upon the con-
sidemtion of the various Christian
bodies aronud us) and to invite com-
munic tion on this subject, oither
with the individusl memhers or re-
presentatives of those bodics, with a
viow t0 promote agreement in the trath,
nd the yestoration of outward unity to
the Church of Christ. that the world
nay see it and believe.”

Messrs, Lilitors you say truly, “What
confidence have we for the futuro of
* hristianity while jarring Creeds spend
their time and strength combatting one
mother,”

Is it not a very alarming (aud absurd)
state of things, for exauple, 1o find in
vitlages ot five, six, or eight hundred
ithabitants, four or live congregations,amd
wmany places of worship, with wminister
over each, when gue Chureh could holid
Al the people, aud one minister couhl
easily do the whale work ; with the m
-alt that the ministers are seaicely able
to subsist, and are pusitively unsble to do
Justice to their families, if they have
iy 5 the + hurches ar pourly sftended ;
md a strong feeling of antigonism exists
between the several congrezitions, more
of less apen and uneoncealed, caused by
v s making every elfort to prey apou the
others. More than this,  Eich congre-
gition is ohlige ! to draw lurgely from
-he Central Mission Fundl, and money
which ought to be expended in extend
ing the blessings of the Guspel to new
aml sparsely settled places, is appropriat-
ed to keep up, year aftor year, this mis-
crable condition of aflairs,

Is it any wonder that so much money
is needed, (when 83,000 or 4,000 iy ye-
quived todo the work of $1,000), and
~0 small results are shown for the expen
diture T And is v surprising, under
such circunitinees, that =0 many hesitat-
to conbiinnte toward supporting, and so
anny others fuil tu aceept, the Gospel
Mexsage of Peace and Goud Wil 7

Woull not a Confirence of the lead-
ing ministers ansl laymen of the varions
budies of Christians with the Bishop and
loding wembers of the Chureh, wake
these glaring inconsislencies the moro
hateful 1o all thou ghtful minds, and Jead,
if nothing clse, to more heartfelt, fervent,
and more frequent prayor for the unity
of Christeodom? It surely is worth
trying.

AN Evaverutean Higu Cuyrenvas.

DRESS OF THE CLERGY.

(To the Fiitors of the Church Guardian.)

Sirs,—Can you or any of your readers
irfurm me what i the proper dress of a
clergynian when ministering in Chureh?
Our Prayer Buvk says distinetly that
“suen ornaments of the Chureh, xod of
the minister thereot, at all times of their
ministration, shall be retained, and ha m
use, a8 were in this Church of Kaglund,
by Authority of Parliament, in the See-
vud Year of the Iteign of King Edwurd
the Sixth."

The second yenr of the reign of Ed
ward Sixth was 1548,  Doesany Act of
Parlisment of 1548 prescribe orbaments
uf the Church and clerayt  1f so, nli we
have to do is to read up that Aet, and we
shall know at once what are now the
proper vestments of the cleray. I have
slwa, s beon under the impreesion, how-
over, that the Act of Paaliament of 1548
merely authorized “the Booke of (‘om
mon Prayer and :dministration of the
Jucramentes and other rites and cers
monies of the Church, after the use of
the Chureh of England.” Consequently,
we are to refer to the Prayer Book thus
suthorized by Parliament in 1548 tu
know what are the proper ‘ornaments”
of the clergy when ministering in Church
I'hat Prayer Bouk, I believe, was not
printed till 1549, and is kno‘\'p as the
first Prayer Book of Edward the Sixth,
I have examinad an English reprint ot
that Prayer- Book, edited by Rev. H. B
Walton, -and the following are all the
directions . I hrve been able o find with

regard 10 the dress of the clergy during
service:

1at.  “Whensoover the Bishop shall
colebrate the Holy Communion in the
Church, or executo any other public
ministration, he shall have upon him, be-
sides hiz Rochette, a Surplice o1 dlle,
and & Cope or Vestment; and wlso his
Pustoral Stagd in his hand, or else borne
or holden by hix Chaplain,

Zud. “Whon a Priest eclebrates the
Holy Communiun he shall wear g 1 /te
Albe, plain, with Festment or Copes and
all i'riests and Dencons, when nssisting
the Priest at cclebration of Holy Com.
nuion, shall we v “Albes with Tanicles,

3rd. At Matins and Evansong, Bap-

tisms and DBurials, the minister, in *Par-
ishes, Churches and Chapels,' shall tuso
a Sarplice; and o Cathedisl Churches
and Colleges the Archdeacons, Denns,
ele., i gradnates, way wear with their
Surplices ‘such Hoodx a8 pertaineth to
their soveral degrees,’
{th.  ©At Ordinations, necording o
the Ordinal of 1549, those who are to bo
admitted Deacous are to bo presented 1o
tho Bishop, ‘every ono of them having
upon him a plain AMe Then imuwe-
diately after the Ordination. one of the
Deacons, appointed by the Bistop, ‘put-
ing on a Tunicle,’ is ta read the Gospel.
Unadidates for the Priesthood are nlso
to bo presented 1o the Bishop in plain
Albes. At the conseeration of a Bishop,
the Bizhop elect is to presented 10 the
Archbishop in 'n Surplice and a Capey
and the two Bishops who present him
shall also wear “Surplices and Copes,” and
have ‘their Pustoral Staves in their
hawds””

If, therefore, the vestments mentioned
in the Prayer Hook of 1549 were those
used “by authortity of arlimment” of
1518, they aro eertainly the vestments
which our present 'rayer Beok onders
s “bo retained and bo in uso” [ ask,
then, what right has a clergyman in a
parish Chureh or Chapel to weara flood ?
What right has he (o wear a Stele 7 |
need not mention the Llack Grn, for
that is now going out of fashion ; but
{hands and Stoles ure commonly worn

On the other hand, why do not all
our Priests, when celebrating the Holy
CVommunion, waar the preseribed phiin
white Albe with Vestment or Copo 1 and
why do not thoss who assist the eulo-
brant wear “Albes with Tunicles 7"

1 51y nothing ahout our Bishops not
complying with the rubric; but, s an
humble Priest nyself, and ono who
wishus to obey the directions of the
“hurch when winistering in Lhe Chureh,
I should ho very thanklul if any ong
who knows will tell mo what are the
proper “ornaments of the clergy at all
times of their ministration "

Lam one who

Don't Kxow,

ABUSE UF THE BISI[OPS.
(T the Editors of tue Chureh Guardian.j
Sird,—You ure welcome 1o wmy sor-
mou, but may [ask yon to correct o e
misprint in it, which, indeed, is not
yours, but that of the printed copy you
teok it from. There are seversl mis-
prints of your own, but minor ones,
which the eareful reador will, I thiuk,
correct for himself.  The onu | refer to
isthis: In the paragraph marked 1. in
your 3rd column, for “cure of the disvaso
of xin.” read cure,
I will take this opportunity of saying
one or iwo words on another point, |
was much pained to read in a letter in a
late number of your paper abuse of
the Archbishop of Cacterbury, Even of
sscular goveinors it is written “thou
shalt not speak evil of the 1uler of thy
people.”  Some would think that such a
iext as 2 Peterii. 10 would muko anyone
with Ltha least fear of Gob afraid to utter
has set in authority in His Church, I
had hoped, Messrs. Kditora, that you
would have cunsidered such a lottor us
the one I refer to ualit for your columps.
Thero is, indeed, such a thing as fair
public criticism, from which it cannot be
expected, nor is it desirable, that our
Bishops should be oxempt; bat from
simple abuse on the part of Chtrohmen,
they should be exempt. The letter [
refer to discussed no point of tho public
conduct of affairs on the part of the
Aichbishop of Canterbury, but aimply
pointed & bitter word agijnat him, which
the author thought clever. How any
persons can perauado. themselves thul
such sneers and taunts, directed agninst
their own fathers in Gob, are lawful
weapons for a Christian, passss'my com
prehension. X was tadght long ago, by
such an old-fashioned writeras” Robu:t

loud, swelling words against those Lo -

5

Nelson, that no matter how “unworthily
of his position A elergyman may act, it
is unlawfal for us to condemn him;: his
rharacter should preserve him from con-
twmpt” 1 conld wish you, sirs, would
reproduce in your paper that passagoe in
“Walton's Life of Huoker” in which he
deseribes “the character of the times™
in which Hooker lived. 1 think g care-
tul reading of it would cheek something
il the moustrous beight of spiritual wick-
dness to which party spivit in the
‘hurch loads men on {nonr day, in their
rostinent of their apivitwal rulers. 1t is
ound un pages 4148 of the first vol. of
*Keble's Hooker,” 1st edition,

In the weantime, 1 will transeribo n
few worda fromit:  “Of this party
thero wera many possost. with o high de-
gre ot spititunl wickednoss, that of ep-
position to govermment; so blipded hy
prejuwdice and a furious zeal, «s to maky
them neither to hear reason nor to adhers
to thy ways of peuace; mon whom prido
il self-coneeit had wmaide 10 overvaluo
their own priful wisdom so mueh ws not
0 bo ashamed to hold foolish amd un-
mannerly dispotes against those wen
whum they onght to vevereneo,—who
laboure U first to Gud out the fanhs, aned
then 1o ‘spean evil of government, like
thase that ‘perished in the guinasying of
(‘Ul‘l‘.’ "

Thero is ne point mora ¢loar to my
mind than this, that the trua way out of
the dangers nnd perprexities which suy-
rouml the Chureh of Englant at this
motient s to be found in reverencing
aml obeying owr Bishops,

Hexuy Ron

Bishop’s Collega, Lennoxville,

2Ist February, 1881,

RECRUITS FROM RIMIE

{To the Bditors of the Clhureh Guardian.)

Sts, —Faeh week 1 vead with very
much interest your sceount of convor-
stons from Romo, and 1 beliove such tists
48 you publish are admivanly adapted to
do good servien to those pocr, timid,
halt hearted Auglo-Catholies who  seem
to fancy that the Latin Communion js
having every thing its own way at the
other side of the Atlantie.  But in puh-
lishing  such lists oun cannot o too
carcful ns to iheir rehabitity, for if a
single name bho printed concorning the
conversion of whose owner thare s any
reasonable  room for dealt 1t tends (o
hiserediv the wholo atfair. For my own
puk, knowing the charmeter of sll our
Chutch -papers for the through roliable-
ness of any printed statomsnt made in
theiv columns, U read the lists of eon-
verls with vory great pleasure uatil |
canto upon the name of Bishop Duylo,
menning, I suppose, James  Warren
Doyle. at ono time Profossor in Carlow
Uollege. and aflerwards Roman Bishop
of Kildare, nud Loightim. If this bo the
Bishup Doylo that is meant in your list,
L would be most happy to be furnished
throngh the  Chunrerr Guarvran  with
some sort of prouf that ha ever left the
Roman Communion.  Asta the Cruitys
mentioned  no one pretends to douly
that they left Rome, nnd brought many
others with them; but as to J. K 1»
(the initmls nnder which Bishop Doyle
uften wrote) the best man in every way
that in recent timos hus occupied a
Ruman See iu Ireland, the most thay was
wid of his conversion, oven by tho
staunchest Irisk | Drotestants, amounted
to o vulgar rumour that on his death-hed
he dosirod and was refused (of course,
Ly the Romanists around him) the ser-
vices of a clergyman of. the Chureh of
ingland. This wns the common Teport
im my boyhood, in [reland about fiftern
years alter Bishop Doyle's death in '34,
Of course, something inoro of the matter
may bo known now ; and, as I said, if
auy thing amounting. to proof that the
learued, clever, cloquent, and good -*J,
K. L.” ever loft the Ilomin Comniunion,
nud oespecially if it can bo be shewn that
he died in the Anglican Commanion, it
will bo news of very great iptorost to
many others besidle myself.

W. WWaratLEY Bargs.
Tho Parsonage, Ivy,
8. Valuntine's D,_.gy, '81.

P. 8. —f’ermit mé'tp_ ask also if tho
Edward Husband méntiéneil in your last
is the present eloqueit ' preacher -at 8.
Michael's Fulkestone, England.

W. W.B.

. [We have no personal scqusintance
with theconvertsand know nothing what-
ever about their cinversion. We must
refer Mr. Bateato the author of the book
for the information lie desires—Eps, C:
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