‘ THE CHUROH GUARDIAN,

Maror 12, 1899,

| Lena Dunn, Secretary. The next meeting will
be at Mr. Evans’ house vext Thursday, at six.
teen o’clock, '

DIOCESE OF ALGOMA.,

HunrevirLe —The following sabscriptions
have been thankfully received since November
2'7th, 1889, by the Building Fand Committee of
All 8aints’ Church, towards the erection of s
new Church building :

Church of the Redeemer, Toronto, $38.25;
All Saints’ Chureh, Toronto, congregation, $26;
Bible Cluss, $358.60; o friend $10; H.G,, $100;
W.8,85; Mr. A., $6; Mra. G, $20; per Rov.
A.H, Baldwin: A. W, 81; H. W 810; W.L.,
$26; Anon. 31; A.H.B., $10; Glenroad, §2:
8.G.W.,820; per G.8.W.: Mrs, F.B, 8§6.—
Total $312.75, Amount previously acknow-
ledged $262.69, Total to dato $5656.44.

OONTEMPORARY OCHURCH OPINION.

—

The Church News of St. Louis, Mo., says:

To intensify and brosden the life of the
Christian is the central idea And purpose of the
Lenton scason. It does not mesn a difference
in kind of Christian exporience and activity,
but & difference of quality and guantily ; decper,
stronger, wider, quicker in lite and more sensi
tive to spiritual inflnences and the sense of
duty, Nor does it mean that a little extra de-
votion for forty days will do up one's religion
for the whole year; rather it is irtended to
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usual, fixed hours for meditation with a pur
yose, confession, penitonce, frequent Commun-
ions to bring ourselves closer to the Saviour,
worship in God's house, week days as well as
Sundays, sll of theeo aro means of grace pro-
vided by the Charch atrd enjoined by God’s
Holy Word to belp, guide and instruct us in
onltivating apd cnlarging the spiritnal affec.
tions in bringing tho soul into vital inseparable
union with Christ the living Head,

Toe Irish Ecclesiastical Gazette says of the
proceedings against the Bishop of Lincoln.
Tho Church of Epgland has always dis-
tinguished itself by opposing its most earnest
men, So was it with respect to John Wesley

in the last century, and so is it now with
respect to Dr. King, Bishop of Lincoln. A
great deal was made last week of ** the mannal
acts,” and tho importance of the congregation
being sble to see them. But it is remarkable
that these ssme manual aots were rupprossed
as superstitions, in the second and most Pro-
testant Prayer Book of Edward VI. Now, the
Church Association, through its Counsel, is
arguing that it is essentinl that these sacts
should be done 60 88 to be seen by the congre.
gation, It is conceded by Counsel for the pro
secution, that the mixed cup may be used,
provided the water is added before the service,
and the ablutions may go on in the vestry,
though forbidden in the churoh, Reslly, when
the matter is regarded with an unprejudiced
eyo, it must be conceded that the great legalists
and ceremonialists in theso malters, are the
roembers of the Church Association, who would
lay down a hard and fast line on either side of
which it would be impossible to pass, This at-
tempt to enforce a rigid conformity in the con-
duot of divine service must defeat itself in the

ilong run, and we shall be greatly surprised if

the result of the present action will not be to
render more elastic rather than more restriot-
ive the Use of the Church of England in such
matters. An inocressing tendency is showing
itaelf to interpret the present Prayer Book in
the light of those which have gome be-
fore, and to take an ecleotic view of the cere-
monial of the Chureh of England. It is irapos-
sible that futnre judgments will not be
enormously affeoted by the results one way or
the other of the present Lambeth trial, an
epochal event as it is in the history of the
Chaurch.

MARRIAGES IN LENT.

By rax Rev. Dr, WinaMaN, RuraL DEaN,

A puper read before the Ruri-Decanal Chapter of
the Rural Deanery of Port Elizabeth, South
Africa.

When a cusipm, based on the Canons of the
Primitive Churoh, comes zown to us with the
universal consent of the Church from primitive
times to the present day, we conclude that
the Church has proved the value of that special
rule or custom, and we cannot, as loyal Church-
men, rejeot what the praotioal ezperience of
eighteen centuries has sealed with its approval
sod oonsent. There are certain camcnicsl
rogulations with regard to the observance of

English oanoniat, and also, as is well known,
in the rebric of the Sarum Manusal, Buat St.
Alphege and his bishops had no primitive
warrant for these restrictions. There is a
doubtful Canon of the Counocil of Lerida, A.D.
624, forbidding marriage from Advent to
Epiphany, and also during the three weeks
preceding the festival of St. John the Baptist,

But if we frame rules upon the suthority of
& doubtfu] Canon, we run the risk of “teaching
for dootrines the commandments of men,” in.
stead of following the undisputed law of the
Church,

We have now to desl with the Post-Reforma-
tion usage of the Church of England with re-
gard to Lenten marriages. Although the
Saram rubrioc specifying the “prohibited times”
wae not re-enacted, the Lienten prohibition re-
mained 85 an nnwritten law of the Churob,
The other ‘ prohibited times” were also in
some oaees observed and Bishop Cosin desired
to re enact them in 1662, Although this was
not done, the Lenten prohibition was consider-
ed to be in full foree, so far as the usage of the
Church went, and, although the period of the
Commonweslth had relaxed all Church dis-
cipline, this prohibition was generally ob-
aerved,

The Charch of Ireland, in 1632, in its Canon
on Marriage, contained these words as to *‘pro-
hibited times:” ‘* Neither in the time of Lent,
nor of any public fast, nor of the solemn festi-
vities of the Nativity, Resurreotion, and As-
cension of our Liord, or of the Descension of
the Holy Ghost.” The Irish Church thus

Lent, which aoma down to ne with th~ nn
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clearly expressed in the words of the 52nd
Cenon of the Council of Laodicea, which for-
bids Lenten marriages. After forbiddiug pub:
lic gamen during Lent (Canon 51} it forbids the
celebration of birthdays and wmarriages during
Leont, Birthdays in 1he fourth century were
kept with & graund birthday feast, which was
out of place amidet the solemnity and self-
digoipline of the Lenten scasom, Marriages
involve a time of rejoicing and a marriage
feast, innocent enough in due season, as our
Lord's presence &t the marriage feast of Cana
indicated, but, like the birthday feast, out of
place in Lent. Here iz the common ssnse
reason which has made the Lisodicere Canon
forbidding Lenten marriages the universal rule
of Christendom.

‘Wo have now to deal with this Canon as it
affected the Church of England. Our National
Church did not acoept the whole body of the
Canon Law of the Western Church, The local
counci 8 of the Church of England passed
Canons which supplemented the universally
accepted body of Primitive Cunon Law, and
which were locally binding, In the year 1009
the National Church held a council at Eyn-
sham, in Oxfordshire, under St. Alphege, the
courageons Archbishop of Canterbury, who
was murdered shortly afterwards by the Danes.
England was in daily peril of Danish invasion,
and the lines of ecclesiastioa!l discipline were
drawn tighter by the imminent uanger of the
Church and nation. The Lsodicene prohibi-
tion of Lenten marriages was extended and
amplified by forbidding marriages from Advent
to the octave of Epiphany, and from Septua-
gesime to the octave of Easter. The good
Archbishop laid these additional restrictions
on the Church of England in & speocial time of
publio distress and ocalamity. And there re-
strictions of the Council of Eyusham find a
place in the Canon Law of Lynwood, our great

adopted & more stringent rule than the Chrreh
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win tne prohibited times for marriage. The
Bill was lost. Corvocation also made an at-
tempt in the rame direction in 1675, moved
doubtlees by Paritan pressure, This attempt
was also frastrated, and since that time no ef-
forts have been made in convocation or Parlia-
ment to attack the principle of *a prohibited
time” for marriages, Post-Reformation evi-
dence might be multiplied. Parish register
booke had ‘' tha prohibited times” written in
them as a reminder to olergy and people.
Bishops, in their articles of enquiry, asked
whether they wera observed, and, as late as
1760, we find Archbishop Sharpe, of York,
speaking of the observance of these prohibi-
tions. The habit of dieregarding them seems to
bave been formed during the period of laxity
that closed the 18th century. The first to go
were, of course, the prohibitions whioh did not
rest on primitive sathority. The feeling.
against Lenten marriages probably lingered on
till the days of Oxford Movement of 1833
Since thon wa have, in & great measure, been
able to restore this primitive rule of the
Church. Ido not thiok that it is wise to press
for more than the Lenten prohibition, We
may say to our people with regard to the
other ‘ prohibited times,” that they were ob-
served for centuries in the Church of England.

More we cannot say, and &' fierce insistence
upon roles that are not primitive, will un-
dounbtedly endanger the observance of the one
primitive prohibition,

There is no rule without its exception, and
exceptio probat regulam. There are cases which
may ocour in which immediate marrizge, as
an act of reparation, is the only course open,
A marriage under these circumstances is with-
out its feast or outward merriment aod should
be solemnized merely in the presence of the
witnesses required by law, Such a marriage
88 this, by leave of the bishop, might and ought
to be celebrated in Lent,




