
Thursday, PecetTder i

cn e. The special dignity of the

F ares througithout as a matter of!
uItan origin and arrangement, so

sa ' ei.eul Council of Chalcedonc

A luin its twenty-eight Canon ? a

"Thet' terswith gond reason, bes>oweda
oeence an the Chair of Old Rome,0

pre · _'hI r i4" This t
i'S asseîl in despit of thie pro-

Gr the Roatina Legates. who atolone-
RId was officially declaredt u

i oly an honocrary priority C
iuoîuit the Eoman Sec.

tt. Ieto did recuire i.
anulaiso suipposintg that ht

I oune, wbat enideece l.
th- c;t)ie tItlis privilegus, Watut

ilid not lie with huMn, or
lapainted the lishopa of

tilitins, ereui ilf he had poter to
ap ',y heirs ait ail, for the thr'eei

gre e tet.-ui * tIg t iitin Canot
tli- wrhic ievur n s i tr ranlsmis

s o e i e RoianCanon
tn t: a i i a Jii'-ac/ Irivileg-o die>

t naned, and cannot be
I' any plea to persas not se

tt "I'thatt wlienever a ai iof a
i matle, lit document

tL u b' produced lu eidencv
lur~ ~ ~ O n' litttiu s8 tLOCUeseflail'.

ircid ask, is tlLite ctîemt
tn i'these privileges on the Bisihps

rit
A u ting te Petrinte supru-

nu; ti tut been lef te St. luPet, rs
- ueSOts, by waut pr.vet t or pro

C c,, y"d Lo them i Te Pape:y
îuinnittenLt oicee, beaitaing con-

tit nt snd then filled and con-
lt -Y a"t I human Cletion. Oti'-
l'aie e' nut bu said te hand over Iis

girl, u fi suceso, because thit suc
cer is nt .ppointedl util after luis
deaJr. n-'itutilites a tong titue aftervaids.
le ti! u e the Eiscopacy this is ver'
di hu ne liisiop recives his oriers

fo duwr ishois. anti se the power is
an!' - Iuin ritLuit break or diminution.

1o i i ilnustration : Ilibbert, Iish1 op
<,' Nova Set-tia, tis consecuted in lite

yc-u i 1. y Jolin Bird, Arcibishop ail
tuu burY, and tire Lother Dishops. anti
ve 'n tiac on the line of succession to

St. A tugtItine, ishop of Canterbury.
acd tuouhhim to Aiostolic tiues.

i a nut a muiatter of opiuion or faith
li but of' tistoreial fact, uwhich tie

recu!is uu e exirut. But will Father
Ke u u-t l'L s uwthre Pope is nade

pau r ul the 'etrie poiers i
uV.' ai toJ Inuthat "dutiung ithe period of

euit-t -ltu-ries Pupe lias succeederil
]up', wui-îît interruption, to the num-

bt-n i 26.-N o sooner was oe Pope
dU. or i-ntIEI, than anothler succeed-

- l'. u shtall it b to Aie end." 1'
uvallud 5k tui'o it was, at the death of

Ceautnt V., wlien there as a vceancy
et lit Ste tur more than twe years, -in

eouenuce of a division auaong the
Cardiils ? Wlhele was the Supremacy
diiiis tiism, and how did tho Citurci
sxi, wii hout it I Perhaps by a natural

w . copenili-tsation it wars counter-
bilanced mu 1409, w'ien there ere three

ols-noyX1I, B-nedict XlII,and
Auexan Y, elected by the Cpuncil of

« o ier somue years the vorld saw thie
eslemt-ale ot tiree Pope-,,achacla ciaiming to
b' Ilhe sole and true icar ofi Jrist, the
successor of St. Peter, and the centre of

unit te i the whole Church, each power-
Ssupp.nrted, and severed by nutual

conuu]imnticatioin fram his rivais, and all
1 1,a0adhered to themt. If space permit-

lil, m iecared to do s0, I could give a
long batiet'friralPopes. There are even
Saluts elite Calenda vitr who were cône-
Peraries, Yet not in communion vit th
anie PC'u).

Ast Luthe supremacy and infallibility
Of the Pues, vhich Father Kearns main-

Clins, t will b enough, out of many
dsroofs .which are et haud, to giv a
Cu Pape Libenuts subscribed on Arian

Criee, aad auathematizud St. Athanasius
1'a i eretic. Pope Honorius was un-
anhIuensly condemned by the Sixth Gen-

tut Coucil as a heretie, and a accessor
01 dlis, Gregory IL, wrotto assure the

tanis' Bihop Lthat Honoriuswas car-
tainy> damned. The iWestern Chutai
aiene deposed, on its own authority,

POPesŽJohn I, .Benedict1X,, Gregory
.regory XII., and John XIII., the
l-exprea termts as amoniaci sorcer.-ei, schisniatic and heretie. And I wouldespeeitly remark, thaLt all these deposi.

ions have been acknowledgeid as pei•fect.
,y vutid, ani the Popes set up in-thestearl of the deposead ons, as-làwful ten-

antiLof the Raman Chair. Nothing in
Ilitory shows mars ecnciudvely tht»
Iis that the Popeswre not viewed a

Ùlftallible by the Churahibut liable toa' er

Tw o"mRCn GUARDi
ror in the discharge of their office, sud it was commanded" (<)euteronomy xxv.,to punishment from their uperior, the f, 10). A apecial exce ption lunaoway
Collective Church, fo'r any miseondîuct; invalidates a genral ei. Ont i ay
contrary ta the Vatican decrees, which generally is not to kil! a inu ; but inallege that the Pope's decisions on fLithi self-defUeace I nîay kill a muani. How% 'and muorals are "irretormable on tieir absurd it would be to aru :- i aown tnrits, not by reaona ofapproval by lte law of En elnd per a t csakiuinse

the. Church."1an ln o 5case e'videuly <t cannotFor the sake of brevity, I have omitted think it wrong to kill amiteheveu tihugitgiving chapter and verse t quotations there is a law against ic. Now, cearly-1nd coutented ntvself with, in nanv uînderstand what titis argument la. A tir
cases, ierely referring ta theni ; but if wilt bis laower view o! marriage, forhisLity athei are questioned, Isieren ehi gtlily stch marriages. A C'ristianvvead 5 ta gir'e fot uîtly te refereuce, bt t ithis igiter view nsay en lgoIh'youdt
lie text. in the Greek or Latin as it may Ihî Jew and forbid t itnltogether.
chance to bc. lTeocstPintil.rea pf bibow thl enlier

JlOHN-PAtarr.r.. staliidardl *nai permit tent altugelli-,~r.v
St. Marg M0t's Hall, Dec. 7, 188 . Nw las Io the wife's sister. lu 1.eviti-

-cise.iii,.18,vweirai"'f/r ta/jOua ntEAitR8, we know, wrill rejoice u 1fa/e a teIo lo lirrtver e-/
wviths us that our English correspondent to nra'or ler her nakeds n'4iflethe i/heri
has resumted bis labours. His fist ii ?her lifefieme." Tite interpretation of
letter, which appeared last wcek, (: this verse is loubtfhl.luaLite moargin oe

Iti' commîîon versin ve rait insten,! ofplenant surprise) catîlenu, t hPO t wU t"if et her sister," "uone wife tesudienly an at se ite an haeurie thItt iOtIr. If this hi correct, the versei
were not able to cal ithe attention ofi out ivoild on'ly forbid palygamy

readurs to it. P'erlaps it is as well for us Of course those who thriew overt
Io repeat, that whilu we have fuil coulid- ioîrd lite direct, explicit statemtl
eitue in our correspondent, wo do nt atboit the hiîusbaud'a brother, calmat1

cl'ii îttiisverso tu Sutpportt lîi r tien'
necessarily endorse aill his views. abolit te wii's ister. '1 e rcaunat

eaimt this verse as i grouud for pern tON TU E MAOAGE) CHANGES [N iug Lithe one union if thev reftuse la adlowlII MIIAGE LAWN F Ti E verse 16 to forbid lIte ohlier. Itit no cMN IN,LEGÂLIZIANCMA 'ldouLt Lthere ia e considerabl numbercIUSANE D WR OTHI A ECES uA ' aOfpensans vItecajsider [he L'viticali
DECEASD W OIEI , AND A T . law' as not without auttnority -who there-DECEA.SED W! FE S SISTEI. %%iiuln disapprove oI lte marriag with a

lfe d e n shand's brother ; but who, relying t lSpinmieusry of a Senntettdelieercd in Stitser, aî[iititt oit.
Petr'iChuchChalotettenP. '.,thus verso, %wouild pernut the oather.Peecrs ferICîr//efîn o fiat cLslaLie folioe',ii,,g aurucut is1

/n IZEv. G. W. HoDGsoN, on Smdaq, ulateass h o
:Yo'ember 14/l.• Grant, for argtîumîent's sake, your inter-i

[Concluded.) îrtation of tLte verso. What do we
se i Auatg tte lewa,tLa vautuias fao'-Now let us turn to our Bibles, anti die to thaTwrrysliai, îieeeas wlts:iifo'r-

consider the question with the ligti d'ter obuta nr erasehusrititted L
tîrown upîon it thore. And hre wt taerv b ti dceasu ma uis pier. t e o

vill only take up the degrees of afinity. tirry hpoies iii iti st.
liesids the fregoing reasons, tire thet

any frai» Scriture why degrees of Novr cotie for a moment and think t
aîlinity should tue countcd ?ofa C ristian marriage service. What

Sa duing, guards and enforces tlie ide nims ail thraughi v? 'The equality of
rý e rt f i Ui man and wife, so far asq that is Psil."1r ontScriptural ruth aifte Utity cfrenatve.sftastttiîtsih.Ia e i bsolttvillave you ever thoght ofi Lte mieaning

an a le etil t rtiiof thea following" minute ndi caref.1tîecessary deduaction matît ifittrtutilîfliaIlongttnta ulcrtt
it is et1ost a reasonrble conclusion frtti direcions given in ourlnarrütgeaervice î
it, natuna and wie c lnadopted. 'fhlic iniister Etall cause te man wuith

But tt b iddeath t his rigit lian. to tL-e the wotaan by ber
nion beween a ttan nd s riglhtL iand aiit te say : 1 M. take thee, N.,.l . . . .e nin ew onP 1 uon 1(ble my twedded ýwife &.&c"tife, a fortiri, it ia dissolved between n , -

him and lier relations. And now, observe-
Granted for argumaent's Enke. But is Then'' shall fhey lo>'their hand;a

it seeily, is it decent, is it compatible AND THE I N wITtiRa tRToir Tn
vith eny high or pure view of those ne- vaKINa 'iT M By ts itnGtT ItaN. itail
lationships dat a titan. having once con- likowise say :1 N. taire thea M. to bu muy
sidered a vomîan as his ttmother or bis eilded huish1,." If ta m-ti take
sister, muay afterwarls takie lier us his te wontart's handl, then their handtîsi
wife WVhile lis wile lirved site was his must lie looseul, ist she, in turne, mai
mlother-inU-dia, or his sister in-law. tikte bis. Not uni' dolesthe titan tak

Ought site thienu ever to becomo his ithe woman toe l l u is weded wi fi ; but
wrife 1 if the rueationship is adnaitted as the woman taLs lte man ta be her wed
a naturel declition from Scriptural ded husa td. there was noting oet

statenent duinîg ithe wife's life, ite» tlis sort atmong tei JIews, or itl any
surelv every right feeling Person would Eastern. ittion. 'liha poitions were not
have.it continue. equal. The man took ithe otiian, lut

But now, as to the directions in Leviti- the womar. did not taike the man. She
cuis. Hare it wili be fairer to separate was not allowed; so lo do., Censupetly,.
the cases of the lhusband's brother and wien a man "tok a w ie," ha brouighi
wife's sister. Taîke the former. lier into his faimiily. Ilis brothers beenniP

"If a man shaN fi/ his brother's wafe bers, so she was forbidlen to iarry any
if l an ucleain thiîg, lhî ha/it uacorered one o Item. BtL as ithe wonan til
lis brother's n;kedaess." (Le'iticus xx : not"take tematitn," itweasnotaupposel te

21. o into ier fatily ; lier saters wre not
And, his, and b mitiglht marry theu.

"Thou shait not uncove' fthe nakredness The one Ccan le foridden while the
of t ly brother's icife; ilsa thy brother'aLother is pertmittei on>ly an the lov tieur

îta/-edunes." Leviticas xviii :16. of wommas position, that she is not an
Very many are of opinion(the West- equal in the contract. Ani o, acttl e

minster Confession eniphatically asserta ten who t1ke this view are (no loauht
this) that athese laws are part of God's uncensciously) yet really degrading titir
revelation to the rorld generaîl'y. If sisters, daughters, mothers and wives, in
so, thare is no room for further argunent this particular. trom the lofty 'position
on this point, for those who accept that in which Christianity bas placed them,
revelation. ta a level with the inmates of an Fistern

But, as I have said, I want to meet the harem. The proposal is a burning insu I
advocates of the change on their own ta very voman in the land. Tit ei-
ground. Grant, then. for argument's another niatter in connection with this
salke, that these are mercly Jewish laws. subject to uwhich I muat refe. It is
What then would b the case? The impossible to read the debates that took-
Jewish view of natrinony was lover place in Parliament on this question,
than the Christian. Polyguamywas toler- without seing how prominently the
ated. Divorcewas madeensy. Yet even peculiar claims of the Roman Catholic
with this lower view: they remember- denonination were brought forward. Il
ed that a "man and his wife are one may b well to state whRt grotind that
fiesh" (Gen. ii, 24); and forbade a womian Chuarch takes on the question. >
t marry the brother of her own flesh. She prohibits al ithe degtees, both of
But Christian legislators are going ta be consanguinity and affinity, that we do.
mtisfied with a lower view on this point Sie alse prohibitstbe marriagei of cons.

than was the Jew. That certainly seiià She further xecognizesspiritualaffinities,
a very unworthy position. It is actualy as a bar, i. e , a godfither cannet marry
a going back or going down. One can his godahild. Having tihna widely ex-

understanfd restrictions being increased, tended the prohibition, thes Pope claimÏs
but on what ground are they ta be relax- power t dispense with them. . I do not

t ed : know whether hi is suppoed. ta have
î It i nid, "but in' one partisl ese ithe power to disponse with aILtL As a

AN.
tnatter ao fact ho d'ieensesavit spiritual
aflinitit,; with cousins, with brothers
and sivtr-law, with unles anti nieces,
niephoauctid aunts. Oit'hariiy titean
dispeisatiot sare fot îu'octaud vithot
a tiioney ptaymnent, Last winter a utemu-
bet ofi that Chlirch% wroe tne ieof tlae
papetrs that ha had obbainrd such a dia.
pensation at the catU rf se huntdred
dollars.

1 qîtete nat' <rotiflis otl'ciai repart ao'
Littebte a (ansa, seia e i 880
vori Il p. 1383) wiere M. Gi-ouard rotd
lutters h hlad rece-ived from severai
ulialIalus'

lTe e ishop of hertrooke «rites,
while tuluiaroing af iita 111.:,Would iL
itot aIsobe pli rop>u»its to ru'eai, at the sanie
timîel Artic'e 126 [a- the Quebec code),

which prolibitss marriage bet.ween uncie
and niece, aunt ant n ehw1ilt i"l

Antd the liihopt e St. lHyitinto
writes : "I hae Lta honor t inforn

yoti, iln answer te your y'serats
l'tter, that 1 woul be contnt o sEue

uiippeuar frot ui cadi not oily article
25, but aise Aitielo 126 [i. e. not ouly

the prohihition against biotlier and
siters-i luaw', but aiso against unins,
tiecus aunts tand nephe], timici tiin
tit> lcases are very emibarrassing ta us

So that those ih tire amtong ithe nost
-atnxioits l'or the cianîge deir that, not
oily shall thera bu ti reilxation ii the
case of imarriage connectiont, but also
li thatet' oiifld relations.

it is but riglît i say tiat whei ite
hil, was altMnl, Mgr. ,illecho, lBisliop

of Three Rivers, took aatmi, and with-
irewI Iis sanction front il. As itis pro-
lit l confessedily oe of the ablest, if
net the aildet itheulogian on ithe lench,
it mlay be thlat hlis inluelinze will nottbeo
tunYelt byliis elliscopalbrethren.

1'1e question_:13 now befure you. It is a
woan's qule.tion equaly, if iot more

ltian a mtan's. for womten wilIle the keen-
'st sueerers hy aiy degraation f the

titar-ugo state. It is e La an's ques
eion far m o nre thein a cler'gymsanu's ; for
cne clerical tfanily there are iutiruda of
lay famttilies. You cati, b>' petition atul
by itae use of tevery legitiunate influence,

ppcse the hill l'or the saike of yotur
coiunttry ; and, if it shouldl pass you can
thantk Cen, wvith ail your heurts. that you

bel0ng ta a church witichi, under aIll
curcuistances frbids sucs.unions ta all

hie mebers.

---- -... . .- -
(torrt.5joitlrîî'c.

Thecalumns ofTn . CîURCIH GUARDIAN
oeill befæri y opent te al huto uma uca/h
tuo use /iruîm, nao ma/fer /whatf the writer'd
eieacs or opinions muîaî le; but ojection-

'li/e persun'l lait/gnage, tr doctrines con-u
/ray to lhe weil u'stood teaching of

fh t'hareh will ot le admnitted.

WIIY DO PEOPLE STAND i
Tc tb Editors o ithe Chureh Guarian )

Siu,-It is difficult to unlerstatd the
leis and imotives of sme persons. It
is particllarly diflijult te itnderstàni Lte
ideas and motives of ine of your corres.
pondeets, who has cenautued uich imie,
ink and paper in attack-ing n beautiftul
net ot woailip, wich Lthe growinug
revetonce of the age Ias introdicud into
many ofi ur chureltes. Until Lite eiglith
century ther wree but two attitudes
allowed ta vorslhippers ain churcie.q-
standing and kneu]ing. The apathy in
religious nmuatleu', and the diaregard of
ancient pions custons, which prevailel
fro-n that pariod down to the Reforma-
tion, if not sonewiat Inter, sufferei lthe
Chuicli goer ta ait, and cion ta slop,
during the Lime of divine snvica. Your
correspondent mny just as well protest
against nykeepingawake duing prayers,

by a stroug effort of will, instead of giv-
ing way to a natural inclination ta drowai-
nes, as ta protest against those o bis
fellow-Christians hvie formerly satduring
the presentation of the oifertory, but now
ise nad, vith reverence and grtitude

f'lt in the .heart and bhown in the bodily
posture, raturning toAlmighty Gon a
portion of what He, in Ris great good-
nes, -bas given- them. This is the simple

and anlyI meaning of this beautiful and
simple custom, whatever other motives
may be falsely imputed ta thase by wh in
it is observed1 and it sees ta me thiat -
any ane Who attacks the ceatom does
very wrong.- l reverence ta be dis-
courage andi, if it id, are we totake as

ot criterions the Churchme-n Who sit
thrugh 'präyera, leéave the responses wgl
th'eir felloia; pnd generaly do litte in
connectionwithi the Churcih and its ser

viees except by> way of parpetual protest
agauinst innov'aationu I

Your obedient servant,

'l'îlE lPOT oF Til ilOARD 0DO
ilONEl MIsSIONs.

(the Itv aitime huhlreb fniri.
n iSmî~t ls pleasiag tu Iar

fi tCle i e
'o) i)teî'uîa uttaiutacto>'r pet-aolt mu'anvx'
relir but i ttu sor-y titint intiuet

rear as satisaictory his explanations
iit ausite tu ei g vtlteentr t '

1879,' iv lich illl uieuvîwl in vaut' IaýL siti.
11ti1 tutV'futilv'u lettet «I tcuttuireî! tu

it>agip tua iRe1aport ot thee grotunds ;-
the lirst btintg that the infortmatini il,
contaltied wats inisuirieint anutd lintait
îlitate ; ithe scondt, tihat tuwas intaccurat.
anti hlie titiri, LituL I -tas possibly itis'

A it fter a catfi tierusal o Mr.
Winwirtwigtit's lutter, I havu uothintg toretr.ict u ,or ify
tL ý liyirst e iplin t was thlit. il ion

'hiumli ti I o gather fro the nit ri,
what the ,inemne of 11h0 lloantfromntaii-
tiens amili smhuscriptions for 1879 really

plai tu4l t ittît it r. ai airnigl t irai told
by the late Secretar andl r'cet T-ea-

atrer ilu Lthe thie of receipits by th
Treasuer vas lot ut'qtisit e utand iet tiot,
le printed. llut at t east a sunwr of
the receiluts for the yeaur tiiglht hai til>en
givi, s forig fot wit surce tht

inucouime had betie derived , tvhit frim
voluitir' cotbutions, atit wi frot
livestmtîtent. If ite le1port hi n can-
ûtinted situcl e Ettuumary, I lîoui tet
have tioutglit of luoking further,

Il. li the oxt pitce, 1 foundtî flhata
the figitirus in Wr. W\tiutriglit' colmupari-
son e' subscriptieos i 1877, 1878 and
187 l, di not correspond t iththe sutîîs
ebtai t by addinig the lists pintd iiin
the Reot ofhilese years. I puIit M r.

Wainight'a figutres and my own iin
pamallul column:-u.t

1%it. w. V.
177 A......4,137.7 1177.......S4,1 -79

i im ...... 1 ,102.45 1979 .... . 6771.9;-.

183....$tia. 187...... $1,411.Ùî7
l'eu tilist fer 1879, bir. Wainiright
adtis 119-J9 collectedb hi Jîlumi to April,

1870,sa tiltat lis total for thaL yur i
8-3,29)9 28.

bir. Waiua'nrigit tackn ldges tht
sone trors d occuir in his Ropurt ; iiut

e eundeavors te tmiinimize itti ttt
deprecates criLticisaum athite plenaofi Lte
exacting naturue oflia ilutiest. Buit it it
ilot of t le llr imprtja lce tht ltut ti o ti
et' the Board of11 [oe Missia wich lit
Lime cii>' ltimtaLthtle u -itlectegetu
etally of the Diocese uhavet asuerttiuint

wiat tha work, condition and prospects
of the loard are, altotilul be lts aecnrnto as
iL i pOssilto a tutike it I

IL did nL escape tuet thiat, int lle Bupoti
of 1878 sema parishes (viz., Annapolis

ndu Shil Ifnior) had two list. AIP,
Wainwright suggus tthat if tLtse '-double

it"wre deducted frot iny tigures for
1877 and 1878, the> would apiptroximîato
very nearly ta uis. Tiis is trite enough.

Bit vih should they ho so delucted 7
On wiaLt principule awouldt lh dediluet frot -
the Report of 1877 any Ilit that appearn

in tLat tof 18781 i Why d educt frot
either i I did not notice tht-se lists in
my former letter, beciia in the case Of
Annapolis thore was no lit in tte Report

of 1877. andi if one of tloe which ap-
peared in 1878 ioero transftrred tIo that
year, it would not nateriilly affect ny
casa. I sai, to, tint if Mr. W. calledt
attention to the, as I expected himto
do, we should only have another illus-
traItion of thaeuntustworthinetis ai a
comnparison of the lista as e guide tO a
km wledge of the lincial cndition of
the Board.

In face of ir. Wainwright's corrction,
I unust rupuat niy assertion, adviscd2y

made iith all the facts before me, tait
the Bishop's donation of 8200.00 is not
inclu-ed in uay list. Donatio to the
amount of $228,75 are aeckn.wledged.
And thn inntediately below b'egin "the
subscription lists received ep to Januay
l6tt, 1880." I excludedi lte donations
from my figures of 1879, because Mr. W.
himself hai limited his financial sItate-
nient to a companison of the liaS, antd

because they had no tandèny to support
the inférence "that the people are wak-
ing to a sense of their respdnaibiliticl."

Another elotnent of prplexity appeara
in Mr. Wainwright's letter. He has car-
rected his addition of the subscription
lista for 1879, ansi added to IL t dons"
tions.which I hav exoluded,.and $11,0)
obtaine Iknofwnothow. But e mates
up fat múclh cf whaL has lias been cent.


