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BISHOP'S CHARGE FEATURE
OF SYNOD YESTERDAY

His Lordship Made Stirring Reference
of Church Regarding Remarriage of Divorced
Persons--Discussion on Withdrawal of PomL
duChene Church from Shediac Deanery.

to Posltlo" lit ought to be enovugh, I think, to look
lH

formal cpening of th

» congregation will

The Divorce Problem.

a diverced person,
h{n'nmu of the other

and |upon which the soecial structure has

stand n\l 1

, but in ull‘

uf |duced the moenopoly have dissolved

that the social circum-

mind you of what those circumstances
desire to speak one ex-
aggerated word. I do not want to paint

who can look out
. and fail to find signs of

first be able to show a serious moral declension where the

: and more to this respect social
is becoming chaotic

| marks of right and wrong are being
removed. More and more the holy bar-
Rev. Dr. 8ills, re mu nf i‘nn!n (huu h More and more marriage is becoming
in the eyes of many a mere contract
terminable at the will of either

an offering Imm
It is impossible to say wh;n tho rﬂsull
will be of the appeal to the diocese,
8o far about $600.00 has come in,
amount very far below what might be
expected. A number of parishes have,
as yet, made no returns, but some of

* the Scriptural idea of

“honorable estate
* there is being sub-
stituted the sense of an earthly unfon
existing only by the fluctuating sanc-

CEETEE

UNDERWEAR

“Ceetee” Underclothing makes you feel right.
tation, mll not wrinkle, sag or bind. Always com-

ticn of a human law. In the face ull
these facts, is not the church bound
to make her position plain? Holding
the faith once for all delivered to
{the saints, 1s she not imperatively
bound to enforce upon her members
}rbe(hsnre to- moral law?

| Why Canon is Needed.
But, if, indeed, dcience were needed

thres directions.  Let me very brief

y remind you of the message that

jcomes to us from each. There is (1)
the argument from Holy Scripture for

an indissoluble marriage. I do not for-
get in so saying that there are schol-
s in the Church, who think that they
e an exceptive clause in the lan-
1age of our Lord in respect to this
important subject, and in the strength
|of that exceptive clause, plead the
right of remarriage for the innocent
ty in a divorce for adultry. One
ladly recognizes the good faith with
I that plea is made. Yet it re-
s ind

r sputably true that the only
passage. the solitary text.—that
seems to *tion the remarriage of
a divorced person even under these
circumstances is subject to so many
difficulties in the way of extraordinary
riations, as to make it almost worth-
v for purposes of argument. [ re-
r, of course, to St. Matthew 19, 9.
Quite distinet our Lord declares
that for one specific cause a man may
away his wife, but, with the sole
ption of this one very doubtful
passage, nothing is sald about his
1 sther wife; whilst, on the
least three of the Gos
‘l iltery of such a second
g is distinctly stated. From
the standpoint of Holy Scripture, there
tore, » case for the canon is very
strong |
There is (2) the argument from the
Prayer Book, and 1 need hardly r~—‘
mind you how completely that argu- |
in accord with the enactment |
1. Nothing could be mmvl
mphatically plain than the terms in
which a man and a woman, intending
to take each other as husband and
|wife, are required to state that inten
tion.

Plainly Stated.

Amongst other things, they are re-
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a permanent relaticnship between
one man and one woman, indissoluble
by ull else save death.

“No far as the re-marriage of a di-
vorced person is concerned, the ca-
non is very clear. By the corporate
action of the general syncd, we have
cut the Gordlan knot of uncertainty
and inconsistency by absolutely prohib
ing any priest performing sucha cere-
mony as that of which I have been
speaking. So far as that prohibition
gces, then, it leaves nothing to be de-
sided. But, after all, it only goes a
certain distance, and leaves altogeth-
er undefined the relationship to the
church of those who disregard her
law. It provides magnificent machin-
ery of moral law, but it leaves un-
solved the problem of domestic dis-
cipline. It was with this omission in
mind that I spoke of the experience
of the past year as leading me to a
reconsideration of the subject.

Not once or twice, but several times
since the last session of the synod,
I have had to deal indirectly with
Situations in certain parishes, that
involved the greatest difficulty; and,
generally speaking, the difficulty w
the outcome of the fact that the re-
lationship to the church of those who
dare living in disregard of this parti-
cular canon has been left altogether
undefined

Stood By Resolution,

It will, perhaps, be remembered
that at last year's synod, I was ask-

quired to solemly declare that (a) |ed to state my position regarding the
they will “live together after God's | admission to the holy communion of
ordinance in the holy state of matro- | those who, having been divorced, have
mony;" (b) that, forsaking all other, | contracted a second union contrary to

the husband will keep only to the
wife, and the wife only to the husband
so long as they both shall live; (c¢)
that the union shall be from that day

the church's canon, and 1 replied that
I could go no further than the Lam-
beth resolution of 1888. That resolu-
tion was to the following effect: “That

{forward, for better, for worse, for|recognizing the fact that there has
{richer for poorer, in sickness and in |always been a difference of opinion

health, till death do them part, accord

in Hw church on the question whether

ing to God's holy ordinance our Lord meant tg forbid marriage to
Is there auy doubt as to the mean- {the innocent party in a divorce for
tling of that solemn statement? Do |adultery, the conference recommends

not its terms plainly imply these three
things: First, that the estate of matri
mony is an ordinance of God and in
dependent of any human legislation

certainly not in any sense the crea
ture of a Act of Parliament. Second
ly, that marriage is strictly an ex
clusive contract, admitting of no sec

ond partner during the lifetime of th l

e i“""" Thirdly, that nothing but death
jcan dissolve a Christian marriage?
So st

| ments

and so plain their implication

that the clergy should not be instruct
ed to refuse the sacraments or other
privileges of the church to those,
who -under civil sanction, are thus
married.”

~Now, I still stand by that resolu-
tion in shrinking from prououncing
*Xcomunicate those, who, being en
irely innocent themselves, have in
perfect good faith entered into unions
sanctioned by the Stafe, and solem-

ghtforward are those state- [nized by the ministers of other Chris-

tian bodies. But I recognize more

‘v)mz the Church may well indignantly {clearly than I did a year ago these
refuse to allow their repetition by [things,—(1) the grave moral weak-

any man or woman, whose partner of [nes

1.| former union is still alive
.| (3) Add to this the argument from

ss In the Church involved by a
grievous want of diseipline,—and (2)
the necessary limitations of the Lame

{common sense, and enough has been |[beth resolution. In the light of those

{said to amply justify the canon. Let
ime put to you these questions,—Does
the loosening of the marriage tie make

two facts, I do not hesitate to express
my own conviction that there ought
to be gxercised much move careful

{for morality or immorality? Will [discrimination in the matter of ad-

:\mm\w}wnul gain or lose in dignity
’,\wh the dragging down of marriage

{from life-long pedestal to the level
of a me rely temporary contract? Will
"‘x. in tion of the home be more

|secure or less secure with increased

fac !!uiw\' for divorce? Will the State [tinet cl

be stronger or weaker because of this
destructive tendency? A Will the world
{be a better or a worse place if this

- jmateralizing movement 10t checked?
I can s ly leave these questions with
you answers are written large

mitting to the Holy Communion those
who are married contrary to the
Church’s canon. Let me try to show
vou what I mean by the necessary
limitations of the Lambeth resolution.
It is only intended to apply to one dis-

ss of people—*the innocent
party in divorce for adultery.” There
you have two distinct and different
limitations. It has reference only to a
divorce for adultery. That is the first
limitation, and, in view of the many
light and trivial causes for which, in

{on the face of all human history. one part of the world or another, de-

Let me add to what I have s
words of an independent witne
so far as defehce of the canon con-
cerned, I have finished, I take them

crees of divorce are granted, it is of
very great importance, Let it be re-
membered that the Church recognizes
today, as she has always recoguized,

{ from nt sting article by an Am- [one ground only for divorce,—that is

erican writer in the Atlantic Monthly
- {for July. “From the dawn of civiliza-
{tion until now, the family has been
{the social unit, and the foundation

jrested. The family has been the in-
carnation of the principle of order.
he members of the 1illy have been
responsible to the head of the fam-
ily, who has maintained discipline;
and the head of the family has been
responsible to the state. When Na-
‘;m]um evolved the empire out of the
! | chaos of the French revolution, this
was the fundamental legal conception
which he insisted upon having em-
‘lhudn-\l in his code.

The Family Dissolved.
“The same conditions that have pro-

the family. Through divorce modern
- | women assert, and practically exer-
cise, the right of living with what
men they please, as long as they
- | please, and changing when they please
repudiating all obligations to anyone
| but themselves, The result has been
the dissolution of the family in the
sense that parental authority has
nearly ceased as a constraining force
in society. But parental authority has
always been the source of all author- [
and the foundation upon which
has rested the sanction of all coercive
law. As the instinct of obedience is
weakened by the decay of parental au.
thority, so must the administration
of the criminal law decay, and it has
decayed until the president has told
us that it is a disgrace to our civiliza-
tion. And Mr. Taft spoke the truth.
Perhaps there has never been a civ-
ilized society in the world which has
manifested, save during some acute
spasm, such lawlessness, when mea-
sured by contempt for the police and
the magistrate, as American society
today.”

Perhaps we should not be prepared
to make our own the very wording
of this frank confession, for to some
of us it would seem that the mod-
ern man must share with the mod-
ern woman the shame of this declen-
ston. But we can only bow our heads
before the logic of the writer's stern
analysis, for few thoughtful men will
fail to find In the conjunction of those
two unhappy facts—the decay of re-
verence for marriage as an ordinance
of God, and the decay of reverence
for law—something more than a mere
coineldence, It is hardly possible to

is the outcome of the other; and with
that admission, it is not difficult to
differentiate between the cause and
the effect.
Permanent Relationship,
In the light of all that hag been
said, as Christians, as chure n, and

not to hesitate to accept that view
of marriage which declares it to be

adultery. Legal separation she al-
lows, but that is not divorce, and,
thank God, the door is not shut upon
the penitent. It fn]!n\\'s, therefore,
that the recommendation of the Lam
beth resolution regarding the privi-
leges of the Church applies only to
those whose divorce was granted be-
cause of adultery. TUnder the terms
of this resolution, no other case can
be considered.

Only Innocent Party.

. But there is another limitation,—
very definite and clear. The resolu-
tion has reference only to the inno-
cent party in such a suit. No indis-
criminate extension of the Church’'s
privileges Is even contemplated. Such
an extension, indeed, would be quite
contrary to the spirit of the resolu-
tifon. Before the privileges of the
Church may be granted, therefore, to
one, who, having been divorced, has
married again, there must be reason-

able certalnty that he or she Is the 1

innocent party of the two,—a certain-
ty not easy to arrive at in view of the
many and notorious cases of collusion
and other obscuring circumstances.
Yet,—and here comes the difficulty, —
an effort must be made to reach that
certainty or there may be danger and
degradation in the Church. Whose,
then, shall be the responsibility of
Judging?

The parish priest, some will reply,
and there Is much to he said in sup-
port of that contention. But a me-
ment's thought will sugeest many rea-
sons to the contrary. The pressure of
public opinlon is sometimes very
strong, and not easy to resist. Tocal
influences have their weight. There
1s sometimes daneger of a divided par-
fsh. All these things have to be con-
gidered. Perhaps the best way of
dealing with most of thege difficulties
s to follow the example of the Scot-
tish Church, and refer all such cases
to the bhishop for his judement. I
hove to see the day when that course
will be prescribed by canem, dbut, in
the absence of some specific legisla-
tion dealing with the difficulty, I
would counsel the clergy to refer to
the bishov all cases of whose circum-
stances they are not sure, I do not
suggest that the highop's Jjudgment
18 likely to be infallible but 1 believe
that such a reference to avthority
will strengthen the hands of all of us
in dealing with these difficulties by

escape the conclusion that the one fact |Mmaking it quite clear thét there is in

the Church such a thing as moral dis-
cipline,

Let me refer to one more most im-
portant point before I leave this sub-
Ject, T have sald that the canon on
divoree provides magnificent machin-
ery of moral law so far as the crucial
question of re-marriage is concerned,

as men of common sense, we ought |but leaves unsolved the preblem of

domestic discipline, The failure of the
canon consists in this—that it leaves

The
performed by an eminently re-

minister of another religi
, Whose laws are not
r own, or under civil sanc-
a duly qualified justice of the

~

the relationship to the
church of those who disregard the
I have already illustrated the
fact of this failure by reference to
communion, That relation
involves, however, more questions than
that of sacramental privileges,

What if a man who has come under
the condemnation of this canon,should
claim his right to serve as a vestry-
man in the church? For obvious rea-
sons I put the question to you in this

but I feel bound tec
consideration. Here is

y clear law of the church.
The fact that the law is addressed to
the priest makes no difference at all,
refuses to recogniz
right of its members to contract such
is contrary to law. The
, of course, decide what

the

or what shall not be
h\r borde but un-

, she has the pow vr to legis-
late for herself, and in the exercise of
che has passed thi
. But here, let us say, is a
marries, is divorced and
in, whilst the other party
'r union is alive and he
remains by practice ag well as
f , @ member of the church
ly then, he has broken the
It is true that the sec-

canon

may have taken pla

previous to the enactment by the gen-

the canon on divorce,

v remark in passing that
as a time when the re-
marriage of a divorced person was not
contrary to the teaching of the church,
1 may have been entered
perfectly good faith, so far

own convictions were
ceremony may have

0 strin-

hgve taken place in

e
Canada or in the United States, or, for
of that, in Timbuctoo.
* Questions do not alter nor af.
[ that the second marri-
contrary to the church's ca-

Nor does the personal char-
' of the man concerned call for
consideration, There may
* been no breath of scandal in the
question of collusion, no
rge of immorality. It is quite con-

the circumstances of

were such as to entitle the
‘at deal of sympathy,

Not to the Point.

annot weak- |
and the law

the man is living in

the chureh’'s law—is it
y an improper thing for him
to be elected to the office of a vestry-
1 it not an absolute anomaly
for one whose life is an open contra-
{ the church’'s canon to act
as an official of the church? I cannot
i any member of the sy-
nod will think otherwise.
this matter before you
as an abstract question for reasons,
which you can all appreciate. But I
do feel bound to say that it is more
than an abstract question. The prin-
i which I ask you to pro-
been challenged in the
Diocese, and the church must not hesi-
tate to establish it beyond dispute. It
remains for me to indicate the
in which the Synod should
In Section 1 of the Church
4 there has been provided a way
to meet the difficulty. The paragraph
follows
2) Laity, membe
Church of England in this Province,
and in such manner and
by such proceedings as they adopt . . .
make regulations for enforcing discip-
line in the Church, for appointment,
, deprivation, or removal, of
y person bearing office therein, of
whatever order or degree, any rights

“The Bishop,
s of the

to the comtrary noth-

withstanding, and for the convenlent
and orderly management of the prop-

and interests of the

matters relating to and
only the said Church, and
the officers and members thereof, and |
y manner interfering with
the rights, privileges, and interests of
other religious communities, or of any
person or persons not being a member
or members of the said Church of Eng-

It appears, therefore, that, by
Church Act, there is vested in
this Synod full power to determine by
the passing of a canon the qualifica-
tions of persons entitled to serve in
e of Churchwarden and Vestry-
In view of the most important
principle at stake, I do not hesitate
to urge the Synod to take that course.
In my own judgement, the necessities
of the case would be met by the enact
ment of a canon declaring that no per-
who has contracted a marriage
disallowed by the law of the Church
shall hereafter be eligible for nomina-
tion as a Churchwarden or Vestryman.

On motion of Archdeacon Forsyth
the bishop’s charge was referred to
the standing committee of the synod.

Pentreath, of British

Columbia, and Rev. C. W, Vernon, of
Halifax, were then welcomed to the
synod and invited to sit and particl-

The committee to nominate stand-
ing committees was then appointed
there being one clerical
and one lay member from each dean-
ery in the riocese:
Chatham--Ven.Archdeacon Forsyth,

Fredericton—The Dean of Freder-
J. Bliss,

—Rev. Canon Neales, Col.
. Montgomery Campbell.
Shediac—Rev. C. F, Wiggins, R. W.

St. Andrews—Rev, H. 1. Lynds, Hon.
C. H, Grimmer,
8t, John—Rev. Geo, F, Scovil, H, B.

Woodstock—Rev. H. G. Allan, T. C.

Geo. F. Scovil was appointed
by \.he bishop as assistant secretary

Commmu Reports.

The report of the synod committees
which had been printed for the con-
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venience of the delegates were then
taken as read, to be discussed later.

A lengthy statement of the synod
assessments for contingent fund was
then read by the fund secretary, J.
H A, L. Fairweather, It showed that
the rural churches were considerably
in arrears on their assessments and
consequently that there was a large
proportion of the churches without
lay representation in the 10d. . The
assessment for the year w $617 and
of this $363 had been paid. With the
arrearages of previous years the total
arrearage was $17

The bishop e\preﬂod some surprise
that the arrearage was so large and
said it would be interesting to know
if the lay delegates of some of the
churches remained away from the
synod because they could not come or
whether they preferred to absent
themselves and save the amount of
the assessment.

there had been no regular service
lin the church. He offered to compro
mis
ay the assessments in future.

great discouragement to a clergyman
in taking charge of a church which
had been without regular service, to
find it Jargely in debt for synod as-
sessments and consequently barred
jfrom any representation at the synod
by the laymen.

Solution Suggested.

Ven. Archdeacon Newnham thought
a report had been presented at a
previous meeting of the synod when
this matter had been discussed and
that the report had suggested some
solution. He thought it was in the
hands of Archdeacon Raymond and
that it should be laid before the synod
for consideration,

W. B. Wallace said if the minister
were put on the same footing as th
laymen and barred from synod attend-
ance until their churches had paid
the assessment, it might have a good
effect.

M. G. Teed said that one difficulty
was that arrears had piled up in some
of the churches for years and it was
impossible to pay them. If they were
wiped off and a fresh start made it
would have a good effect and also in-
crease the lay representation in the
synod.

The bishop was Inclined to agree
with Mr. Teed and appointed Vener-
able Archdeacon Raymond and J. P.
Burchill of Chathnm as a committee
to consider the matter and report on
a scheme before synod rose.

Reports of synod committees which
had been previously recelved were
then taken up.

The report of the standing com-
mittee of the synod was adopted.

Mission Board Report.

Thereport of the Board of Missions
was then taken up. Ouv diocesan mis-
slons reports were received from Der-
by and Blackville, Douglas and Bright,
Gladstone and Blissville, Point du
Chene, Salisbury and Havelock, Stan-
ley, St. Marting, St. Mary's and
Springfield. They were adopted with-
out -discussion with the exception of
Point du Chene.

The report from this mission was
as follows:—

“This mission, which for a number
of years has been attached to the ‘par-
ish of Shediac, has become vacant by
the resignation of the rector of Shed-
fac of that part of his work. The peo-
ple are anxious for the services of
the church to be continued but are
not in a position to give any large
amount towards the support of a
resident clergyman.

The bishop thought that there
should be an expression from the sy-
nod on this case. There had been some
friction between the rector of Shediac
and the people of Point du Chene and
they had refused to accept his
ministration, As the ree¢tor of Shediac
had no desire to force himself on
them, he had resigned. Unless the
mission board was prepared to give
$500 for the work there could be no

regular service in Point du Chene. A
peculiar feature of the case Is that
the rector of Shediac receives $800 per
annum as revenue from the glebe
lands all of which are located in the
Point du Chene section of the parish,
the people of which are not now re-
ceiving regular service. While there
might be no legal obligation on the
Parish of Shediac, there was, he
thought, a very strong moral obliga-
tion to see that the people of Polnt
due Chene recelved services regular-

Rev. Mr. ‘Sisson, of Moncton, said
that when the people of Point du
Chene took £200 and separated from
the Parish of Shediac, as they did
some years ago, they gave their rights

in the glebe revenues for this sum.
J. Roy Campbell moved the adoption

of the report with the exception of the

portion referring to Point du Chene,

morrow when Rev. )
, will be in attendance, as will
also Canon Smithers,
anThn'estlgallun of the case,

of the synod to report back.
Bishop Asks For Action.

sald he was glad that
the matter had been
attention of the synod publicly,
consldered it a disgrace
conditions should exist
action in the case
the board of missions would deal with

The rector of Canning said |his|
But none of these things touch the [*hunh had been in arrears because
i , for they
* invalidate the law
is all that has to be considered, What-
sanction the church might have
given to the divorce decree, she can
give no s nction at all to the second
Jn the light then, of this sin-

ing mmll whereas !‘19\
| existed through the help of the A
lican -huuh in that field.
Imhln-«)n then changed his mo-
the case should be
Some of the clerical delegates ex- |referred to a mmmmm and this pass.
pressed the opinion that it was aled.

the old indebtedness for $3 .uul‘
tic

bishop appointed as lln-

this morning at 10 o'clock

churches in the diocese,
week as at present, to the third week
January in each year and also that

women should be allowed to vote at

The Synod Service.

> gervice which was fully cho-

readers and clergy
the procession. The service was taken

's, and the lessons were read by
Newnham and Ven.

kiel's vision of the

and addresses will be de-
* Archdeacon Pentreath and
Miss Loretta Shaw,

, both of Chipman,
officiating clergyman

Immediately after the ceremony they

Ballard-Mannering.
The residence of Thomas Manner.

when his daughter, Winnifred L.,
united in marriage to Hollis W. (
Ballard of Marblehead,
ceremony was performed by Rev.
lington Camp, pastor of Leinster St
Baptist church in the presence ot the
relatives and imniediate friends of the
contracting parties.

travelling costume with
After the ceremony
lard left on a trip to New York, at
the conclusion of which they will re-
N. H. The bride
was the recipient of many handsome
gifts of cut glass and sllver

Uncooked Ripe Tomno Pickle.

Mix together in order named three
pints peeled and chopped tomatoes,
one cup chopped celery, four table-
spoons each chopped onion,
per and salt, six tablespoons each su-
gar and mustard seed, half tea-spoon
each grmed nutmeg and two cups vine-
Put in ztone jur and cover,

Take one dozen greén peppers and
one dozen red peppers and add three
large onions; chop fine,
boiling water and let stand ten min.
utes, drain, cover again amd let come

Drain dry and add three tablespoon-
fuls of salt, two pints of vinegar and
two cupfuls of granulated sugar. Cook
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