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THE GENERAL SYNOD—SHALL IT BE?

By the vime that this moaber of the Grag-
p1aN renches our readers; the Bishops, Clergy
and Laity, upon whom the responsibility has
been placed of giving answer to this question,
will ho in aetunl session ; and our hope is that,
under the dircction of the Ioly Spirit, who
presided in the Councils of the Blessed Apostles,
and whoso presence will be invoked for the
guidence of this huly, the answer may be in the
aftirmative ; amd that in our next numbers we
muy be abie to announce the glad news of o
Consoliduted Chureh from the Atlantic to the
Pactfie, Do this end we would hespeak the
constunt wnd enrnest prayers of every reqder of
this paper. The (rue interests of the Clurch
will bo, we are convineed, best subserved by the
crantion of that body 5 bul there sl are grave
difforcneen to be overcomo, the solution and wd-
justmont of which may require putient aml wise
considerntion on the part of all present. May
God the Holy Ghost grant the spivit ol o right
Judgment  to all every  the members
present, that all things may he done for His
glovy and for the maintenanee of the order ad
diseipling, und the wider extension of Holy
Church,

and

EDITORIANL NOTEN,

[S—

Somo nne has kindly sont us a eopy of the
Parish Mugnzine of St. Thomas' chureh, Si,
Cutherines, containing an article (marked) hy
tho Rev. W. [, Arwitage, Rector of the Puvish,
in which relerence is made to Lhe Absolv*ion in
tho Moruing and livening Prayer. Wo
plonsure in veproducing the macked portion of
the artivle, i
are so clear and wnmistakeahle as o leave, we
would imngine, no possibility  of applying the
wordy “ Ilo purdoneth iyl absolveth” to the
Priest,
“authoritative declaration of  pavdon” (Bishop

have

Tho terms of this “ Absolution”

The several parts, however, of this

Burry) must be read togethor, and cach given
itw duo weight,  In this connection the wonds
“and  hath given power and  commandment
to lis Ministers to deelare and pronounce (o
His people the Absolution amd Remission of
their sins,” are worlhy of wote and (hought.
Bishop Burey also suggesta referencs to the
“Words of Ordination of Priests)" and com-
parison with the A bsolutions in the Commuunion
Service and in tho Visitation of' the Sick,  The
sonres of both Absolution and Bemission s,
“in tho love of God rovealed as the Father of
our Lovd Jesus Christ” and “ prononced by
the Priest alone, standing in tho attitudo of
authority over the kneoling people, it is God's
answor Lo the Conlession,” (Bishop Barry))
Woe take it that, in ordination to the Priest-
hood, the Churel intonds and assumes (v con-
voy to the U'riest the power, whatever
which Christ Himselt intended i is
and which she embodies in the lormuda of Or-
dination itself,
moro partienlarly into the matter. As with the
Fucharist itsell, wo prefer resting ot the words
of our Lord Himselt and on Hisability to make
thom oflective.

1 wits,

We are not curions to exumine

The Howiletic Reviae for September containg

wotds,

a sermon by the Rev. Kerr B, Tupper, D.D., of
Denver, Col., of very considerable prwer and
of unmistakeable plainness—much 1eeded in
these days of unblusling immorulity,—~on the
Law of Chastity,  Inearnest, manly, outspoken
terms he denounces the open violation of this
faw and the injustice of the distinction made in
regurd Lo it between an impure man and anim-
pure woman, and calls for the banishment of
the former from the homes and social circles of
the peaple. “ Adultery,” ho says, “is, along
with intemperance, our nalional disgrace and
curse.” e quotes from a distinguished Am-
erican author the following weighty words:
“Tnose nolions louching Marriage, Divorce,
Re-marvinge, are painfully alarming preva-

lent,  We need not goso far as Utah to find
Mormons  theoretical  and  practical.  Yven

among these who eall themselves cultivated
there are some whase teuchiugs concerning
marriage are so lax and sensuous that were
they cairied inte practieal effect the “holy es-
tate of matrimony” would sink into the oper
polygimy and polynndry of savage tribes il
even the promiscusus vuriety of roaming ani-
mal hovdes. Tt iU bo Chundered trom the pul-
pit, trom the academy, from the forum, that
divorce (absolute divoree allowing re-marringe )
suving for one solilary cause, is 4 tHREEFGLD
CRIME—=L critie agningt home; a erime against
soefely ; aerime against Gon”

The Bishop of Maryland, the Hi. Rev. Wm,
Paret, DI, hus done good  service to the
Chureh by calling attention to the connection
between Ordination and Preaching, and the un-
lnwlilness of'sepurating those.  [n these days
of revived  employment  of Loy help in
Church work thero is 1 grave danger of “over-
exulting” the hity, wwl of confusing i the
minds of vur people generally the relative posi-
tion and powers of the vegularly ordained Min-
ister and the wrerdined Iny rewder,  And this
i specially to be feared in - connection with the

increasing use, er neeessitate, of theologieal stu-
We

ansee little exense for allowing the newly

dents in the mission work of the Church.

fledgal theologue, just entered in his firat year,
stll in his teens perchance, but tull of selt:im-
portance, because sent into some mission of the
diveese to tike the service—which, by the way,
he is oftimes incapable of even reading properly
—to preach his own sevmons ; especially when
thore is such an abumdance of suitable and
sound (eashing to be had ready for his use from
gome of the best and  most learned divines of
the Chureh. Wedo not believe that this was
intended in the Canadian Chureh any more
than in the sister Chureh in the States; and
we should gladly seo the employment of theo-
togical students in regularly organized Missions,
amd pavishes tavgely vedueed.

The immediate canse of Bishop Paret's utter-
ances was astatement by the Seeretary of the
Commission on Christian Unity, appointed at
the last Goneral Convention of the Protestant
Episcopal Chureh of the United States, as fol-
lows: 1 was asked by the author of the Pres-
“bytevinn letter if we ecould consider the
“preaching funetion as apart from what is
“technically called the question of Orders.

“ My reply was that we could, for our Ordinal
“declarves that the preaching function is not
#tied to Ordination, but that the exercise of it
“Js dependent on a license from the Bishop,”
To this Dr, Paret veplies:

As a Hishop of the Church T cannot consent
to this as a fair statement of the Church’s posi-
tion, IfLlam wroug I will be thankfulto have
my crror shown,

I suppose what is referred to in the ordinal
must be in the words which the bishop speaks
to thedencon upon whom he has just laid hands:
“Talee thou authority to read the Gospel in the
Chureh of God; and to preach the same, if thou
be thereto licensed by the bishop himself.”

Now, in one kind of literal interpretation this
might be wureant for saying that **the preach-
ing function is net tied to ordination.” That is,
ordinatian does always, of necessity, carry with
it liberty to preach. Ordination to the deacon’s
oflice needs the bishops’s license i addition, be
fore the deacon can preach,  Butsurely it does
not intimate that one can preach without ordi-
mtion, It assergs that even ordination itsclf
s not enongh, Itis not trae thut “ the exercise
of preaching i3 dependent on a license from
the bishop.” Ordination Lo the priesthood is the
conveyunee of right to preach without special
license,inaddition, from the bishop. The deacon,
however, though ordained, may not preach
without  that special license, The  bishop's
power tolicense him is expressly declaved in the
Ordinal. But an unordained person, or one
whose claim Lo ordination is not acknowledged
by the Charch, may not preach at all, And I
confidently affiem that no bishop can lawtully
give him license so Lo do. True, the right to
license has somelimes been cl.imed, and the
elaim has sometimes been put in exercise, Bat
I maintain that the Bishop who does itexceeds
his powers, and transgresses the laws of tho
Chureh.  And this matter does not rest on
ctnons only, The deeper laws of the Charch, -
in its Constitution, its Ordinal; its Avtieles, as-
serl the law clearly. There must be a ministry
of bizhops, priests, and deacons,  This must be
so reverently held and esteemed that no man
may be aceounted w lawful bishop, priest, or
deacon in this Church, or suttered o execute
any of the said functions, unless . . . he
hath had Episcopal consceration or ordination,™
“lunctions ™ thas saeredly reserved for the
ordained alone, are named in Article xxiii: ¢ It
i5 not lawful for uny man to take upon himself
the office of public preaching or ministering
saertments in the congregation before he be
lawtully called and sent to execute the same.”
This means more than & bishop's license. These
are the words which IHoly Scripture and the
Church use in speaking of ordination, The
canans,thenare not the torbidding power or act.
They merely reattirm and apply the principles
and grreat laws laid down by the Constitution of
the Church, and by the Prayer Book.
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“Public preaching,” in its ofiicial character,
is declared 1o be one of the funetions of the holy
ministry, aml a bishop can no more authorize
aman to execute it by license onls und with-
ot ordination, than he can by license only and
without ordination authorize him to consecrate
and administer the Holy Communion,  The as-
sertion, theretore, thut the power to preach is
=0 “dependent on the bishop's license,” that
the bishop may authorize one who is not right-
1y ordained and not even a communieant in the
Protestant Episcopal Churel, toact as a public
preacher in the congregation, is in clear con-
tradiction to the letter and spirit of the Church's
laws,

Much as we honor and love our Presbyterian
brethren and gladly as we admire the devout-
ness and learning of their ministers, unless we
are prepared to abandon thereal « Historic Epi-
scopate” (thatis, the episcopate as shownin



