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EDITORIAL.

THE PAPAL DECISION IN REGARD
TO ANGLICAN ORDERS.

The decree of the Vatican in respect
of the valldity of Anglican orders is
no vague, indefliiite document. It goes
straight to the point, and in language
that cannet be misunderstood, de-
clares that “ordinations carried out ac-
cording to the Anglican rite have been
and are absolutely null and utterly
void.” When we think over the whole
matter we wonder why the question
was ever submizted to such a tribunal.
Any one .at all acquainted with the
ecclesiastical history of the past would
naturally come to the conclusion that
Rome would not abate one jot or
tittle of her claims; ut, that if there
were to be a reurion of divided Chris-
lendom, she would demand full and
unreserved surrender, nothing short
of complete absorption on her part
would satisty her. This is exactly the
line adopted by the suprpmg pontiff.

We do not for & moment doubt his
earnestness in regard to unity. Ve be-
lleve him to have ail along been ac-
tuated by the Lest of notions; but,
from the stand which Rome has al-
ways taken towards the rest of Chris-
tendom, he could not do other than
he hag done; he could only assert what
the bishops of Rome have for such a
long time asserted that all orders out-
side tHe see of St. Peter was “null and
void.”

At the same tlme, the Anglican
chiicch remembers that she is not [
small insuiar hody, but is possessea
of vast, far-r2aching influences in
every land where the Anglosaxon race
bears sway. “WVithin her borders she
doubtless embraces a° number of
Christians who are unable to believe
in branches that have been disowneqa
by the trunk; for such there 13 now
no logical way of carrying their prin-
ciples into practice, but by absolute
submission to the Bishop of Rome.
On the other hand, there is g vastly
greater numter, who hold that theZh
may be churches existing side by side,
between whose dogmas und formulas
there Is a considerable divergence,
and yet that both may justly ecla
to hold thelr imysimatur from Christ,
Such will be in no wise daunted by
the strong language of the Roman
pontift; they will be content to 80 on
as before, believing, as they have Tl-
ways done, that the orders which were
conveyed by the salnted prelote who
but a few days ago was called to the
rest of Puaradice, are as valid, and
as much replele with divine grace.
as the Roman church, along with tne
Anglican, telleves to have been COwn=
veyed by the long and Hlustrious line
of bishops who have occupied the
chair of St. Augustine.

There are many among us who long
earnestly fer corporate re-union., hut
such a re-urion would not be the re-
841t of absorption by the Church of
Rome. The inflexibility of Rome hes
a charm for same minds, but thosn
are comparatively few. The majoriey
o Anglicans will continue to hola A
kind of archizelogical respect for Rome:
but they will not feel in the least dis-
posed to yield themselves entirely o
her—to give up their right of privata
Judgment—to be ats~sbed in suck a
complete way as to lose their own
identity.

We would again note the fact thai
Le» XIIL has zll through this con-
troversy been straightforward, and
courteous., He hag not thrown out &ny

clap-trap atractdns to decoy Anglt-
cuans into the Roman net; he has main-
tained the position which he claimed
for his soe in 2 dignified and becom-
Ing manner, and, while we cannot for
a moment make the concession he de-
mands, we respect the kindly patriarch
for what we belisve to be the expres-
sion of a very forvent aesire on his
part for the unity of Christendom.

AS many of our readers have possl-
bly not see the papal bull which has
caused so much fuss we shall {n our
next issue give a summary of it.

AGNOSTICS ANCIENT AND
MODERN

By the Rev. F. S. Webster, M. A.

St. Mark, xi. 33.—And they answer-
ed and sald unto Jesus, ‘We cannot
tell, **

It was not a dificult question which
our Lord had to put to them. The
buptism of John was of qulte recent
occurrence. Only a year or two had
passed since they had watched the
people trooplag out from Jerusalem
and all the cities of Judah, drawn by
the great preacher of Righteousness to
the deserts of Jordan. Many of them
had mingle@ with the crowd, and had
seen conscience-stricken men  and
women hang down thelr heads with
shame as their sing were exposed and
denounced, and yet a Nttle later look
up with fresh hope and confidence au
they heard of the coming Saviour. They
had watched them pressing into the
viver Jordan, and there humbly stand-
ing to receive the bhaptism of repen-
tance. They knew how real the work
had been, and how the people had
Rone back to thelr homes humbly de-
termined to fear God and wQrk
righteousness. They had heard, too,
the Baptist's testimony to Jesus, aud
knew how the decision of the Deovle
was gathering more cciviction every
day—"John d*d no miracle, bat all
things that John spake of this man
were truve.”

So when Jesus nut the question to
thew.  with unusual peremptoriness,
“The baptism of John, was it from
heaven, or of man? Answer me."”
They did not answer “Of men,” for
such an obvisus falsehood would dam-
age their reputation with the people.
They could nent say “Of Heaven,”
without condemning themselves. So
they took refuge in a dishonest cyvas-
lon, ind saiq, “We cannot tell."



