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groped around his massive exposition, so wî' find now Angclicani
sacerdotalists in support of their crude and mnechanical conception
continually quoting detached sentences of Lighrltfoot, tori bleeding
from their context, îvhile thcy arc blind to thc vital principles
wvhich dominate and dctcrminc the ]3ishop's thcory of the Christian
Miiuistry.

The attitude of so profound a scholar as Dr. Lighitfoot tovards
this question cannot be a. matter of indiffcrence ; the more so that
the subject itself is one of a î'er3' pressing and practical charactcr in
relation to the ecclesiastical and religious circumstances of Our
times. XVe have on the one band a yearingit for Church unity and
on the other hand a pervertcd conception of tic nature of that
unity; on the one hand ire have anxious questionings as to the
hindrances and hoîv they caîlii bc removcd, and on the other band
the reassertion of the most audacious claiim on behiaîf of priestly
mediation and Church authority, pretensions which are now what
they ever have been, 44le grcate:«t barriers to union, and the most
prolific source of division and isolation. I-ow then docs ]3islîop
Lightfoot stand towards thecse questions? and lîoi do his vicwvs
correspond with those of thc "l«judicious " Hookcr ?

At the outset of our enquiry we arc broughflt face to face with --
question of the most radical chai-acter, a-, to the nature of the
Christian Ministry.-Is it a pastorate or a pricsqthood)? H-ere wc
find a line of cleavea-ge bctwcn two historic;îl dcvcelopmenit.s, twof-
theologies, in fact, two Christi-anities. That saine issue whichi St.
Paul opened up in his cpistlc to Uhc Galatians, ;uid which i-c-
asserted itself at the Reforina-,tion., bas to-day bcct,'ie. the crucial
question in the controversies îvhich agitatc the Church of Egad
Dr. Pusey statcd that ««upon the principie of saccrdotzilisin hangs
the future of Engrl-ýlnd's G-hurch." he prcscnit l3ishc>p of Lincoln li
recelntly statcd that the issue at stakec iii thc ecclesiastical courts
now iii progress is flot rncrcly:a forîn of rituial, but the -saIcrdotal
charactcr of the Christian iisr.It is Uîcîî scarccly icc:sa.ry
for nie to atteînpt to prove w'hat thc înost sprcilobscr-ers of thc
tirnes cannot fait to, disccrni, nr to dwvcll upion thc conscqucnics
invoived throughout the wlholc cnpsso hcc>logy aîd the Nvhiolc

*That thcrc rnay bc no doul>t ai; te~w)a is rncant hi - accndntailism. il znny be
ycl to quote the dcinition givcn by 'Mr. Gurc, ilint il a% etthe bclic in ccrtîain
individuxls, crIained Mn a ccrtnin ýlay. bicing ilhc cxclusive insltrtmrni, inl thr,
Divine ooîc-nant, of sacrmnitntt gracrs."


