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sufferer, but it was otherwise when they began to
ik, for like many other people. who offer sym-
ta tl;y they lacked both tact' and understanding.
PaThe’ y had a simple, cut-and-dried philosophy of
life, and they proceeded to preach it to their
suffering friend. ““Calamity,”” they said, “is the
unishment of sin. The reward of virtue is. pros-
ge rity. Job is a great sufferer, therefore he must
be an extraordinary sinner. Let him confess and

repent his secret crimes, that God may take away.

the punishment and restore him to His favour.”

It is strange how this “erroneous 1Qea clings te
men’s minds even now; how adversity and pain
are thought of as God’s punishment, the marks of
His anger or displeasure with the sufferer. It
was so in the first days of the Gospel: ‘“Lord,
who did sin, this man or his parents, that he was
born blind ?”’

The world just. now is payip-g the penalty of
false ideals and ignoble ambltlops_ cherished on
the part.of many; bu_t for the victims, for those
who suffer most, the innocent on whom the lash

“of cruelty falls—for them the pain is part of the

mystery of God’s providence; not mnecessarily or
directly a punishment of pe.rsonal sin. All suffer-
ing is not the result of sin on the part of the
sufferer. ‘ . .

Job knew this. He was. deeply conscious of his
own integrity. Not that he was unduly self-right-

. eous, but he knew that he had been guilty of no

wrong-doing which apptoached the measure of his
suffering. And it is because, while he clings to
his integrity, he also clings, though with terrible
struggles and questionings, to his faith in the
God whom he has known in better days, that at
last he emerges to a new vision of faith.

" “Suffering,”’ said Job’s friends, ‘‘is the punish-
ment of sin; posperity the reward of virtue.” ‘It
is false,’”’ réplied Job, ‘“for, on the one hand, the
wicked 'often prosper, and, on the other hand, I,
for one, am an innocent sufferer.”

And then, throughout the poem, Job strives
after a solution of thé€ problem of _suffering—the
problem which vexes and tries him more than the
suffering itself. Why does a God of infinite love
and power permit his creatures to suffer? Why
is the operation of pain seemingly so indiscrim-
inate that the innocent suffer with the guilty?
Why does God’s faithful servant suffér what his
izery friends believe to be a retribution for an evil
ife ?

Believing God to be the immediate cause of all
things, yet knowing mno other theory of Provi-

dence than that which satisfies his friends, he

can’t help thinking him unjust. -

At the same time, he cannot give up his fait
in the God of his past_experience. And so there
seems to this troubled soul to. be, as it were, a
dual Deity, and in his perplexity he appeals to
the God whom he has known in the past as
against the God who now seems so' unjustly to be
causing him affliction. :

And it is in the. course of this debate with
Providence, in which Job threads the mazes of
doubt, defiance and despair, that he gives utter-
ance te some of those thoughts which have woven
themselves into the religious experience of the
ages :—

“Though he slay me, yet will I trust him.”

“Even now, behold, my witness is in heaven,
and he that voucheth for me is-on high. My
friends scorn me, but mine eye poureth out tears
unto God.”

“I know that my vindicator liveth, and that he

—shall stand at the last upon the earth.” '
And then, when he has heard the very voice of

0d 'discoursing on the mysterionis: ways of Pro-
“del}f_fe. his eyes are opened and he describes in
the triumphant words of the text, the vision which
has opened to his soul. ? - ;
What happened to open the eyes of Job was
this: * He found, by the evidence of his spiritnal
Senses, that in the midst of all his privation and
Suffering, he was ‘encompassed by the love and the

ere came, in the language of the drama, ‘‘a

Yoice out of the whirlwind,”” and it was the voice.

of God. 1t did not account for Job’s afflictions;
:; did not explain the mysteries of God’s provi-
ence; it did not solve the perplexing enigmas
of life as these were pressing on him. But what
1.8id was this: it satisfied Job that God was with
PaN was playing its part in God’s all-wise and
INg purposes. )

bo'll:ihen Job answered the Lord and -said: k“Be-

am of small ‘account, what shall I answer

ST TN _ 2 I answe
nat, thi ave - uttered  that which I understood

B0t 1 had heard of thee by the hearing of the

"> DUt now miné eye seeth thee—wherefore I
€ My words, and repent in dust and ashes.”
(Continved on Dage 528.)
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THE CANADIAN CHURCHMAN

Archbishop Cranmer
A Study for Churchmen
{

EW historical characters have been more mis-’

understood, and none perhaps more misre-

presented than Thomas Cranmer, Archbish-
op of Canterbury, from 1533 to 1556. - Roman
Catholic historians have almost yniformly traduc-
ed hl_m. Anglican Catholics have almost uniform-
ly misjudged him. ‘A Protestant historian has
propably done more to prejudice English opinion
against him than all the Roman and Neo-Catho-
lic writers combined, for it is Lord Macaulay who
is chiefly responsible for the popular view of Cran-
mer.—In his History of England, he painted Arch-

pishgp Cranmer as a man who was unscrupulous’
/ in his dealings, zdalous for nothing, a coward and

a°time-server in action, a placable enemy, and a
lukewarm friend; and his characterization in the
Essay on Hallam’s Constitutional History of Cran-
mer as a merely supple, timid, interested courtier,
has passed into almost universal opinion. And so
the idea in the mind of the average Churchman
about Cranmer 1is, that whﬁe possessing
many amiable and excellent qualities, he was in
the main, if not a trditor and a hypocrite, at least
a time-server without character, a Churchman
without principle, a cowardly leader, an arch-epis-
copal Mr. Anything, and a political Mr. Facing-
both-ways. Freude, the English historian, has left
it -on record that Macaulay’s unfairness to Cran-

mer first suggested to him the project of writing -

history.

It is time that a reaction should set in, and that
a juster opinion of this great English Churchman

should prevail. As a matter of fact, Cranmer was *

a man born, as it were, out of due time. He had
to fill a very trying, and ofttimes a very thank-
less, position, and even his detractors have re-
luctantly admitted that he played his part to the
best of his ability under circumstances of almost
incredible difficulty. A man of retiring and acad-
emic habits, he was suddenly thrust out into the
hurly-burly' of ecclesiastical-national life, and
forced .to play a part entirely distasteful to his

temperament in the most t_rémendou§ crisis of .

England’s Church. ;
It is easy for us to sit on our velvet cushions

of 20th century ease and criticize the courage of
those who were sailing the ship in the storm-

centre of those Reformation days. Perhaps if we
lived a little nearer the times, we would echo the
words of a great historian of the Church: The
name of Thomas Cranmer deserves to stand upon
eternal” record, having been the first Protestant
Archbishop of -this country, and the greatest in-
strument under’ God in the happy reformation of
the Church in England, in whose piety, learning,
wisdom and conflict, and blood, the foundation of
it was laid, He was a man of more excellent

“spirit than the ordinary. Vi vt
Cranmer was born in 1487. His father was an

English country géntleman.: He was sent to col-

~lege at an early age, and there developed a Te-
. markable talent for study. At Cambridge he was

well known as a scholar of Jesus College. He

became 'a master of sophistry and the logic of the =

schools, and was distinguished by a habit for ac-
curate and scientific observation which afterwards
became his most salient characteristic as a

scholar. It was'said of him that he was an ardent -
observer; ‘Vehemens observator erat,” a fine

motto for the Church student. .
At that time the new wave of t

in worship and v rude hak-
en, and the world was being wakened out of the
deep sleep of the Middle Ages. It is not gen
ally known that the most influential personahty
England from 1511 to 1516 was the famous Dufch-
man, first if not greatest of all Lower Critics,
friend and admirer of Dean Colet, .and for -
vears, Lady Margaret Professor of Di

Lecturer in Greek in Cambridge University.

:?:5 ‘ll;ca:’e ,et.h"e foremost promoters of the re: or-

mation of England’s Church were led to such

“study of the Bible, and they rooted and grou

urch upon the Word of God. ’“’”“’“”ﬁ:
S)hlg:cem:ﬁe exact connection . between E’!‘m&g

breaking over the religious world touched Eng- .
Tand. . The publication of the Greek Testament by
FErasmus gave an impetus 0 University erthat
was epoch-marking. The old Roman foundations
ine were rudely shak-

for four.

.
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Cranmer became a diligent student of the Scrip-
tures, and that the whole of "his influential life
may be traced to this foundation and root; the
earnest, personal, first-hand study of the Bible.
It might be said of him, what Carlyle said long
afterwards of Luther: ‘“He gradually got himself
founded as on the rock. No wonder he should
venerate the Bible, which had brought this blessed
help to him., He prized it as the Word of the
Highest must be prized by such a man. He deter-
mined to hold by it, as through life and to death
he firmly. did.” Aot o
. In 1529 a chance observation caused him to leap
into fame. The matter of King Henry’s divorce
from Queen Catharine was in discussion at-a
country house where he happened to be staying,
and Crdnmer remarked that the question ought t0.
be decided and discussed by the authority of the
Word of God, and might be done just as well in
England, in the Universities, as in Rome. ‘The
remark was carried to the king. It speedily
brought Cranmer into favour with Henry VIII.,
and started him on a path of extraordinary Church

_influence. But it did more than that. It fortified

Cranmer in his position as an advocate of the
right of private judgment with regard to Scrip-
ture "and truth, as opposed to the claim of the
Pope of Rome. It gave him a starting point .
independence as a patriot and a theologian. And,
further, it signalized him as the man for the hour.
The king and the nobility alike recognized him
a-man who was prepared to stand as an E

man, and as an English Churchman, aga
overshadowing prerogatives of the Papacy,

king was looking for just such a man. He

in Cranmer what he wanted. e

In 1529 Cranmer was dpspgtchéd as an.

‘sador to Rome, and bore himself well. I

daring thing in those days to contend 3

Pope. But following the example of the
Apostle, he gave place by subjectic

an hour, that the truth of the Gospel mig

_ tinue with ps.” He contended firmly

1st. That no one (jure divino) could
marry his brother’s wife. 2nd. Th
of Rome by no means ought
contrary. L RS

In 1533, Cranmer, who had been Arch
Taunton, King’s Chap‘lain,*’l)'l}g' ,
tentiary General in England, w:
Archbishop of - Caﬁtprbu_ry; ~with
ritual of the Mass, according
tifical. : 1A Bl

from the Pope, inasm
supreme governor
causes ecclesiastical ‘a

'whi.‘_:h ~he a'fﬁv%
- secrated. Later

and Cranmer, but it is an estfalﬂis_kg@ fact tha .
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