
THÉ QUEBEO P IOCE SAN GAZETTE. i

If niy fellow-chutrchinian honestly ac-
cel)li tIjo Leur Articles, hlave 1 any riglît
to doinaiîd more of ii ? Or have I any
zigh't te linuiit (for this, of course, is irn-
])lied in the sufficiencey of tho Nicolle
Croed) his OUlîristianl liberty of holding
ond rnainltainiing vlhatever opn;tiois out
sidu tlh<tt crced or as initorproLations cf ii,
conunend thieins.elves to Miîn y,~ S riptarai1
and Cathelie ?

12. The bearing atîd irnpor& .ce of tlîis
position iniight be shown at large i ii

porinit ; but lot nie take as ail illustration
ono crucial question-the question wvhich
lies at the root cf "iost, if not AIl, the in-
tulr!n»l divisions cf the Anlcncornn.Lnn-
ion 1ii oui' day- -.the doctrine of the Holy
Riticharist.

Tho second ot the ArticDs of Union
binds all ivlio accept it te agî'ee that out-
sie the Niciwne Crecd, ail questions iii
controversy unong Cliriýtiaiis shahl cease
te be cv"ie as upon inatters funda-
filii.t; and shall bo accounted wvithin tho
liiii:-ç cf free thouglit. Now, the floly
Eucharist is not se miucli ai, iiienltionled in
the Oreed. It wilI follow that it wvill be
openî te all Olîristians who cone juite tl,,.s
unioni to hiold and teacli what theo?-ies
most comîinend. thenselves te, themi re-
specting the presence of Christ in the
Etichari 't.

Nov, the rest of Cliristendomt lia-, net
yd, accepted this basis cf union ; the Ai,-
glican Churcli lias. Slie lias done more
than accept it ; shie lias propounded it;
sue is hiereseîf the autiior cf it. Dees it
liot, thon, foilow that it 15 110W openx te
members cf our oivn Ohurcli to held witlî
out reproach. anytheory upon the Presence
ivhich they may bo porsuaded, is truc ?
(The Clery, cf course, are now bound te
rejeet ene theory.) And why is it net as
absurd now within the Anglican Churcli
zis it weuld bo if' the -%vhole cf Christen-
dom were united on this basis, for ut- to
roproacli ene another as Rornanizers on
the one hand, or a.9 un-Catholie on the

othoî', because wvo înay ho, convinced that.
ono particular thecory is Scrip)tlural, and
beciuse ive use our liberty te teacli -k ?
By i2aning the ]3asis cf Union ivo haveo
declared our conviction tLhaýt its adoption
:1vould lheal tho divisions on1 doctrine cf
theo Churcli Universal. Must net thon
its real accoptance by ouir cwn Churcli,
ivliei ive conte te undfferstand whiat ive
have donce, lîeal the bitter con<;',,roversies

anon Anglican Christianis cin this groat

and nîysterious subjeot

Supposîng, .)CI i1)Poýsiii1e, that the
R~oman Chutroli iii Cie United Sates
shîould agre to our basis cf rc-uýiion,
and. tha,,t the Lutlieran, Prcsie iýrian
and Me~itbodies, accepting tlîe
Episcopate% shionîc togebiier i'ith it
Ceule inito ejrganie union wvith. cur sistor
Chu rclithero, -%vhet would bo t'le situation?
T[hiose bodiùs, so long as they rrnaincd
separate erg(anizations, W(>uld be frc-e t(
continue te hold and teacli eacoh its owlm
present doctrine uliien the Eucbarist, on113
net now as Catholie Dogniia. tho dtnial of
whicli is hieresy. lu thut calse, hciv could
it bo horcq for any inemnber cf any one
body 4,- enibrace asan opinion te his immd
cei-!aiiuly trac, tlie doctrine h eldand taughit
[iniany other cf the organically un',;;'
bodies ? It is evident that iii sucli -.se
roproaches cf tr2asoil fer adoptin-g and.
îinitaiinig any cf those part*cutlar t1)e -
cries would bo absmird, inasmiuch. as tht..y
liad been ruled eut as dogmuas, and liad
been declared as inatte 'rs cf opinion, ail
within tlîe region of froc thought.

I must here guard ml-yself against being
understood te say or think that the pro-
pouuding cf tie Four Articles cf Union by
our Church inmadeanytlîing, Iawful or unlaiw
f ul for us te lîeld in tlîe Cliurchi cf Eng-
land, ivhich %vas net Go befoc. 'fble fact
is, it lias alivays been witiii the righîts cf
ninbers cf the Churcli cf England te
hold any opinion they were convinced
iwas truc respecting the presonce cf Christ
in the Euchlarist. The exception is that


