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If my fellow-churchman honestly ac-
cepts the feur Articles, nave I any right
to demand more of him? Or have I any
right to limit (for this, of course, is im-
plied in the sufficiency of the Nicene
Crced) his Christian liberty of holding
oud maintaining whatever opinions out
side that creed or as interpreiations of i
commend themselves to him at Seriptarai
“and Catholic ?

12. The bearing aud import...ce of this
position might be shown at large did time
pormit ; but let me take as an illustration
one crucial question—the question which
lies at the raot of most, if not all, the in-
vernal divisions of the Anglican comn.un-
ion in our day--the doctrine of the Holy
Eucharist.

The second ot the Articlos of Union
binds all who accept it to agree that out-
site the Niesne Creed, all questions in
controversy among Christians shall cease
to be rezr~ded as upon matters funda-
meni .z and shall be accounted within the
limis of free thought. Now, the Holy
Eucharist is not so much ay uientioned in
the Creed. It will follow that it will be
open to all Christians who come into this
union to hold and teach what theories
most commend themselves to them re-
specting the presence of Christ in the
Euchari-t.

Now, the rest of Christendom has not
y6 accepted this basis of union ; the A..-
glican Church has. She has done more
than accept it ; she has propounded it;
she is hereself the author of it. Does it
not, then, follow that it is now open to
members of our own Church to hold with
out reproach any theory upon the Presence
which they may be persuaded is true ?
(The Clergy, of course, are now bound to
reject one theory.) And why is it not as
absurd now within the Anglican Church
as it would be if the whole of Christen-
dom were united on this basis, for ur to
reproach one another as Romanizers on
the one hand, or as un-Catholic on the

other, because we muy be convinced that
one particular theory is Seriptural, and
becruse we use our liberty to teach it ?
By issuing the Basis of Union we have
declared our conviction that its adoption
would heal the divisions on doctrine of
the Church Universal. Must not then
its real acceptance by our own Church,
when we come to understand what we
have dore, heal the bitter conbroversies
among Anglican Christians on this great
and mysterious subject ?

Supposing, Jer impossibile, that the
‘Roman Church in tiae TUnited S.ates
should agree to our basis of re-union,
and that the ILutheran, Presiycerian
and Meth-dist bodies, aceepting the
Episcopate, should together with it
come into vrganic union with our sister
Churchthere, what would be the situation?
‘Those bodics, so long as they remained
separate organizations, would be free t¢
continue to hold and teach cach its ow
present doctrine upon the Eucharist, only
not now as Catholic Dogma. the denial of
which is heresy. In that case, how could
it be horcay for any wember of any one
body ‘2 embrace asan opinion to his mind
certainly tie, thedoctrineheldand taught
inany other of the organically unitud
bodies? It is evident that in such zase
reproaches of treason for adopting and
maintaining any of those particular the-
ories would be absurd, inasmuch as they
had been ruled out as dogmas, and had
been declared as matters of opinion, all
within the region of free thought.

1 must here guard myself against being
understood to say or think that the pro-
pounding of the Four Articles of Union by
our Church mado anything lawful orunlaw
ful for us %o hold in the Church of Eng-
land, which was not zo befove. 'Ibe fact
is, it has always been witlun the rights of
members of the Church of England to
hold any opinion they were convinced
was true respecting the presence of Christ
in the Bucharist, The exception is that




