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ity of organization. with no warrant about 
it. <>f divinely inculcated permanenvy, that 
will enable the 
church-pride. when he cornea to negotiate 
in the fullness of time and evolution, for 
the widest union possible among our Rro- 
teatawt denomination* in Canada.

form of church organization for any 
or three gathered together” in hi* name.
Tlie church he founded wa* to lx* a unit 
in it* simplicity. an<1 a aimpVettv in it* 
communion, ft* lack of ceremonial wa* 
to aland a* a pretext against nil religion* 
formali*m with no warrant for the divi- 
wions to a rire within it. lwvnnd hie fore­
telling that those <Uvi*ione wouhl come. Am 1 if it he neewwnry
How can we get lieyond the record in this the contracting partie* 
matter.Wever tradition! zed emotion may jt ought to he rem cm tiered that the A [*w- 
influence n«? Tlie Christian churrlh i« tlw have had no Miimxim. This is prov- 
*till one. liehl to lie such a* an article of Pri fmm the d'reetlv divine function of 
faith ami awn mi nee. irrespective of the Lord and M noter They were with
formalisim* that have provokeil divisions. |,j,n the founding of hi* church. "A* 
formalism* which the founder of the -<h<, y.M)wr |in,th sent me. so *end I you,” 
elitirch churned throughout hi* whole |,a,i jn p no prom bo that their suece-nor*. 
earthly miswon. to lie deserving of oppnsi- j>fU1j Tiinothv. Titus and the earlv Fn- 
tion even to the faring of *nch l*er*ceution tlicrw. were to l»e. or could lie, invented 
and lient,h a* wa* meted ont to Wm*e f. tl)p f„nnpef, nIMj f)nAj|ty of minister-
Tndeod there i* left to us a* coming di i;»l power which wa* thus directly and di­
rect from the Master, no record of what vinclv he*t«wc<l upon them. Tlie human 
a rimrch organization should or riioukl n,*i ,Uvi|K. mwt not 1h, t,iinnvn out of 
mit 1*e, Tlie wriHure narrative gives us proportion 1-v any tradiiionizoil emotion, 
nothing that can lie taken a* a definite -p)l(, 0flirP nf {]w “twelve” waw unjque

eomilkg as it did with the fullest warrant 
of the <1ftviiuity of the Mister himself. 
And thus, even should Episcopacy have 
no break in the historic line of it* bishop* 
from apostolic times, it line a flaw in it* 
divine warrant. In a word, the historic 
e|*seopate may prudently lie net aride a* 
being of no direct divine origin. It car­
ries with it no divinely imulated obliga­
tion. It i* of the excellent but only hu­
man things we would lie slow to juir* with 
or make a divinity of. either to obvia, or 
further church unifioiution. And thin it 
may safely -without *ierih*ge of any kind, 
lie claused n*. tenifioriry ami incidental, 

a fiod-fcnrin

CHURCH UNION.

By Dr. J. M. Harper,

ARTICLE VII.
Anglican to suspend hie

There i* nothing, perhaps. which tend* 
to ruffle the good nature of tenditionized 
Anglicanism so rond'lv a* a questioning of 
the validity of Aroxtolic Succession a* a 
valuable ecclesiastical meet nrr ha* Pre*- 
bvterian eoeleriarticnl asset nor ha* Pres- 
ter natured toward* anv doubting of the 
wamenee* or *nnitv of each and every ar­
ticle of the Coofewnon of Faith a* for­
mulated bv the West math*1 or divine*.

ha* even been a giving wav at 
time* to the frowardne** of intolemice. 
whenever liberalism bas made it*cif cons­
picuous in Mrihoilism bv an emnh**Wne 
rtrenuousnos* in it* suggestion* in behalf 
of coed rev’xion or church reform. Nor 
otherwise mav we errent it to he. should 
hones*v of endeavour venture to hxo*e 
a bit of neutral ground, whereon aM mav 
be allowed an nren ear a,nd a freedom of 
fsneech. while searching for a possible bn- chie ax to what ought to he the policy
*i* of union among Anglicans and non- of any branch of tlie church of Christ.

For one. therefore, to suspend judgment a. 
to what ought to he the polity or organ­
ization of any new union church, there 
can lie no betrayal of the *iiirit of re­
form as it wa* in the divine founder of 
the Christian church.

to fortify further 
in such a union.

Anebean*. Nav. in "iK*h a case, though 
intolcrence. for doeen<*v's sake, mav he 
brought to unge itself to take a hack sent 
in A cive-and-tnke t«mtv mnkmg of t*r* 
kind, it mav he unable to winner** alto­
gether its inchnotinn to discredit t*’p "ar- 
girmentiim ad ’"nd'rium ” even to the rav­
ing from •*>""wreck of the “argument um 
t*no bono publico.”

* * * provoked by a running
T have asked without the least lrt of f,jonni and formal which tends to peri 

bin* one wav or the other, whether ft be nije disintegration <Yr- hinder re-im;on in 
pnwibtc to locate such an area of netural (Turob of Christ, one and indivimhle.
groimd bv any prow of minimizing the n direct, over-riding of the Master"* 
ednt of tbehi*tn**e em*eonn*e on one ride. t<»iohinv and example—a direct* ehallcng 

eivvooecl waving health to the Ang- jnff of consistency of hte 
try—nn imWrert. barking up 
sion of a once historic ejsscopate 
pttk him to denth. Nor can it he 
ed a mcrilege to locate in the xvord* "In 
a* mudi n* ye have done it for the sake 
of the leuKt of there,” a warrant for a 
meant’me pusiieorion of all trodilionized 
institutions that may stand in the way 
of a unified Christian Chtirrii no sacrilege 
to plead for a menn-'ime indifference to the 
formalism enioined by a

Nay. it is safe to assert, that the mak­
ing too much of n.ny t nidi t ionized emotion.

after the con ven­

in the light of g attitude to­
wards the union question. There is no 
sin in any ones winlwug to retain it ns 
nn asset in the union, no more than 
there is a sin in any one’s wishing to re­
move it as a stumbling block in the way 
of union: though, for all that, there seems 
to lie more of n misdemeanor in over-rid­
ing the intention of the Master ns to the 
unity of his church, than in setting aside 
all that is human, tem’ornry and inciden­
tal for the sake of union, even if in that 
tenu ora,vv and imid -nt’al. there may be 
a valuable dénommaii<mnl asset.

«blip minis-
Vran** chirrcb-oride. and bv the matur­
in'* of a non-Anriicm consensus that >* 
wiPing to recognize it* rtbieil value «« a 
ri'ihn-sii'imf assurance. T have also count­
ed out. that in a fnir-nlav give-and-take 
treaty making with npsrnet to the con*ii- 
minfliiiz* of nn:on among Anri icons and 

- Andiwin* tt’ce '* mirh to he Md

I "'i* 
of t he

t hat
oonsider-

in abeyance by the one set of rip«*nfia*,rzs 
as by ttt'P rtbez namely n 
noVtv that, tins dlpvptmned a snnc't’tv of 

and fl divin'ri' of o**i<Finntion
ny denominational 

polity, a* a clearing of the wny towards 
union between Anglicm* and iwm-AngLi-

No more is the New Testament narrative 
definite ns to the slw ing of a riiunrh or­
ganization under nnostolic authority. Tlie 
anwtle* favoured no organization as a 
permanence. Even the grades of dumb 
official*, ment ioneii in New Testament 

nf writ, have not liecn handed ik>wn to the 
vreeenit time* in the evolution of an An- 
eiliean relity. Some of the titles attach­
ed to three offip'nl* have lniwd or liecn 
Fiibriitricil bv other*. And T am afraid 
that *ir*h ns the Pev. Dr. Ker of Mon­
treal wifi find it difficult to frame an ex- 
eis»e for the dronnin-* of anv of these New 
Te*tnmcnt titles, unless hv nl’owing flint 
the sanction of the noodles has n<V h«*n 
resrected in full, or that their n'*minn- 
tione were not intended to be looked up­
on ns 1 icing beyond the "lnimon tem* or 
arv. n,ud incidental.” or to lie pressed 

* upon us as a divine guidance for all time.

Indeed, the eToeer the polity ami clmrrli 
orga,ni*ation h*nted at. as having liecn ae- 
cei-table bv the Apostles, i* evaminol. the 
more convimod may one liecomc, after a 
iudn'riou* refraining fmm induing in the 
tmndnitioTwbcd emot’on that lxrrris ealeit- 
ranov. of the laek of pemanercy in such 
rhnurih omaAmi*,a|'mn. TWo i« noth'ing 
of the divine origin of eree<l or sacrement 
about it. Tt is a mean* to nn end. the 
outer ehanc'ng and changeable human bi- 
mvdnitiion of the go*i>el ns nir-i'hoil to the 
needs of mankind, and it is undoubtedly 
within thi* area of a commonxenxe view, 
revealing n* it does a l.aek of all complex-

onti- bP icmmri *o b«i,•# fn-mu-
1q4#wl in anee"4ed "efity. Tf nenuot. 4 here- 
fore fail to be *een that in anv pnden- 
ynz to iririmt-e the eclat of the 
of A r«w*olic Qucenodnn and its eercmorial 
and r>o'**v eoneParies tA*pre W'd fir*! 
lip pn....>!<■* pit* mlvtn.t any tendencx- to 
♦ real ♦,h«« Wsrikil* on P!tA’er

James I of England enineil bis phrase 
of "No lssl 
non-conform 
of "No biri 
terror for t 
sincere in their pleading*. Iliere are few 
of us who are not aware of the wrangling 
there has liecn over the xynonovmy or laek 
of it in the tenus "|-,reshvter'' ami "biA- 
hon.” Tlie writer who would touch the 
eon,trovers>-, or stir it up nguin. would lie 
more than out of useful employment. In­
deed. whatever lie the organization jr pol­
ity dirna-d ujhiu by any ronvfKiny ef uni<m 
negotatior*. there mu*t lie clnm-h 
seem <ir olTieials: and what does it matter 
whether these otliri.il* lie called deacons.

preshyterw, eldem or hirimps?
The title *ii*hop, i* ns «lignitieil for ivl- 

min-iriiutive psirjiosee ns any other, and 
lives nothing from having once meant the 
same as presbyter. And ns far a* the 
nietluid of onlinntion for these church of­
fices. high or low, i* concerned tlwre need 
be little or no obstacle in the way <rf 
union lietwcen Anglicans and non-Angli­
can*. if only the suggestion he acted up­
on. that the onlinntion of nil present pae- 
tors of the contracting churches lie accept­
ed niiil tlmt amiended formukie for suc­
ceeding entrants into the miniriry of the 
new united church, lie left to the church 
court* of the new church for amide con- 
mdemtion. Indeed, ns far ns I can make 
«•ut for myself. I see in the doctrine of 
Api»i‘.oMe Suoeevrion and it* ceremonial 
and polity corollaries no irremovable dif­
ficulty in the way of the very widest un-

•op. no king” to frighten the 
iris of his time. But the erv

nop. no church.” has no such 
lie advocates of union who are-

«Lin nvlb fVeivv^eri. T1-<m*P m»e* bn 
fl.1—1 v fur** llin mn.*n tnl(»»f

|n<ri4'n>' * ppncpnBlH 'Tl prier to ririry
am rA'"P—*’nT1 arrainet rimt i« bv "n mrane 
n bad tWtw* In t’u-g nmr fl bindsmewtfll 
fbiînff ♦#> Inn#» 'H'P Tn*«-n rflbmir ’T1 ffl- 

of enril m*ntmÎTÎn'r ’S nmllv flb ,l"lt 
pned bn fa"#*d ra,tt»or t-bnn nn ova mi na­
tion of tfbfl tnsmv—tblp very winr 
pixnarts tAigt ibnx-p boon nd'-anced fnv or 

irW bs* bnen mode too murii of 
a KimJwi f»ywn both rii* of ffp fence 
between Anri’cnn* and non-AnriiKina.

ex-aneoV-t*.

T''« wbo'e nwtiwi of the (Vvinn origin 
of tbn Anri»enn E-’iran-rm^e iti’-otvex 
rimmln nnd despot nrmeal to ®xrimtiim| 
nnmntive. T* tt'ere tn be foimd in tbnit 
nflrra.Livp amy irarrant is*ned by tbe Mas­
ter in bobfllf of any circle form of con- 
grerat'om'il orenn'i'mtion or cbuwh env- 

s TLp wmiiis of (Thriri'* netil'P 
mission on earth xvas nronoimordlv n«sin*t 
fbe*e brnmam formal oonx-nmtionalivms 
tcmir>orarv ard imie:dontinl that ev«>r tend 
to mi«»bflno fbP truth n* it i* xrifbin the 
nod-rarded man. on- ns it wa« in the nrind 
of the Son of thn find bimmelf. Tt i* 
tbprpfore nn n«*umrtiion nwaiLi-ng. T nm 
afraid u"*ttninnib1e i roof for anv one to 
anv thn* Ohrist. in founding his ehiirrh 
on earth, hid in view some particular


