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There is nothing. perhaps, which tends
to ruffle the good nature of tmditionized
Anglicanism so readily as a questioning of
the validity of Arostolic Suecession as a
valuahle ecclesinstical asset nor has Pres-
byterian ecclesiastical asset nor has Pres-
ter matured towards any douhting of the
sameness or sanity of each and every ar-
ticle of the Comfession of Faith as for-
mulated by the Westminister divines.
There has even heen a giving way at
times to the frowardness of intolerence,
whenever liheraliom has made iteeif cons-
picious in Methodism by an emnhasizing
strennonsness in its enevestions in hehalf
of ereed revision or chureh reform. Nor
ofherwise may we exrect it to he. should
honesty of endeavour venture to locate
a hit of nentral ground. whereon all mav
be allowed an oren ear and a freedom of
eneech. while searching for a possible ha-
gis of union among Anglicans and non-
Anclicane, Nay. in such a case. thourh
intolerence. for decencv's sake. mav  he
hronght to unee iteelf to take a hack seat
in a eiveand-take treaty making of this
kind. it mav he unable to sunnress alto-
gether its inclination to diseredit the “ar-
gumentum  ad indisium ' even to the sv-
ing from shinwreck of the “argumentum
pro bono publico.”

.

T have asked withont the least hit of
hiae ome wav or the other, whether # he
poesihle to loeate snch an arer of nefnml
grommd. hy any vrocess of minimizing the
eclat of the histarie enisearate.on one  side,
as a snnosed saving health to the Ane-
Tiean's church-rride. and by the watur-
in® of a non-Anelican consenens that s
wiline to recngnize ita ethieal value a< a
status-oivine assumnce, T have a'so noint-
od ont that in a fairnhy  give-and-take
treaty malineg with resvect to the conen-
mmatine of unfon amone Anelieane and
non-Ansticang  there is much to he held
in ahevince hy the one set of nematintors
as hy fhe cther namely a tmditionized
nolite that hae develaved a saneitite  of
acoortance and a divinite of orieination
that man onle ho acenmad 4o have formn-
Tated an ascerted rolity. Tt sonnot. there-
fome fail ta he coon that in anv enden-
vor tn minimica the aelat of the Aot ying
of Aractalic Spaseseion and ite eeremanial
fhere must  first
any tendenev to

and’ noliby aavellavioe
ha ramedebady enhined
trent tha tmditianized intentione an oither
aide with diemperant, Thore mnet ho  no
inmripe away from tha main intent of
Vompttine 4 concenena in onder to advanse
an ohipation aminet what je he na meane
a ad thine to have nor a fandamental
thine ta lose  The main rolemiec n fa-
vour of mch minimivine i renlly a0 ¢hat
nead ha fanad  wather than an evamina-
tion of the manv—the very manv_an
pmemte that have heem advanced for ar
aminet what hag heen made tan mnch of
A hinmhon frwm hoth sides of the fence
hetween Analicane and nom-Anclicanse,
L

Tha whale anestion of the divine origin
of the Ancliean FErnieearate involves a
gimmla and divect  armena]l  to  Sevintimal
narmtive. Ta there ta he fornd in that
narmtive amy warrant jsened hy the Mas
ter in hehalf of anv cinele form of con-
gromtional oveanimtion or church  eov-
emment? The menine of (hriat’s active
mission on earth was nronounesdly aminst
these hnman  farmal  eonventionaliems
temmomry and incidential that ever tend
to misshane the truth ae it ie within the
Cod-mmided man. o ag it wae in the mind
of the Son of the Cod himeelf, Tt is
therefore an assnmmion awaiting. T am
afraid urattainable rroof. for anv one to
ey that (hriet, in founding his church
on earth. had in view some particular

form of church organization for any “two
or three gathered together” in his name
The church he founded was to be a unit
in ite simplicity, and a simpleity in its
communion, Tts lack of ceremonial was
to stand as a protest against all religions
formalism with no warmnt for the divi-
sions to arise within it. beyond his fore-
teling that these divisions would come.
How ean we get beyond the record in this
matter however traditionized emotion may
influence us? The Christian church s
still one, held 1o be such as an article of
faith and assurance, irrespective of the
formalisims that have provoked divisions,
formalisims which the founder of the
church  climed  throughout  his whole
earthly mission, to be deserving of opposi-
tion even to the facing of such persecution
and death as was meted out to himself.
Tndeed there is left to us as coming di-
rect from the Master, no record of what
a church organization should or should
not he, The seripture narrative gives us
nothing that can be taken as a definite
clie as to what onght to bhe the policy
of any branoh of the church of Christ.
For one, therefore, to suspend judgment a<
to what ought to be the polity or ongan-
ization of any mew union church, there
can be no betrayal of the spirit of re-
form as it was in the divine founder of
the Christian church.
..

Nay, it is safe to assert, that the mak-
ing too much of any traditionized emotion,
provoked by a running after the conven-
tional and formal which tends to perpetu-
ate disintegration or hinder re-uniop in
the Church of Christ, one and indivisable,
is a direct over-riding of the Master's
teaching and example—a direct” challeng.
ing of the consistency of his public minis-
try—an indirect backing up of the pas-
sion of a once historic episcopate that
put him to death. Nor can it be consider-
ol a sacrilege to locate in the words “In
as much as yve have done it for the sake
of the least of these,” a warrant for a
meantime suspension of all traditionized
institutions that may stand in the way
of a unified Christian Church—mno saerilese
to plead for a meantime indifference to the
formalism enioined by any denominational
polity, as a clearng of the way towards
union between Anglicins and non-Angli-
cans.

No more is the New Testament narmtive
definite as to the sharving of a church or-
ganization under anostolic antharity, The
arostles favoured no  onganization as a
permanence.  Bven the grades of church
officials, mentioned in  New Testiment
writ. have not heen handed down to the
present times in the evolution of an An-
gliean volity. Rome of the titles attach-
ed to these officials have lanesd or Teen
substitoted by others, And T am afmid
that suh as the Rev. Dr. Ker of Mon
treal will find it diffiecult to frame an ex-
ense for the dronnine of anw of these New
Testament titles. wmless hy allowing that
the sanction of the arostles has not heen
resnected in full, or that their nomina-
tions were not intended to be looked up-
on as heing hevond the “human temror
ary, and incidental” or to bhe pressed
upon us as a divine guidance for all time.

L

Tndeed. the closer the rolity and c¢hurch
organization hinted at. as having heen ac-
cerdable hy the Apostles, is examined. the
more convineed may one hecome, after a
judicione refraining from indulwing in the
traditionized emotion that beets ealeit-
rnev, of the lack of pesmaneney in sieh
chuh  ominizaldon.  There ds nothine
of the divine origin of ereed or saerement
about it. Tt is a means to an end. the
onter changing and changeable human in-
ernstation of the gosnel as arpled to the
needs of mankind. and it ie undonbtedly
within thig area of a commonsense view,
revealing as it does a lack of all complex-

“the

ity of organization. with no warrant about
it of divinely inenleated permanency, that
will enable the Anglican to suspend his
church-pride. when he comes to negotiate
in the fullness of time and evolution, for
the widest union possible among our Pro-
testant denominations in Canada,
..

And if it be necessary to fortify further
the contracting parties in sueh a union,
it ought to be remembered that the Apos-
tles have had no suocessors, This is prov-
en from the direetly divine sanction of
their Tord and Master. They were with
him at the founding of his church, “Aa
Father hath sent me, so send T you,”
had in it no promise that their successors,
Paul, Timothy, Titus and the early Fa-
thers, were to be, or could be, invested
with the fullness and finality of minister-
ial power which was thus directly and di-
vinely hestowed upon them. The human
and divine must not be thrown out of
proportion by any tradjtionized emotion.
The office of the “twelve” was unique,
coming as it did with the fullest warrant
of the divinity of the Master himself,
And thus, even should Episcopacy have
no hreak in the historie line of its bishops
from apostolie times, it has a flaw in its
divine warrant. In a wond, the historie
episcopate may prudently be set aside as

cing of mo direct divine origin, Tt car-
ries with it no divinely inculated obliga-
tion. It is of the excellent but only hu-

man things we would be slow to part witl
or make a divinity of, either to obvini or

further church wnificantion, And thus it
n|:|\' safelywithout sierilege of any kind,
be classed as. temporary and incidental,

in the light of a Godfearing attitude to-
wards the union question.  There is no
sin in any one's wishing to rvetam it as
an asset in the union, no wmore than
there is a sin in any one's wishing to re
move it as a stumbling bloek in the way
of union; thoush, for all that, there seems
to he more of a misdemeanor in over-rid-
ing the intention of the Master as to the
unity of his church, than in setting aside
all that is human,

temporary and ineiden-
tal for the «ake of union, even if in that
temrormry and incidential, there may be

a valmable denominational asset,

..
7.u|w T of glind coined his phrse
of “No hishap, no king” to frighten the

non-conformists of his time., But the ery
of “No hishop, no church.” has no such
terror for the advocates of union who are
sincere in their pleadings, There are few
of us who are not aware of the wrangling
there has heen over the synonoymy or lack
of it in the terms “preshvter” and “ns-
hop.” The writer who would touch the
controversy, or &tir it up again, would he
more than out of useful employment, In-
dead. whatever be the organization or pel-
ity deereed wpon by any company ef union
nezotatiors, there must he church over-
seers or officials; and what does it matter
wi 'Iwr these officials be ealled  deacons,
ovi preshyters, eldens or bishops?
The |r||o hishop, is as dignified for ad-
ministrative purposes as any other, and
Jecos nothing from having once meant the
same as preshyter. And as far as the
method of ondination for these chureh of-
fices, high or low, is concerned there need
be little or no obstacle in the way of
un‘on between Anglicans’ and non-Angli-
cang, if only the suggestion be acted up-
on. that the ordination of all present pas-
tors of the contracting churches be accept-
ed and that amended formuke for sue-
ceeding entmnts into the ministry of the
new united church, be left to the church
courts of the new church for ample con-

siderntion.  Indeed, as far as T can make
out for myself. l sce in the doctrine
Apcstol and its eeremonial

and ol ies no irremovable dif-
fienlty in “the way of the very widest un-
ion.




