
NOVICMBER ist, 1888.] TEE WEEK. 779

we put up barriers against Rome on the one hand and the Polish Brothers

on the other hand, or shail we have only one simple Creed, such as the

Nicene ï The Chevali( r Bunsen, unlesa memory deceives us, proposed that

the Church of the future should have a Liturgy but no Articles.

As we have already referred te this subject we need add very little

more in this place. Every one, among Protestants, is agreed that the Lay

Creed should be as elastic as possible. But we doubt very gravely whether

a Creed for the Clergy equally indiefinite wouid neot be a cause of division

rather than union. There can be ne real unity without a principle under-

neath it, and tire principle must be clearly and dogmatically stated.

We do not propose to discuss the conclusions of the Lambeth Oonfer-

ence in regard to the Standards of Doctrine, or we might have something

to say about the Athanasian Creed, more particularly as to the excision of

the Ildamnatory clauses." It is genierally agreed, aven by orthodox Ang-

licans, that those clauses serve ne good purpose in the present day, how-

ever it nîay have been in the past. But this 18 a matter which concerne

the mernbers of the Anglican Oommunion and not Christians in general,

go we need not stop te ask whether the Resolutions of the Committee (the

Encyclical Letter does not touch the point), have given the wisest possible

decisions on this subject.
To one aspect of the subject, as being of the widest possible interest we

will draw attention before concluding. We refer to the popular notion

that the Churches might unite on the basis of a non-dlogmatic religion, or

on that of Holy Scripture without any special definitions of the faith.

With regard to the latter suggestion there is a sense in which the Bible is

the basis of ail Christian Creeds. But this is not the sense of the proposai.

The meaning is, that members of the Church should simply declare their

adhiesion to the teaching, of 8cripture, and fori their own conclusions as

to its contents. Anythi ng more hopelese we can hardly imagine. We do

* fot possess the flrst elements of agreement in a common belief of the nature

of Scripture authority. And, aven among those who arc agreed on this

fundamental question, there is the widest difference of opinion as to the

doctrines whicli it teaches. Ali this 18 se well known that we shouid

hardly care to say it again, only that simple-minded people are constantly

propotinding this scheme as a remedy for our divisions.

With regard to the other proposai to unite upon the basis of an non-dog-

matic religion we itra gine that the pporshvscceytoght out

thoir scheme to the end. They can hardly mean a religion without any

doctrines at ail ; becauHe the very foundation of religion is a doctrine. We

mnean the existence of God-of a God who can be lcnown, of a God who

dlaims our worship, our obedience, our trust. Raere we have already qulte

a bundie o! doctrines. And we can hardly stop here. We muet ask again

how God makes Hixnself kncwn, whether in the processvs of nature and

history alone or in a supernatural manner as wett; and we must answer

the question, practically at teast, one way or the other. And thien come

ail the Chrîstological questions which agitated the Ohurch in the early

days o! its history ; and whether we answer themn in the sense of the great

Council4 or in any other sense, we are practically formulating doctrines.

we quite understand the protest againat needleâsly multiplying the number

o! dootrines, and we cerdially join in it ; but this is a very different thing

from abolisbing doctrine, and it is high time that people should understand

this clearly and give up speaking nonsense on the subject.

Lt will be seen that we have not here, to any great extent, followed the

leadings o! the Conference for the reasons which we have given. Our

own rê-marks tend more te illustrate the importance of the question te the

Christian Church at large; but we do net deny that the utterances of the

B ishops on the subject are sober and weighty, and well worthy of consider-

ation, especially on the part cf members of the Anglican Churches.

THE c'LAIMS 0F INDUSTBRLL CI-OPERATION.

THE new organization cf industry which is known as Co-operation, is ne

longer a moe speculative invention cf econoiiists, a mere dreami cf social

reformneri. Its practicability, in many forme of industry at teast, has been

established by suc-cesses, often sufficiently enceuraging, sometimes aven

brilliant. The utterances cf the recent Lamnbeth Conference may force

the scheme on the attention cf pious minde wbo have looked upon it hither.

te with suspicion. It may, therefore, be cf some service te the movemeni

if, by an inquiry into the justice cf its dlaims, we shaîl flnd that it strikes

its roots deep clown into the soit frein wbich ail the xights of man taka tia

growtb.
The fundamental right cf evary mnan is the right te be treated as a per

s0fnand net as a thing. The distinction between persens and things is on~

of the profoundest in human tbought. A certain sobool of speculation in

deed has, in ancient as well as in modern turnes, endeavoured te avoid th

full recognition cf this distinction by reducing persens, in the last analysis

te things. But whatever may be made cf this tbeory as a spaculation, cer

tainly in the practice cf law and merality men muet treat ene another a

if there were an absolute distinotion betwaen a self- conscieus perscn wh

knews wbat he does and an unconscieus tbing which simply does what i

is impelled te do by the play cf tbe forces surreunding it in the world. 1

thing, having its exLtire nature and action determined by the agencies cf it

environment, is simply a means te the accomplishmellt cf ends cutsida c

itself ; it bas, in fact, ne self te ferai an end for anything. But a person

nioulding his life and character by his own coniciousness cf what ha i

doing. is ne mere instrument cf cutaida purpeses; he is an end te himsel:

This it is' that gives every man an infinite value te himself, making hi,

feel that the true wcrth cf bis life i. te ha fcund, net in anything exterrn

-. " net in the abundarice cf the tbings that be possesseth "-that in fai

he might posseas the whole world of externiat things, and yet it would pr

fit hlm notbing if he were net aise master cf bis own self, if hie wera te lose
bis own soul.

Lt is, therefore, the essential, fact cf alljustice-tha foundation cf every

right-that avery human being may, as a person, dlaim te be treated as his

own master in the sense o! being sole owner cf himself. To be hie own

master er ewner, however, implies that hae has the sole right te dispose of

those pewers with which hae has been endowed by nature, and wbîch maka

him the person that hie i8. This is merely another way cf saying that the

fundamental rigbt cf personality is the right cf freedom, that is, the right

cf a man te use bimsel!-to use all his powers-in ar.y way that sers

good te him, se long as in doing se hie dees net interfere with the saine

right on the part cf others.
It muet, therefore, always be a chief end cf society te vindicate the

rigbt cf freedom. as a reality for ail its membars. But te maire this a

reality fer the labourera cf the world, it is necessary te make tirent free,

net merely in the theery of cur laws, but in actuel fact. For this, how.

ever, it is f urtber necessary te keep a flrmn hold cf the real relation betwean

the centracting parties in a contract for labour ; only thus can we avoid

auch a conception of that relation as would encrcach on the inalienable

personal rights cf the labourer by reducing hum te wbat is virtually the

condition o! a slave. Now, there is a description cf this relation whicb le

com mon among economical writers, useful enough for certain purposes, but

liable te give a very dangerous misconcaption cf the labourer's intrineic

rigbte. This is the description wbich speaks cf the labourer's contract a&

simply an ordinary case cf buying and selling. However legitimate this

description may be in certain points o! view, it muet flot be forgotten, that

it is at best merely an illustration-a figure cf speech-and if a figurative

phrase is ridden te death by being treated as if it were a statement cf

literai scientitlc exactness, then, instead cf throwing light upon the subjeot

it is intended to illustrate, it le sure te introduce confusion, if net an abse-

lute reversai, cf the truth.
Is it, then, anything like an exact or adequate statement cf fact, tirat

the labourer, in contracting with hie employer, le simply eelling a commod-

ity. There are many miner differences between the labourer's contract

and an ordinary contract of sale, whicb need net be noticed here ; but there

i. oe fundamental distinction which is cf chie! interest at present. The

labourer cannet, in any exact sense, be said te be selling a commodity at

all. True, hie is eaid te seait hie labour,; and misled by a com mon illusion

cf abstract language, many writars seain te think of labour as if it were a

concrete thing that migbt be handled like a loaf cf bread or a tub cf butter.

If the labourer were selling or even letting a machine which the buyer or

hirer wanted te do a certain quantity~ cf labeur for him there would ba a

sufficient amount cf truth in the description of the transaction as the sale

o! a commodity. But no civilized -nation now allows by its laws, any man

te treat anethar, or aven himef, as merely a bit o! mechanism. te be

bought and sold, or eveu, te be let and hired, like any ether commodity.

In thie respect the law o! civilized peples acknewledgas that it cannot

by its declarations maka juet what is net ajaot, and it is not a fact that

man ie eimply a machine, lie 18 indeed an organization o! certain forces

wbicb may be employed by hum, like a machine, te do mechanical work ;

but, even when thus employing himself, he romains inflnitaly more than a

machine. Whatuver, therefore, may be the nature of the ccntract which

an employer makes, he can neyer in justice treat his amployea as if he were

s mere machine doing work for hlm-as if he were a mere Ilband."

If, thon, the contract o! a labourer cannet be correctly described as

simply the sale of a commedity, wbat is the correct representation of it 1

That is a far more accurate account of the contract, which describes it as a

contract of service; that is te say, it le a contract on the part of the

labourer te put his powers of body and mind at the service of his employer.

The employer dasires te produce soe article cf value which will add te bis

waaltb. lie bas obtained possession o! the raw material eut of whicb the

article is te be predueed ; but the othar factor of prodution-the labour

raquired te traneformn this material into the article desired-ba hais te

obtain frein sema oeaiese. Hie seeks a workman gifted with the raquisite

,kill, or he finds the wcrkman seeking hlm ; and the two enter jnte an

agreement, each te rendar bis own spacial. contribution te the desired pro.

duct. This is, in its assential forin, the contract between employer and

employee. Is tbere any justice, le thare any scientific truth in dascribing

tthie contract as if it were essentially identical witb the sale and purchase

of a commodity 1 liera thera is ne transference of a thing f rom oe of the

r contracting parties te the other. There is an agreement on tbe part of

both te unite in contributing each an indispeDsable factor towards the pro-

duction o! a joint resuit. Tbay are, therefore, joint agents in the preduo.

a tien cf the ebjact desired. In point cf fact, if net in the eye cf law, they
.are angaged in a co-operative enterprise, their contract le one cf co-partner-

a sbip ; and there can never be any adequate recognition of justice in the

contract tili the ramuneratien ef' the labourer la actually based on this

fact.
The possibility of carrying eut such a principle of ramunerating labour

0 will ha ccnsidered in another article. J. CLARK MURRAY.
t ___________________

8 Tuas title ef Sir Moraîl Mackenzie's book, by the way, is an effenca

f te many of tbe author's meet ardent admirera, euggasting, as it doas, the

p, hero of a transpontine melodrama, or a Family Herald novaletta. In

Le justice te Sir Morali Mackenzie, it should be known tbat ha ie net wholly

f. rasponsibla for it ; it le understocd tbat it was proposed by an exaited lady,

n who la very closeiy interested in the work. Lt le stated that bafore pub-

1 ication the pages were submittad te that eminent man o! letters, Lord

ct Qaîthorpe. Tbis fact may, perhaps, partly account for the raciness of the

o- styl.- Truth.


