Stiftelsen norsk Okkupasjonshistore,-2014-

s

e TR e

DOCTRINE IN THE |
CHURCH

: ' ‘o PR
THE ARCHBISHOPS’ -
*COMMISSION

PENTESEE

UNITY OF SPIRIT ‘

“ Doctrine in the Church of England :
The Report of the Commission on Christian
Doctrine appointed by the Archbishops of

" Canterbury and York in 7922 is published
to-day. (S.P.C.K. 25.6d") '

e .

A letter from Archbishop Davidson to Qr.
Burge, then Bishop of Oxford and fisst cha|'r~
man of the Doclrinal Commission, defined its
reference as follows:—" To consider the nalprc‘
and grounds of Christian doctrine with a view
to demonstrating the exlent of existing agree-
ment within the Church of England and with 2
view to investigating how far it is possible to
remove or diminish existing differences.” .

“The Commission held its first meeting in
September, 19233 the prc[acc" o ils Report is
dated October 1, 1937. Alter the death of
Bishop Burge, Dr. William Temple, then Bishop
of Manchester and now Archbishop of York,
succeeded to the chairmanship. Other mch\hFrs
-died within the 14 years that the Commission
was at work, The Report now issued bears the
signalurcs:——William Ebor: (chairman), F. R.
Barry, Henry Chelmsford, J. M. Creed, John
Derby, John Glasgow and Galloway, L. W.
Grensted, Willred L. Knox, W. R. Matthews,
Walter H. Mobetly, J. K. Mozley, Oliver C.
Quick, C. F. Russell, E. G. Sclwyn, Charles J.
Shebbeare, Will Spens, V. F. Storr, A. E. Taylor,
L. S. Thornton, Clement C. J. Webb. Thus the
Report is signed unanimously by all who were
members of the Commission when it ended.dts .
work. Four appendices are subjoined ; JUIS
staled that thest are conlributed by individual
members, but their names are not disclosed.

DR. TEMPLE’S PREFACE

The Archbishop of York begins his_preface
by cmphasizing the spirit of friendship \fvh_ich
bound together the members of the Comiission
in an increasing degree as their work procecded, ‘
and adds: * That/ fact is closely connected with - ,
the measure of agreement we have reached.” |
“hal measure he regards as “ encouraging.”
In explanation of the characler of the Report he
wriles :—

Our terms of reference, ns sct_out in the lelter of
Archbishop Davidson (o Bishop Burge, did not in-
clude the question what varicties of doctrine or ©
interpretation are to be regarded as permissible in
the Chusch of Engiand, . . . Here and there a
member or members of the Commission may doubt
or even deny that (he view held by one or more of
his colleagues can be vegarded as lhcolnglcally com-
patible either with Catholic doctrine or with the tradi-
tion of the Church of Fngland, and such a situation 13
apparcnt at some points in the Report, ... WC P:\Vc
interpreted our function as solely theological and not
in any scuse judicial, - . .

"Dr. Tcm(alc's preface is followed by an *“In-
1 troduction ” ‘and * Prolegomena,” the latter 0}"

\\vhich-ends»willrsnmc"’ resolutions on Assent,
Nos. 3 and 4 of which read i+ o .
" Assent lo farmularies and the use of fiturgical
janguage in public worship should be upd:rs(_nnd ‘as
signifyimg general acceplance without implying de-
tailed assent lo cvery phrasc or proposition thus

Nos, 3 and 4 of which read 1 .

Assent: fo l'drmplarics" and “the . use “of *liturgical

,lqngpngc‘-in‘nublicjworship%should be understood as

¥ .smm(ymg»'gcncralu‘ncceptnnce\wilhout'«implyingildc-
; 49 itionzh
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tatled assen £ 0pOsitiol
employed. ,?Xﬁ‘%’ B Lo
.‘»"S\ll)jcc(‘ to the' nhove,

.ghould “not " be “held to "be

. merely ot the ground. that,
ence from - the * tradition ™ of the" C|
assenied to formularies or ‘makes use.
_li;urgncal language#in' ]‘){llblic'v:wqrghip.
o ’Thc'n)aip'part’io.[. the ‘Report is divided intos,;
three prmupal‘Sccuonsdcvotcgl to:(he doctrines .
of God and’ of- redemption, ‘ the Church-and
sacraments, and eschatology. The first occupies
57 pages, the: sccond 103, the third 19.°,The ' .
main subdivisions of the first section are */ God 15
and the World,” “Thie Fact . of Sin and -
“ Redemption in Christ.™ On the. subject of
{he Creation the Report observes:— %, v

No objection to a theory of evolution can be drawn
from the twe Creation narratives in Gen, i and J
since it is generally apreed among educated Chris-
tians that these are mythologidal in orlgin, and that
their value for us is symbolic rather than hisjorical
And on angels and demons: —>"-" D "

To believe posilively, whether on’ the ground of- .
Scripture, or on the ground of tradition as inter~: Lot
brchn{L.Scnplurc and as |cnd|nr weight-to an inherent - D
probability, in the exislence o ‘spiritual beings ouxcr'

s

than human, is in no way irrational. . ¥
Nevertheless the Commission desires to record. its
conviction that it is legitimate for a Christian either.
to suspend judgment on the point, or alternatively to
interpret the language, whether of Scripture or of the "
Chureh's Liturgy, with regard to nngcR; and demons .
in a purcly symbolic sense. - ¢ DAt s o e it A
A-similar diversity of belief is accepled in yegard “- -
1o miracles:— . ST T s
It iz feit by many that miracle has a special value, "
in that ituis a striking demonstration of the sub- ¢
ordination of the natural order to spiritval ends, and
affords particular points at which God's activity is®, .-
manifested with special clarity and’ directness. On |
the other haad, it is lo be recognized that many others.
feel it 1o bc more congruous wilh the wisdom and . - - ..
majesty of God that the regularitics, such'as men of-/ )
science observe in Nature and call Laws of Nature,:
should serve His purpose without any need for excep- -
tions.on the physical' plane. + ** /oo L SRR

CONTROVERSIAL  POINTS.”

I R

The second and third sections of the Report .

aro those to which readers will turn wilh special - -,
interest, because they include points.of doctrine ** \
about which  controversy has’ becn v keen . in-

modern times.. It will/be found that the Report ¢ )
discusses each of them carefully, adducing the,” . . 1
various considerations:which have-lo be taken: o
into.account,-but scldom atiémpting’ to decide.
belween the rival ‘views. - To-Jeave such ques-::” .
. . e 13 .
tions .open was’ plainly the only ‘course if the! '
Report was lo receive the signatures of all,the::
members of the Commission. * Concerning the:
Wirgin Birth of. Christ, for instance, the Report,;
after stating ** the main’ grounds'on vw‘hich‘lhc L
doctrine is valued,”‘continues:— [ F T
Many of us hold, accordingly, that belief in ther -~ * - - .
Word -ade flesh is integrally bound up with belief*. = ‘/'
in the Virgin Birth, and that this-will increasingly be., :
recognized. ~ There are, however, som¢ among us -
who hold that a full belief in the historical Incarna-
tion is more c t with the sur ition that our”
Lord's birth took place under, the’normal conditions:
of human pencration, .. . We recoghize that both
the views oullined above arc held by members of the " . |
Church, as of the' Commission, who fully accept the’ [
reality of our Lord’s Incarnalion, which is the central .
truth of the Christian faith, " 7 s/ 0 b0

So again in regard to the’ Resurrection, which is.
described as ** the central fact in human bistory,” "/
Yet -/ I S L
when a fact is so-closely linked with such momentous :
and far-reaching issues in licaven and earth, it is not
surprising that opinions should differ when the ques- .

tion is raised how much in the record of it is derived. " « R
(rom the sheer occurrence of the fact itsell, and Tow.” o~ N
much is due to the primitive interpretation of the fact: | .-
in the minds which first perceived its transcendent’ -
signilicance and - expressed it in forms . inevitably;
belonging to their own manner of thought and speechs

It is_intimated, however,” that :**the “majority of
the Commission are agreed in holding the tradi-y
tional_explanatiop—namely, that: the tomb was, .
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’ . , '16 . Jt was a special satisfaction 1o us, and we
’j . : hope it may be of service to lh; Church, that
: b’ we are able to present an agreed slatement on
! K/ i W S empty because the Lord had risen ” 3 and Confession andpAbsolul'ion,g_cvcn if here again
in his personal introduction Lo the Report Lo i ':ds:'l'd ual members would wish to add.‘“.) what P
the: Archbishop'of York states :— : . ; . :
S IR [N The agreed statemenl includes ihe follow-

"In view of my own responsibility in the . in, ‘aga raph : — fess
Church 1 think it right here to aflirm that 1 CA g pbarag p T . of |
wholeheartedly accept as historical ' facts the [ There has ‘been no change in the ;fnrm'al whe
birlh of our Lord from a Virgin Mother and i teaching of the 'Church of England. ,Whlle
the resurrcction of His physical body from EXPL / ‘hc‘felf)glc“r pra:tlcc offncuruéu‘l‘ar Co('}fc‘sss“l;‘;, h:; St.
death and the tomb. . . . But I fully recognize | L= / nov ome more, frequent, and 15, 0¥ © s
the position of those who sincerely affirm the Capli H .- means confined. to .onc school lof_ thought | {rjp.
veality of our hLord's Incarnation  without | .. e w1.[h|n the Church of Eng]qu. it is important | pro
accepting one or both of these two events as died on® ! to recognize that it is a ministry of the Word | (g ¢
actual historical occurrences. . was an ; WI’I'Ch is open Lo a'}il’“} ob‘l(lga;orl)' “fc’:on none. ?)f ‘

In recent years the centre of contro- countri . . In reviewing the work ol the Commis- | but
versy between the more advanced Anglo- | prehist s smnme-SiOB A G ATchbishop of Yprk wntes".—- kn](j
Catholic and other schools of thought museur wi&;‘\’fﬁb&l&(ﬁ"‘[f'llf ‘g?&k ﬂ[!é\ln (o—(_lr:;y,“l‘ls per- | il

I H : A E 5 uld be different. . . . Theology 1n
‘f‘”lhmy l‘hc qulxsll ChU’fCh has been }hc in Indi the half-century’ that engded with the War was I,":::
reservation pt the sz}cmmcnl, cither for | water-c ; such as is prompled by and promotes a | gre:
communicaling the sick or for that form | Musew ministry mainly pastoral; we need and must | ma
of worship known as ™ PDevotions,” or for He ca ‘ work out for our own time a theology such as | as -
both. Accordingly it is probable that of K'?Fl , {S ptrompted‘ by and]_pl:omotcs 2 n'iinizﬁryl a: be

) . son of 1 : cast as much evangelistic as'pastoral. As that | the
md':}'y Chur?‘”’”"“’ will ‘90?5 cagcrly| for Residen ! work proceeds new problems will arise and | iny
guidance lem ll\(} Comr[usa‘mn on these | Indian new divisions cutting across all existing party | the
vexed questions. fhcy'wlll find, however, lnl_thul i . cleavages. ~ Then our successors in another | kn¢
that the members considered that to sup- t;’,ls i‘l"‘l X . dpplnnal commission may attemipt the recon- | Wit
ply explicit guidance was putside their “r‘, lo‘( | cilink work that in_our own field was com- | pol
province. Such conclusions as they bave |icutena mitted to us. . . ‘V:”il
reached on the subject are stated in lan- | ments 1° . . A PROTESTANT VIE of
guage which safeguards them against Qgisl‘c‘cvg i The Rev. B G I:owrimz E::‘:rchry ari:

‘ being too definite. Thus, having given specime : of the . Church ~ Association, in o state= sn‘,‘(‘
three interpretations _of Eucharistic | types ot ment on the report Tast night, said that| op
, doctrine, the Report continues:— and dis: it was vitiated by ignoring the slandards of | inf.

Some of those who incline to the third of | prescnte doctrine _in - the, Chureh of England. The | 3¢
the interpretations mentioned see in it no mets i ' . XXXIX- Articles ‘were brushed on one side | ™y
warrant whatever for teaching that the and In and were subordinated to the Prayer-book. f:mq
Eucharistic presence of Christ remains with | various : The truth was that, subject to Holy Scripturc, | i,
{he consccraled clements after they have been he wen! ! the ?.(XXIX Articles were: the standard ol
reserved, until in their use for communion | and* ma doctrine. and that the Prayer-book was the | i,
they are again taken up into that Eucharistic | Arctic B standard of worship in the Church of England. |
action in which they become the Body and | medalli ;:wyc.cf)&"ﬂ'ss'oa ipo(nll!icallty (?clhrotv;cd.(hs bli
Blood of Christ. Others, on the other hand ! | rayer-book, and instcad of the- authorized | op
to whom also this gencral fine of interpreta- ! smndardsrlhcy s.clt up thrlcc.vaguc and Hiusory | iy,
tion is congenial, would maintain that the sources of appeal—namely :—(«) The light of } ¢,
reserved Sacrament ought never to be, and ii?syr:h“(i[;)“ mur;jlc‘::n rcraggylrec(:ﬁ:cdm{% “'l‘:évf;' ol
properly never can be, dissociated from its | ¢ : . ¢ " we
Fucharistic use, and that therefore there is no { errancy of the Bible. ‘On tht question of the} .
valid objection of theology to be brought ! glra;:wulou‘i ql;“"cm in the Bible the Commis-
against those who would make il at all times on vas divided. " - ¢ .

a focus for their worship of Christ, who in it ‘i B . — .
gives Himself to be their spiritual food. o .

Again, of the question whether the i U,NEM?LQYMEN? FUND
practice of * Devotions ” is theologically, i L SURPLUS ) dv
justifiable: — } -, - . -th

To that guestion we are unable to give a 1 s o a
dccisiv$ answer, because we arc not agreed H TRADE UNION PROPOSALS ‘f‘r:'
upon the application of the determining con- . I .
sideration. . That consideration is that the FROM OUR LABOUR (;QRRESPONDENT'
special sacramental presence of the Lord is The . general council' of the Trades “|‘
(o be sought only within the context-of those Union Congress gave evidence to the ‘“7
sacramental acts with - which the original U 1 t1 s
promise of it was associated. Upon the truth nemploymen nsurance latutory Com-} w
and lglpormncc of that |7;inciplc we are fully mittee yesterday in support of its pro- ;_"“
agreed ; we.are not agrees whether or not its : f
application provides a_ sufficient theolopical pose}ls for ‘the use of t!lc surAplus of the | ¢
justification for the practice of “ Devotions.” unemployment-fund. . 1‘_‘

Here as elsewhere the Report admits th;l;lé" dg‘)’]:,‘"cvvﬂqif.‘agg";is.ég" 2302”0‘;“05 the | 7

., Bt : 3 aitil riod ; -round n-
that lhel members of lheCommls:sl(’)n fa[lcd Seton-K crease of: benefits; equal ‘contributions and 1
to reach agreement on the principal points | Alps ot benefits for men and women ; and amendment | 2
of modern theological controversy, and |in Fore of the anomalies  regulations in respect of } &
that onlya majorily could have signed the White l marricd women W}[{“S EOOS iﬂd\lstri?l reCOl’dl 2

ad 1 . - {colour ; since manrriage. o-day the general council
}{CPO"‘ h_‘:j! i allcmplcfi to On‘er‘f‘}"horld Flyfishe will_submit evidence in support of its pro- n
ative guidance on these malters insiea g, posals for amendment. of the agricultural ye
of mcrc[y sctting forth the divergent views. | o gufo workers’ insurance scheme. _The proposals a
Emphasis is placed upon the fact that all | shirk tF include the abolition of the six days’ waiting fi
the members were able to aceept the state- | the . pa ’ "?“?dvbf"" lt’tcm{“‘f‘f"' all C';’ld'c“v e o

i - N Sk d of the benelit rates for single men between

Emnl on ihcdmllnlslr‘}j'. Yetwith this must :cﬁigl.:ﬁ and 21 and for all adult men and women. a
¢ compared the.admission on another help th Sir William Beveridge, the_ chairman of ¢
page that on the necessity of episcopal | carly 1 the _ Statutory ~Committee, informed the|T

ordination as‘a condition of valid sacra- | was il Minister of Labour last November that by
ment “thére is divergence of opinion | from d¢ the end of the year the Unemployment Fund h
-~ » B .t the Archbish " [ York earth, } would probably have a surplus of £62,000,000 | @
.y among us.” But the Archbishop ol Xor T and that there was a likelihood that in 19381 %
is able to write:— i at least another £20,000,000 would be added, | 7
' 2 Jt was a special satisfaction to us, and we f bringing the total to £82,000,000. AL the same | 1
hope it may be of service to the Church, that I time Sir William_Beveridge indicated the pro-| «
we are able to present an agreed statement on | bability that the Committee would recommend | |
_Confession and Absolution, even if ere again H a large reduction of the debt if, by an amend- | ¢
individual members would wish toadd to what i ment of the insurance legislation, Parliament | {
is said. me‘ made it possible for rsuch a rcdulctiog tohbring v
y : L about a reduction of the annual debt charge. )
;l;]hgc;g;:;:;;;’l.tcnmnl includes the follow- fessor! The Iawdhas since been altered in the manner | +
o= | suggested. i

There has been no change in the formal of Lo¢ The debt amounts to about £100,000,000, |+

teaching of the Church of England. While whom and the annual debt charge,. including
h 4 2 t ne. A A
the regular practice of auricular confession has | St. Pay, sinking fund, is £5,000,000. "What is_saved
now became more [requent, and is by no 1 " on debt charge would be available for disposal
means confined to one school of thought (rib':llg in benefits. At present the fund’s surplus is
within the Church of England, it is important Profcsl invested in short-lerm securities and earns not ;|
to recognize that it is a ministry of the Word | 14 (he 4 more than 14 per cent.; whereas the intcrest on |
which is open to all but obligalory upen none. | of thes the debt is 34 per cent. !

_1In reviewing the work of the Commis- | but the S - :

sian- the Archhbichan of Vark writec — Itis Maie Bayliss, 42, commiited from Wood | .

Green on a charge of receiving three hand-
bags and other articles knowing them to have
been stolen, was, al the Middlesex Sessions
on Wednesday, found Not Guilty, and she was
discharged. P






