
Wesleyan Methodist 
Missionary Society.
Rev. G. H. B. Sketchley
Rev. P. Ibbotson
Mr. H. H. Morley Wright
Sister M. Pratten
Rev. E. H. Bowen
Miss M. Baker

Anglican Church.
Archdeacon S. J. Christelow 
Rev. Father B. H. Barnes,

C. R.
M other Annie 
Rev. C. E. Broderick 
Mrs. Broderick

American Board for Foreign 
Missions 

Miss Iv y  Craig 
Miss L. F. Torrence 
Miss E. J. Fuller 
Miss M. E. Larkins

Roman Catholic Church.
Rev. Father A. Burbridge, S.J. 
Rev. Father E. C. Colling- 

ridge, S. J.
Rev. Father Ignatius Arnoz, 

R. M. M.
Rev. Father E. King, S. J.

Presbyterian Church.
Rev. C. E. Greenfield 
Rev. F. Oldrieve 
Mrs. Oldrieve

Church of Christ.
Mr. F. L. Hadfield 
Mrs.F. L. Hadfield

Brethren in Christ.
Rev. H. J. Frey 
Rev. C. F. Eshelman.

L ist of Visitors Present on 
Various Occasions.

His Excellency the Gover
nor of N. Rhodesia, Sir 
James Maxwell, K. C. M. G., 

Major the Hon. R. J. Hudson, 
Acting Prime Minister of  S. 
Rhodesia, and Mrs. Hudson, 
Mr. C. Bullock, Acting Chief 
Native Commissioner, Mr. 
H. Jowitt, Director of Native 
Development, and Mrs. H. 
Jowitt, Rev. J. and Mrs. 
Ronlet, Rev. S. Douglas 
Gray. President, N. Rhode
sia Missionary Conference, 
and Mrs. Gray, Rev. J. G. 
Soulsb.v, and Mrs. Soulsby 
Rev. G. Dahlquist, Pastor F. 
Bjork, Mr. Ljungberg. Miss 
J. G. Rudd, Inspectress of  
Domestic Science, Rev. W. 
O. Winger, Miss A. R. Engle, 
Mr. and Mrs. H. C. Finkle, 
Dr. H. Martin, Mr. R. D. 
Gilchrist, At. L. A., Rev. T.
D. Samkange and M. Rusi- 
ke,delegates Native Christian 
Conference, and other friends.



SO U TH E RN  RH O D ESIA E U R O P E A N  M IS S IO N A R Y  
D IRECTORY.

Dutch Reformed Church M ission-

Morgenster Mission Address: P. O. Great Zimbabwe, 
Rev. and Mrs. A. A. Lonw Snr. S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. H. W. Murray 
Rev. and Mrs. A. A. Louw Jnr.
R?v. and Mrs. J. D. Moller.
Dr. and Mrs. M. FT. Steyn 
Mr. and Mrs. J. H. Kruger 
Mr. and Mrs T. H. Barnard 
Mrs. S. Basson,
Messrs. A. Engels, S. Haasbroek, G. R. Goosen, A. Daneel 
Misses H. Kotze, M. Joubert, S. Steenkamp, M. Hodgskin, 
S. Laubscher, J. Kruger.
Sister E. Wells, Nurse M. Enslin

Gutu Mission Address : P. O. Gutu, S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. G. S. Murray 
Rev. and Mrs. W. J. Combrinck 
Mr. and Mrs. J. J. Marais 
Mr. and Mrs. J. Brandt 
Dr. J. E. Fischer
Misses M. Froneman, A. Terblanche, and E. van Zyl

Chibi Mission Address : P. O. Chibi, S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. H. C. Hugo 
Rev. and Mrs. A. C. Jackson 
Misses C. Schoeman, and M. Frylinck

Pamushana Mission Address : Pr. Bag Pamushana,
Rev. and Mrs. I. Botha Fort Victoria.
Mr. G. J. Joubert 
Misses J. Heymann, and M. Coetzee

Albeit Mission Address : P. O. Gutu, S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. H. H. Orlandini 
Mr. and Mrs. E. Wepener 
Misses E. Erasmus and R. Raubenheimei.

Jichidza Mission Address: Pr. Bag Jiehidza,
Rev. and Mrs. J. F. Roux Fort Victoria.
Mr. J. J. Combrinck 
Misses S. Conradie, and B. M. Visser

Fort Victoria Address: Fort Victoria, S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. J. M. Joubert.



Makumbe Mission Address: P. 0 .  Buhera, via Enkeldoorn, 
Rev. and Mrs. P. A. Badenhorst 
Mr. J. de Waal
Misses M. Ferreira and A. Prinsloo.

Anglican Church

Salisbury Address : P. 0 .  Box 7, Salisbury.
The Rt. Rev. the Bishop of Southern Rhodesia 
The Yen. the Archdeacon of  Mashonaland and Director o f  

Native Missions -  S. J. Christelow 
Mrs. Christelow
Sister Emma C. R. St. M ary ’s House, Salisbury.
Mother Annie P. O. Box 1058, Salisbury

Bulawayo
The Yen. the Archdeacon of  Matabeleland -  A. M. Mylne.

Address : St. John ’s Rectory, Bulawayo.
C/ o do do

20a Fife Street do

Address : The School, PI urn tree.

Sisters Hilary, and 
Stella Jane C. R.
Miss Robinson

PI urn tree
Rev. R. L. Cranswick

Gatooma
Rev. C. Lamont

Marandellas
Rev. E. W . J. Crane

Umtali
Rev. C. Kibble

Que Que
Rev. R. Finch

Address : The Rectory, Gatooma.

Address : St. Bernard’s Mission 
Marandellas. 

Address : P. O. Box 199, Umt.ili.

Address : The Rectory, Que Que.

Bond a Address
Rev. H G. Lawrence 
Mrs. Lawrence 
Misses Pennell, Blomfield, and Dobbs

St. David ’s Mission, 
Bonda, P. B. Rusapi.

Glendale Address : St. Alban’s Mission,
Rev. A. B. Le Sueur Glendale.
Misses Tully and Langham

Penhalonga Address : St. Augustine’s Mission,
Rev. Father R. H. Baker C. R. Penhalonga
Rev. Father B. H. Barnes C. R.
Rev. Father H. Buck C. R.
Rev. Father S. M. T Ross C. R.



Rev. Father D. W. T. Shropshire C. R.
Rev. Father K. Maclachlan C. R.
The Sisters C. R. (8) St. M onica ’s, Penhalonga.

R llsaPi Address : St. Faith ’s Mission,
Rsv. Canon E. W . Lloyd Rusani
Mr. C. F. Green 
Misses 0 .  Shaul and Taylor 
The Sisters C. R. (4)
Rev. H. Glover Epiphany Mission, Rusapi.

St. Patr ick ’s Gwelo Address : P. O. Box 61, Gwelo.
Rev. H, S. Edwards 
Rev. and Mrs E. D. K. Wood 
Miss Hutson

Wreningham A ddress: All Saints M ission,
Rev. Father Andrew S. D. C Wreningham.
Brothers James and Chad Stephen S. D. C.

Fort Victoria A ddress: The Rectory,
Rev. A.. S. Troughton F ort Victoria.

Church of Sweden Mission.

Mnene Mission Address : Mnene, P. O. Belingwe,
, S. Rhodesia.

Rev. and Mrs. G. A. Bern.inder 
Rev. and Mrs. H. von Sicard 
Rev. A. Albrektsson 
Dr. and Mrs. N. Tilander 
Mr. and Mrs. Carl Andersson 
Mr. S. Frediksson
Sisters G. Erdsfcrom, D. Eriksson, A. Eriksson,
Signe Lundsll and K. Svensson 
Misses A. Larsson and A. Svensson

Masase Mission Address: P.O. West Nicholson.
Rev. J. Othenius 
Mr. and Mrs. Johs. Bergman 
Sisters M. Kohlquist and E. Perason

Gwanda Address : P. O. Box 13,
Rev. and Mrs. V. R. Rickiand Gwanda.

Salvation  A rm y

Salisbury A dd ress : P. O. Box 14,
Lt. Colonel and Mrs. Moffat Salisbury.
Major and Mrs. Bentley



Major and Mrs. Stoyle 
Captain and Mrs. Pointer 
Adjutant and Mrs. Kirby Pearson Farm, Salisbury.

Bulawayo Address: P. 0 . Box 152,
Staff-Captain and Mrs. Salmons Bulawayo.
Commandant and Mrs. Potgieter 
Adjutant and Mrs. Woodhouse
Staff-Captain and Mrs. Salhus Usher farm, Leighwoods, 
Captain and Mrs. Luttig Bulawayo.

Address : P. O. Sinoia.

|,

Address: P. 0 . Bindura 

Address: P. O. Miami.

Address: Howard Insti
tute, P. O. Glendale.

Sinoia
Adjutant and Mrs. Bennett

Bindura
Adjutant and Mrs. Erikson

Miami
Ensign and Mrs. Jensen

Howard Institute
Ensign and Mrs. Kimball 
Ensign Dolman 
Captain and Mrs. Lewis 
Captain Mortimer 
Captain Andersen 
Captain Wilkinson

Gwelo
Adjutant and Mrs. Ellis.

Lon don  M ission ary  Society

Hope Fountain Address ; Hope Fountain,
Rev. and Mrs. Neville Jones P. O. Box 858. Bulawayo. 
Misses C. D. Huntley, M. A. Hudson, Edith Hewitt. 
Misses Florrie Ingham and Isobei Ross

, t t ! '

Inyati Address : Inyati, S. Rhodesia
Rev. and Mrs. W. G. Brown
Messrs. Hugh Rowland, Harker Snr., Harker Jnr.

Address: P. O. Box 17, Gwelo.

Address : Dombodema, BulawayoDornbodema
Rev. and Mrs. Whiteside

Shangani Reserve Address: Shangani Reserve,
Rev. and Mrs. W . W. Anderson P. 0 . Lonely Mine.



A m erican  Board M ission

Mount Silinda Address : Mount Silinda, S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. JohnS. Marsh 
Mr. and Mrs. A. J. Orner 
Mr. and Mrs. S. J. Curtis 
Mr. and Mrs. W. L. Kincheloe 
Dr. and Mrs. W. H. Willis 
Mr. Richard B. Hack
Misses Minnie Clark, Minnie Tonz, Mabel E. Larkins, 
Ivy  Craig, Louise F. Torrence, Edith J. Fuller, and 
J. MacMorran

Chikore Address : Craigmore, S. Rhodesia
Rev. and Mrs. Fredrick Dixon 
Dr. and Mrs. W. T. Lawrence 
Miss Fannie E. Eilener

Gogoi Address : Gogoi, via Mt. Silinda.
Rev. and Mrs. J. P. D.vsart 
Miss Gertrude H. Merrill

Brethren in  C h rist M ission

Matopo Mission Address: Matopo Mission, Bulawayo
Rev. and Mrs. L. B. Steckley 
Rev. and Mrs. C. F. Eshelman 
Rev. R. H. Mann 
Mrs. Sallie K. Doner 
Miss Anna Wolgemuth

Mtsliabezi Mission A ddress : Mtshabezi Mission,
Rev and Mrs. W. 0 . W inger P. B. Bulawayo.
Mrs. Naomi Lady
Misses Mary Brenaman, Sadie Book, Martha Kaufman, 
and Lois  Frey

Wanezi Mission Address : Wanezi Mission, P. B. Filabusi 
Rev. and Mrs. H. J. Frey.

W esieyan  M othedist M ission ary Society

Salisbury A ddress : P. 0 .  Box 285, Salisbury.
Rev. and Mrs. Frank Noble 
Rev. and Mrs. Herbert Carter
Rev. and Mrs. G. T. Start 5 Central Avenue, Salisbury. 
Rev. and Mrs. Holman Brown C /0  Box 285, Salisbury.

Epworth Mission Address : Epworth Mission, Salisbury.
Rev. and Mrs. Frank Mussell 
Misses M. Pratten and M. Baker



Bulawayo. Address : 111 Main Street, Bulawayo.
Rev. and Mrs. Oliver Roebuck
Rev. and Mrs. G. H. B. Sketchley 35 Abercorn Street, do 
Rev. Robert Forshaw do do

Waddilove Institution Address: P. O. Marandellas
Rev. and Mrs. Percy W. Searle 
Rev. and Mrs. G. E. Hay Pluke 
Mr. and Mrs. H. H. Morley Wright 
Mr. and Mrs. F. Sadler 
Mr. and Mrs. G. W. Spry 
Mr. and Mrs R. S. Addison 
Misses W. Phillips and Palin 
N urse M. Dry

Tegwani Institution A ddress : P. 0 . Box 14,
Mr. and Mrs. W . M. Tregidgo Plumtree
Mr. and Mrs. T. Carter

Plumtree Address: P. 0 .  Box 14,
Rev. Edgar H. Bowen Plumtree

Sliftbani A dd ress: P. 0 . Box 36, Shabani
Rev, and Mrs, P. Ibbotson 

Ohibero Mission Address: Chibero Mission, Norton
Rev. and Mrs, D. W , Evans

Sinoia Address: P. O. Box. 51
Rev. and Mrs. Walter Howartb Sinoia

Selukwe Address: P. O. Box 3,
Rev. Arthur W. Heath Selukwe

M ethodist E piscop al C h u rc h .

Old Umtali Address: Old Umtaii,
Rev. and Mrs. R  C. Gates S. Rhodesia.
Rev. and Mrs. H. I. James 
Rev. and Mrs. R. F. Wagner 
Rev. E. H. Greeley (retired)
Misses Stella Huss, Pearl Mullikin, Jessie Pfaff, 
Frances Quinton, and Ila M. Scovill

Umtali Address: P. O. Box 55,
Rev. and Mrs. M. J. Murphree Umtali.
Miss Beulah Reitz Native Girls’ Hostel,

U mtali
Mtoko Add ress : Mtoko,

Rev. Wilfred Bourgaise Via Salisbury



Mrewa A dd ress : Mrewa
Rev. and Mrs. E. L. Sells S. Rhodesia,

Nyadiri Address: Nyadiri, via
Misses Sarah King, Wilhelmina Salisbury
Shields, and Alice Whitney

Mutambara Address: Mutambara,
Rev. and Mrs. G. A. Roberts S. Rhodesia
Misses Grace Clark, Irene Gugin, 
and B. Ramsey,

On Furlough
Rev. and Mrs. J. R. Gates, Rev. and Mrs. F. G. Mauger, 
Rev. and Mrs. T. A. O’ Farrell, Rev. and Mrs H. E. 
Taylor. Misses Mildred Benson, Marjorie Fuller, 
Ruth Hansson, Ona Parmenter, Oril Penney, Lulu Tubbs, 
J. G. Woodruff.

C h u rch  o f C h rist.

Bulawayo Location Address: P. O. B ox  50,
Mr. and Mrs. F. L. Hadfield Bulawayo.

Dadaya Mission Address : P. O. Shabani
Mr. and Mrs C. A. Bowen 
Mrs. H. Mansell 
Miss H. Mansell 
Nurse Ruth Hay

Mashoko Mission A dd ress : P. B. Fort Victoria
Mr. and Mrs. J. R. Hay

Salisbury Location Address : P. O. Box 807,
Mr. and Mrs. S. D. Garrett Salisbury

Huhuyu Mission Address: P. B. Macheke.
Mr. and Mrs. W. N. Short

P resbyterian  C hurch.

Bulawayo Address: P O. Box 106, Bulawayo
Rev. and Mrs. C. E. Greenfield.

Intabasinduna Reserve Address: P. O. Heany.
Rev. J. C. Mills.

Salisbury Address: P. O. Box 50. Salisbury.
Rev. J. Kennedy Grant.

Mazoe Address; P. O. Glendale
Rev. A. J. Rae.



I n t e r d e n o m i n a t i o n a l  M issionary  
C o n f e r e n c e ,

P R E S ID E N T IA L  A D D R E SS.

Ladies and Gentlem en,— I take for the subject of my address “ M issions 
and G overnm ents.”  In  dealing w ith the subject, I  wish it  to be understood 
that in  any rem arks of a controversial character I alone am responsible. I  
wish complete freedom for what I  have to say— I hope that it  m ay help 
towards a serious consideration of this very im portant subject— but neither 
this M issionary Conference nor the Church to which I  belong is to be held 
responsible for any words I may use. A nd if rem arks at tim es are made 
in  a seem ingly provocative manner, I  have deliberately so stated them, as 
it  seems better to make one’s points as outstanding as possible. I  would 
only say that in a ll cases I have refrained from anything that m ay in any 
w ay be regarded as criticism  of individuals.

The relation between missions and Governments is but one aspect of the 
age-long conflict between the Church and the world. I t  may be said th at 
the problem  has existed from the beginning of C hristianity, but so long 
as there was an age of persecution the world was in obvious opposition to 
the Church, and the problem and the balance of relationships did not arise. 
It  was when peace came to the Church by the accession of the Em peror 
Constantine that difficulties began which have continued more or less in 
varying forms un til the present day.

Bishop W estcott is reported to have said th at the world got into the 
Church in  the fourth century, and we have never since been able to get it 
o u t; oi’, as another w riter has said, “ The spirit of the world by inoculating 
society at large with a very diluted and attenuated serum of Christianity 
secured for it  an im m unity from violent and inconvenient a ttacks.”  The 
Church made alliance w ith a world which became Christian in name, but 
only in  name. And as we read the story down the ages we are forced to 
ask whether it  be not true for the Church as well as for the individual 
disciple th at friendship with the world is enm ity w ith God, and th at it  is 
indeed possible for the Christian Society, as for the individual, to gain  the 
whole w orld, and yet to lose her own soul.

I t  would be impossible w ithin the lim its of a short address to make an 
historical survey of the situation in the past, and the various stages by 
which we have arrived at the intricacies of our A frican problems, which 
have resulted from the occupation of the continent in a com paratively brief 
period by explorers, trader's, colonists and missionaries. I t  is sufficient to 
say th at we as missionaries have to face the problem of reconciling an aloof
ness from, and at the same time an intim ate association w ith States, 
Em pires and governm ents; an independence of the existing standards of 
the State, and a concern not m erely w ith the individual citizens of the 
State, but also with its home life, laws, commerce, public health, education 
and international relationships. Few nations are at the present time in 
a condition of stability, though a ll are tryin g to attain  such a condition 
as the outcome of the social, p olitical and economic revolution thioug 1 
which we a ll are passing. I t  is w ell to remember that stab ility  can only 
be attained by the pursuit of a steady idealism.

Governments are in their very nature and function changeable, because 
they express and reflect the changing or developing policy of nations. 
Moreover, “ government”  is in itself an abstract term. W h at it, means in 
any given area where missions are working is the ideas (or prejudices) oF 
certain adm inistrators, m agistrates, medical officers, or educationists 011 
the spot, or the interpretation put by them upon the ideas (or prejudices) 
of certain other people for whom they act.



There is undoubtedly much happy and fru itfu l co-operation both within 
and w ithout the B ritish  Commonwealth. Action in regard to the opium 
traffic, the fight against tropical diseases, the slave traffic and traffic m  
women and children, as w ell as in education and general social advance
ment. On the other hand, there is evidence of uneasiness Jest by becoming 
too m uch identified w ith the hum anitarian schemes of civil authorities 
C h ristian ity  should be losing its savour. H ere the relation of missions to 
governments is seen to be part of the whole problem of Christian witness 
in  social life. In  the early Church this problem  hardly existed as we know 
it. The Church and the world stood over against each other in violent con
tradiction. In  the M iddle Ages the problem  was non-existent for an opposite 
reason, for the accepted social ideals of the society of that period were those 
of a united Christendom— even though in practice those ideals were not 
attained.

To-day, on the other hand, we stand at the end of a period when for 
some hundreds of years society has not reckoned to be carried on on 
C hristian  principles, and in  which there has been a gradual abandonment 
of Christian idealism  as im p racticab le; while, on the other hand, thei’e 
seem also to be indications that Christian principles are in some directions 
being increasingly abandoned altogether in spite of their apparently in 
other directions becoming embodied in social and political life.

Two quotations m ay be given from people with an A frican experience. 
One writes :— •

“ M issions are in  a cleft stick, and it  is not the hostility  of the 
Government th a t causes the difficulty, but its goodwill. Christian 
missions need to re-emphasise their Christian mission. Theologically 
speaking, a doctrine of grace needs to replace the present doctrine of 
nature. . . . The aim of C h ristian ity  is to rescue the world from sin, 
not misguidedness, or an untidy mind or bad h ab its.”
A nother says :—

“ The religion of a government can seldom be other than the common 
ground of agreem ent among its supporters, and though at the present 
tim e governments m ay be friendly, one m ust always remember the 
lesson of the secularisation of the Church in the fourth century. . . . 
The fact is that governments can never afford to allow large corpora
tions to exist in their m idst w ith a complete field of independence and 
w ith ideals w hich m ay possibly conflict w ith those of the State, and 
so they are prepared to get some measure of control under the guise of 
a friendly subsidy. The Church itself has at tim es shown that there 
are few more effective ways of silencing a tiresome priest than by pro
m oting him to be a dignitary ; it  is not surprising if the State tries to 
follow something of the same plan in its dealing w ith the C h urch .”

It  is obvious th at the increasing comity of missions tends to invite the 
co-operation of governments w ith m issionary work. As long as the missions 
of various denominations were going their own way, none of them were to 
any large extent strong enough to be active partners with, governments in 
the w orking out of any common policy. In  1910, however, the Edinburgh 
Conference gave expression and impetus to co-operation between various 
m issionary bodies, and the next step of co-operation between representatives 
of these bodies and representatives of governments followed in  a more or 
less n atu ral way. It  may be said, from the m issionary point of view, that 
the present tim e is an age of conferences, and it is the fact of the existence 
of such a Conference in the Colony of Southern Rhodesia that brings us 
together here to-day.



B ut associated with this movement there are certain drawbacks and 
dangers which it  would be foolish for us to ignore.

There is a subtle danger in  the looseness wherewith we are growing 
accustomed to speak of the “ churches and the Church.”  The A nglican  
Bishop of Gloucester (Dr. Headlaln) in his Banipton Lectures says :—

“ I t  has been suggested that tlio expression ‘the churches’ m ight 
be usefu l (in the literature of the early Church) in the same manner 
as has become customary in certain modern circles, for a number of 
different societies in each place separate from one another, ju st as there 
are w hat are called Rom an Catholic, Anglican, W esleyan, Congre
gational .churches in  one city. I t  is difficult to conceive of anything 
more fundam entally alien to the whole spirit of the New Testam ent 
than  this. . . .  No justification can be found in the New Testam ent for 
our modern divisions ”

No doubt the more thoughtful among us are aware of the danger of 
treating organisations such as this which express the com ity of missions as 
though they were identical with synods of the whole Christian Church, and 
some are doubtless shy of a federalism  which can do little  or nothing to 
curb idiosyncrasy, and which m ay be in danger of being in a large measure 
content w ith something less than a un ity  which rests on H oly Order.

I t  is w ith considered deliberation that I  venture to mention this, for 
it  has its bearing on the constitution of this Conference, where in  para. 7 
we rea d :— “ The Conference to consist of m inisters, m issionaries and other 
workers in  connection w ith any denomination operating in  Southern R h o
desia ; the said denomination having been adm itted into the Conference by 
the vote of the Conference.”  B y  this I  understand that we meet together 
as a collection of individuals of different denom inational affinities, but as 
individuals and not as delegates from the various churches and religious 
bodies to which we belong. No vote of this Conference in any way binds 
the various religious bodies ; and as regards each one of us as individuals,
I understand that even if we vote in a p articular w ay in the Conference, 
such a vote is to be regarded as an expression of a private opinion which 
m ay bo over-ruled by a higher authority if  circumstances so require. I  do 
not say  that this would often be the case, but it  is 011 these terms that 
we are able to meet and to  take part in our various deliberations. Confer
ences such as this have their value prim arily  from the fraternal intercourse 
for which they provide opportunity, of which we should be deprived if 
gatherings such as this did not bring us together. Secondarily, I  feel that 
their value is shown by the resolutions we are able to pass after fu ll dis
cussion 011 m atters where we are able to arrive at a statem ent which more 
or less is the expression of a common mind, and th ird ly, there is also a 
value to be seen in those occasions which from time to tim e are m arked by 
a sharp difference of opinion, where the fact of such divergence makes it  
p lain  that the time has not yet arrived when we can take common action 
in regard to the point th a t comes under dispute.

I t  seems w ell to  draw attention to  these points, for occasions have 
been known in  the past where government officials or others appear to have 
been considerably surprised to find that some individuals have not accepted 
the resolutions of this Conference as final decisions which had something 
of binding force.

W e need also to notice th at a Conference such as this tends more or 
less in evitab ly  to develop a corporate character and outlook -of its  own, 
even though i t  is comprised of different missions and earnestly desires t°  
interpret their mind ; and the habit of negotiation w ith government through 
such an organisation means that the organisation may tend to commit



individual missionaries to a policy in  relation to government w hich they 
cannot conscientiously accept.

These I  believe are real dangers which we need to remember, but the 
fact of their existence does not w arrant an attitude of cold aloofness. R ath er 
do we find in  them  a challenge to humble and sincere and critical co-opera
tion, which should stir us into more fervent and penitent prayer and w ork 
for C hristian  unity.

One of the special difficulties in  cases where governments look to 
Conference for guidance in regard to m atters such, for instance, as education 
(to take a concrete exam ple) appears to me to be this. I  take m y illustration  
from the Conference at L e Zoute, at which I was present in 1926. The 
m issionary bodies meet together, they hold a fu ll discussion in the presence 
of representatives of various governments, they issue a report in w hich 
outlines of a p olicy are stated, but it  is a ll done from the m issionary side. 
The m issionary bodies la y  their cards on the t a b le ; the governments keep 
theirs up their sleeves. No doubt such a situation is more or less inevitable 
w ith our present system of party parliam entary government; and it seems 
to be coming to be increasingly recognised that a dem ocratically elected 
parliam ent can be at best only one v ita l expression of the consciousness 
of the community, that no p olitical theory can afford to ignore the numerous 
forms of associative and in stitutional life  of the community outside 
parliam ent, and that the most democratic parliam entary system m ay fa il 
because it  is not capable of guiding the community along creative lines of 
development. And it  m ay be well for us to bear in mind that in  colonies 
such as ours the various m issionary bodies, when gathered in  a constituted 
conference, have an opportunity— indeed, it  m ay be said an obligation— to 
give expression to a large part of the spirit of the community, and that they 
in no sense owe their being or their authority to the creative fiat of the State.

W e have always to take our stand against the theory of the omnipotence 
of the modern State. The claim  to State absolutism , which appears to 
be a dominant notion w ith most modern politicians, is precisely one which 
no religious society can adm it w ithout being false to the very idea of its 
existence, or placing the divine law at the mercy of political convenience. 
I t  would be unbecoming for me here to seek to develop a line of thought 
in accordance w ith my own personal beliefs about the Church, nor have 
I  any desire to do so. B u t I  do desire to emphasise th is : th at the 
atmosphere in which law has lived for hundreds of years has been a ll 
in favour of the doctrine th at recognises two and only two social entities—  
the individual on the one hand and the State on the o th er; whereas 
it is a fact that our social life  presents itself as a series of groups which 
can show clear signs of a life  of their own, inherent and not derived from 
the concession of the State. The State may recognise and guarantee the 
life  of such societies, and m ay demand m arks of recognition and guarantee 
for so doing, but it  no more creates that life  than it  creates the individual, 
though it  orders his b irth  to be registered. A nd it  is one of the problems 
of the future to secure from legal theory the adequate recognition of the 
positions of such societies, among which the churches may claim  to be 
included, and noticeably so in the life  of our B ritish  dependencies, where 
their m issionary activities are large ly  devoted to work among the"subject 
races who p o litica lly  have no voice, or one which for practical purposes is 
inaudible.

Further, the conscientious claim  for such liberty  for ourselves cannot 
stop at th is point. H istory shows us otherwise. Throughout the struggles 
of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries it  was the right of their own 
Church to exist as a trainer of character, which drove the Jesuits, Huguenots 
P u ritan s and Dutchm en to become, often in spite of themselves the 
promoters of liberty. For a ll these men character was bound u p ' w ith 
religious system ; m any of them did not care for and some of them  
defin itely disapproved of religious and political liberty. B u t they were 
one and a ll driven to fight for the existence of that society, whatever it



was which was for them the true home of the spirit and could alone direct 
it  to the highest ends. T his they did in spite of a ll theories of the risks 
of rebellion, or the evils of anarchy, or of accusations of em barrassing the 
government, and sometimes in astonishing contradiction to the principles 
which in other spheres they maintained. It  is perhaps true to say not that 
civ il lib erty  is the child of religious liberty, but th at liberty, whether 
c iv il or religious, was the work often reluctantly, sometimes unconsciously, 
undertaken by communities of men who had an end higher than political, 
who refused 'to subm it religion to politic arguments and who fought for 
ends never entirely  utilitarian, for indeed the eternal argum ent for liberty 
is the righ t of human nature to reach the noblest.

I t  is ” here that we come to touch 011 the problem  of native education, 
or to use the better title  adopted by the D epartm ent appointed by the 
Governm ent to handle this im portant subject— native development. D etails 
in criticism  of adm inistration may 110 doubt be found— for no human w ork 
is perfect— but we ought to do everything in our power to prevent the 
w ork th a t has been carried to its present point from being hampered or set 
back as some are urging on the grounds of political expediency. To hinder 
the development of the native peoples of the Colony would be as much an 
act of oppression and despotism as the hindering of the development of 
the European, for the evils of oppression and despotism are not prim arily 
to be found in the suffering, but in the deterioration of character which 
they produce— a deterioration which in the long run is noticeable not only 
in the oppressed, but in the oppressor. And the real problem of poverty 
in our days, whether for Europeans or for natives, is not so much the lack 
of the bare necessaries of existence, but the dim inished opportunity of 
n obility  of life.

I t  is v ita l that missionaries should continue to th in k  out and try 
their very best to agree upon the aim of C hristian  education. Character 
and conduct inevitably depend upon creed and philosophy, upon our answer 
to the question "W lia t think ye of C hrist?”  A nd we have to beware of 
a Christ who is created in our Own image, for it is extraordinarily easy 
to confuse Christ H im self with our ideas of Him. A nd granted th at we 
a ll to a greater or less extent fashion the Christ in  our image or in com
pensation for our own defects, we need every help to keep before us and 
over and against our one-sided littleness the objective grandeur of H im  
as the fu ll  revelation of God. And it  is only as we keep this vision before 
us th at our work w ill have that true efficiency which is so v ita lly  necessary—  
the efficiency which is the outcome of lo y a lty  to Christ and not of any 
lower motive.

I f  they are faithful to this ideal, times are bound to arise when missions 
w ill em barrass governments, from the very fact that the Gospel is a fer
m enting influence, and Christians can never be content w ith  the status quo 
which government officials are often too anxious to preserve. I t  may not 
be possible to  ensure that no conflict sh all ever arise ; and in such cases the 
State w ill always have the last word, because she has m aterial force at her 
disposal. Y e t she w ill do well to recognise the power of sp iritual principles 
and to  remember that though the Church has been compared to an anvil, it 
is, as a Huguenot leader reminded Francis I. of France, “'an anvil which 
has broken many ham m ers.”

And the Church, if in any case she feels bound to refuse obedience in 
duty to a higher allegiance, must be prepared to suffer for doing so ; for, 
after a ll, adversity and not prosperity is the b irthright promised by her 
Lord. I t  is our business to be faith fu l to principles, and to be careless 
about results ; it  is the putting of results before principles which has so 
constantly proved disastrous. W e must level up the world and not level 
down the Church, so “ that the whole world m ay feel and see that the 
things which were cast down are being b u ilt  up, and the things which had 
grown old are being made new, and th at a ll things are returning to per
fection through Him  from whom they took their orig in .”
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