
The Catholic.

conforred on individuals previously or. fletai, Parsons, Kellison, Eudemon, fa.
TIlE Of I110 LIC. l dainei in îimn Englisi, Citurch, just as canas, andalier Ranist-," li the de-

.I . a--- -= nconditioinally as if tihnt Churci advan. or Isis book, speîî'dngor ta En-
Hamilton. G.D. oed no claims to Episcopal succession." glisl .rdcrs lin says ho wishod

WTEDNESD.hePIL ', 1843. editor of the Church, thon, nmay I front the botam of lss hcart that same

pktonY Parsons Kellson Eudemon Bl.

repent ns often as ho pleases,-whnt ,a learnted mon would have vonchsafed

'%Tii FOOLIUIra o PorEnY.-Ths alis sinteil in bis reply te my former let- to scntter those pnpisi mists, and ta sot
comlimenii;:mot paid to tIe worsiin of Our ter (Church Journal, April 7.) that the the truth in a clearer light." ilero,by the

Chuirchi by a Yankiee wivseacre, wi can validiy oEgls Ordinations has becn way, w have evidence of the silence of

assert notiiig withiout guessing.-the reck- aiimîittei by soine le:m nled persons ini coin. the Protestant Clergy upon the subject.-

tess Editor of the P'rese'riran, i P.h rnni witli tihe Catholic Cliireh-as or Again, continus lason, l If any have

delpihia-t-mmîigit pass unnioticed, were it this I. miay rest t.ured, that the Caitho- ormerly made scruple to enter our orders,
ntot thmat thils ipse dixit of a poor u lic Church ill icrer recognîise such or- nut of ignoraince,.'low the odious and scan.i

formed individial, of the Jhn Knosr c<t ders ; nevrheless, "' wheher Anghcan dalous ihmtpuaions, bizetid in Popish
whno saleers ins lis corier at wint hie knows orders he valid or iot, does niot inivolvo books, imiglit bc truly nnswered, aid lie
nolii n g or, imliglit pass cuirrent as a ra. any dogma or pincipe of Cathic faith. point cleared by record, [Oh that miyste.

sablje retor uipon us for our frequent he Chuireh vcogniz"s tIhe orders of the rious record ! whicii now for tlie first

exposuîre oi the fiolcrics ofPrtestantinn. Greek :anl alier scliisimiatic Clhurces, lime, was puiblicly referrel ta].... who

Vliatthis sectirian scribbler calls fool, wlic h:tve beenl, for ages, Ceparated frimi koweth wiat eTect God mîîay work in

cries o Poperv" has, neverthes, been hier communion ; nor would she iesitate thei. wheson they sha plainly sec how

odaire, and venerated for eigîhten unie- ta admit tho<e of the .\nlican Chiirc, tlev have been deluicil witih Popishu strata-
il rd amâdfa y vn n, b~ mmii iaî sai ~ ro itm iVitmdi1V u-t: mo t'.' mi i i"i

are anid fory lynrs, y amiU rions orwse, ere their v'did ity î u t eainteby ter cs.
si:ore ecaeberagi gr:rer -r., el ithe cae"ll shld rememibe r there,

"eut is.
It is now au century of ye.tr.ç, says

than aiv, or ail the tli<corantl:i secarie, of fire, what i t seeis lie is letermiitid nat the autihor of tie Nullity of the Prelatic

Proesta:mti,m put together froum the hie. to remnî'imeîic. in ilh mat icins it enmity ('lergy o' E ii,' " since lhe N:.g's
ning.-lat u hyv shmoul no t1 :n snarl. ulic'h lie be-imr ton, is imour tav Mother, 1l1md story hapened. t uns constant/y

er at rhius cereimoiies iIrn his sneer tuait is not "I froiîm any i: siciplc she becn related and credite by wise nmen,
¡tan h: hi. mIay as jmstly uai •• the hold«, or amv apanm-u'mt ads1% alitage the de. as n cettain truli ever siice the year1550

fooleri. of .1umi-m," though umm:mt"ly il imit lit supoied to afïford lier. tuat [le year il vas acted in;] it was never

orle, aIsoring to his bibi, liv (ud thtI' C.11h110 10 Chi rchm h is constantly rejct. contradiced by any, uatil it was immaglied
limsîmelf ? ani vlhich,we are smre, mt wouid cd the oritmîions oitie Anglican Chuircli by oer udversaries that the niew' itegis-

aze himi ta ex¡lain. Wh*iv lnot mmot k at as invalid, Li ii merelv beeaime the iacts of ers [ilasotis] imigit contest vithi aur anm-

wçirit, i 'rteti:mt slang, he might c:l mime caved not warr:m hier coming to cient tradition, and make the Nag's lfend

thenunicsurfoolerics, of Jesus Clrist anm oumr conclusnin." (olp. henick ot story seen improbable in o e year 1 :13,
himtself,:iut ie makinig ctay with luis spittle, A migi. 0,dmn.. ~ mum'' ofI whihn mianm dulmbted fo r tue spmace
ani:ioint1inig u ith it Itme eves of the mman- A gond deni us asserfed in the 'Church* of fifty.twvi vears berie."

bon bitulud, and seînding limI to wr.shi in rel:t.ve to the Nag s lead Consccrno. In te year 1604, Ilolliltood published

the poolmI of Si.c -t lis toTuching w imns was :o e cxpectcd, as it wvas neces- ai answer matd by Bislhop Bancroft ta

his spoitle the tangue of i o.e deaf anid sary to inae somie amitends for tIme inser- Mr. Wm. Alabaster,wio asked himn "lhow
dumbli, and putting his fiigers imnto his ale aitempt to slwu puroof O :h* Lami11- Parker ani hisi colleiages were consecrat-
ears ?-.at ti. breathing a bis Aposles mbeth consct::tion. We assure the edior ed Ilishopbs ? Bancroftmpliied: " I hope

whuen ho gave thiemi thie Iloly Ghost. Those, we are qîpite olier. io convicion upon the that in case feceOssity', a priest Tv
to hfim, mul:, npi'ear duwn righmtfmlers, latter poit if lie will but .atisfy us tiat i.litn iliîi; of "e . a iis sas
becaise his homiely kirit coul'd never tearhi oraan i tp.e a.o , s
hit to know and a;ppîreciate ilcir meanin. thlt' docmmnientar> evidence' pmroducel vas lloliwool," " was cvidently iniuended for

But when next lie gaves us occasin, never within armsngtof on Masion, Scory,the conecerator at the Nag's.Head."
and whien we re les enaged, we shall wIo lhas bîeen oi his trial for fmrery the The womk was published during Bancroft's
show forth some of :me fon/cries of Pro' last two hindtîredi vears and mnuire. Unless lie : but lnoi a word of denial or disclaini
testanis,-tIhe moad religious freks and
ravinigs of the bienligitel um mi nimîîd. lie can -o thi< ;-we make t) promise : rever proceeded frnomhim. (Nature n

ce wotiild remindul himin iowever. that if iu Catholic Faithi and leresy.--Roven,
0^-:7- We ent help expressitnitour dep w1vs rcally cnablis:cd that Parker w'as 1657.)regret ai îLe inbauhni athat lissu' corpF. Illme'

is li tallion 'ie mcorporc .limt c::r..ratrt. coisecrated,-it simt sectimnd- "Upon occa<ion of a certain book
thme coummand oftheir worthyColonmel (ourey; ly be shewn Iat ia rlon, lis ' sail' con-. burouiglit intio the Pai lianment ly sonie Pires
whmoso excel!enit dcispe and traiming imad secrr.tor, wan himsielf £r.nAr. conse bterinan lords,proring that h Proteostant
mradec tîmemn a.s efficiist-dc.- i np!ary a i'ogly 1
a: taen as na . touitl ili 11cr Nlnjetv's cr:ed,--which is as douibtfuîl albiost as bishoips halt nu suîccessioni or consecratiomn,
vice. ithe oiher: and thirdly, that the form used and thercfore were no lishops, and con-

min Parker's consecration vas cr.t:·r.tst.y sertiently iad riglt ti sit ini Parlia-
Tu thge Editor of the Ca.oi'c. vahu,-afmer which it must me shewn that memît, Dr. Aorton, bishop of Durham,

PARKER'S CONSECR.TION ,sucli ordmnation vas naot ouly valid but m.,de n rpech gain.si the said book ini
.G N . lar-fu/l; all tiis and mare mist bo estas. beh:• ii miself and all the bishmops tiien

Rrv. Sm,-Anhcan ordinations,.saysbed before ite Anglhcan Chumîrcli can pr it. In whicli speci le endeavoured
Watcrworth, (11,st. scet vi nase ne.!ay Iv clati ta npostuibcal succ.ss.ui. to prove their succession from the last
veur been recogn.sed imn aity portion oi the Thus agmi ive rtihier remind hmn, thai catholic bishops, iho, says lie, iy imposi,
Calinthic Ciurch, as conferring the priesi-. thmoumghu iirlow hai reatliv transimîmîmel the tion of hamnds, ordh.sined Ite first Proest-
y ora Episcopal chair;cuer. Whethmer from ;riual rders of or urch, it was ut- :i:t . ops at tme Nng'shead, in Cheap.

doubtinmg the fic of Parker's consecratimon, terly impnnssible for linm to transdsiti is sideas was notorios ta al] the vorld. This
or i:s valhdity, ns contravmn ie ju: idiction-andl that we mnai:ain too the vas reported by an ancient Peer, tihon pre-
cinns, andiad.nisered accordng ta an ut-er nisum rdiy o anv thing hkme apostoi. sent in the house " ( id. ch. 2 pe. 9.)

ordinal considered decicent mît nazers es- cal succcssionm, numbout identity of reli- Accorditg ta Fuller, " Sanders ( iviio
sent ma ta the cohation of liol Orders,- gious primiciples or unliforiumi:v of faitli. lied in 15S3) lewdly lies, that thmese iew
a defect acknonledged and remedied, as Widi regard to thc I Nag's lead' con. clectei bishcps, oui of cood fellowsiip,
far as it could be at a laimer periodl, by Ite, secration which thma Cliurct takes up so mutuially cintecrated eaci oiher." (Fuller

.'salihed church,-or wlther t'rom sharl,-Mason himself is w hness that lib. 9, p. rio.)
tliese.and other reansons unu:cd, there 'à, the slory was gencrally beleved long be. " Not only," snys Champrey, "the Cia,
::o instance oun record ofI the orders of fore hais time ;--tius Ilhe very taule of lis thohics .... are wimnesses of tihis solemn
ihe Anglcan Chiurchi iaving been ndmit- uwork promises ta clear the ilishiops of the niecing ai the Nag'sUicad, but aiso'
teI ai validi biy te Catholic and Episcopal Church of England •• from the shanders John Stowe, thtat mîost famous chrono-
Church of Christendon ; whilst.ithmere areland odious iniputations of Icll:,rnmine, grapher of Engiand, a professor of the
sundry exampi!cs of ordurs liavng bccn Sanders, Bristow, Ilerding, Allen, Sta. teforiied'religion, bore witness to it ; not,

indeed,'in his writings, for lie dared not,
but by lhis word, ta some of his acquain%
tances, mon of the Most undouibted faiti,
sonie if whon nia yet living, tund attest
the sanie."

'That the iîn*ncipnl witness, ir. Neal,
Vas a conpetent oie, will b seen front
the sketch of his lire given by the learnel
hiaoriograpier of Oxford, An'iony Wood,
(Athien Oxoimienses, vol. 1, p. 149).
Brsides the testinony of Mr. Neial, we

hava the declarat.lmn maade by Faircloth,
aie of tfie priests ta wlom tle Lambetli
Registry,was suîbmited who objecteld ta ir,
because lie liad ofiten heard fron iis•fahier,

wio vas a Calvinlist, that the first 4islops
of the establishied " churcih haid Len con-
secrated ai the N;ig's.-lend tavern ina
Cieapmside, of whichi fact lie asserted that
lis fathier lhad been witniess" .Kcirick p.

103-(Le Quien T. 1. p. 2011
Wilh respect to the Itoyal Coiniiiiision

oa 20th Oct. 1559; wlercin Parker is
cailled " A iclhbishiop of Canterbury," the
oily way, says llishop Kenrick, "of cil-
ding the testinmony it amlrds, tlhat luiker,
Grindîl and Coxo were ther considered
un [se tishops, is, that iis word ' biihop'

is takei ins a vague sense, and oinly inîdi-
cales' bishops elect.' This pile is inad,
nissible. Firstly, becatuse su-clh ani as-

sumiption is ccntrary to the general rule
for igterpireting oflicial documents....
and if once admitted, would rendier niga-
tory ail nmgimeents deived fron the Inn,

guae af dociulmentary evidenice. B:slhops
ckct are s:iei such miuitil tihey are conse-
crated ; andi.1 .-o mut receive the absolute
titil of the Secs for which tlhey have been
elecied, until tliey are in actual possession
of then,' besides, ' the tile of Most Rever-
end Father in Christ, given ta Parker,
tend that of Rieverenl Fathers ins Christ,'
supposes tihen ta have bec. consecrated,
or regarded as consecrated, otherwiso it
could nout iave been applied tn iiem, in
ai offici.1 document, wituîmt depar:ing

fron the received cnsiomn ofspech."
And " secondly ; ste object or the com-

mission proves, tiat Parker and the other
lishops nmed in i w'ere considered as
iisiops, or ;at teast were to lie considered
as such." This is evident from the case of
hIislhop Bonner, whicli shevs that I nona
but a bishoi coula validly tender the eati
of supremacy to a bishup in lis purely
spiritual chmaracter.'' Thus, as Mr. Ward
niarrates tue matter: " Iiy thu firsi session
of tihat parliament, (5 Eliz. 1.) power
was given ta any bisiop in the realm, to
tender the oalh of supremacy, enacted lst
Eliz., to any ecclesiastical person wvitiin
his diocese; nnîd ste refuser was to incurna
prenunire. Dy virtue ofi tis statute, Mr.
Robert 1Juon, preenuled bishop of Win.
choestr, tenders the cath ta Dr. Bonner;
tishop of London, but reprived by Queen
Elizabetil, a nd tihen a prisoner in the
Marshmalsea, which was within the dioceso
of Winchester. Bonner refuses to tako
it. Iorn certifes Iis refusal to the king's
Renci: wicreupon Bonner was indicted
upon the statute. le prays judgment,
wheiher he might noa give in evidence on
this issue: that lin was not culpiable, be
cause (i said Hor, calied bisliopof Win-
chester, vas niot hishop lien lie tcndered
the oath.' Andi it was resolved by ail Ibe
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