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"LORD SELBOIINE ON DISESTABLISHMENT."
To the Editor of/THn WEEK:

SIR,-In an article ent.itled IlLord Seiborne on Disestablishment" in a
recent number of THIE WEEK, the foliowing passage occurs in reference to
the Church of England in the pre-Reformation era, which appears to me
Misleading. The writer says:

"Moreover, the Church in England was not the Churcli of England, it
was a segment of Latin Christendom ; its head was the Pope of Rome;
when it showed its distinctive character, as it did under Becket, instead of
being national it was anti-national, and set the G-'overnment of the nation
at defiance.",

A reference to Magna Charta wvill show that the first of these state-
Ments is historically untrue, and that the Church in England was then
known as, and called, II the Church of Erigland." The tirst clause of that
celebrated document reads "The Church of England, or English Church,
(Ecclesia Anglicana) shall be free, and shall have ail ber whole rights and
liberties inviolable." Other statutes and public documents migh-lt be
referred to, in which the Church in England is styled "the Chu rch of
England," c.g, in letters patent of 3 Edw. Il., printcd at p. 165 of Ruif-
head's Editionof Statutes, the following words ocur, IlNos ad honoremi
Dei et pro pace et tranquillitate Ecclesie ?5Anglicane." In 9 Edw. 11., st 1,
the saine words occur. The 25 Edw. J[[., st. 6, speaks of Ilseinte Eglise

* d'Engletre," i.e., "the holy Church of England. " The 6 Richi. Il., c. 1,
gays: II First, it is ordained and accorded that our holy mother the Church
Of England (stncta mater Ecclesia Anglicana) have ail bier liberties wbole
and unhurt, and the saine fully enjoy and use." Many other statutes
iniight be referred to, passed in pre-Reformation days, to show that the
peopie of England callcd the Churcli in England Ilthe (Jhurch of Eniglanid,"
or IIEnglish Church."

The Church of England was, no doubt, in one sense, a segment of Latin
Christendom very much in the samne way that Ontario and Quebec are
segments of Canada ; but Ontario is not Quebec nor a part of it, noer is
Quebec Ontario.

Is it not also a popular error to speak of "lthe Ch urch " as if it consisted
8olelY Of the clergy I Were there no laity in the Church of England in
Becket'a tirne Were they anti-national ? Did they set the Goverrament
at defiance 1 If not, how can it be truly said that the Church of En-land
in Becket's time was anti-national ?

The fact is, in Becket's time the Church of England was merely another
naine for the people of England, for the one composed the other, and there
were no dissentient sects froin the national church.

No doubt the priesthood contributed ver>' largely to the Papal encroach-
nieOnts in England; but whocver will calmly examine the statute law of
England will find ample evidence that these encroachments were regarded
long prior to the Reformation as usurpations of authorit>', and that the
people of England in Parliainent were constanti> endeavouring, to restrain
these encroachirients on the liberties of the national church.

For instance the 25 Edw. III., st. 5, c. 22, provided that persons purchas-
ing "a provision" in Rome for an abbey should be out of the Kinig's pro-
tection. The 25 Edw. III., st. 6, recites at length the grievances of tbe
Kin," and people by reason of the Pope assuming to appoint aliens to fill
English benetices, and imposes penalties on those who seek sncb appoint-

penaties fof the Pope. The statute 27 Edw. III., st. l, c. 1, imposes thePenatie ofProemunire (i.e., put the offender out of the King's protection)
0' ll suing in a foreign Court, i.e., the Papal Court; 38 Edw. III., st. 2, c.
1imposes like penalties on persons receiviag citations from Rome in

c'luses Pertaining to the King ; 3 Rich. Il., c. 3, provides that none shoiild
take any benefice of an alien or convey money to himi: obviousl>' aimed at

* the Pope, who was the only alien wbo assumed to give away English beaue-
fie.See also 12 Ricb. Il., c. 15; 13 Rich. II., st. 2, c. 2 and c. 3; 16 Rich.

* Il., c. 5; 2 lien. IV., c. 3 and c. 4; 9 lien. IV,, c. 9 (Ruffhead's ed.) * 3 len.
V., 8t. 2, c. 4; all of wbich statutes are plain and incontrovertible evidunce

f the struggle maintained by the Parliament (in which of course both the
laity and spirituality of the Cburch of England werc represenited) against
te encroach ments of the Papacy on the rigbts of the Church of England.

8o far front it being truc that the Church of England was even anti-
national in the pre-Reformation period, it must bc apparent that it was
always intenseîy national, and it could not well be otherwvise, unlusa the
People in their Christian aspect wure opposud to themselves in their political
aspect.

It aPpears to mu the writer of the article in question also fails to grasP
the distinctive character of the Reformation of the Church of England.
eeitlier clergy lior lait>' at the Reformation pretended to set up a new
Church, Thuir object was simpi>' to purge the old Church of England of
errors Out of 9,400 beneficed clergy in Elizabuth's ruign, only 189 refused
to Conf orm, and yet the writer of the article says if the clergy could have

at er he the> would bave left things as thuy were. For eleven years
at R teeformation was effected in England, as we leara from Sir Edward

brethren wh eetdtoedoctrines, and communicated at the saine altars.
'Wouîd the>' have donc so if they had thought a new church had been set
11p? .When the Pope, in the eleventh ycar of Elizabeth's reign, uxcom-
licated the Qucen, and ordered his followers to withdraw from the

niational church, the schisni was cffccted, but that was the act of the
PoPee ot of the Church of England. She neyer excommunicated the

ThePisti tai byteCuc o nln a simply this: ber

reformers said in effect, flure is a mass of doctrine and practice whicb bas
grown up in the cliurch, which. is not sanctioned b>' the Scriptures, b>' the
usage of the primitive church, noer b>' the church as a whole. Its sole
sanction is derived from the decrees and usages of that part of the church
which. adheres to the Roman sec. This part of the church 18 not compe-
tent to forroulate articlesi of faith for the3 wbole church; that is a matttr
wîtbin the province of anl Ecumenîcal Council alone. We will, there-
fore, no longer suifer these doctrines to be tauglit in the Clîurch of Eng-
land as necessar>' to salvation, noer require them to be accepted as a
condition of communion in the Churcli of Eiîgland.

1 do not understaîid how any Protestant cani adopt the argument that
this had the effect of destroying the identity or historical continuit>' of the
Church of England, unless hie adopts thc furtber argument that tbe rejieted
doctrines are essential parts of the Chîristian Faith. The idetitty of the
Roman Church is miaintained b>' ler succession of bishops. So is that of
the orthodox Eastern Church ; so is that of the Anglican Cliurffi. The
standlard of faitli in the Church. of England is the Nicene Creed, whîich is
tic standard te vhich, harring the Fi/ioquîe clause, the whiole church hias
assentcd. No other profussion of faith is reuired front communicants at
bier altars.

No doubt in pre-Reformation davs it was believed bv members of
the Churcb of England that the world was flat and station-ar>, and
that the suri movcd round it. No one would now sa>' that this urror
was an essential part of the Chiristian faith, even thougli a Pope once
thouglît it was, or that a churcli rejecting thîs error loses its iden-
titv. Neithier can Protestants sa>' that the belief in purgator>', tran-
substantiation, the worship of saints, anguls, and relics, be)tlief in the
immaculate conception, the supremacy and infahlibility of the Pope, the
use of images, the denial of the Eucharistic cup to the lait>'. etc., are essen-
tial parts of the Christian fnith, or that a clîurch. wh ch r-j ects those
doctrines and practices ]oses its identit>'. To rEject that which is ail
essential part of the Christian faitb miglit well be said to 'lestro>' the con-
tinuit>' and identity of an>' part of the churcb, but lîow the simple
rejection of erroneous or non-essential opinions or practîces can have that
effect is not apparent. The Churcb of England at the Reformation imposed
no niew creed ; shie simply restored the ancient creed of the undivided
church (namel>', the Nicene creed> to, the place of houeur.

Iu this country we can atiord to look at the questionî of disestblisb-
ment from the simple point of honety, without regard to the exigencies
of politîcians. No one hure will protit by the spoliation of the (Jliqitrch of
England. If the Church of Erigland is identical with the chut-ch of pre-
Reformiation days, as t thîink it mnust be admittpil it is, thon fier titie- to
the ancient endowinents is older than an>' other titlo t.) properr.y; hîut even,
if, as bier enemies allege, it dates onl>' froici the Il dornatioi, is three
hundred years of ulidiiputud enjoymient not a suffi :itit tite-, 1 An>' hotiust
man, if bis own property wcre concerned, would say thtt it was.

No doubt the nation lias power to dual with the, propurty of the church
just as fuilly as withi that of individuals. Lt bis powr to take the pro-
perty of A and give it to B, but such legisiatioii caa oily be jns.tifie-d b>'
extraordinary circuimstances. If it coulti be fairly sliown triat thi, pro-
perty of the i-hurch is in excess of its needs, or that it is hieing diverted
to improper uses, a case for logislation miglit bu made. But thue atack
is niot based on any such suggestion, antd the enormous suins w1tich
the mumbers of the church have volunitaril>' given of latu years towards
exten<ling the offices of the Charch, is a sutficient pro f thttt the ancient
endowments are not adequate for the pretient spiritu Jl ntcedi of the nation,
nor for that part of it which accepts the nîinistration of the National
cburub. GEO. S. IIOLMESTED.

[II EccuL'SIA ANGLICANý'A," in a document of the Catholic Middle Ages,
is, wc take it, either a mure expression of localit>r, or a s>'nonymu for the
Clerical Estate. It dous not mean that the Chlurcb was a national estab-
lishmient, as it certainl>' bas been since the Reformiation, whether that
event affected its spiritual continuity or not. The Church of England
cannot bu despoiled of property, for the simple reason that it neither holds
lior is capable of holding any. It bas no independent or corporatu exist-
tence, and can no more maintain an action of ejectmient for glebe or a
suit for tithe tlîan the Arm>' or Navy can suc for the arrears of an officcr's
pa>'. Each incambent is a corporation sole. Lut us rumind our luarned
correspondent that wu takte practical>' the conservative view of this
question, and wish, so far as we have an>' inturust in the niatter, to se a
good compromise made while thuru is >'et timu. But a good compromise
can bu obtained onl>' b>' asking for it on practical grounds, not b>' fi ling a
Bihl in the court of ecclesiastical and legal bistor>' against the nation.-
ED. WEEK.1

TIIAT the course of the reign of Charles Il. should be ignored, and fre-
quuntlymisunderstooi, is indeud naturidenough. Neither to historian nor to
studunt can it at first sigbt seem attractive. The age of great thuîîgs is past,
and the agu of great men too. Admiration and synîpatb>' and enthu-
siasm look in vain for one noble uxponent of a wortby cause arotind whom
the>' ma>' gather. Theru is scarcel>' a inan wbo lives bis life in the opun
light of da>i, scarcel>' one to ruverence or to love. Great principlus, indeed,
are at work, but to watcb their working the historiant bias to breathe an
atmosphere of profiigacy and dishonour. The time, indeed, despised itself,
and as mun who look back thirough their owa lives pass with averted uyes
over the >'uars of low motive or disgracu, go now wc lbabitually and instillc-
tivel>' avoid a close and familiar acquaintance with the reign of Charles Il.
-The Athenoeum.

JÂNuAnE 13th, 1887.]


