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CALENDAR FOR DECEMBER.

Dac. 2-First Sunday in Advont.
9-Second Sunday in Advent.

16-Third Sundcay in AdvOnt. [Notice of
Ember Days and St. 7 honas.]

19-EMBER DAY.
21-ST. TrIoMAs. A. & M. lEmber Day.
22-Ember Day.
23-Fourth Sunday in Advent. [Xotice of

Christmas Day, St. Siephen, St.
John and Innocents' Day.]

25-CIRIsTMAs DAY. [Pr. Ps. M. 19, 45,
85. E. 89, 110, 132. Athan. Cr.
Pr. Prof, in C. Sor tii1 Jan. 1, inc.]

26-ST. STEPHEN, the irst martyr.
27-Sr. JoHN. Ap. and Evang.
28-INNocENTS' DAY.
30-First Sunday after Christmas.

[Notice of Circuncision.]

THE BISHOP OF MANCHESTER'S RE-
PLY TO CARDINAL VAUGRAN.

At the opening of the last Diocesan Confer-
once, the Lord Bishop (Rt. Rov. Dr. Moor-
houso) in bis inaugural addross, is reported by
the Manchester Courier to have spoken as fol-
lows:

It has plcased Cardin Vaughan, in an .d-
dress delivered in this diocese upon the reunion
of Christendom, to attack the English Church,
and to affirm that the only possible condition of
Christian reunion is unconditional snbmission
to the Roman sce. Thore is no need for me to
say much about the Cardinal's attempt to be-
little the Church of England. le describes tie
Church of England as " confined to oie race,
and to a land walled round by the sea." This
is not truc, if oven the Church of Engand he
spoken of in its narrowest sense. It is the
Church of England, and no0 other, which exista
by nane, and, in fact, in a continent nearly as
large as Europe, Australia, and in our vazt pos-
sessions in North America. It is the Curch cof
England, and none other, whi. h is spreadingits
missions so rapidly in India, in China, in
Afrida, and in every part of 'ho enrth. And if
wC speak of that larger body which sent its 145
Bishops to the last Lambeth Conference, and
which descibes itsolf as ' in ill communion
with the Churob of England," we must add to
all these the Churches of the Anglican com-
munion in the United States of America. It
was, surely, in a moment of strange forgetful-
noss that Cardinal Vaugian described alil these
Churches as 'confined to ono race, and to a
land walled round by the sea."

But however large a communion this may be,
however distinguished for its num bers, its ex-
tent, its labours and its learnîing, the Cardinal
could still, no doubt, ask about it the question,
" Who would direct the inquirer Io Canterbury
as the city of the living God, built upon the
Iill ?" Of course, in tie Cardinals lips, this
means " as exclusively the city of God built
upon the hill." And in answer to tha t question
1 reply. Certainly we of the Englishs Church
should givo no buch direction. We do not be-

lieve that the Anglican Church, or the Roman
Churci. or the Greek Church, or any other
Church is identical with the Catholie Church of
Christ. No one of us would take St. Augustine
to mean by the Church, as the Cardinal takes
him to mean, the Church of Rme; nor should
we dream of advancing such a claim for the
Church of England. To do so would be to as-
sume the very conclusion which is to be proved.
And it is precisely upon that conclusion, upon
that claim of the Church of Rome, involving, as
it docs, those other claims, that salvation can
not be assured in any other communion, and
that reunion can only be effected by iubmission
to the Roman pontiff. that I desire to say a few
words to you to-day.

Let us dit-tinctly understand, in the first plece,
what the Roman claim amounts to. It is not
merely the claim that Rome is " the mother and
mistress of Churches' by their own consent, or
by virtue of the decrece of any general council,
but, as the language of Pope Leo in respect to
the 28th Canon of the Couneil of Chalcedon bas
made clearly apparent, because the Bishops of
Rome, as the successors of St. Peter, have an
inherent right to universal supremacy in virtue
of their office. Thus the Roman Church holds,
for instance, that the last Vatican Council had
no other office than to declare a fact previously
existing. That council did not make the Pope
infallible under specified conditions; it only
pronounced that ho already was so in virtue of
his office. To establish the Roman claim, then,
it must be shown. not only that St. Peter was
infallible, and that he taught and died in Rome,
but that, first, he was Bishop of Rome; that,
secondly, bis prerogative of infallibility was
held by him as Bishop, and not merely as
apostle ; and that, thirdly, his infallibility was
in suci sort attached to bis office that it de-
scended necessarily to all bis successors in the
Roman sec. It is idle to tell us that St. Peter
taught and died in Rome. Many learned Pro-
testants admit tbat, Il must further be shown
that all the propositions which I have men-
tioned can be established. A chain is no stronger
than its weakest link, and, if any of the three
links I have mentionci should snap, the claim
wiIl have no reasonable foundation.

No one denfies that the Catholie Church had
power, n order to adapt ber administration to
the varying needs of the world, to croate such
offices as those of Metropolitan and Patriarch.
She did croate such ofiices; but we hold that
they were of ber creation, and that history
shows clearly what was the motive of ber ac-
tion. The first three General Councils, in de-
termining the precedence of existing patriarebs,
clearly reveal to us this motire. The Council
of Nicica decreed as follows: " The old custom
in use in Egypt, in Libya, and in Pentapolis
should nicontine te exist,-that is, that the
.Bimbop of Alexandria should have jurisdiction
over all these (provinces), for there is a similar
relation for the Bi -bop of Rome. The rights
which they formerly possessed must also be
preserved in regard to Antioch, and in the other
eparchies." Here the well-known custom of the
Roman patriarchate is cited as an illustration
of the rule which is applied to Alexandria, An-
tioch, and other oparchies. We see, in this
canion, that there is accorded to Rome (in the
language of Professor Hlussey) "oniy the cus-
tom of precedence and priority of place, whiclh
was always willingly conceded, and would be su
still if nothing more had been claimed."

Observe, however, in this Nica:an arrange-
ment of precedence, that Alexandria is placed
before Antiocb. Now, how could this be, if that
precodence dopended on the inherent right or
socs, and not on the appointment of the Church?
The Roman writers allege that St. Peter
founded the Church of Antioch, and that St.
Mark, bis disciple (however, under the possible
direction ot St. Peter), founded that of Alexan-
dria. How comes it, then, that the Church of

the disciple is plaeod hefore that of the Mhaster ?
The reason is obvious. Because Alrxandria
was the second city in the empire, and Antiochs
only the third. This principle of arranzement
comes out even more evidently in the 3rd
Canon of the Second General Council. " Let
the Bishop of Constantinople have the prece-
donce (ta presbeia) of honour after the Bishop
of Rome, because it is New Rome." Ancient
Byzantium was distinguished for uothing but
its magnificent position and the democratie tur-
bulence of its inhabitants. No one claimed for
the Church there thatit bad been the seat of
an apostle. And yet, because of its civic privi-
loges, because Constantino had made it New
Rome, and for no other reason, it obtained ce-
closiastical precedence over the apostolic sec of
Antiocb.

In the Third Genoral Council the fathers of
Chalcedon proceeded furthor. They declared
tiat not only the sce of Constantinople,but that
the sec of old Rome also obtained its ecclesias-
tical precedence on account of its civil position.
The words of the 28th Canon relating to this
inatter are as follows: " Rightly have the
fathors conceded to the sec of old Home iLs
privileges on account of its character as the im-
perial city; and, moved by the same considera-
tions, the one hundred and fiity bishops have
awarded the like privileges to the most holy sec
of New Rome, judging, with good reason, that
the city which is honoured by the imperial
power and the sonate, and whi-.h enjoys equal
precedence with the elder imperial Rome,ought
also te be magnified like it in ecclosiastical mat-
ters, holding the second place after it."

This decree, if admitted at Rome,would have
eutireiy destroyed the principle upon which the
Roma n claims were founded, and, therofore, it is
hardly wonderful that first the papal legates,
and thon Pope Leo, violently protested against
it. If once it were admitted that ecclesiastical
procedence was given to the Roman Bishop by
the Church, and not determined by the inher-
cnt rights of his Episcopate, rights supposed to
be derived from St. Peter, the vast edifice of
Roman usurpation, already rising visibly above
the ground, would be toppled down. Loo then
immediately took up the position that " there
is a difference between the secular and ccclesi-
astical order, and it is the apostolical origin of a
Church, its being founded by an apostle, which
gives iL a right to a bigher hierarchical rank."
He even went so far as to say of the 28ih
Canon, to the Empress Pulchoria: "l In union
with the pioty of your faith, I declare iL Le bo
invalid, and annul it by the autihordy of the
holy apostle, Peter." Thi.s protest and assUmp-
tion, however, notwithstanding. the Chiuriche
of the East held fast to the decree, and, thougi
Rome clung long to ber protest, at liigth, it
the fourth Laterain Synod, A.D. 1215, she do-
clared, in the 5-.h Canon of that S inod, lhat
the procedonce against wbich Pope i -o had
protested should be granted to the BîJhop of
Constantinople.

I bave thus endeavoured to show yoii, by the
decrees of the three first General Councils,what
was the real principle regulating the prece-
donce of ancient bishopries, including that of
Rome. We are entirely in harmony with that
principle. When the world consisted of a single
empire, ià was natural that, for convenionce of
administration, the Church should follow the
civil divisions of that empire, placing Bishops
in its cities, lietropolitans in its Provinces, and
Patriarchs in such unions of provinces as might
be most conveiient. When, again, on the
breaking up of the Roman Empire, the peophes
of Europe established distinct nationalitios, il
was convenient, for the same reasons, that the
linos of ber organization should follow the
national boundaries. It was thus that "the
lcly Church of England," as she is called in
the pre-Reformation logislation of the Edwards,
came-into being, and obtained her owi distinct
rights and peculiarities,


