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Way e Concerys Us.

Tur present hostile attack upon the Church
in Wales is only the latest phase in the great
onslaught that has lLieen made upon the Church
in general in various forms ever since the Reform
Bill Agitation of 1832. "The ulter failure, twen-
ty years ago, of the attempt in Parliament to
disestablish the Church of Jingland has caused
the enemies of the Church to direct their attacks
against itin a more guarded but not less deadly
from, and, because they imagine that its position
is weakest in Wales, it is there that they seek
most cagerly 1o undermine, and finally to des-
troy it.  Now, the Church of England and of
Wales is, and has heen for centuries. one and
indivisible ; and therefore an attack upon any
one part of it eoncerns the whole body of
Churchmen in thiskingdom. It is forthis reason
that we wish to hring before our readers the
main facts of Clurch history in regard to the
progress of the Church in Wales.

How 1rwas Forsoen aNp GREW 1N DRITAIN,

T'he Chureh in Wales is he direet continua-
tien of the ancient British Church that existed
in these islands long before any Danish, Anglo-
Saxon, or Norman invasions, or any attempt at
illegal ecclesiastical usurpation on the part of
the Pope of Rome.  'This British Church was,
in all probabihty, founded by the children of the
fumous British king Caradoc (or Caractacus),
who were hostages in Rome during St. Paul's
imprisomment there, and are mentioned by the
Apostle in one of his Fpistles (2 Tim. iv. 21),
and thus it dates back directly to Apostolic
times. About a century later we have it recorded
that british  king, founded
{r- v 1yo) the bishopric of Cierfeon-on-Usk, in
Wiales,
Canterbury, and London

laucius,  another

hesides  building churches v Dover,
and not long alter
the British Churchis alluded to in the writings
of the ancient Fathers, “Fertullinn (about a, b,
200) and Origen (A, n. 230).  Then again, in
the nest century we find three British hishops
present at he Councl of Arles in Gaul (a1,
04, as representing their Church—a fact which
proves beyond dispute that, even at this carly

date, the Apostolic Church in Britain was now

thoroughly  established  upon  a recognised
orthodox hasis, with the three Orvders of Bishops,
Priests, and Deacons (for a priest and  deacon
accompanied these three bishops o Arles), and
in communion with the other Christian Churches
of that day in Gaul, haly, and elsewhere.  Sgch
representative bishops wete also present at the
Council of Sardica in & 1. 347 and at other
assemblies, and the British Church s frequently
mentioned by Chiuistian writers of the fourth
and Gifth centuries, and commended for the puri-

ty of its doelrine,
How 11 GrEw 1IN WaLes,

Thus the Briush Church grew and flourished
for several centuries, and held, as we know,
frequent communication with the Churches of
Conunental nations. It sent missionarics into
Ireland and Scotland, and founded new bisho-
prics in Wales.  And Wales was now soon to
become its chief home and refuge from the inva-
sions of the heathen tribes who came over o

Britain in the fith and sixth centudies.  These |

*

tribes, the Jutes (who came in 449), the South.
Saxons (447), the West Saxons {495). and others,
were all heathens, and destroyed and persecuted
the Church in Britain without mercy, to such
an extent that the British were compelled to
retire into Wales (which then included Cornwall
and Devon as will), and tosettle there, Intheir
new home, which, after all, was a partcf their
old home, their«Church still continued to prosper,
and we find it, in spite of all these invasionsand !
persecuticns, still active and independent. It
ook care to strengthen itself now by the founda-
tion of more bishoprics, and we can date the
formation of the present Welsh dioceses from |
about this era, Their dates are: See of Lland-
aff, 500; Bangor, 516 ; St. David’s (to which’
Caerleon was transferred), 540 ; St. Asaph, 560 ;!
and they have had an unbroken line of bishops
from that day to this. Moreover, each diocese
was thoroughly organized, with catbedral and
¢olleges, while the ancient bishopric of Caerleon,
now transferred to St. David's, was made the
seat of the Welsh archbishop. The first arch-
bishop of the new Sce, St. David, was consecrat-

to the Holy Land, and thus the already existing
Apostolic Succession in our Church was strengti-
ened by the hands of that Patriarch, who held
the position one occupied by St James, the first
Bishop of Jerusalem, the brother of our Lord.

AvaustTineg axprue Broersi CHURCH.

We have now brought our history down to
the middle of the sixth century.  We have seen
how our present Church in Wales was really the
ancient British Church of Apostolic days, which,
centurics later, fled westwards to cscape utter
destruction at the hands of the heathen, and
which found in Wales a secure resting-place.
T'here it remained, free and independent, while
what is now Engiand was slowly growing into
shape politically amid many wars and much
confusion.  ‘T'here, also, it was tlourishing when
Augustine came from Rome on his mission to
Christianise southern and casiern England from
his busis of operations at Canterbury (A p. §97).,
As we all know, St. Augusiine founded the Anglo-
Saxou Church, and became the first Archbishop
of Canterbury, though receiving his consecration
as bishop not from the Bishop (or Pope) of Rome,
but from the Bishops of Arles and Lyons in
France,  He was a great and good man, but!
yet did much harm by attempting o introduce
Papal anthority into these islands—an attempt
which the Welsh bishops stoutly resisted, and
which was opposed often. and  successfilly, by
both Welsh and  English prefawes  afterwards, |
His attempt had the unfortunate eltect of pre-
venting for many years the union and {usion of
the British (or Welsh) and  Anglo-Saxon {or
Enghst) Churches, which were one in matters
of doctrine, and only differed in quite insignifi-
cant points of ritual.

Te CHURCHES oF Excraxp annp Warnes
Mank OxNE

But 1t s pleasing to notice that a point of
union was found between the two Churches in
the consecration of Chad as Bishop of York in
665 A. 1n, who was consecrated by the Bishop
of Winchester, assisted by two  Welsh bishops,
and thus united in his person both the talian |
and British lines of Apostolic Succession. Chad |
afterwards became Bishop of  Lichfield.  An-
other point of union was the amalgamation, in
926 A, b, of the British Church in Cornwall
(a branch of the Welsh Church) with the Anglo-
Saxon Church, when the Cornmishmen submitted
to King Athelstan. The final union was, how-
ever, yet to come.  Once again we sce signs of
its approach when the dioce:¢ of Ely was carved
out of that of Lincoln, and Herve le Breton,
bishop of Bangor, was translated to the new See
i 1109 A. D, A few years afier this event the
union of the Church of Fngland and the Church
of Wales became an accomplished fac*, some
time (be it noted) before the political union of

the two countries. Such a union of these wo

ed by the Patriarch of Jerusalem when on avisit|

'historic Churches was much to be desired, and

there was absolutely nothing inpoint of doctrine
to preventit. Theonly difference between them
consisted in a few minor points of ritual, no
more important than the differences which are
found to-day in various parishes belonging to
our ooe and united Church. Itwas plainly to
be seen also that sooner or later Wales must
become politically one country with Eogland,
and the action of the Welsh Church did much to
facilitate this inevitable arrangement. The Arch-
bishop ot St. David’s consented to surrenderhis
authority and there, in r1r3, the bishops of the
Welsh dioceses, through him, took the oath of
canonical obedience to Ralph, the Archbishop
of Canterbury, as their Primate. So now _thc
English Church, founded by various Britsh,
Roman, and Scotch missionaries, and gradually
consolidated till it became one organic whole,
was united into one body with the still more
ancient British Church of Wales, whose history
we have traced up to the days of the Apostles.

NoT AN ALIEN CHURCH.

The subsequent life of the two Churches has
been one, and in broad outlines the hisiory of
the one is the history of both ; for they are one
and indivisible. But in the next paper we will
follow the special development of the Welsh
portion of the united Church, and see what
special vicissitudes it has undergone. In con-
cluding this short summary of its early history,
we may point out to our readers thatin this
historical study lies the answer to the utterly
untrue and false assertion that the position of
the Church in Wales is that of analien and
foreign organization. Nothing could possibly be
further from the truth. So far from being foreign,
it has been the only Church in Wales ever since
the days of the Apostles, and was united to the
Anglican Church even before the political union
of the two countries ; and thus cannot, by any
stretch of imagination, be regarded an an alien
community imposed upon Wales against the will
of the nation. 1t is the native Church of the
Welsh people.— Church Bells.

DIVORCE.

Corntinued.
1L has been contended that this is not the

“teaching of Our Lord but that tHe does allow a

divoree  with the right to marry again in one
case at least. The supposed exception is based
upon His woids in St. Mattnew's Gospel where
He says in the Sermon on the Mount. **But ]
say unto you that whosoever shalt put awuy his
wife saving for the cause of fornication causeth
her to commit adultery ; and whosoever shall
marry her that is divorced commitieth adultery.”
Again in the same Gospel He repeats, “ And 1
say unto you whosoever shall put away his wife
except it be for fornication and shall marry an-
other committeth adultery ; and whose marricth
her that is put away committcth adultery.”
From these two texts it is argued that Our Lord
meant to teach that unfaithfulness to the mar-
riage relation was just grounds for a divorce.
with the privilege to the injured party to marry
again. But such is not the case ; otherwise
there wouid be a direct contradiction between
His words here and in St. Mark and St. Luke.
Not a discrepancy but an irreconcilable contra-
diction, * for if at one time He says that whoso-
ever puts away his wife for any other cause than
fornication, and marries another he does not
commit adultery ; and then at another time He
says that ceery man who puts away his wife and
marrics another commits adultery--the contradic-
tion Is irreconcilable.” Now we cannot suppose
a contradiction nor is there any historical evid-



