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02 TheClergy of the Diecess are request.
ed to msert, i Art. VI of the Jast Pastoral
Address of the 2n Linstant, page 3 hne 6, alt
ter the words— Circumai~on of Our Lord,"
the following s« Ot e Puriicrim, of the
Anrnuneiation,” &c.. wiich were iadvertently
omitted an the pranted copies sent to the dat.
fercut Missions of the Docess.

J. 3 1LAY, Ps

‘T'oroxto, 25th February, 1513,

‘I'he Editor of tha % ( Jareh' repeats inan
Fditonial arucle of the Sdinstant, be ergiual
statement which appeared mthat paper ot the
J6th December, that @ In Ir-lowd vy trw of
the Buh-?}:srej&::e:l o Reformaen’”  Qur
cotemporary finds fault with us becau-e we
did not deny the greater part of lus editorial
ote, and aecuses us of hiavng cevended the
et unwelcome part, swhich he s btmts once
wore to lus readers.

u Southey (Book of the Church p. 3%
stéles 0 the authordy of Stryppe, that of
49,400 beneficed clergy, oniy 177 resymed

* Biehop Jewell complaned {Letter 22, Mai,
1559, apud. Collice 1. 482. that there were not
two m Oxford of the reformed opinions.”—
Maclntosl, 1ist. of BEngland, 1L, p. 14. For
reveral years those educatad in cither of the
Unnersities, were refesed ordination on ac-
count of thotr attachment to the Cathohe
Faith, Stryppe, bfe of Grimdal. p.50. In Bae-
ter Coliege, s late n2 1578, there were not
above foue Protestants out of eighty, “all the
rest suoret or open affectionanes.”  Amals
IL p. 2300 So that after the Catholies had
left the Univeraty  of Oxford in the le.
mnninz of the ragn of Queen Ehzabeth,
was so empty it there wag very seldom a
seraen preached an the University Church.
Wood, Athen: Oxon. 1. 161 429, More-
war, Heyim gorms us, p.2s7, that many who
were cordially atfectd to the mterest of the
Church of Rome, dispensed with thewmssches
mtkerr outward conformtics, which sote of
them are said to do, upon a hope of secing
the hhke revolation by the death of the Quen,
as Lad bofore happeaed by the death of King
Edward.  And it was strongly beheved, that
the grerest part comphied aguinst their enne
scienee, tud would bave been ready for ano.
ther teeng ifihe Queen had died winle that
rave of acimbents Lved.”” Echard. 1. 791
The geformion under Elizabeth was certam
v contrary 1o theiclimatons of the goverming
part of’ the clergy @ many cmment men went

‘abroad to Flanders, Franee, or ltaly 5 others

stopped in England hopwng that the Queen
would relent 5 vut their hopes vanishing, they
torsuok their benefices and tollowed ther
Couvutrymen beyond the seas. The thing
wus carned eo {ar that the reformed were

thieie preferments, rather than ucknawledge
the Queen's supremacy and worship aiter the }
coforned manner.  In England, ail the Ro-
mish Bishops were recusants, save one : but ‘
i1 Ireland, only wo of the Bichups rejected .
the reformaton.” |
We confess that the ouly oleet we had in
view was to deny the correciness of the Tast
assortisn concerning the irish Bishope, Has
wae tiae there was ceriainly a surpnsag
degree of tameness and SC?’\'lhl}' among l-.lng.
he Ecclesiestios in the reigns of Heury VIIE
and Edwasd V1 As one of our Historians
very justly remarks, sthey were under a con-
tnual restramnt, aud the convemeiices ol life
wero an overbalance to futunty ; 1t was rather
a-corruplion of morals than an errov in fath
ahat occasioned their defections ** But under
flicebeth the case was very different. We
ghall wercly offer & few remurks on the

left anprouded with teachers and pecsons pro.
per tor that function, to that extent, *thut
upon the Catholic Clergy throwmng up therr
preterments, the necessities of the Church re.
quired the sdmtiing some mechunics o or-
ders.  Colhier I1. 265. Sce also Stryppe
Annala. 1178. 178, 1t would certamly ap-
appear from thesegccomuts, that whatever
mught hiave been the number who outwardiy
contorined to the new order of th:ngs. most of
the Clergy of character, either on account of
their Jearntng or of theirr morals, stood tirm
with therr Hhishops 1a the belief of the old
Faith jund that eren the mfenior clergy were
always disposed to return back to the mother
Church, hnd not a superice power overawed
them to comphance.  ‘The learned protessions,
ke the Prelates, the Comvocation and the
Umersities were wead known to adhere most
devotedly to the ancieatsfiith s “the nns of

et moetly deawi from Protestant  hsto-
risne.  SVeare infurmed by -+ Burnet, Il p.
5. Camden 47. Heyln 57,7 that of 9100
beneiized men in England (under Elizabeth)
there wore 14 Dishops, 12 Deans, 12 Arch.
dcacous, G Abbotts nnd Abhesses, filteen heads
of hugsrs of the umversities.HY prc':)cn-hr:.-s'
aaC 80 rectars, who left thewr benefices onac

entnt of religion.””  Cu'iter adds three Biihe
opaclect, aud “about 20 doctors in gevera)
facutues” Me aiso comwputes the Archidea-
s a2 14, the Prebendenes at 6o, and the
Rectors at 100, 1. po 45l I the e bt
a scell number compared with L who'e budy
of Eeclesiastice, we chauld remember thay ali
the Wishops, save one, adiiered tothe ancient
feith, and that the whole ecelesizstical convo-
ortion wiich et in the first year of Queen
Lhzabeth's regm, opposed the chavge of el
gion,  Oxford guve the strongert proof of ais
attachinent to the ol rehigion —~\Waad’s An-
uquities of the Usaver. of Oxtord passim. © of
the two Umreratics, Oxford had become su
sirongly attacued to the Roimeh bl(.ic dunng
the late re.gn, thatafter the desertion or ex-
pulsion of the most zealous of that perty hiad
almnst cmptied several Colleper, 1t still for
mawy yeers cbounded with adharente to the
o8 Relygion."—Hallzm, Coost. Liet. 1.949.

Couils were wore than once puntied ol po-
Pery by cxutmiming wer members on articies
of fusth.,”  lHabum, Const.Ihst. T p 101 A
greatmany oi the justices ot the peace were
seeretly attached 1o the same mterest, though
1w as ol easy to exclude them from the com.
meston on account of thea wenith and res-
o teb ity )7 Hatlem p. 1390 < and the law.
3o S the 1ost ctnin: ut sitealions are repre-
| sentes as Cathiohies,” Stryppe, Anuals 1 p.
{29 fnwne western parts ot Fogland the gen-

the oud ta thandan 1089, o the nortieera
Countien, * there wege iotine Gentlunenwne
favonred cud atinw ed of her Mupeaty s procesd
ings in the conae of Rebgon.” Waterworth's
Histor. et VO Qe s evident that the peo-
pien gereral wemedosironsof returnz o the
old tmih, nud the fact s even ackuowled red
by Best, Bishop of Curisle i a letter 20 See-
rt':lnry Ceeld dated January 14 1ot We
might cte many oiler authorites, tnt we
tave wntten enough to convnee the Editor
of the * Chnreh™ that there was no erasten on
our part 1 not noticmyg the firet part of the
perugrypl 10 guestiun.

Qur cotemporary of the Clurch thwnkw it
adyisshle to mention that Parker, the first

try and people were prne peily adhorents of

)Archbishop of Canterbury inEhzabeth's reign,
'\\'us duly consccrated by four Bishops, viz :—
|

Barlow, Scory, Coverdale and Hodgskins.—
: He cites Dr. Lingard’s opinion on the sub.

tjeet, * T'wo of the consccrators, Barlow, and

, Hodgskins, had been ordamed Bishops ac-
cording to the Roman Pontifical ; the other
two, according to the reformed ordinal.’—
We thall merely observethat Lingard's opm.
1ot 1s entirely  opposed to that which Catho.
he witers, with a very few exeeplions, have
always held on the subject.  We shall only
remned our readers, that when called upon
thro’ the pages of the * Birnmingham Catho.
te Mazazine,” for lug proofs, the learned an-
tior achnowledged that i the discusston of
this question—he Lad contined himselt' to the
were histonical fact of Parker’s consecration :
but “ whether it was vabd or imald, accord-
g to Catholic doctrine, was a theological
question with wlich, as a mere writer of his-
tory, he had no concern.™

\We sl mamtam that the Catholic Bishopg
of Treland, with the exception of Curwin. re-
maned true to the [Holy See.  In Ireland the
Queen proceeded with great caution and pru.
dence @ same diocesses, protestant Bishops
were only appomted several vears after ner ac-
cession to the throne :
sution, that “cven the popish prelates, so
Loug as any of them survived, who were in
their sees before the reformation, were ready
to assist at the cons2cration of' Protestant
Bishaps,” ix altogether unfounded.  The true
Episcopal character of the Irish Protestant
Bishops hasalways been denied by the Chureh,
not for want of” power on the part of Cunwvin,
but on the nsufficiency of the form used by
hun i the consecration of Loftus.  Dr. Mant
refers to this consecration,and traces what he
1s pleased to call the unbroken succession of
the protestant luerarchy thro’ tlus prelate.—
\Ve pass over thenretended line of succes-
sion thro” Archbishops Brown and Goodacre,
Archbishops of Asmagh. Drown was expelied
from his See for his crrors, and as being a
married man in 1554, and died ns it is thought
in 1586, Goodacre either abandoned s See,
or vias dismssed onMary’s accession in 1553;
and so httle was he known as Archbishop of

and Bishop Mant's as. |

=

this ordwal of Edward VI., was cxamined i
the next ensuing resgn of Mary, it was de-
clared to be jusufticient and invahid, as to the
purposcs of consecrating a true ministry, both
the Bishops and Parhament being of that
opimon.  The reasons, i general, of its in.
sufliciency, were an essential defect both o8
to the matter and form of the Episcopal and
Sacerdotal orders.”  Bishop Mant could not
be jgznorant of all these proceedings, and wo
are rather surprized that the Editor of the
 Churelt” should gravely remark, taking this
prelate for his guide, **that the true Episcopal
character of the ierarchy of the Insk Church
iis unquestioned and unquestionable and pro-

et d against all caceplion cen from the papists
themselr 8%

. 1t as Ihehop Mant cbserves, Severus of
Kildare and Walsh off Meath, were the only
two Bishops formally deprived of thewr Sece,
it was merely an act of pradence on the part

yof the Government : it was found inexpedient
to atlempt to remove at once all the Bishops
from these Reer, as m Ewgland: the Govern-
meut  preferred wauting  until the Catholic
’re’ztes had been removed by death, or com-
pelled to conceal themsehes, or to leave tha
Kingdom. Ifuther Bishops, besides the Arch-
bishops of ,Dublin had taken the osth of su.
premacy and conformed to the new rehigion,
it certamly would not have escaped the notics
of the Ecclesiastical Historians of the timeo
and their rames would have been blazened
forth as worthy to rank with those of Cur
win and Katchen.

However, we are wilhng to be correeted by
our gotemporary, for after all, this 1s a mew
matter of Iustorical fact : but we stspect that
his sources of information on tlus point are
rather limited : his assertion would be better
suppurted by History, if conceived as follows.
* In Bngland, under Elizabeth, all the Bishops

"adhered to the Catholic faith ; (Kitchen of
: LandaiT alone took the oath of supremacy,)
rand in Ireland, the Irish Catholic Prelates,
Lwith the exzeption of Curwin of Dublin, re-
fjected the new mode of worship,” If the

i *The Protestant Bishop of Montreal, in his
;last Episcopal sddress to the members of tho
1 Church of Fngland, inthe Diocess of Quebec,

Armagh,that even Protestant Historians con- | expresses himself’ in the following manneg,
erder Loftus as the mimediate successor of when speaking of i . Anglican Church

Dowdall, who was appomted by royal au.
thorty as ary as 1543, und who, afrer suc.
cesatully opposing the mnovations of Henry
and Edward, died i Loadon, on the 15th Au-

gust, 1555,  Weknow of no lme of cucce--

;sion thro' these prelates ; and althe® it might
answer B.shop Mants purpose to mention
"this as one of the Lines of connexiun, we be.
“lieve it would be unpossible to prove that any
.of the Insh Protestant Bishops in the reign
1of Ehzabeth, had received Episcopal Conse.
tcration from either one or the other.  Harns
. remarks, leaving agide Browne and Goodacre,
"« that the Irish Protestant Bishops  derive
the'r enecession through Lefties, wathout any
pretenee, or apen for ecavl, fr he was con-
serrated by Curwin, who had been consecrat.
ed in Enplied. accarding to the forms ofthe
Roman Ponudical, in the third vear of Mary
Whare's? Bishops, p. 91, But Harris very na-
turally omits the fact, that Loflus was consc-
c-ated 1562 according 1o the ordnal of
Eduard VL, wtroduced mto Ireland, by the
act of umformity, in 1560, and that ke made
usc of the same form 10 attempting to convey
in 1568 the Episcopal character 10 lancas-
ter, his successor in the prumacv. Now all
the Catholic Bishops of England unanimous-
Iy condemned the form that had been introdu.
ced under Bdward VI, and their decision
was confirmed by the judzment of the Catho-
lic World, We read in'Dodd’s Church His-
tory, quoted by tbe Editor of Collin’s Ic-

iof this Province: ¢ A Church who when
‘she  freed herself from the usurped and
‘superinduced power urder which she groan.
ved  with the other churches of the west,
;recovered ber independence without breaking
“the Apostolic Ime of her munistry or losiog
-the integnty of her constitution....c...who.....ees
.t all the changes and convulsions of the
yworld, dispenses to you the word and sacra.
rments which nothing but ignorance and wil-
‘fulness can call in question, received down
from the begmning and acknowledged, nay
ymamtained L....by lesrned writers who have
sified lier claim in this point among the re.
'romamsts themselves.”  We are rather as-
'tnmshcd at the posiveness of Dr. Mountain,
tor there s nota differencelof” opinion, on the
subyr ¢t nmongCatholics : all unammously deny
the exutence of the apostolical line of the an-
ahean mmstey,on aceount of the insufficiency
o the forn used by the first Protestant Bishops.
This alone ivalidates the whole act, nomat.
ter by whom perforined,  Even the fact of
Parker’s cousecration was demed at the tme
1t was first announced and has alwayvs been
called in question by Cathohe divines with
the exception of perhaps four, * two of whois
says, Dr. Milner. were excommunicated by
the Church for their errors, and the third wus
Courayer an apostate Monk. The learned
Dactar Lingard, a8 we observed, has given o
the fact of Parker’s consecratinn the sanction
of his authonty : Ins opunion has not been

followed becavse iy proofs have not been
considered suficient.  Catholics have no in-

ducement to deny the validity o} the Angli-

can ordinations, they acknowledge the vadil-

ity of the orders of the Greck and other

schismatic churches, and if they reject the

ordinations of the Analican Church as invalid,

it1s because the facts of the case do not ar

clesiastical History, vol. 5. 9. 501., that “when

low them to come 10 aoy other conclusion.



