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and English Churchmen are so thorougbly at one
in this and all other matterr. Winnipeg was an-
other surprise, and the city delivered over practically
to the oclergv presented a. wonderful picture.
To hear that the Church was not taking the fore-
most place in the religion of the country came quite
as & shock in the midst of 80 much active Chuarch-
manship, until little by little it leaked out that there
are divisions within ber midst and that the bitter
feelings of dissension which the Church in England
is tinding it so absolutely necessary for the sake of
ber very existence to have done with, are dividing
the energy of the Cburch and orippling her usefal-
pess. As an Englishman thus visiting Canada for
the first time, one feels how truly great the country
is,” what earnestness, power and devotion are con-
tained within the Church, what a work she is capa-
ble of doing, but alas! how fearfully weakened she
m w3t be, how inconsistent must she apnear to un- -
believers when the loving gentleness of Christ, and
the umity of Christendom within His Body, are so
sadly forgotten. But that she will reunite and do
her great work, is, of course, certain, and indeed
tbat this is near, the speeches at the Synod
caused one most thankfully to recognize.

PAPAL FLAWS.

The Ball 4postolice Cure upon the English ordina-
tions will be a grievous disappointment to many

Tre Ricer Rev. CHarLEs INeLEs, D.D.—First Bishop of Nova Scotia.

who hoped for something better. The judgment of
the Pope upon the validity of our ordiuations has
no importauce indeed for us personaily, but it has
great importance for the Roman Church, and it has
great importance indirectiy for the whole (}hurgh of
Christ, since thie adverse judgment now given 18 an
additional bar to the reunion of Christendom. It is
not, of course, & final bar. The goodpess and wis-
dom of God can overcome all the hindrances inter-
posed by human folly or ignorance, and by the frand
of the enemy. But it is a very serious bar. ,There
is one thing to be thankful for in reading this Ball.
The Pope has given his reasons. If be bad merdly
stated that after an exhaustive inquiry he had come
to the conciusion that English ordinations are in-

valid, the effect ‘would have been much more

serions than it is. In the first place no answer
would bave been possible ; and in the second place
it might have been said that, of course, only the
very weightiest reasons could have brought him to
sach & decision, and so the decision itself wguld
have been disturbing. Fortunately he has given
his reasons. We can examine these reasons, probe
them and analyse them, and if they are found to
be worthless, then the decision itself is worth-
less, even for those who jbow to the Pope's
authority. There is very little that is new in these
reasons. For the most part they are the old worn
stock-in-trade of controversialists. But there are

/

some fewf things pew, and thewe will merit a care-
ful examination. That will reqnire time ; but there
are certain features of the argument contained in
the Bull which strike a wary reader at once, and
which soggest some thoughts as to the careful in-
vestigation upon which the Pope lays so much
strers. We have only the English translation of the
Ball before us, an unsatisfactory subject of exam-
mnhog. but the few points to which we propose to call
attention are easily recoguized in the translation.
In the first place, the anthors of the Bull cannot
even quote a previous Papal document correctly.
There is a certain misquotation, which is not merely
made in passing, for a serious argument is based
upon it, and this blunder is so curious, and throws
8o much light upon the nature of the investigation
and the authorship of the Ball, that a detailed ao-
count of it may not be amiss. In the general dis-
pensation given by Cardinal Pole on the reconcilia-
tion of England, there is a certain sentence, very
ungrammaticdl and very puzzling, about benefices
and orders, that had been obtained nulliter et de facto.
In their book. d¢ Hierarchia Anglicana, Mr. Denny
and Mr. Lacey tried to make sense of the passage.
Their explanation was vehemently and, we think,
successfully assailed in the Zablet by Canon Moyes,
who proposed an alternative interpretation. A few
weeks afterwards. however, the Bull Predara Car-
tssimi of Paunl IV. was found in the Vatican and
published in the Zablet. This Bull recites at length

from the later Brief of Paul IV., which is almost
comic. The Henrician Bishops surviving under
Mary were anxiouns lest some words in the former
Bull should impuogn the validity of their Ordivation,
as indeed they seemed to do on the surface. They
bad recourse to Rome, and the Brief was sent ex-
rressly to allay their doubts and fears. In this
Brief a passage ococurs which Canon’Moves inter-
preted as invalidating the Orders of the Edwardian
Bishops. His interview was botly contested by Mr.
Scapnell and others on his own side. The new
Bull adopts Canon Moyes' interpretation, and gives
a most wonderful reason for it : ‘ Unless this de-
claration bad applied to the actnal case in Eng'and,
that is to say, to the Edwardine Ordinal, the Pope
would certainly have done mnothing by these last
letters for the removal of doubt and the restoration
of peace of conscience.” That is to say, the only
way in which the Pope could assure the Henrician
Bishops of the validity of their own Orders was by
declaring the Edwardine ordinations invalid.. Does
not this agsin betray more of the Irish than of the
Roman style? Again, in the Brief of Julius IIL. a
distinction is made between men who had been
“rightly and lawfully promoted " to sacred or-
ders, and others who were ** not promoted,” but had
got hold of some benefice. - Of course, nothing was
commoner in those days than for a layman fo hold a
benefice for a time, and nothing could be more
obvious than the meaning of this passage. Yet the
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a great part of Pole's Dispensation, including the
disputed passage, but with the addition of the word
concernentia, which makes alike the grammar and
the seuse perfect. It was not beuefices and orders
which had been obtained nulliter et de facto, but cer-
tain dispensations and indults concerning benefices
and orders. It was pbvious at once that the word
concernentia had slipped out of the copies of Pole's
Dispensation, and that both the proposed explana-
tions were uncalled for. Mr. Lacey drew attention
to this in his Supplementum to the de Hierarchia,
printed in Rome last May. Will it be believed that
the present Bull, professing to quote the passage
from the Bull of Paul IV., quotes it without this
word concernentia ? Such is the fact. Th9 passage
is quoted as it stands in the copies of Pole's Dispen-
sation, and then an argument is drawn from it on
the lines of Canon Moyes' explanation. Hereare the
words: * Neither should the passage much to the
point in the same Pontifical Letter be overlooked,
where, together with others needing dispensation,
are enumerated those who had obtained as well Orders
as benefices nulliter et de facto.”” Then follows C_sqon
Moyes' statement of what is meant by obtaining
Orders nulliter. Now there is no such passage ‘‘1n
the same Pontifical Letter; " but apparently Canon
Moyes' argument, drawn from a_sheer misreading,
was too precious to be abandoned. Verily this

is of the Irish breed. A turn is given to & passage

authors of the Bull say: * Itis clearly and definite-
ly- noted, as indeed was the case, that there were
$wo olasses of men—the first, those who had reall
received Sacred Orders . . . . the -emmg,
those who were imitiated according to the Edward-
ine Ordinal, who, on that account, oould Be promoted,
gsince they had received an ordination which was
null.” Now, :gthin oftthg. kind ind“ lolenly T;nd
definitely noted ' about this second class. ey
are merely said to be not promoted. This recalls
nothing but the wonderfui argumentation of Canon
Moyes, who, finding & man described in Mary's
as never ordained or * no mimster,” calmly
pute hum down among those whose Orders were dis-
allowed because conferred by the Edwardine form.
Canon Moyes' logic is of the most refreshing type.
Sinoce, to him, * ordained by the Edwardine form "
is equivalent to ** not ordained at all,” therefore also
“ not ordained at all " is equivalent to * ordained by
the Edwardine form.” Now, for a few historical
statements. The author wishes to show that cer-
tain words in & Brief of Julius IIL. must have
referred to the English Ordinal. We believe-he is
right ; but what ground does he allege ? . “ By this
expression those only could be meant who had been
consecrated according to the Edwardine rite, since
beside it and the Catholio form there was then no other
in England.” Now, the men who penned this
sentence had bad laid before them a document,




