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CALENDAR FOR MARCIL

3-Ist Sunday in Lent.
6 -8- Ember Days.

10- 2nd Sunday in Lent.
17-3rd Sunday in Lent.
24-4th Sunday In Lent. [Notice of An-

nuncia tion.
" 25-Tne Annunciation of the Blessed Vir-

gin Mary.
" 3 -- 5th Sunday in Lent.

THE BISIIOP OF MANCHESTER ON THE
CLAIMS OF ROME.

(From the Scottish Guardian.)

(CONTINUED.)

If the chroological difficulty was urged that
St. Peter could not consecrate a Bishop after
bis own death they had the answer of Platina
that St. Peter " had,as it were, by will bequeath-
ed the right of suceussion (to St. Clament). Yet
bis modesty was so great that be compelled
Linus and Cletus to takte upon thora the Ponti-
fical dignity before him" (Lives of the Popes,
vol. i.; Linus). The idea of one Bishop ordain-
ing anotber by will was cortainly startling and
unprecodented. A far more possible explana-
tien was thatof the Liber Pontifica/is, that Linus
and Cletus were appointed by St. Peter durin
his lifetime to act as his suffragans. This ex-
planation was current nearly 300 years before,
and.r' peated by Ruflvns, whosaid: Linus
and t i. were no doubt Bishops in 'ho city of
Ran, tfore Clement, but this was iii St. Pot er's
lifetimo; tiat was, tcy took charge of the
episcopal work, while ha discharged tha daties
of the AIpostolato " (Proface to " Clemont's Rie-
cognition ".) This, however, waq no explnnit-
tion, for the authentic lists of the Roman episco-
pate made them diocesans and not suffragans,
assigning te them their own special periods of
offlice as Bishops of Rone. Epiphanius imagined
that both St. Peter and St. Paul wore Bisbhops
of Rome, and that it was a common practice in
the Church te support two Bishops in one city
where there were communitias of Jews and
Gentiles These two latter explanations had
been combinod by modern Roman apologists,
Who, however, could imagine fora moment that
St. Paul would take part in un arrangement
which by soparnting Jews ard Gentiles, would
favour what to him was the horusy of herosies,
liat in Christ there was any distinction between
them ? Obviously ail these s0 called oxplana-
tions were more evasions to got rid ofa dificulty
whieb obstinately refuscd to distippear.

Whon a histeorical critie found bimself con-
fronted by such difficulties and such'vasions ho
knew that ho vas in the neighbourhood of mis-
takes and fictions, and ho looked carefully
round for their origin. In this case be would
not have te look far for he soon found that at
the very time when Clement began first to be
called St. Peter's successor that romance was
publisbod whieh was known as the " Clementine

Homilies and Recognitions." The writer o
the preface made Clement give an account o
his ordination, and bore for the first time they
had mention made of St. Peter as sole Bishop
of Rome, and of the chair of that bishoprie aE
St. Peter's chair. St. Paul's name was exclud.
ed as a founder because the author of the
romance was an Ebionite, who bated St. Pau
and all his works ; but those who wished to
make the Church thore " the mother and mis-
tress of all Churches" Iwere not likely to in.
quire too cloeely into the origin of this proceed
ing. They found what they wanted-the
assertion that St. Peter was Bishop of Rome,
and, whatever chronologlical difficulties might
be created by the statement that St. Peter
ordained Clement, they cagerly accepted what
they found.

There were several things, however, contain-
ad in the Clementines respecting which Roman
apologista wore silent. First, they nover quoted
I he first paragraph of that epistle whinh made
St. James, and not St. Peter, Bishop of Bishops.
T bey never, again, referred te those passages of
the same work where St. James was matie te
require from St. Peter an annual report of ail
his discourses and acts, or where St.. Peter was
made to say, wbile we abode at Jericbo. . . .
J aines, the Bishop, son ý for me, and sent me
bore to CSesarea." Again while the Clornentine
assertion that the sec of Rone was " St. P ter's
own chair " was constantly repeated by subse-
quent writers, a significant silence was pro-
sorved as to another Clementine report. They
wre told that when St. Peter loft the Church
of'Cesarea, to which St. James had sent him,
'- ho laid hi bande upon Zacehaus, %bo had
stood by and forced him to sit dowii, in bis own
chair " (Ilomilias, iii. 63). If, thon, the ex-
pression " his own chair" proved St. Peter to
have bean Bishop, he was Bishop of Causarca.
And, again, if setting a man "in bis own chair"
gava a Bishop al the prerogat'.ives of St. Peter,
then assuredly ail the prerogatives of St. Peter,
belonged to the Bishop of Ctearea. ]fit wtre
urged that the Clementina homilies wre simply
a romance without historical foundation, ho
answercd that it was bistorically certain that
this romance was the very foundation of the
Petrina claims of Rome. Befora thair publica-
tion they board nothing of Sb. Pater's sole epis-
copate, and nothing of Rom as being his sec.
St. Peter was a founder of the Church of Rome
alorg with St. Paul, but nevur sole Bishop.

How this Clementine fiction came to be first
received as serious history we could not tell;
it was probably rather frou ignorance than
from a desiro to deceive. Certain it was that
wo found traces olits iiluoncein many quarters
from the early years of the third century.
Rutinus, who in the first oight years of the fifth
century translated the C!ementines, referred to
tboso works without a suspicion of their
apocryphal charactor. lu the year 1479
Bartholomew Platina. superintendent of the
Vatican Library, publisLetd at the request of
Pope Sixtus IV. his Lives of the Popes, and in
bis lif of St, Peter t was easy to recognise in
those words a free paraphrase of the praface to
the Clementines, and that Platina accepted this
proface as geiluino historv was evident froin
bis life of Su. Ciement, Platina quoted the words
of the Clamentine preface freoly, as did the
liber Pontficalis. This made it probable that
he quoted or paraphrased from this latter work
-a conclusion to which wo should also be led
by his frequent appeals to the authority of Pope
Damasus. For there appeared as a proface to
the Liber Pontificalis two forged letters, from
Damasus to Jerome and irom Jerome to
Damasus, to which Platina reoferred as genune
in his life of this Popo.

And now wbo eould doubi that the whole
confu>ion of the Roman lists and tbe whole
early persuasion of Su. Peter's Roman episcopate
were due to the acceptance of the third and
folowing centuries of the Clementine fiction as

E genuine history ? So that if they had te con-
f clude, as ho believed every honest historical

critie must conclude, that the Roman episcopate
of St. Peter was nothing botter than a fable
based upon a fiction, thon what bocame'of the
claim of the Bishop of Rome that hi inherited
from St. Peter the right to b the supreme

l ruler and infallible toacher of all Christian
Churches ? How could ho inherit, as Bishop of
Rome, fromone whoneverwasBishop of Rome ?
The Liberian catalogue was a mistake, the
Clementine proface was a fiction, thore was only
one true tradition-thatof Irenmus. And if St.
Peter were not Bishop of Rome then the found-
ation-stone of the vast structure of Roman
supromacy was knoelced away and the whole
building must crumble into ruins. Again, if
th() Clementine fiction were received as bibtory,
of what value or authority could the assertion
of St. Peter's Roman opiscopacy be by the
authors oflater date? They did but repeat a
mistaketi tradition, and had no more authority
than the fiction upon which that tradition was
based. Not that on that account ho expected
te see those assertions abandoned by Roman
apologists. They would be repeated in the future
he knew, with an audacity in no wise dirniuish-
ed by the discovery of their ap ocryphal founa-
ation.

FASTING AS A HEALTH FACTOR.

[By Il. T. WrITroRD, in the "Church
.Eclectic."]

'Continued.1
That fasting to the spiritually.minded should

logieilly lead up to Holy Communion May
readily be admitted as being a spiritual motive
for the practice which is the most belpful to
the fully initiated into the mysteries of the
spiritual world. The vital importance of the
command ' taike eat' and the relationship which
it bears te the provious command 'thon shalt
not eat' were recognized by General Gordon by
placing the texts in juxtaposition, thus: 'There
was a command not to cat, which led to separa-
tion from God-death. Thore is a command to
e't, whicb leade to eternal life and union with
Hini. . . . Wiib respect to the outcoming
of such act, by disobedience of the first com-
mnd, sin, l its essence and root, entered the
body; by obedience to the second command,
we may by analogy suppose it is drivon out.
In the first case disobedience brouglht about an
immense, though inite misery; in the second
case, obedience would bringinfinie bappiness.'a

Professor Drummond recognizes the same
principle, or at least infers it, by placing star-
vation and nourishment togother; understand-
ing, of course, one is natural and the other
spiritual. lIe observes: ' Man bas his own part
to play. Lot him choose Life; lot him daily
nourisb bis soul; lot him forever atarve tbe old
life; lot him abide continuously as the living
branch in the Vine, and the Truc Vine-Life will
flow ito bis seul. . . . I am only as I am
sustainred, I continue only as I receive. . . .
If vitality is te b prolonged for any longth of
time, and is te bo accompanied with growth and
the expenditure of energy, thore must be a con-
stant supply of food.'b flere the two acts are
placed in conjunction-the spiritual feast and
the natural fast. The importance of the rela-
tionship wbich the fast boars te the feastcannot
lie examined bore. The union of the two ideas
ean mercly be suggested as being a possible con-
sequence and corollary.

1hat the Church has always regarded fasting
as a practice of primary importance requires

a 'Observations on the Holy Communion,'
by General Gordon, pp. 10, 16.

b 'Natural Law in the Spiritual World,' by
Professor Drummnond, pp. 312, 261, 262.


