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We have dedicated to the welfare of
ithe noble English nation no small por-
tion of the Apostolic care and charity
by which, helped by His grace, we en-
deavor to fulfil the office and follow in
the footsteps of “the Great Shepherd of
the Sheep,” our Lord Jesus Christ.
The ILxiter which last year we sent
to “the English seeking the Kingdom
of Christ in the unity of the faith,”
is a special witness of our good will
towards England. In it We recalled
the memory of the ancient
people with union of her
Mother church, and We strove to h
ten the day of a happy reconciliativi
by stirrng up men’s hearts to ofte.
diligent prayer to God. And, again
niore recently, when it seemed gooC
to Us to treat more fully the unity o
the Church in a general letter, Eng"
land had not the last place in our
mind, in the hope that our teachiuz
might both strengthen Catholics anc}
bring the saving light to those divided
from Us.

It is pleasing to acknowledge the
generous way in which our zeal anu
plainness of speech, inspired by n
mere human motives, have met the
approval of the English people; and
this testifies not less to their courtesy
than to the solicitude of many fu:
their eternal salvation.
1.—REASONS FOR RE-OPENING

THE QUESTION.

JWith - the: same: maind. . phentio

We have now determiled: toitain Our
consideration to a matter of no 'lesg
importance, which is closely conneciled
with the same subject and with Our
desires. For an opinion already pre-
valent, confirmed more than once by
the action and constant pra-tice cf th.
Church, maintained that when in Eng-
land, shortly after it was rent from the
centre of Christian unrity, a new ritc
for conferring Holy Orders was pub-
licly introduced under Edward VI,
the true Sacrament of Orders, as in-
stituted by Christ, lapsed, and with it
the hierarchical succession. For gome
iime, however, and in these last years
especially, a, controversy has sprung
up as to whether the Sacred Orders
conferred according to the Edwardine
Ordinal possesséd the nature and effect
of a sacrament: those in favor of the
absolute validity, or of a doubtful
valldity, being not only certain Anglj-
can writers, but some few Catholics
chiefly non-English. The consideration
of the excellency of the Christian
priesthood moved Anglican writers ip
this matter, desirous as they were that
there own people should not lazk the
two-fold power over the Body of Christ;
Catholic writers were impelled by
wish to smooth the way for the return
of Angelicans to holy unity. Both, in-
deed. thought that in view of studies
brought up to the level of recent re-
search, and of new documents rescued
from oblivion, it was not inopportune
te re-examine the gquestion by "Our
authority. And We, not disregarding
such desires and opinions, and, above
all, obeying the dictates of Apostolc
charity, have censidered .that nothing
should be left untried that might i
any way tend to preserve souls from
irjury or procure their advantage.

2 _PRESCRIBED METHOD OF EX-
: AMINATION.

It has, therefore, pleased Us to gra-
clously permit the cause to be re-ex-
amined so that through the extremc
care taken in the new examination.
all doubt, or even shadow of doubt
should be removed for the future. T«
this end wWe commissioned a certain
number of men noted for their learning
and ability,  wheose opinions in this
matters were kpnown to be divergent,
to state the grgynds of their judg-
ment in Wwritihg, +we then, having
summoned them to Qur person, direct-
ed them to interchange writings and
further to investigate snd discuss all
that was necessary for g full know-
ledge of the matter. “we were careful
also that they should pe gple to re-
examine all documents pegring on
- this question which were kpown to
exist din the Vatican grcpives, to
search for new ones, and even to have
at their disposal all acts relating to
this subject which are preserved by
the Holy Office—or as it is calleg the
Supreme Council— and to consider
whatever had up to this time beep ad-
duced by iearnéd men on both sides,

ang. iateption.

We ordered them when prepared in
this way, to meet together in spectal
sessions. These to the number of
twelve were held under the presidency
of one of the Cardinals of the Holy
Roman Church, appointed by Oursel-
ves, and all were invited to free dis-
cusssion. Finally We directed that
the acts of these meetings, together
with all other documents, should he
submitted to Our Venerable Brethren,
the Cardinals of the same Council, o
that shen all had studied the whole
subject, and discussed it in Qur pre-
sence, each might give his opinion.

3 _PREVIOUS DECISIONS, JULIUS

1II. AND PAUL IV.

This order of discussing the ‘fnatter
having heen determined upon, liE was
necessary, with a view of firming a
true estimate of the real state of the
question, to enter upon it, after careful
inquiry as to how the matter stood In
relation to the prescription and settled
custom of the Apostolic See, the origin
and force of which custom it was un-
doubtedly of great importance to de-
Tor this reason, in tke first

termine.
plice, the principal documents in
which Our Predecessors, at the re-

quest of Queen Mary, exerc'sid their
special care for the recinciliation «f
the English Church, were cors'd:red.
Thus Julius III. sent Cardinal Regin-
ald Pole, an Englishman, and illus-
trious in many ways, to be his Legate
o latere for the purpose, ‘“as his angel
of peace and love,” and gave him ex-
traordinary and unusual mandates or
faculties and directions for his guid-
ance. These Paul IV. confirmed and
explained. And here, to interpret
rightly the force of these documents,
it is necessary to lay it down as a
fundamental principle that they were
certainly not intended to deal with an
abstract state of things, but wih a
specific and conrete issue. For sinc:2
faculties given by these Poniiffs to
the Apostolic Legate had ref>renrce to
England only, and to the state of reli-
gion therein, and since the rules of
action were laid down by them at
the request of the said Lr:gate, they
could not have heen mere dire:ti-ns
for determining the nececsgary, condi~
tlonk Tor the validity of Ordinations in
general: - They must. pertain directly
to providing for Holy :Orders in the
sald kingdom, as the recognized con-
dition of the circumstances ang times
demanded. This, besides baing clear
from the nature and form of the said
documents, is also obvious from the
fact that it would have been gajto.
gether irrelevant to thus instruct.the
Legate—one whose learning had been
conspicuous in the Council of Trept—
as to the conditions necessary for the
bestowal of the Sacrament of Orgeys.

To all rightly estimating these mgt-
ters it will not be difficult to under-
stand why, in the letters of Juliug 1JL.
issued to the Apostolic Legate on
‘March 8, 15564, there is a distinct m:n-
tion, first of those who “rightly and
lawfully promoted” might be main-
tained in their Orders; and then of

‘others who, ‘“not promoted to Sacred

Orders,” might “be promoted if they
were found to be worthy and fitting
subjects.”For it is clearly and defin-
itely noted, as indeed was the cgge,
that there were two classes of men:
the first those who had really recejy-
ed Sacred Orders, either bhefore the
secession of Henry VIIL, or, if gfter
it and by ministers infected by erpor
and schism, still according to tha ac-
customed Catholic rite; the secong,
those who were initated according to
the Edwardine Ordinal, who on tpat
account could be “promoted,” sine?
they had received an ordination which
wag null. And that the mind of tpe
Pope was this and nothing else i3
clearly confirmeq by the Letter of the
said Legate (January 29, 1555), gqup-
delegating his faculties to the Bishep

of Norwich. Moreover. what the jet-;

ters of Julius III. themrelveg say
about freely using the Pontifica] gge-
ulties, even in behalf of those why had
received their consecration ‘pinug
rite and not according to the azepys-
tomed form of the Church.” {3 t, pe
especially noted. By this expresgion
those only could be meant whg had
been consecrated according tq fha
Edwardine rite, since besides it gnga
the Catholic form ‘there was thcp no
other in England.

This becomes even clearer when we
consider the legation which, opn tre
advice of Cardinal Pole, the Sovereign
Princes, Philip and Mary, sent to the
Pope in Rome in the month of Feb-
ruary, 1555. The royal ambas~gqcrg—
three men, “most illustrious and en-
dowed with every virtue,” of whom
one was Thomag Thirlby, Bihop of
Ely—were charged to inform the Pope
more fully as to the religious copgi-
tion of the country, and especially to
beg that he would ratify and confirm
what the Legate had been at Paing to
effect, and had succeeded in effecting,
towards the reconciliation of the king-’
dom with the Church. For this pur-
pose all the necessary written evidence
and the pertinent parts of the new
Ordinal were submitted to the Pope
The Legation having ben speedily re~

ceived, and their evidence having
heen “diligently discused’ by several
of the Cardinals, ‘‘after mature delib-
eration,” Paul IV. jssued his Bull
Praeclara carissimi on June 20 of thal
same year. In this, whilst giving full
force and approbation to what Pole
had bone, it is ordured in the matter
of the Ordinaticns ag follows: ‘‘Those
who have been promoted to Ecclesias-
ticgl Orders . . . . by any one but by
a Bishop validly and lawfully ordained
are bound to receive those O.d.rs
again.’’ But who those Bishops not
“validly and lawfuily ordained” were
had been made sufhgiently clear by
the foregoing documents and the fac-
ulties used in the gajd mater by th=z
Legate: those, namely, who have heen
promoted to the Epjscopat2, as others
to other Orders “not accordnz to th2
accustomed form of the Chureh’ or,
as the Legate himsgelf wrota to the
Rishop of Norwich, “the form and in-
tention of the Chureh,” not having
heen observed. T,’hese were certainly
those promoted according to the new
form of rite, to the examinations of
which the Cardinalg gpecially deputed
had given their careful attention
Neither should the passage mtch to
the point in the same Pontifical Let-
ter be overlooked where, together with
others needing dispensation,are enum-
erted those “who hag obtained as well
orders as beneficeg nulliter et d=
facto.” For to obtgin orders nuliter
means the same as py an act null and
void, that is invalig, s the ve'y
meaning of the worg and as.common
parlance require. Thig is especially
clear when the worg I8 used in the
same way about orders 88 about ‘‘ec-
clesiastical beneficeg These, by the
undoubted teaching of the sacred
canons, were clearly null if given with
any vitiating defect, Moreover, when
some doubted as to who, according to
the mind of the Poptiff, could be call-
ed and considereq pishors “valdly
and lawfully ordained,” the said Pope
shortly after, on Qeatoter 30, issued
iturther Letters in the formy of a Brief,
and said: “We, Wishink to remove the
doubt, and to opportutely provide for
the peace of consciencé of those who
during the schism . weére Promotcd to
Orderd, by expressing more clearly the
mind and intention which We had in
the aforesaid Letters, declare that on-
Iy those Bishops and:Archbishops who
were not ordained and consecratel in
the form of the Church cannot pe gaid
to have been validly and iawfully
ordained.” TUnless this dec'gration
nad applied to the actual case in Eng-
1and, that is fo say to the Edwardine
Ordinal, the Pope« would certainly
have done nothing by these 13gt Let-
ters for the removal of doubt gnd the
restoration of peace of copng-ience.
Further, it was in this senge thgt the
Legate understood, the documents and
commands of the Apostolic See, and
duly and conscientiously obeyed them;
and the same was done by Queen
Mary and the rest who helpeg to res-
tore Catholism to its former gtate.

4.—~INVARIABLE PRACTICE OF
THE HOLY SEE.

The authority of Julius III. gnd of
Paul IV., which we have guoted,
clearly shows the origin of that prac-
tice which has been observed without
interruption for more than three czn-
turies, that Ordinations conferreg ac-~
cording to the Edwardine rite ghould
be considered null and voiq. This
practice is fully proved by the pumer-
ous cases of absolute re-orgipation
according to the Catholic rite cyen I
Rome. In the observance ¢f this
practice we have a Dproof girectly
affecting the matter in hang, por: it
by any chance doubt srould remain a8
to the true sense in Which thege Pon-
tifical documents are to be ypgerstood,
the principle holds good that wCustom
is the best interpreter of 15w." Since
in the Church it hds ever peen a con-
stant and established ryle that it 18
sacrilegious to repeat the gaerament
of Order, it never could haye come to
pass that the  Apostolic See ghould
have silently acquisced ang tolerated
such a custom. But not oply g;d the
Apostolic See tolerate ‘thig
but approved and sanctioneq it as
often as any particular cgge arose

which called for its udgement in the]
. matter. We adduce two f015 of this

kind out of many which have from
time to time been Submitteq to the
Supreme Coumcil of the Holy Office.
The first was (in 1684) . of 5 certain
French Calvinist, and the gther (In
1704) of John Clement Gordon: both of
whom had received their QOrgers ac-
cording to the Fdwardive pityal, -In
the first case after a searching inves-
tigation, the consultors, not 5 few in
number, gave in writing thejr gnswers
—orsas they call it, their vota—and
the rest unanimously agreed with
their conclusion, for “the invalidity of
the Ordination,”’ and only gy geceount
of. reasons of opportunenegs g:d the
Cardinals deem it well to angwer by a
“dilata” [viz. not to formulate the
conclugion at the moment]. The
same documents were called into use
and considered again in the examina-

"had been already definitely settled by

practice,.

tion of the geeond case, and additional
written statements of orinion were
also obtained from consultors, and the
most eminent doctors of the Sosrbonne
and of Doual were likewise asel for,
their opinion;. No safeguard, which
wisdom and p,mdenc: eould  sugzest
to insure t)e thorough &ifting of the |
question, wag neglected. :

5 —DECREE OF CLEMENT XI1. AND
ITS IMPORTANCE. i
H

And here it 18 important to ohserve |

tors had agduced. amongst the reas- |
ons which went to prove the inva'id-g
ity, the Orqination of Parker, acco d- |
ing to their own ideas about it, in the |
delivery of the decision this reason
was although set aside, as do.uweats
of.’ incontestablé authenticity prove.
Nor, in pronouncing the decisicn,
Was Weight given to any other reason |
t.ha,n the “defeet of form and inten- |
tion;” ang in order that the judgment !
concerning tnis-form might be more |
certain ang complete, precaution was
taken that a copy of the Anglican
Qrdinal should: be submitted to exam-
Ination, gpd that with it should te
collated the Ordination forms gather-
ed together with the various Fastern
and Western - rites. Then Clement
XI. himself, with the unanimous vote
of the Capginals concerned, on the
“Feria v.r * April 17, 1704, decreed:
“John Clement. Gordon shall be or-
daineq ry.p, the beginning and uncon-
ditionally to all . the Orders, even
Sacred Orderg, and chiefly of priest-
hood, ang in case he has not heen
confirmeqd he shall first receive the
Sacrament of Confirmation.” It s
important to bear n mind that this
judgment was in no way determined
by the omission of the tradition of
instruments, for in Such a case, ac-
cording to the established custom,
the direction would have been to re-
peat the Ordination conditionally; and
still more important it is to note that
the judgment of the Pontiff applies
universally to all Anglican Ordina-
tions, because, although it refers to a
particular ‘cage, it is not -based upon
any reason spectal to that case, but
upon the defect of form, which defect
equally affects all these Ordinatlons;
so much so, that when similar cases
‘subsequently came up for decision the
same decree of Clement XI. was
quoted as the norma.

$—THE QUESTION ALREADY DE-
FINITELY SETTLED.

Hence it must be clear to everyone
that the controversy lately revived,

the Apostoli¢ See, and thgt it is to the
insufficient knowledge of thege docus
ments that we must, perhaps, attri-
bute the fact that any Catholic writer}
chould have considered it still an opén
question. But,as We stated at the be-
ginning, there is nothing We so deeply
and ardently desire as to be 'of help
to men of goodwill by showing them
the greatest consideration gnd charity.
Wherefore We ordered that the An-
glican Ordinal, which ig the essential
point of the whole matter, should
be once more most carefully examined.

7—THE ANGLICAN ORDINAL.

In the examination of any rite for
the effecting and administering of a
Sacrament, distinction is rightly made
‘between the part which is ceremonial
and that which is essential, wus-
ually called the matter and form.
All know that the Sacraments of the
New Law, as gensible and efficient
signs of invisible grace, ought bhoth
o signify the grace which they effect,
and effect the grace which they
signify.  Although the signification
ought to be found in the whole esgen~
tial rite—that is to 8ay, in the matter
and form—it still pertains chiefly to
the form; since the matter iy the part
which is not determined by itgelt, but
which is determined by tpe. form.
and this appears still more clear ir
the Sacrament of Orders, the matter
of which, In so far ag We have to
consider it in this cagse, tg the imposi-
tion of hands, which jndeed by itself
signifies nothing definite, and is equal-
ly- used for severg] Orders and for
Confirmation. But the words which |
until recently were commonly held by
Anglicans to constitute the proper
form of priestly Ordination—namely,
“Receive the Holy Ghost,” certainly
do not in the least definitely express
the Sacred Order of Priesthood, or itg
grace and power, which is chiefly the
power “consecratiqg and of offering
the true body ang ‘blood of the Lord”
(Council of Trent, Sess. XXIIL, gde
Sacr. Ord, Can. 1) in that sacrifie:
which i8 no “nude commemoration of
he sacrifice offered on the Cross,”
(Ibid. Bess, XXII., de sacrif. Missae,
Can.?). This form had indeed after-
wards added to it the words “for the
office and work of g priest,” &ec.; but
his- rather shows that the Anglicansg
themselves perceived that the first
form was defective and inadequate.
But even if this addition could give t6

| show

argument suffice for all:

.removed and struck out.

already elapsed since the adoption of.
the Edwardine Ordinal, for, as the
Hierarchy had become extinct, there
remained no power of ordaining. In
vain hag help been recently sought for
the plea of the validity of Orders from
the other prayers of the same Ordinal,
For, to put aside cother reasons which
this to be insufficient for the
purpose in the Anglican rite, let this
from them
has been deliberately removed what-
ever sets forth the dignity and office

that although Gordon hiinself, whose 'of the priesthood in the Catholic rite.
case it wgg, and some of the consul- That torth

consequently cannot he
considered apt or sufficient for the
Sacrament which omits what it ought
essentially to signify.

The same halds gcod of Episccpal
Congecration. For to the formula
“Receive the Holy Ghnost,” net only
were the words “for the office and
work of a Dbishop,” &ec., added at a
later period, but even thesz, as we
shall presently state, must be under-
stood in a sense different - to ‘that
which they bear in the Catho’ic rite.
Nor is anything gained by quoting
the prayer of the preface “Almighty
God,”’ since it in like manner has
een stripped of the words which de-
note the summum sacerdotium. It is
not here relevant to examine whether
the Episcopate be a completion of the
priesthood or an Order distinct from
it, or whether when bestowed, as they
say per saltum, on one who is not a
priest, it has or has not its effect.
But the Episcopate undoubtedly by
the institution of Christ most truly
belongs to the Sacrament of Orders
and constitutes the sacredotium in
the Thighest degree, namely, that
which by the teaching of the Holy
Fathers and our liturgical custom 1is
alled the “summum sacerdotiumy
sacri ministerii summa.” €o it comes
0 pass that, as the sacrament of Or-
ders and the true saeredotium of
Christ were utterly eliminated from
he Anglican rite, and hence the sac+
erdotium is in no wise conferred truly
and validly in the Episcopal consecra-
ion of the same rite, for the like
reason, therefore, the Episcopate can
in no wise be truly and validly con-
ferred by it: and this the more so be-
cauge among the* Arst - duties of -the
Episcopate 1is that of ordaining

ainisters “for the Holy Eucharigt and

acrifice.
3—THE MIND AND ' AIM OF
THOSE WHO COMPOSED THE
' ANGLICAN ORDINAL.

frof full and accurate understanding
of the ‘Angelican Ordinal, besides what

we bave nqted as to some of its parts,

there i3 nothing more pertinent than.

vo.consider carefully the circumstances -

under which it was composed and
publicly authorized. It would be ted-
tous to enter .into details, nor is it

necessary to do so, as the history of

that time is sufficiently eloquent as to
the animus of the authors 'of the Or-
dinal against the Catholic Church, as
te the abettors whom they associated
with themsolves from the heteredox
sects, and as to the end they had in
view. Being fully cognizant of the
necessary connection -between faith
lieving and ‘the law of-praying,” un-
der a pretext of returning to the
primtive form, they corrupted the lit-
urgical ordeér in. many ways to suit
the errors of the reformers, For this
reason in the whole Ordinal not only
is there no c¢lear memtion of the sagri-
fice, of eonsecration, of the sacerdo-
tium, and of the power of consecrat-
ing and offering sacrifice, but, as we
have ‘just stated, every trace of these
things, which had been in such pray-
ers of the Catholic rite as they hW
not ‘éntirely rejected, was deliberately
: In this way
the native character—or the gpirit as

‘it is called—of the Ordinal .clearly

manifests itself. Hence, if vitiated in
its origin, it was wholly insufficient to
confer Orders, it was impossible that
in the course of time it could become
sufficient since no change had taken
place. In vain those who, from the
time of Charles I., have attempted to
hold some  kind of sacrifice or of
priesthood have made some additions
to the Ordinal. In vain also has been
the contention of that small section of

the Anglican bhody formed in recent

times that the sald Odinal can be
understood  and interpreted in a
sound and orthodox sense. Such ef-

forts, We affirm, have been and are
made in vain, and for this reason
that any words in the Anglican Or-
dinal, 88 it now is, which lend them-
selves to ambiguity, -cannot be taken
in the same sense as they possess in
the Catholic rite. For once a new rite
has been initiated in which, as we
have geen, the sacrament of @rders is
adulterated or denied, and from which
all idea of consecration and sacrifice
has. been rejected, the formula “Re-
ceive the Holy Ghost,” no longer
holds.g00d:becanse the Spirlt js in-
fused Into the soul with the grace of
the Sacrament, and the words, “for
the office and work of a priest or bis-

the form its due significaton, it was
introduced too lafe, as a century had

hop” and the like no longer hold good
(Continued on page 8).
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