Tothe Editor of the Catholic.

ANGLICANISM AND THE APOSTOLI.
CAL SUCCESSION IN CANADA.

Rev. Sit,—0t lato years there is perkinps
no Catholic doctrine which has been more
amtated among Protestants, than that of’ the
Apostolical succession :~—for the most part,
huwever, superficial views seem Lo be Fnlfcn
of 1t 3 and the single tact of the transmission
o' orders, without junisdiction or avy regard
1o dectrine, alone constdered a sufficient war-
rant for clawng divine mussion.  Still, by a
learsied body in the Anglican communton,
(whatever may be said of the ighcluims they
so pompously put forward,) the doctrme has
been skilfully advanced,and in a manner which
"ag aterially exated the suspicion and dis-
ke of their Jaw-church and dissenting breth.

ren, wite, on the other hand, represent it 8 a”example, therefore, may sutlice :=Thus, Dr.” Canada for example, of the many sceieties
« popish figment” wlich truly enough ought Hooh uses the same language.~—+OFf this one * professing to be Churches of Christ, there 1s

1o Jead it advocates back again to Rome.—
Anger, animosity, and not urfrequently bitter
cnmity, has been the consequence of a strife
which hos ensued as to the respective clams

of @ the sects,” but ammdst all this e Catlio., are quite sure that only oa¢ of them can be . anydzgr- necessary to enter onan examng.

lic looks calmly on,—not wondenng at the.
miserable  dissensions of protestants ; but’

with a smile to sec €2 wuch vam  wai- pomted the Holy Catholic Church as the only iy
fare about the possession of that which is not . way unto cternal life ; he *never appointed ' points,” (1% 1. ch. x. sect. 8.)

to be had among them all. *“The Cutholic,” -

says Dr, Wisewan, « speaking of Anghcans

and dissenters, stands betweenthe two, unable (he Creed, art. ix.) And * Chrst has but ! ghe testimony of history ; »s to who the
10 recognize the claims of cither, but connect- one body, and those who are separate from, Jirst bishop was, to which communion ho be-

ed on beliefand communion, with the great
Church Catholic, through the oly See."—
{Catholic Unity, p.7.)

1tis not my intentiony, however, upon the Church wherein he lives, in orderto s comn- |, troversy, as carrted on i Engrland, knows,

present occasion, to examine into the claims
20 apostolical succession set up by the Angh.

cans,—whether they havea succession of or..
ders or not, ot whether & succession of mus. Bishop Jolly, “and the Charch in the Bishop, ! is four.ded upon the supposition that the An-
stgn or not, but—granting thetr clauns for ar. and y any be notwitl the Bishop they ave not , ghean Bishops have valid and lawiul o-ders
“in the Church ... . and there can be but enz . and junsdiction,—a supposition entirely ua-
Bishop at once in a Churen. .. a0 other ' supported by historical facts aud cuthohc
! . ' PUB= Biskop [can] mterfere i the affurrs of his dio- , princaples.
ciples. and from their own writers, that in this ' cese without involving himself mthe st of ;
country at least, the society to which they sehism (On the Chostian Church po xxv.) Houk, or many others who sght b quoted
Again, ¢ no clerayman, horeevrs oirricist on the same subject,—ane paesage may sufs
aribodox and canonical, could officate m his

gument sake—to shew from thewr own wpph.
cation of the doctrne ; from their own prin-

belong is not only not a true Church ; but
does not form any part schatever of the Church
of Christ, I wish to do this especially for the
constderation of the Zurento Churcs LEditor,
who 15 in the habit of using such phrases as
« our pure branch of the Holy and Apostohie
Church,”—¢the only branch of the Catholic

Church in this province,” and the hike: I wish officiatinz has recerved vahd ordination, 1f” he | cal successian must . . . . altogether exclude

10 shew him that the language Ae apphes to
dissenters, isupon his own principles cqually
applicable to himself” jthat every time he at-
tends St. James® Cathedral, he
the hemous sin of schisay, and worse, that he
does so in violation of the unity of Christ's
body, and thathe and Iusbrethren ¢ have not
the crutch of an excuse to lean upan,” zs—to
use lus own words— they setat naught the
teachings of the floly Scrpture, the testi-
mony of the Prnnitne Church and carly fa.
thers, . ...and the tecorded declarations of
their most iliustrious. .. . ishops and di-
vines.”

In speaking, however, of the principles of
the Church editor, I am supposing him to hold,
as he scems to do 17 part, the opinions of the
thigh Church party in England ; and not any
such trumgpery _notions as those of 'Bishob
Mountam, who in bz last charge (July 1542.)
speaks of the Anglican, as *that Church
which is properly she Church of the British
Empire.”  We arcquite at a loss 10 kuow
upon what princ.ple 1t 15 s0 anyichere—unless
indeed it be that of ¢ Parliamet Churches'
and ¢ Parliament bishops ;' of course the jearn-
ed editor of the Church acknowlcdges no
en‘!cil:.prmclplc asthis: we do not suspect him
o

Pagsing over the. wnters of the  Tracts
for the Times," (the best specimen of English
High Churchmen,) ps I om aware of »the°prc-
judice existing amainst them on account of
their ¢ Eopish tendencies,"—I shall quote a
few authore, dead and living, to whom the
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Church cannot object ; and first, the learned
divine, Palmer, ta a work* winch s “we know
strongly recommended by several [!Snghsh{

)

bishops as a text book for the use of cleric

students,” (London "imes, 26th Oct., 18341,) 1 only int two distinct places [of worship], but

speaking of zclusm,eays, “Unity of Commu.
nion bemg the law of God, both in the umver-
sal Church, and in s}l the particular Churches
in which 1t 15 arranged ; 1t 13 impossible that
1 the same place there can be several different
Churehes, uuthorized by God and umied to
Christ.  In the case of rival eommunions in a
particular locality, it is nossible that nane of

them wmay Le Chrstian; but one alone cantand trom all the invisiblo heavenly priesthood,

be the Church of' Chinist ; and 1t 13 as impos.
siblo that there should be two particular
churches i the same place, as two umversal
churches m the world ;. . .. in one locality
there can be but onesocrety whose communion
christians ace bonnd tn seek 1 preference to
all othee” (1. 1. ch iv reet 2) ‘T'lhus

1 prnciple 1 suppose will not be dizputed by | Altar, chap. 3i.)

any professing [hgh Churcliviews,  Anothce

' he says, * there cannot be fwo

suciety,’
in one snd the same place opposed

branches

{10 each other, either in disciphne or in doc- - derto salvation. ¢ It is plam” saps Paliner*

trines . .. . although there be two opposing
soctcties or more in ene place . ... yet we

the real Church.”  (Church Dict. p. 153.)
Now, as to the vbhga. on ot external com-
munton, none will deny that Christ has ap-

Heaven, nor did he botld a Church
, and make another institution
(Bn. DPearson on

two ways to
to save some
for other men's salvation.”

the body of Ch 1st, are no longer of lus body.™
(Dean Sherlock.)  Whenee * uppears the

necessity which every chnstian lies under, of

mamtaunng commnumon with the part:cular

muson with the Cherch Cathohie, amd with
Christ the head of it,”” (Archbishop Pouter, on
Church Gov't. p. 459.)

Now, © the Bishep is in the Church says

dinceze but by Ius aatherny.”  Agam, as we
cannot ¢ mve the least countenance to {the
adimmstrations of an uwsurper of the spcred
office] . ... without bemng partakers of [lus)
crime,”’—3v, (the nunistrationg in both cases
of course bemg cqually unlawful) © we are
“equally obliged to abstawn though the persor

is at that ume exercreing his arders in apposy
ton to the nghitul Bishop of the dozese
(:d. p. xxix.)

! And agun, *¢when it comes to resisting or

'

1S commilting appesing the righful bishop and satting up an | Catholic Bishop until two or three years after,

jusurper agunst hun,then itanswerstorebelion
.and . ... according to the sentiments of the
first ehristians, is the sin of Corah, Dathan
;and Aberam in the ringleaders, and of their
{company 1w those that follow them, assst
«them, or adhere to them.”  (1d.)

The singulanity of one Bishop in one place
at a ume descended from the Apostles by a
perpetnal succe-sian, 13 a prinaiple which
has ever been recormzed by the Church, and
one wiieh was formerdy ratifind by the coun-
.cil of Nice, whence writes St. Cyprian,
“smce there can be no second after the first ;
whoever is made after him wito ought to be
alone,s not a second Bshopbut is none,” and
he therefore designates such an appontment,
as *‘setting up & profane altar—-ecrecting an
aculterous charr—olfening sacrlizeous sacri-
fices against tho true priest.” and 'says clsc-
where, that « whosoever, divorced from the
Church, 1s united to an adulteress. 1s separat.
ed from the Church’s promises.” Sa, Pal-
mer, speaking of those who- establish « nival
altars” anda “ nval prniesthoed”  says, they
are ** guilty of that aggravated sclusm which
the socond mcuminical council cals herosy,”
and are * altogether cut off from the umty
of the Churchy” (I 1.ch. xu)

Agam, Johnson (Presbyier) says, » the
cuchanstis onc....and therefore when a
new altar 18 erected, 2 new Bishop ordawned
in oppositien to the former, then thereas just
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oceasion to ask that question as St. Paul did,
¢fe Christ divided ' \Vhen two several pas-
tors, assuming to themselves the privilege of
offering and conscerating the sucrawment, not

in cuntradiction to cach other, und vy two
several inconsistent clauns ; then 1t 1s evident
that one of them acts by no commnission; tor if
the true Buchorist can be had i two opposite
assemblies, then Christ’s flesh ceases to be
one. (Unbloody sacritice, Part n. ch. 9.)
Aund again, Dodwell, ** disumion from the
bishep is disunion from Christ and the Futher,

and sacnilice, and ntercession . . .. disumon
trom any one ordinary, nust conscquently be
a disunion from the whole Catholic Church,
sceing it is mpossible for any to contiwue a

member of Christ’s mystical body, who is
disunted from the mystical head of it’—
(Discourse on the one Priesthund, and wne

|

v Now, from all this it appears, tirst, that in

, one only which i3 so truly, and whose coninu
noy christians are bound at once to juia 1y or-

i wthat it is 1he duty of every one to unite him.

' self to”fthe Church)without delay, “norisit in

"tion of ull the doctrines or practices ot {the
{ Church] to ascertain their contormity with
! ehristinmty ;" even,he says,though constdered
sung, a3 teaching «theresy on several

s And secondly, the wdentity of the Church,
}depends upon the wdentty ol the Bishep, not
,any Bishop, but the Bishop, and hence upon

Jdonged,—who aw the rightful Bishops—and
"who intruders. ‘This must e quite plun to
i all, from what has been saidabove ; evervbody
indeed who is at all acquainted with the con-

¥ that the mam argament there agamst the Ca.
tholies i=, that they have no succession, as 1t
"is said their Bishops are intruders there, pos-
sessing no Jurisdiction : this-opiaioniowever,

Without referning to Palmer, Percival,

Mice fromn Dr. Pusey’s letier to the Bishiop of
Oxford(1839).and 1 quote himm tlis stance,
because he belonged to a party which vlindly
clings to the Bnghsh church, solely Ibeheve
upon ground inveolved in the principle in ques-
tion: thus he says, *smee there caniot be
Vin the same place tico suceessors ot the apos.
{{le-, the admission that e have 1he apostoli-

i

tnem (the Catholics)."(p. 117.)
In the United States adso we find the same
prnciples mentioned : thus, because they had
13 Protestant Bishop there 1 1735, and no

therefure, it is said, the Protestant Episcopal
church is the church of Christ there ; and the
catholics a schismatical body external to 1t
Now, let us apply analican principles
ta Canade,—-(principles which are graw-
ed o far with the provision that Catho-
he Bisuops alon*have junsdiction any where.
In Canada we have been uader the juns-
diction of Cathalic Bishops for ueatly two
bundred years.—Francois de Jiaval, abbot
of Montigny, was, I believe, the first ¢ Bish.
op of Canada)'—he was appointed in 1660,
whi'e there wus no Protestant Bishop he-e
until fifty years since: hence we have the
tollawing acknowledzment from Palmer.—
to which we beg the serious attention of
the Loronto Church Editor — the « Roman
Churches founded n South Americy, Ca.
nada, the Phillippines &c. by the Europeans
who tirst colomized . . . . those countries . - . .
are altogether frez from schism and are invest-
elarith the original right of Cathohc Churches
sathat no onghas aright to establish rival con.
muarlica amongr them”'  (pa b chxi. sect. 4,)
Now, as Patmer elsewhere very truly ob-

recollect this, though Palmer hmself forgets
itwhen conweniznt as will be seen—*since
Gud has commended unity in.his church, and
since Chrnist so carnestly desired and prayed
forit it follows necessarily that he must have
providmi mmeans for sustaining this unity 3 ard}

*Treatise on the Church of Christ. by the

Rev. Wm. Paliner, M. A.. 1838,

* He is speaking primarily of the Anglicau
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| revelation, the unerring judze of
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that any socicty Wwhich does not possess
means for upholding unsty of commumion and
whose fundameutal puinciples obhge them to
tolerate and even encourage separation with.
out hinit, cannot be a churcl of God"(p. 1. ch.
iv. seet, 2.)

And asit isacknowledged that the Roman s
uq trae Church ot Christ” by Palmer and
mdeed all hngh Churchien of the present
day, o5 well says thelearned Thorndike as* /
have aliways knotwon lo be accepted,” (Epilogac)
113 consequently the plain duly ot anghicans
m this country, wpon their own principles, not
oni+ to be wlling to communicate, but to
secl: coonnunion with the Roman Cathalic
Church here established.  Mr, Palmer does
indeed tell us that * 1f 1n Canada the Enghsh
commumtyumted tofthe anghcan establishment
at home] %m\'c Bishops &W’riests,”it 1s only to
be consideredprogisional” &*not designed to
interfere with the prior clauns of the Roman
Church,” but * asa matter of necessity, be-
cause the Churcl there refuses them commu
ton,” except upon conditions which he thinks
objectionatle? (p. 1, ch. xi:scct.-l‘) but every
one will a1 once percerve thisto be a nuserable
strflt mamfestly contradictory and apposed to
lis own princi.. . 8 given above. .

We say, then, to the editor of’ the Gaurch,
« thou that teachest another teachest notthy-
golf?—wetel lnm and his brethren that winle
they call dissenters Sclismatices, they ane
equally so themselves—that upon their vica
principles the Church of Rome is the Church
of Chirist in tis country, and that their gocie-
ty is external to 1t—we tell them ther I}:sh.
ops ure intruders here, and conscqueatiy to
use the words of the Protestant Parson Mr.
Fafloon, *at 15 extremely doubtful whellier au
their jutictions . . « . are notab indtis invakd,
(Chwck Journal, April 1) Land we repund
them lastly in the nuld language of their own
Grosley, that “10 setupaltar agamst wlar a-
they do, “and pulpt against pulpit . . . . 18 pit
pably inconsistent with christian ch:mty :'zml
unionard must inevitably bring Gog sdisplea-
sure on thase who do such things.’

Phus then,  out of their own mouth ' are
the anglicans of this country condemned ; 1t
us hope, however that (rewm the attention uon
so much drawn to the ductrincof the apostoti.
cal succession, they may he brought to ke
consideration of Catholic views; aud witit
many doubtless stwill be so; srdent nunded
and thinking persons—at least those who are
1ot bound down by prejudice or worldly in.
terest—willl zot be saustied with the merc
drea of Chnstan umty which angheamsia
presents: they wul see al once they absur-
ditr of those views which, if consistently «ar-
red out, woull make a man a Greck m Rossa,
a Catholicm France, and a Protestantin Log.
land ;—views founded upon principles wlreh
pive no secunty to a true futhand \\‘hl("ll‘:xh‘
no barner agamst heresy or setusm. They
will see, too, that thesmgle fact of oue Bisu-
op’s succeeding another i the san sec, may
indecd beepiscapal, but1s not epostol.cai sue-
cession—that theee canbe no apos oheal suc.
cession. where there 13 not g sueces<on 2t
valid orders and jurisdiction, or right to exer-
ase such orders, as well as umiornty of thith
and wentityo! rehgious principle. And whez
the anglican does sce thus far, we may hupe
all thinges of hom m time :he will scon learn o
look upon the Bishop of Rome, netas that
proud priest,”, but as the successor of Petery
‘the rock o the church,’ and the essential cen-
ot of unity, not as antichrist, but as the Viear
of Christs and upon the Churchof Rome, not
as an +1dolatrous church” but asthe one Holy
Catholic and apostolc church. And he wil
soon ccase moreover, it we istake not, evesn
to respect the names of those so-called refer
mers,whowhile they gravely acknowledgediln
principle thatthe Church aline * hath authon-
v 1n controversics of faith,” sct at.nought ail
church authoriry& assumad it themselves. He
will cease looking to the English Bishops 1or
theirgloss uponscripture or the fathers,and will
look 1o .the Church,.and * hear the Church,”
the divinely appowted and fathful witness of
doctrine. and
4 pillar and ground of ot He will cease
to rest upon individual witcrpretation, but re-
POse upon her authority as the only sur¢ mo-
tive whercon to ground hisassent to the reveai.

serves,—and we wish anglicans would alicays| og word of. God.—And he will find at last.

il anglican unity 1s on?e thing, and  Cathotic
tnity another; tiat while the one s but a
dresm of the fancy, the other 18 something
to be fel and not fancied anly.
" Believeme, Rev. Sir.
Youre respectfullys
A Lavuan,

King.ton, May 4th, 1813,

establishment in England.



