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One further argument might ba adduced,
taken from the contradictory opinions of Roman
authorities themeelves, One would suppose
that the language of the Roman Misssl, in the
Collect fcr the Vigil of St. Peter and St. Paul,
would by itself be sufficient to decide the
maiter : ‘ Grant, we beseech Thee, Almighty
God, that thou wouldest not suffer us, whom
thou hast. established on the Rock of the Apos
tolic Confession [and not Peter, be it observed]
to be shaken by any- disturbances.,” There are
five other great commemorations of ; Poter in

he Roman Missal, but none of the collcots refer
o him as the Rock.*

Of all the Churches in the first ages of the
Christian era the Church of Rome has the least
olaim to an Apostolic origin, We read of
Churches in the Aocts of the Apostles founded
by apostles ‘in various places, but no apostle
had ever visited Rome when Paul wrote his
Epistle to the Roman Christians. The Church
in the first inetance was certainly of Greek
rather than of Latin ¢xtraction, It appears, eo
far as wo cun learn, to bave grown up
spontaneously under the ivfluence of Greek
Christisn immigration, * For some consider
able part «f the first three conturies the Chureh
of Rome, and most, if not all, the Churches of
the West, were if we may g0 speak, Greek
roligious colonies, Their language was Greck,
their organizalion Greek, their writers Greek,
their Soriptures Greek, and many vestiges and
traditions show that their ritual and their
liturgy was Greck. . . . All the Chris-
tian writings which appeared in Rome ard in
the West are Groek ; the Epistles of Clement,
the Shepherd of Hermas; the Clementine Reo-
cognitions and Homilies; the works of Justin
Martyr down to Cuius and Hippolitus.”— ( il
man's Lat. Christiamity, Vol. 1,, 32, 33 )

But supposing that it was all true and prov-

_ able with rogard to the alloged primacy of
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Poter, uxd that our Lord had really constitnted
him to have supreme jurisdiotion over tha other
aposiles and over the entire Church, that would
have been after ail but a personal right, "and
not an official one. Not & word is eaid
about tho delogation or transmission of such
suthority to others as his successors, Poter
was sole in the matter. To him alone wero the
words epckon, “* Thou art Peter.” To the pre-
gent day the Bishopa of Rome do not appoint
their suvcossors or delegate any cflice to them,
A ypersonal privilege, according to Roman
ecclesiastical law, dics with the decease of the
porson or persons originally named in the
grant. Judged by this principle, therefore, tho
claim of the Bishop of Rome to universal supre.
macy must {sll 1o the ground.

And in what s position does this monstrous
olaim place all tho other Churohes of Christon
dom? What of the Greek Church with its
millions of pecple? What of the great Anglican
Churoh, sosttered throughout the world ? What
of the vast bodies of professing Christians
known a8 Nonconformists? Are all to be out
off from the true faith because they find no
shelter under the shadowy and apooryphal
olaims of ‘*the Chair of Poter 2"

Tho Ultramontane thecry of to.day is that
the Roman Choroh is the only Church in the
world; and that the mero faot of having sepa
rated irom it kas ipso facto unchurched all other
Christisn communions, 8o that, for example,
the Eustern Church is now only the ** Photian
Sobism.” But Rome has in former days, as we
know from the history of the Council of Flor-

*Tho first B-sslon of the Counocll of Trent deorecd that
tho symbol of f«ith of the Holy Roman Church was the
firm and only Foundation, against which the gatesof he 1
phould not provail,

enoce, confessed that :he Churoh is divided, and
therefore she is not consistent with herself in
this matter.

We may here observe that another Couneil,
the General of Chaloedon, declared tho Roman
Primaoy to be merely of ecclesiastical appoint.
ment and not of Divine right. While Pope
Leo refused to be bound by the canon, it must
be remembered. that be did so only on the
ground that it interfered with the rights
seoured to the Soes of Antioch and Alexandris
by the canons of the Couucil of Nicseu, and that
he did not complain of any injary done to hir
own olaime. Pope Leo strongly maintained the
orthodoxy of the Council of Chaleedon.

One would think that a Charch that makes
%0 bigh & claim to universal supremacy a8 the
Church of Rome wculd be able to vindicate it
by her theological learning and guidance, by
which the whole Church had benefitted; but
what is the fact ? The Bishops of Rome &s a
clags, have never been distingunished for their
theological learning ; no great School of Divin-
ity ever flourished there; and the city long
ago earned a name for itself a3 a oentre of de-
moralization, ignorance, and superstitions, It
is only in these latter days, and under civil in
place of ecclesiastical jarisdiction, that Rome
has improved.

Mr. R H. Hutton, a liberal Auglican layman,

in his Theologioni E:says, peints how for nigh
one thousand five hundred years Romo has
exhibited a striking example of the permanency
of type—of a bad moral type—disregusrdful f
truth ard unscrupulous in its efforts after uni.
vereal supremacy. The following is & striking
evidence to the corruption of Roman ecclesias
ticism from the writings of another great liberal
thinker, the late Dean Sianley:—
“ No one would say that the oocupants of the
Papal Chair have been the chief intellectual or
poral oracles of mankiuvd: with the exception
of Leo the Grest and Gregory the Great in
early times, and of Benediet XiV, in later
tires, there is hardly a single Pontiff who
ranks with the lominaries whose writings have
enlightened the Church., Baut it is unnccessary
to refuie & claim whioch is not maintained ex
cept with so many reservations as to deprive it
of any meaning. It is encugh to state the well.
known fact that whilst some brilliant examples
of ccurage, generosity, and tolerance have beer
placed before the worid on the pontifical throne,
these huve been counterbalanced by an average
of medioority, and by excesses of wickedness
10t snrpassed in avy Huropean monarchy. Itis
enongy to ask whethor, whilst there have been
many bulls giving the pontifical sanction to the
pernicious doctrine of the unlawfuloess of
usury, and the belief in witcheraft, there have
been any repudisting those dootrines? "—
Essays on Church and State, p. 384.

Now let us take an Uliramontsne authority
Cardinal Baronius, in his Annals, writes of the
Roman Church in the tenth century :—

“ What .was then the semblunce of the Holy
Roman Church ? As foul as it oould be : when
harlots, superior in power as in profligacy,
governed at Rome, at whose will sees were
transferred, Bishops were appointed, ard, what
is horrlble and awful to say, their paramours
were intruded into the See of Peter; false
pontiffs who are set down in the catalogue of
Roman Pontiffs merely for chronological pur.
poses ; for who can say that perzons thus basely
introduced by such courtezans were legitimate
Roman pontifit? No montion can be found of
vleotion or subeequent consent on the part of
the olergy; all the Canons were buried in
cblivion, the decrees of the Popes stiflud, the
snoient traditions put under the ban, and the
old oustoms, sacred rites, and former usages in
the election of the Chief Pontiff were quite abo-
lished. Msd lust, relying on wordly power,
thus claimed all a5 its own, goaded on by the
ting of smbition, Christ was then in a deep
sleep in the ship, when this ship itscll was
covered by the waves and these great tompests
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were blowing. . . . ‘And what seemed worse,
there were no disoiples to wake Him with their
cries a8 He slept, for all were snoring. You
can imagine as you please what sort of presby-
ters and deacons were chosen as cardinals by
these monsters.”—Baron, ©* Ann.” 912, viii,

Finally, here is the testimony of an Irish
Roman Catholic as to the moral failure of the
Church of Rome in Ireland :—

% The systom is one, though multiform in
oharsoter ; and so regarded it is & repudiation
of the Deoslogue, .an outrage on the funda.
mental principles of morality, and & ne; ‘tion
of the dogmas of Christianity. . . . Ono v the
most eminent Catholio divines in Europe, con-
templating the- spectacle which Ireland pre.
sented lately, is reported—and I believe
oorrectly—to have said that the Catholie Church
had failed as a moral teacher in Ireland.”—ZTie
Priest in Polilics, by the late P. J. Smyth, M. P,

THE CHURCH IN THE U.S.

The history of the Protestant Episcopal
Charch in the United States-=ay ve said to
date from the preliminary convention held in
New York, October 6th, 1784, consisting of
fifteen olergymen and eleven laymen. Previous
to that time there was no organization separate
feom the Churck of England. In the limited)
space we have we can only give s chronologica
ontline of the leading events of the formation
and growth of the Church to its present posi-
tion. The main faots embodied ara derived
from Bishop Perry’s history of the Amerioun
Episcopal Church, The first service of the
Bagiish Church in America of which wo have
any record was held by Master Wolfall, Chap.
lain of Frobisher's flaet, oo the rhores of Hud-
son Bay, in 1678, The next year the adven-
taresome mariner, Francis Drake, sailing up
the Paoific coast, landed for repairs, and gath.
ering his crew, in the preserce of the assembled
natives, hold a service of prayer and thanks.
giving. This service probably at, or near San
Prancisoco, the first within the territory of the
United States. was conducted by Rev. Francis
Fletcher, Sunday, June 21st, 1579. Services
were also keld on the coast of North Carolina
as early as 1684 by the expedition under Sir
Whalter Raleigh, Iu the year 1607 an attempt
was made o ostablish an English colony at the
mouth of the Kennebeo. Two ships landed
there, undor the conmmand of Captain Gilbort
and Captain Popham, and as the record says,
¢ Sunday, the 9th of August,in the morning
the most part of our whole company of both
our ships landed on this island, the which we
oall the 8t. George’s Island, where the cross
standeth, and there we heard a sermon deliv-
ered unto us by our preacker, giving Gcd
thanks for our huppy meeting and safe arrival
into the country, and so returned aboard sgiin,’
The officiating minister was the Rev, Richard
Soymour, and this waa the first service of tho
Charch in New England. While in aone of
tho places montioned was either the ¢lony or
the Church perpetaated, Virginia holds the
honor of planting the Church on these shores
and making a beginning that has a continuous
history. This was the establishment of the
colony at Jamestcwn. The following guaint
de-cription by & chronicler of the time givesan
interesting pioture of the primitive church :—
¢« When I first went to Virginia, I well remem-
bor. We did haog an awning (which is au old
gaile) to three or four trees to shadow us from
the Sanne, our walls were rales of wood, our
geats unhewed trees; till we cut plankes: our
pulpit a bar of wood nailed to two neighboring
troes ; in foule weather we shifted into an old
rotten tent, for wee had few better, and this
csme by the way uf adventure for new. his
was our church till we built a homely thing
like & barn, set upon cratchets, covered with
rafts, scdge and earth ; g0 was also the walls ;




