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ANGLICAN CHURCH HISTORY

Our attention has heen called to a
lecture delivered in St. James’ Angli-
can Church, Guelph, by the rector,
Rev. A. J. Belt, upon the History of
the Reformation, and especially of the
Church of England.

Tt is difficult to tell from Rev. Mr
Delt's address, to what section of the
Church of England he belongs, whether
High, Low, Broad, or Erastian, for his
lecture is, we presume designedly,
somewhat nondescript in regard to
doctrine. There are claims put for
ward which would seem to indicate
that the lecturer should be ranked
among the highest of the Ritualists, as
the pretence that the Church of Eng-
land is one with the ancient Church
which existed Dbefore the Norman iu-
vasion, and that the English Reforma
tion was ‘‘not a question of crosses
and postures, of lights and vestrents.
It was first of all a demand for the
freedom of the Church of Fogland from
a foreign yoke. It was an
appeal for reverting to the teachings
and practices of the primitive Church,
the principles on which it was carried
on being, * Lot the old customs pre
vail.”"”

It would seem that none but a fol-
lower of Dr. Pusey's celebrated Trac-
tarian movement would dare to appeal
thus confidently to the teachings of the
early Christian Church ; for it was by
the study of these teachings, and the
discovery that they agree with the
teachings of the Catholic Church, that
the High Church party introduced into
the Church of Eogland those very
practices of which the Rev. Mr. Belt
speaks so flippantly as ‘* a question of
crosses and postures, of lights and
vestments,”

But, on the other hand, this very
flippancy would show that the rector 13
decidedly of Low Church sentiments,
else why would he make light of a mat
ter which his own Bishop, and many of
his fellow clergy, look upon as being of
the highest importance ?

The Rev. Mr. Belt makes light of the
questions of postures and crosses, lights
and ve should know

stments—but he

necessary for

us to discuss the
question here whether it be expedient
or not that a Church should bave g0
flexible a creed as this, but we mention
the facts of the case to show how pre-
posterous is the Rev. Mr. Beit's pre-
tence that the Church of England
bears any resemblance either to the

| Primitive Christian Church, or to the

Church as it existed in England be-
fore the Norman conquest. |
On many other points, Mr. Belt's
statements are as unreliable as those
we have already indicated. It would |
occupy more space than we could give
the subject in the present issue to re-
fute at length all the errors into which |
the lecturer floundered; we shall there- |
fore confine our present remarks to the |
consideration of his statement that it
was William the Conqueror who intro-
duced into England the doctrine of the
supremacy of the Pope over the Church
of Christ, and for the first time sub-
jected the Church in England to the
authority of the Pope.
We must here premise that Mr. Belt's
statement ill accords with the claims of
many of his brethren, who profess that
the Church of England of modern
times is one and the same with the pre-
Reformation Church in England.
Thus at the last Pan Anglican Council
the Archbishop of Canterbury pro-
claimed himself to be the successor of
St. Augustine in the continuity of one
Church.
The very fact of such diversity of
claims is enough to show that some

Anglican clergymen are willing to
grasp at any theory which will give a

plausible color to their claim to pos

sess Apostolicity of Episcopal succession,
but as these theories are all contradic-
tory to each other, they disprove and
refute each other, and are equally
valueless,

To meet the
ment we shall adduce only a few testi-

RRev. Mr. Beit's argu-

monies, but these few are conclusive as
showing that the doctrine of the Pope’s
Supremacy was recognized in England
by the Episcopate of ages past, just as
throughout the world, as
Mosheim himself confesses when treat-
ing of the third century.
“i:l(ll‘_\'

it was
Sae Ecc.

England was part of the universal
Christian Church from the time of the
introduction of Christianity by mission-
aries who were sent by Pope Eleuther-
ius in 183 to baptize King Lucius, and
establish the faith of Christ in Britain.
Venerable Bede, who belonged to the
Saxion period, gives full particulars
of this event, recorded
fully by the earlier British writer,
Gildas. It is recorded also by Bede
and Gildas, and other early writers,
that Bishops from Britain sat in Council
with other Bishops from all parts of the
world, at Aries in 314, at Sardica in
347, and at 359 These
Councils orthodox,

which is also

Rimini in
were thoroughly
and their acts, acknowledging the au-

that even Low Churchmen cegard these

questions as being 8o momentous

ﬂn'_', are at the present tune ready to
rend their Church asunder rvather
than let it rest in its present position

To th Tect did Canon Varrar of Lon

don declare himselt when recently he
put | elf forward as the new stand

ard ind champion of the Low
Church party. The Rev. Mr. Balt

therefors, is evidently nondescript in
his | He has nothing in com

mon with either of the

parties which now divide his Church
and make its synodical assemblages
hidesus with their broils and bicker

ings, not only on the subjects of
postures, vestments, ete., but also in
regard to the doctrines which ought to

be taught to the people

The Rev. Mr. Belt has nothing in
common with either, yet, strange to

say, neither has he any opinion dis
cordant with either ot these parties:
but he declaves in his simplicity that
““the English Church,” that is to say,
this agglomeration of warring parties
with all their discordant views, '* was,
and is, ready to abide by the practice
of the early Church.” This is equiva
lent to that the primitive
Church, like the Church of England of
to-day, taught every variety of doc-
trine, from

saying

Rationalism
and anti Scripturism of Bishops Hoadly
the Ritualism aud
Jishop Temple and
¢ Father ” Ignatius — an absurdity too

the extreme

and Colenso, to
Monasticism of

patent to need serious refutation.

The Church of England has really
no fixed creed, inasmuch as its ac-
cepted creeds are tortured into every

conceivable meaning,

to settle their real meaning on any

; » 4 ¥ good character came with his two
one of the points so vehemently dis- Rev. Me. Belt’s lecture ina future ywives, each of whom had four children, !
puted. Indeed it is the boast of many 158me A i and asked permission to build on th(:

y clergy o dishops that the Vb e ho | iaal i '
of the clory y nd ‘ Bishoy it th Patvick ], Danovan, son of the late Cornel-  mission reserve, and to be instructed
ereed of the Church is broad cnough to 1 Duonovan, has vetornad th St Jerome’s 5 Christianity
include any Lnglishman what { wlin, It i« Patvick, not Edward " AriSIR DLV,

I, R0 R, hat ! ed in our report of the late Inspec. The only difficulty in the way of his

ever may be his belief. It is not tor's death taken trom the Hamilton 7imes, =

thority of the Holy See of Rome, are
extant. These acts were signed by the
British as well as by the other Bishops
present.

the

It will sufiice to quote here
words of the Council of Sardica,
which are a sample of what occurred on
the other occasions referred to:

If any Bishop thinks he has been
in any cause misjudged let us honor
the memory of the Apostle P and
let those that have judgzed the cause
write to Julius, Bishop of Rome, that
by the neighboring Bishops of the Pro-
vinee the judgment may be renewed,
and he furnish judges.” (Labbe's Coun
l'i[\.

eter,

The British Dishops constantly re
ferred to Pope Eleutherius as being
the father of their Church, and from
him they claimed their jurisdiction ;
but amid the troubles and wars of the
Britons, who were driven by the Pagan
Saxons to the mountains of Wales and
neighboring counties, the intercourse
with Rome was for a time interrupted,
until the conversion of the Saxons by
St Augustine.  But St. Augustine
himself was commissioned also by a
Pope, and from the Pops he and his
SUCCeSSOrs their
Canterbury.

zgot jurisdiction as
The

authority of the Pope always continued

Archbishops of

| Council
| authorities had no control over him,

POLYGAMOUS CHRISTIANITY.

It is well known that, years ago,
Bishop Colenso, the Anglican Bishop of
Natal, gave permission to his Zulu con-
verts to retain as many wives as they
had in Heathenism when they embraced
Christianity, but his course both in
this respect and in regard to his
attacks on the truth and inspiration of
Holy Secripture were repudiated by the
ecclesiastical authorities of the Church
in England. This repudiation did not
affect his standing as a Bishop, how-
ever, as it was decided by the Privy
that the English Church

and he retained his Bishoprie till his

{ death, sustained by the law of the|

land, which is the high triounal in the
Charch.

It is not so generally known that at
a meeting of the Church of England
synod, held at Umtata recently, under
presidency of the Bishop of St. John's,
it was laid down as a rule that chief-
tains having several wives may be
admitted to baptism and the Lord’s
Supper without putting aside any of
their wives. The wives also may be
admitted to these sacraments. Thus
Bishop Colenso’s ethics have triumphed
in the Church, in Zululand at least.

It is no wonder that the chiefs, who
find that they are not obliged tochange
their Heathenish modes of life, find it
a quiet and easy matter to become
Christians after the fashion of the mis-
sionaries who have invented these new
methods of leading a Christian life, and
that much of the recent
boasted of Protestant success in Chris-
tianizing the savages of South Africa
is attributable to the easy code of morals
to which the converts are expected to
conform themselves,

it 18 said

It .is some time since these facts
were made known, but they were
strenuously denied by the Protestant
press, not from any positive informa-
tion which they possessed on the sub

isct, but because the thing seemed too
preposterous for belief. We are, how

ever, informed by a recent issue of the
Liverpool Catholic Times that the
Very Rev. Father Monginoux, of the
Oblate Fathers, Prefect Apostolic of
Basatoland, has written a letter which
states positively that *“ in order to gain
over the chiefs and headmen, who are
the worst polygamists in the Kaffir
nations, the Anglican missionaries
are actually receiving into their
Church, baptizing, and admitting to
the communion, the women who be-
long to these chief men, and also the
chiefs themselves when they can be
induced to call themselves Christians.”
Father Monginoux says :

““ T do not call them wives, because
even in the eyes of the polygamists
themselves, there is one woman in each
household who is the wife.”

The missionaries have
thus put the glamour of sanctity over
polygamy, and in many villages there
are chiefs receiving the’ sacrament of
the C

Anglican

ymmunion with their numerous
wives. Thus in East Grigualand one

chief has been admitted to the Church
who receives the sacrament regularly
Another
a chief who was
received into the Catholic Church when
he was sick. He had two wives, but
he was told that he must put one of
them away in order that he might be a
Christian.

along with his nine wives.
in

tance is given of

He did this for a time ; but
when he was restored to health he re-
turned to his two wives. He was then
rebuked by the priest, and, continuing
to live with both his wives, he was cut
off from the Catholic Church. This
man has been received into the Church
of England, and is admitted to Com.
munion at Easter and Christmas

This

question of admitting poly-

gamists to receive Christian sacra-
ments appears to have heen long
under consideration by Protestant

missionaries in Africa, but it does not
appear that any decisive action in this
direction has been taken officially by
any Protestant Church except the
Church of England
ever, that the

to be recognized, as we find by the
writings of Venerable Bede, though it
is not to be that, ftrom
time, under both Saxon
and Norman rule, there were occa-

denied
time to

siona! manifestations of dise : : 7
; L l ‘l discontent | yolates in his ** Forty Years Among
against measures taken by successive ’ " ; ;
‘l‘n' . i > e UCCOSSIVE | the Zulus " that it was an occasional
ypes. Such  manifes ; .
opes s stations  no | gaeyrrence for polygamous converts to
more prove that England  was

independent of the Pope in ecclesiasti-

| cal matters than do occasional family |
and there is no | broils indicate that parental authovity
authority now which dares, or is able |

is never recognized.

Wa shall make further

who i8 studying for the priesthood,

romarks on

of admitting such converts. The Rev.
missionary of

American Board of Foreign Missions,

Josiah Tyler, a

It appears, how.
missionaries of other
Churches are left very much to their
own discretion as regards the question

the

his having two wives, both of whom
desired to become Christians with him,
but neither would give him up as a
husband .

Mr. Tyler himself expresses the opin- |
jon that it is not proper to receive
polygamous converts to the Church
fellowship, and he explained to the in- |
tending convert that polygamy is an
evil *‘not in accordance with the teach- '
ings of the gospel.” He advised the
Zalu, therefore, to pray fervently for
the guidance of the Holy Spirit, assur-
ing him that if he did so he would
receive divine direction. He acted on
this advice, but whatever may have
been the result of his prayers, he re
tained both wives, and we are informed
that ‘‘he grew in Bible knowledge
and stability of Christian character.”
It may be presumed that even
though Mr. Tyler may not have ad-
mitted him to full communion as a
Christian, he found some other minister
more flexible on this point. At all
events, 1t is certain that other mission-
aries beside those of the Church of
England have admitted polygamists to
the Church, and there is nothing to
prevent them from so doing where
every one is left to his own fancies for
his Christian ethics.

We may ask what is to prevent
Mormonism in America from being
now recognized as one of the Christian
Protestant) denominations, when poly.
gamy is to be allowed in the land of
the Zulus? Surely Christianity is the
same for America as for South Africa.

IRELAND AND HOME RULE.

There is great jubilation in the Tory
camp in England and Ireland because
of differences of opinion between mem-
bers of the Irish Nationalist party, and
they have been for some time past
busy proclaiming that the question of
Home Rule for Ireland is now a dead
issue. Mr. Smalley, the London cor-
respondent of the New York Tribune,
is also delighted at beinz able to assert
the same thing day after day in the
columns of thatjournal, which, though
once regarded as an independent
American journal, representing the
opinions of a large section of the Amer-
ican people, has so deteriorated as to
have become the New York organ of
Irish landlordism, as far as its treat-
ment of Irish questionsis concerned.

We are gratified that we are able to
announce that the Home Rule question
is far from being a dead issue. Itis
true that the necessities of the{position
at present existing have deferred its
consideration. It was the present
Parliament which undertook to settle
it by means of a bill which would have
been satisfactory to the Irish people,
and as far as the popular House of
Parliament is concerned, Ireland has
nothing to complain of ; but, as our
readers will all that bill
was burked by the House of Lords,

remember,

which took special pains to roll up a
heavy and
agaiust it—a majority of 400.

unprecedented majority
But in
thus acting the Lords have overreached
themselves, and by recording such a
majority against the measure, instead
of making it a dead issue, they have
raised the question of their right to
thwart the wishes of the people of the
three kingdoms. Are they to be
allowed to repeat this mode of action
at pleasure > The Liberal party with
one voice answers in the negative, and
it is well known that as the Liberals
speak, so speaks the country in the
long run. There may be a delay of a
few months, or a few years ; but when
the Liberal party makes a definite
pronouncement of policy, that policy
mustin the end prevail.

In regard to Home Rule the policy
of the Liberals is settled. The latest
utterances of the members of the
Cabinet have been as unmistakable as
they were during the general election
campaign, when the whole question at
jssue was that of Home Rule.
Roseberry, the Earl of Ripon, the Earl
of Kimberly and Earl Spencer have all
spoken recently and
matter, and the
nouncement has been
effect—that the question has not been,
and will not be shelved.

member of the House of Commons, Mr.

|

| African villages, where a man of con-
|l 4 i

i siderable intelligence and of reputed

admission to the Church was the fact of

apply for admission into the Church.
| He gives a striking instance of this
which occurred at oune of the South | ANSWE

Irish Home Rnle dead ?” and his own
tive.
ley said gleefully in his New York
paper:

'
clusions are drawn this time from very !
insufficient premises.

Lord

clearly on the
burden of their an-
to the same

A few weeks ago a certain Liberal

McEwan, of Centre Edinburgh, putitas
a connundrum to his coustituents: “‘Is

v to the query was an affirma-
Commenting on this, Mr. Smal-

Though Mr. McEwan is in general
a supporter of the Liberal party, he is |

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUE

——ace

TION, Ne

It was announced some wecks ag
8 ago

that the Privy Council had reached the

very far from being the dictator of its | conclusion that the appeal of the Catp

policy. He has, in fact, but little
ability, and still less influence in the
party of which he is one of the most
slippery and unreliable supporters,
having voted ineffectually against his
party on several occasions when all
its available strength was needed to
carry through its measures of reform
with prestige. A member who does
thus at a critical moment is regarded
with suspicion by his party, and this is
precisely Mr. McEwan's position. We
may well contrast his language with
that of the men whom the Liberals re-
spect, and whose words are uttered
under the consciousness of a respon-
sibility in which the whole party is in-
volved. Thus a few weeks ago Earl
Spencer said :

“ We are told by our opponents that
the question of Ireland is shelved, and
no longer a part of the Liberal pro-
gramme. So far is this from being
the c. e, I assert that the Liberal party
are pledged up to the hilt in favor ot
Home Rule, and if that party were
ever to give up that pledge, I for one
would no longer co operate with them.
1 should feel myself dishonored, and
that I ought to be driven from the
society of honest politicians if I aban
doned my pledges. But there is no
danger of the Liberal party trying to
escape from its pledges to the Irish.”
To similar effect spoke the Marquis
of Ripon, also a member of the (zovern-
ment :

*“I am as strong a Home Ruler as
ever I was at any period of my life. I
look upon our pledges to the people of
Ireland as pledges of honor which we
are bound to fulfil. I will be no party
to any policy and no member of any
(Government which does not honestly
fulfil those pledges.”

In presence of these statements and
others to the same effect by Lord Rose-
berry, Mr. Morley, and other promin
ent Liberals within and without the
Government, Mr. Smalley’s inferences
deduced from the fantasies of an unim-
portant individual member. even
though he be nominally a I.iberal, are
of but little significance.

At the present moment it would be
useless to bring before the House for
the sezond time the Home Rule Bill.
It would be again rejected by the Lords,
and therefore the Liberals intend to
deal so effectually with the Lords that
they will not again have the opportun-
ity of treating it as they did before.
It has been announced, over and
over again, by the Liberal leaders that
at the next election the issue will be the
curtailment of the Lords’ power. The
constitution must be respected, but the
time has come when that portion of the
constitution which the
equal power with the Commons must be
reformed. The Parliament must te
popularized, and Home Rule will fol-
low quickly enough.

gives Lords

It is possible that the Liberals may
not win the next general election, for
we all know how readily popular opin-
when it
depends upon a bare majority : but
it is certain that the day is at hand
when there will be an overwhelming

ion veers with every gale,

majority of the British public in favor
of justice to Ireland,

The differences of opinion
Irish Nationalists may delay the con-
summation, but they cannot put if off
indefinitely, for whatever may be their
differences, there is no true Irishman
who does not yearn for the day of re-
lief which must bring peace and pros-
perity to the nation with it.

among

It cannot be expected that the opin-
ions of Irishmen shall be uniform on all
subjects. There is no country in the
world where such unity as this exists,
and we do not pretend that Irishmen
are differently constituted from the
rest of mankind. We have not unity
of opinion in Canada : yet the Domin-
ion governs itself with suflicient suc-
cess for all practical purposes, and
Irehland will be able to govern itself
also, in spite of disagreements on some
subjects. But it is nevertheless to be
regretted that at the present moment,
when unity is so important, there
should be a disagreement on vital
We are glad to say, how-
ever, that though the dissensions be-
tween Nationalists and Parnellites still
exist, and there is considerable rancor
manifested between these two parties,
the differences between the National-
ists proper are very likely to be healed
soon, and that at the worst they have
not resulted in a disruption of the
party.

questions.

| alleged iniquity of that rejection.”

¢ This, of course, absolves the House !
of Lords of all blame for rejecting that '
Bill, and cuts the ground from under
that agitation which is based on the

This 7ribune correspondent has un-
doubtedly a vigerous pen, but his con-

W publish this week the Encycli-

olics of Manitoba against the Acts of the
Provincial Legislature abolishing Sep.
arate schools in that Province had heey
gustained, to the extent thas it is de
cided that there is a case for the Caty.
olics to appeal to the Governor -Genera)

in Council for redress against injustice
inflicted upon them by the Manitol,
School Acts of 1890,

On the 29th ult. judgment was
rendered by the Judicial Committee o
the Conncil, fully bearing out the pro-
spective statement, the decision being
to the effect that the Catholics have 3
case on which the Dominion Govery
ment has authority under the terms of
union to set aside the Manitoba Acts
under which injustice has been in.
flicted on the Catholic minority.

It will be remembered that in 1342
there was a decision by the Privy
Council which doees net seem to bLe
entirely consistent with the present
one. It was then settled that the Pro
vince has the exclusive right to legis

late on the subject of eduecation, pro
vided that no religious denominatioy
were deprived of rights enjoyed at the
time of the union, and, further, tha:
the Acts of the Provincial Legi:lature
had not deprived the Catholic body of
any rights so enjoyed. As a conse
quence of this, it was decided that it is
within the power of the Manitoba
Legislature to pass the Acts in ques
tion.

We have constantly held that this
decision of the Privy Council dealt
harshly and unjustly with the Cathel

minority, still of
opinion. Before the uuion Catholics
and Protestants alike
privilege of having Separate schools
and as both received equally their fai:
share in all public school funds appor
tioned for educational purposes, it

and we are that

enjoyed the

ap
peared to us a very poor subterfuge t
assert, as that decision did practically,
thatCatholics had no rightsorprivilege
under the former Government of the
Territory, and that therefore no rights
were taken from them under the re
cent legislation of the Province. The
decision appeared to us the more pre
posterous as it was provided in the
Dominion Manitoba Act that not only
rights guaranteed by law, but also
those which existed by custom, should
continue under the Union.

Thisprovision wasespecially intended
by the Canadian Parliament for the
protection of the minority in educa
tional matt and at the time the
minority was Protestant. Perhaps this
was one reason why it was S0 unan
imously passed by Parliament: but
as soon as Manitoba had a decidedly
Protestant majority, the
was thrown to the winds, and the
Catholic schools were at once abolished

ers,

guarantee

as far as regarded their legal status
We may well imagine that if the
case had been reversed, and that the
Catholic majority in Manitoba, while it
existed, had attempted to deprive the
Protestant minority of their schools, the
whole country would have raised ai
outery against such an ontrage aund
breach of faith, yet Catholics were ex
pected to submit passively, and leave
matters as they were : such being the
advice given them by the non Catholi
press.

Great eredit is due to the Catholics of
Manitoba, and especially of Winnipeg,
that they have persevered in seeking
justice, and the recent decision has
crowned their efforts with success.

We were told 'that the decision of the
Privy Council in 1892 had settled the
matter finally, and that it was useloss
to push it further. The CarTnoLi
Recorp frequently called attention 0
the fact that there still remained an ap-
peal to the Governor-in-Council to re
pair the injustice, and it is on this point
that the Privy Council has just given its
decision, to the effect that the Catho
lics of Manitoba may look to the Domin
ion Government and Parliament for
redress, if it be refused by Manitobd
itself,

When the Manitoba School Acts ol
1890 were passed it was within the
power of the Governor-General to dis-
allow them. This would undoubtedly
have been an extreme measure, inas
much as the Provinces are very jeal
! ous of interference with their legisla
tion on the part of the Dominion
Gevernment : yet we are satisfied that
the circumstances were such as would
have justified such interference. It
was the evident intention of Parlia:
ment in passing the Manitoba Act that

cal letter of His Holiness Pope Leo XIII.
| United States. This is the only com-

yet appeared in any Canadian paper.

to the Archbishops and Bishops cf the

plete report of the document which has

the majority in the Province should be
restrained from impising upon the
minority a system of education which
should do violence to their rcligiou$
convictions, and it was supposed at the



