verts. Their hturgy ugreed with .he Greek s and
the religion of the driei continued ten centuriee
diffcrent from that of Rome; which s a strong
evidence of our receiving tho gospel from the
Qroek missionaries, and not from the Romsn.”
§eo also Lond. Prot, Joor. 1834, p. 197,

Dr. O*iialloran, a very cminent Roman ¢atho-
he antiquarian, has been conmrained by historis
cal cvidence, lo admit this trutn, ¢ 1 atrangly
suspeet,” says he, “ihat by Aslatle, or African
mfiseionaries, or through thetw, by Spanish oncs,
were our ancestore instructed in chrisianity ;
because they rigidly adhered to their ustoms as
1o tonsure, and the \ime of celebrating Easter.
Certaln it is, that St. Patrick found an cstablish-
ed hicrarchy in lIreland.””  See alio Lond. Prot.
Jour. 1834, p. 1u8,

Aad Ushcer bas shown out of the Greck writers
of the lfc of Cheysostom, that o ecriain embassy
of clergy from the isles of Britain and Ireland,
camo to Constantinople (not to Rome) toconsult
the patriarch Methadius, in A. D. 843, and os-
.2rtain the decunents about the points in which
they had always differed from the Romsn church,
and agreed with the Greek church. See Usher’s
Religion of the anctont krish, p. 85. « hrysost.
‘Tom. viii. p. 321,

‘This holy religign was introduced at 2o eatly
reriod of the christian cra, into Britain and lrc-
and. \We havo ample materiats toillustrate this ;
but I shall not stop here to exhibit them. 1 refer
to tho able rescarches of Stillingfleet in his An-
tiquities of the British churches; 1o Spelman’s
Exordium Christianx Religionis in Britaunia, p.
3, which is prefixed to his Councils. 1 refer also
10 Dr. Burgess’ recent work on The Ouigin and
Independence of the Brilish churches ; and to the
able review of the Lifc of Wickliff by Le Bas,
fn the London Protestant Journel, for 1832, p.
247308, .

‘Fhere is, perhaps, ne point in ancient church
bistory more clcarly established than this, that
the p1mitive, apostolical religioff of Christ four-
ished in Britain and Ireland in the firet Six cen~
tarfes, uninterrupted by any successful irruption
ef popery. .

The following is a specimen of the proof of
this importans fact.  Bishop Burgess has shown
thig there aro seoen rema;kn te chchg in toe first
sevcn centuries, r;lntipg,to the ancicut British
churcb¥s. N

Under the first cpoth, Sullivgllest (Works, v,
$il. p. 23) and Rurgess (pp. 48, 61, 103, 120,
129) have collected the ancient doctments cxuant,
to prove that * St. Paul advanced iuto Spaiu,”
snd ¢ into tho utmost bounds of the weat/’ and
« conferred advantages vpen the slands which
tie in the sca.”> Aud Sir $3enry Spelman, p. 2,
quolcs a passage out of Fortunatus, bisiop of
Pricticrsy stating that ¢ St Paul passed over the
weean, even 1o the British islca.”

In the second cpoch, in ths sccond century,
xiug Lucius publicly protected cinistianity. In
ths ancicnt document called The British ‘riadis,
republished in Londou, in 1523, pp. 388, 389, w
33 rddated that ¢ Lieirwig (in Latin, .!,uclus)
cailed Lleuser the Great, gave the privilege of
the country and the tribe, with civil and etclesi-
astlcal rights, 10 thoss who professed feith in
Christ.”? "The vencrable Bede, in his Husory,
1b. i. cap. 4, says—** Aflter the days of Lucius,
the Britons preserved the Sunh which they had
received whole and inviolatey in 2 quict and
peaceable mauner, unul the reiga of Diocletian,”

Inihe third cpoeh, and duning the frighiful
persecutions winch raged from ihie year 304, for
many years, Bede says, “°Fhe Brtish churches
cnjosed the highest glory in its deyoted confession
of tfod,”? Lib. i. cap. 7. .

In the fourih epoch, we find the British churches
aznding cmbucyl doctors to the council of Arles,
comoked, nol by the pope, wbo had no such

ower theo, out by the cinperor Constanure the
Grreat, in A, D. 314 ; alsv to the courcil of Nice,
1 325; and 1o the councit of Sardica, in 347.
Atnd these bishops werc ycry unlike the modern
bithops of England. These ancicut holy pastors,
who preached vvery sabbath, wers so poor that
16 the three delegales were constratned 1irough
thelr porerly 10 accept the public alluwance 1o
lodging and food, provjded by the cmperor,”
Sliﬁingf. p. 47—=109. Lond. tyot, Jour. 1832,
. 283,
d The filth cpoch 1= rendered fainous for ths

unanimous condemnation of peligianism, by the
Britah pastors and churches.—Bedo, hib. 1. cap.
17, 21. 8pciman, 61, 62. |

n tho aixth epoch, thest falthful elergy and
churches, in {3l council, condemned pelaglanism l
for tho third time.

‘The seventh cpoch s rendored painfully rc'l
markable by the arrival of the emiasarics of tho)
Roman pontiff, to propagale popery and idolatry.
Theo first melancholy occasion was the marringe
of “a papist,” namely, queen Bertha, by tho
king Ethclbert, This paved the way for St
Austin and his monks, who came into Britain in
A. D. 600, and began their fotal operations
shortly afler. :

Hero 1 beg leava to call the atiention of m
reader to the bold fictions and forgeries of popis
legends. Presuming on the imperturable lgnori
auce of their viclims, aud supposing the records
of the early British and Irish churches to have
utterly perished, the zuthors of popish legends |
have ventured to ofier outrage 10 historical docu-
meuls,  They have the consuinmate assuranco to
assort that St. Austin brought the gospel futothe
pagan Britons® country; and that St. Padraig

christianity, and the narratives of history. Even
the venerable Bede, a Roman catholic, conseious |
how far his idolatrous church dilfered from the
opostotic church of ancient Britain, hes, vs ire-
1and remarks, “ snid es Jitle as he well could,
that tended to the honor of the British churches.”’
Leland, De Senpt. Britan. cap. 19. .

Let me advert to the reception of Austin and
his monks. “In the year 600, says Le Bas,
« Ethelbert was apprized of the arrival in his
dominions of certain strangers, habited in a foreign
garb, asd praclising several strange and mysic
rious ceremnoniess” ere it is manifest that the
mutley dress of the popish bishop and his-monks
tas deemed by the Saxon pagans, and these sim-
ple christian Britons, a furcigs garb! And what
were these ““strange aud mysterivus circumsian-
ces 1 They were cvidenily such ceremonies as
werc unknown i Britain at that period. Now
fet us look into Bede for an account ef thess
“strange and unusual ceremonies.”” ¢ They
bore a silver crozs,” says Bede, ¢ by way of 2
stondard ; and o représentation cf our Lord 3od
Saviour paibted 01 3 board;.nt ks samerdps
singing liteanies.”  Lib. 4. cap. 25

Here we have a satisfactary proof that * the
carrying of crosses and paintings of our Saviour,”
and priestly processions, were actually ¢ strange
and unususl ceremonies > in the cyes of the pa-

an Saxons, ausd also the christian natives cf
cnt, in the beginning of the séventh century.

Dr. Burgess has given us documents 10 prove
that popery thus sniroduced by Austin, was for-
mally rejected by the British clergy and churches.
See hus work asaborve, pp. 69, 77, 123, 126, apd
The Lond. Prot, Jour. for 1832, pp. 251, and
332. We shall bricfly exhibit these.  *“Que
notable story was in the' chronicle, howe, afier
the Saxons tongucrcd, conlynwall warre remayns
¢d bytmixt the Bryttayns and the Saxons; the
Bryltayns being christanes, and the Saxons, pa-
guns. They somectymes treated of peace, and
then meltc together, and communcd together 5
but after that, by moans of Austin, the Sazons
became chrisiianes; in suc¢h as Austin tanght
thein, the Brytiagns would not after that, neither
exte, nar drynk with them, nor yet selute them 3
because they had corrupied with superatition,
ymoges, and ydolatric, tho truc religion of
Christe.®®  Letter from Archbp. Patker; Bur-
gess, p. 69 and 77, .

‘This opposition of the Brilish pastors and
chorehes to Austin and his system ol popery,
was general, and most resolule.  Even Bede has
rccorded i his History, Book ii. ch. 2, the an.
swer of seren bishops of tho Britons, znd of
many other most 'sarned men of the nation.
They listened to the propositions of Austin, who
exhibiled his novcl cerewconies and (ulse doc~
trincs, and then unanimously made this reply—
¢ \Wo will perform none of them, norat all udmit
you for our archbishop.”” Ses also Usher, chap.
10, No cvidence can be more complsto than
this, t0 show that the ancicnt christians acknow-
ledged no supremacy, cithier temparal ¢ spiritu-

‘Bards,

al, in the bishop of Rome.

Usher has shown, from ancient ard unquese )
t

tlonabie documents, that the Welch also rqjected
theso Romish mnonks, and their system of popery.
Tley declared that % they adhered to what thelr
holy fathere held before them ; who wero the
friends of God, and the followers of the apostles ;
and therefore they ought not 12 change them for
any new dogmatists,”” This snatver Is rccorded
by the monk Gotcelin in his Hfs of St. Austin,
8ee Usher, ch. 0. In the anclent ehronicle of
Wales, p. 254, there Is.a poom quoted from ths
famous nationat bard Taliessyn, whom the Brit-
ons styled the Ben Bairdh, The Chief of the
He flourished after the dato of the arri-
vel of St. Austin and bhis popish monks. The
following is tho closc of one of the stanzas:
# Gwae ny cheidw ey dbeuaid
Rbac bleidhie, Rhufeniaid
A lifon gnwppa?
4 Wo be to him that doth not keep
- Fyom Romish wolves his pheep,
With staff and weapon strong.””

In every point did the fsmous Culdees of Irc-
land and Scotland agree with the Britons. 1

A . shall quote from the Roman cathiolic, Bede, who
Converted Ireland ! ) beg the nitention of every | wrots s history in A. D 731, the letter of Lat.
acholar and well read man to this oulrage on fyentius, who was St. Austin’s successor, and

other popish bishops, addressed Lo ths venorable
pastors of the xncieul churches throughout Scot-
fand (that is, Ireland and Scotlend, for in thuss
early days, these two countries had the aame
name.) They say—‘ We have heard from Da-
ganus, a bishop, and from Columbanus, anabbot,
that the Scots do not, at all, differ from the Brit-
ons in their conversation. For Dagauns, com=
fng among u2, not only refused to eat with us,
bat frould not even partake of provisien in the
same lodgings.’?  Agagin— ¢ For.even to this
day itis the custom of the Britons to hold the
faith and religion of the Aoglo-Saxons ?? (that is,
the papists) “in no sort of estimation, vor in
any respect 1o communieate with them, other-
wiso than with pagans.’”> Bede, lib. iic cap. 4
and 20, . .

Let me nuw conduct my reader to the history
of the Culdees, as these ancient and holy chris-
tians were called, in Ireland and Scotland, ¥
refer to Dr. Jamieson’s History of the Culdess,
a guario volume ; a0d to the articlo Culdecs,
Brewster’s Encyclopedia. . - :

T namo Is composed of the Gellic, Irish,
Welehword Ceal, or Celyzor Kil, & retired spot,
a retived spot, a place of worship, and Dia, God.
Qthers denve it from the Irish aud Gallic word
Gille, or Kille, a servant, and Dia, God. Hence
il means the servants of God.

The famous Columba, a native of Ireland, es-
tablished the illustrious seminaries in Hii, or
fona, one of ths western islands of Seotland.—
The religion of Jesus Christ, says Dr. Jemieson,
bad, it is morc than probabic, found its way into
Scotland before the closs of the second century.
Noir, as the Culdees of Scotland observed Easter
atthe timo on which their christinn brethren in
the south obecrved' it, in oppositios to the Rom~
ish church; and as they agreed with them in
customs, ceremonies, and in cvery docirine of
tho christinn religion, it scems very evident that
they all derived iheir religion from the same
source ; that is, by apostolic missionarics {rom
the Greek choreh.

Theze Culdees used the word bishop, but with
them every Lishop was a regular preacher ; and
they met in council on the feoting of perfect pa~
rily ; the eenior member presiding, and declsions
being niade by votes. These bishops, 2s Dr.
Jamicsun has shown, werg ordained by ¢ a coun~
cil of scniors.”” The sncient popish writers do,
themselves, celebrate “ the piety, the purity, the
humility, and even the Yearning af the €uldees.”
But then, they brought the sweeping chygs
against them that they preferred their own opin-
ions to the statutes of the holy fathersf And no

.wonders  For these primitive and apostolic men
‘reJected withy abhorrence aurienlar confession,

penance, and authoritative absolution; they used
no chrism in baplism ; they used no confirmation §
they gnew -nothing of thy mass; they abhorred
tho uss of imagesin God’s worship ; they rejected
the idolatry of invokinyg saints and angels. The
celibacy of pricsts was unknown to them.  Therr
bishops and abbots liyed in the narried atate, like
erery other honest man.

St, Columba havipg csteblished the seminarics

i:‘
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