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C.ALENDAR FOR IARCI.

MAR. 3-Ist S .ndayin Lent.

8- Ember Days.
10- 2ad Sanday in Lent.

17-3rd Sunday in Lent.
24-4th Sunday in Lent. [Notice of An-

nunciation.
25-Tne Annunciation of the Blessed Vir-

gin Mary.
"3i---h Sunday in Lent.

THE BlaOP OF MANCTHESTER ON TUH E
CLAIKS 0F ROUE.

(Prom the Scottish Guardian.)

Proeching at Manchester Cathedral on Sun-
day wekcc. the Bishop of Manhebstor eontinued
the discussion of the questions-raised by him
at bis recent Diocesan Conference-as te what
uvidance thera wUs aither that St. Peter was
Bishop of Rome or tbat his prerogatives as
Apostle, whatavor they right be, descended to
bis alleged suecessors in that soc. The Bishop
said St. Jerome, in bis livos of illustrions men,
made the statement that " Simon Poeter . .
himself chiefof the Apostles, after having been
Bishop of the Ch rch of Antioch . . . push-

cd on to Roame in the second year of Claudius
(i. e. A, e. 42), and held the sacerdotal chair
thora for twenty.ivo years." In thesa words
ha stated the belil of the Church of Ronie. Lut
thom ask what iistorical basis thora was for i.
It was iltinly inconsistent with the Scriptural
notices of the period refarred ta. lu the year
A. D. 58, that was sixteon years after St. Peter
was supposed te have become Bilhop of Rome,
St. Paul wretn a latter ta the Ri mais. In that
latter ho said: " So have I strived to preach
the Gospel, net wheru Chrit was nared, icst I
should build upon anothor man's foundation : but
as it is writien, Te Whom Hie was not spokon
of they shall see, and they that have not hoard
shal understani " (R-im. xv. 20 2 .) Tiat was
the Apostle's pratctice. if, then, St. Peter had
beun Bishop of I>me for sixteen years, they
might be sure that ha would not go to Roma te
preach the Gospel and to imparL ta thora Apes-
toli gifts. Yut this was pracisely what ho said
he hoped to do. " Fer I long to sec you that
I nay impart unto you some spirituaîl gift, te
the end yu muay b establishoed" (Rom. i, 2.)
This eompelled lhem te strike out sixteen years of
St. Peter's supposed episcopate.

Nuxt, they might b preîuy sure that St. Poter
wa, no9 Bishoip of Roma bolore tho end of St.
Paul's impri,o:iment in that city, viy, before
A. D. 63. For during that imprisonmnt St.
Paul wroto manylotters LoGentile Chu rehes and
te individuul:. lu thase, especially in his latter
te the Colossians, greetings wara sent te bis
correspondents from saints in R ia, but no
mention of any kind wuas made of St. /ier, who
whetier presant or absent, muet toarding te
the Roman hypotbasis, have beau the beliaver
of most power and influence in the Church.
This was te him inconceivable. And thus once

more they must striko out flue additional yars
from St. Peter's supposed opisenpate. During
wenty-one, thon out of the twenty-five years,

he certainly was not Bisehop of Rome. But if
they came te such a conclusion as this, of what
value could they hold ibat testimony te be
;vhicb coniained as an essential part or il, the
statement that St Peter's episcopacy lasted for
twenty-five years? RIoman apologists had
urged that the most ordinary prudential con,
siderations must have bindered the aarly Chris-
tians from allowing St. Peter's movements and
official aets as bond of the whole Church te be
made known to the heathen authorities. Te
that ha replied that St. Paul was not writing te
the heathen authorities but te Christian
Cherches.

Roman apologiss often ignorad the allagei
period of St. Peter's episcopate, and contented
themselves with an endeavour to establish the
fact. But indead, the bare fact was only one
degree less improbable than its alleged duration,
for it was utterly inconsistent with all which
they know of the genaral character of St. Pter's
ministrv. The Bishoppointed te many passages
of Holy Seripture as showing that the
hypothosis of St. Peter's bishopric of Rime was
inconsistent. Ware thero, he nslked, any Serip.
tural quotations wbich looked the other way ?
There was not cite. The only expressions te
which ha had seon raference made was not
alleged ta prove that St. Peter was Bishop of
Rome, but only founder of the Church there.
As, howaver. they were cited to exclude St.
Paul as a founder, they perhaps deserved ex-
amination. The assertion that St. Peter was
Bishop of Rome was opposed hy the enrliest
and most roliable records of ecclosiastical
history. The vory earliait refrenceo te St.
Pter's work at Rome was made by Dionysies,
Bibhop Of Corinth, about 170 A. 1. He said in
a lotter written ta the Roman Churei, "You
have by such an admonition bound togetherthe
planting of Peter and of Pail at Rama and
Corinth. For both of themr planted and like-
wise taught us in our Corinth. And they
tanght togetiher in like manner in Italy. and
suffered martyrdom ut the same Lime " (Euse-
bitu, Jst. Eccles. ii. 25.) That was in many
ways a very rumarkahlo passage. It showod
the loosenoss with which the carliest fathers
used suci word as a founder ' and "founding;"
and so loosa a usago of words showed them how
cautious they should ba ln interpretingsuch
w'rds tOO strictly. Agatin the planting of
Peter and Paul was said to ba the san at
Rome and aut Cornth. But who ever argued
LItat because St.. Peter and St. Paul planted the
Ch urui at Corinth cither of them was Bishoe of
Corinth ? If such pir:ees showed that eithor
of them was a Bishop of Rome or Corinth, thoy
sboweid that bath were-a thing impossible il
the early ages. Arain, Tertullian, writing
about thirly years luter, told us that " as the
Church of Smyrna recounteth that Polycarp
was placed there by John", so " that ofBRome
doth that Clement was in lice manuer crdained
by Pater" (De Prscript. lier. xxxii.) Uic
only ramark on that point was that Tertullian
knew no relation betwon Peter and Clament
which was not equaltly trne of that between John
and Plyearp. But whoever thought that
bocause John ordainod Polvearp, therefore John
was bishop of Smyrna ? Why then shuld i t
be assumed that because Peter ordained
Clement ho was bishop of' Rome ?

In his address te the Diocesan Conference he
bad quoted a passage of Ireninus in whieh they
fount the same relation preserved between the
two greant Apostlos of the R.>man sec. Iramus
told them that "the blessed Apostles having
founded and built the Church, committed the
epi.copal office to Linus. Ta him succeeded
Arencletus (olserbero called Clatus, or Anac.
latus), and after him Clament succeeded; in the
third place from the Apostles" (Her. iii. 3.) They
had seen what Irenacus meanut by "founded." lie

means that the two founders, Peter and Paul,
assisted in the edtablishment of the Roman
Church. What the one did the other did. And
on the anthority of this passage thev had no
more right te say that Peter was Bishop et
Rome than that Paul was. The supposition

.that aither was was absolutely excluded by the
statement that Clamant was the third. Both
Apostles were t bus excluded frnm the enumer.
ation of the Roman Bishops. That was the casa
in the year 180, and ha îthe Bishop) thought
ho should bo able te show conclusively that all
later statemonts that Peter was Bishop of Rime
were mistakes founded on a forgery. This ]ist
of the early Roman Bishops was universally
accepted after him; it was accepted by Epi-
phanius in the East and Rutinus in the West,
and was contained in the Roman liturgy to the
present day. Every curefut student of Patris-
tic literature had perceived that at avery early
period the mistake had in some way been in-
troduced that Clement was ordained by St.
Peter as bis successor in the Roman sec. Ter-
tullian, at the beginning of the third century,
had heard and believed the story. Obviously
it was in direct conîflict with the correct state-
ment of the fact. St. Peter died in 67 A. D. and
St Clament hecame Bishop Of Roe in 90 A. D.
How, thon, coulid St. Peter have ordained him
twenty Ibree years afler his ow death ? " Ae-
cordingly," says Dr. Salmon, " another list of
Roman Bishops was published, which puts up
Clement te the second and pusies down Ana-
cltus te the tiird placo" (infallibility, p. 355).
lt did more. It toiT Cletus and Anacletus to bc
two persons,instend of two namos for one person.
and made the imaginary addition a Bishop of
Rome. No one attributed deliberate fraud ta
the R>man Church. The faise statemant was
not invented by tbat Church, but came to it
from without, and the only fault committed cou-
sisted in tho too easy acceptance of what lall in
with its own desires. Its own truc tradition
made il impossible for it lo claim St. Peter as its
first Bishop. e was no more its Bishop than
St. Paul was. 11e was pointedly excluded frot
the su-cession. But in the new story that had
coma ta it both tiefiuies were removed.
St. Peter was separated from St. Paul, and ho
was called Bihop of Rome. Such a report was
moes welcome, and it was earorly received. No
doubt it created immense difficulties, but dimi-
cuhbies maight bo met by more or less ingonious
speculation.

(To be continued.)

A TIMELY LENT.

By the Right Reverend FREDERIc DAN rENT-
Inaron, s.r.r., Bishop of Central New York.

How is one Lent, as it comes to the Church,
diiferant from another ? Each year the Lonten
season lias somethîng different in the expression
of its face. The Kingdom of God is the saime;
no statuta in tho law of God bas been amend-
cd or rovised ; the deep sharp line between
right and wrong bas not shifted right or left;
human nature bas not bean transformed; no
item is added te the black list of vices te ba
kîlied or devils te be cast out ; no unheard of
blossom in the flral of graces la to be gathered.
Yet the Lent of 1895 will not be te any one of
us, te conscience, heart, will, character, what
auny lent heretoforo bas been. The Voice that
callS will net be changod; but if we listen
anxiously there wili be accents and thera will
ha specifications, in the warnings and appeals,
that we have not heard before.

Itis the conditions that are new-conditions
of society, industry, trade, property, politics.
ln these varying seones the changeless prtci-

pies of the eternal Gospei muat hava their ai-


