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331.) aud archbishop Parker did homage in these words : ** K
Matthew Patker, D, I),, achnowledge and confess to have and
1o hold the said archbishopric of Canterbury, and the posses-
swns of the samo ontirely, as well the spiritualities as temporal-
tties thereof, only of your majesty and crown royal '’ to which
ducument is added asan appendix : ¢ We also whose names be
urder written, bemng bishops of the soveral bishoprics within
your majesty’s realm, do testify, decluro, and acknowledge all
aud every partof the premises in Iike manner as the Right Rev-
orend Father 10 God, the Archlushop of Canterbury has done.”
ln a word, the Church of England, at the period of the Refor-
mation, distinctly recognised the civil savereign, not merely the
supreme governor, but alsv as the sole fountan of ccelesiastical
mnsdiction . so that, to uee the words of Lord Cohe, *¢ all the
hureh’s laws are aptly and nightly called the-king’s cecle-
stastical faws of England ,** or, as Lord Chief Justice Hale has
it, ** her jurisdiction is trom the crown, and her laws are under
its laws—lex sub graviore lege.”’

Now what was the admission of this discipline, but a distiuet
rel nquishinent of all elaun to authority as denived from the
apostles, aud the aceeptance of i, at the hands of a power alto-
gether difierentt a breaking off, 1 fact, of the Chureh of Iing-
Iand from that umvoersal Church of which the suceessors of the
apostles are the appomted rulers, to make it & mere appendage
10 2 particular state, with the crown for its source of junisdiction
and ecatre of unity ; thus subordinating th. ecclesiasueal to the
secular, the spirtual to the natural, the divine to the huwan.—
Yor though you inay say that the state is a divine ordinance as
well 13 the Chureh, * there 13 no power but of God, the powers
that be ordained of God:"' yet you cannot deny that 1tis a dis-
tnct ordinance, and instituted for ends altogether different ; and
{which 13 the parucular point we are now cousideriug) when
vur Lord gave Ius commission to hus apostles,so far from direct-
ing them to the powers of tius world for its ratification, He dis-
tietly warned them it must be executed in direct opposition to
those powers, even unto death. And we know from hisiory
that it has been so excecuted; St Peter and St Paul sought not
at the hands of Nero the giit of spiritual jurisdiction,before they
preached the guspel in lus dominions ; St Athanasius was not
slack m the “ulfilinent of this commission because of the oppos:-
ton of prinr ;35 St Ambrase (Chureh of the Fathers, pp 8, 21.)
bade the emperor not embarrass himself with thé thosght that
he had emporer's righ* aver sacred things, for that he was

, not over the Church, but within 3t St Bernard was ast more
subservient to the Duke of Aquitaine, nor our own St. ‘Thumas
of Canterbury to the second Heury.

In the Church of Englaud on the contrary, even since the Re-
ftm'nauon, subserviency to the State has been one of 1ts most
cmiuent characterstics; it has been a living energetie prineiple,
growing anu spreading 1yself abroad unchecked, and produciug
all those ruoral cunsequences, which one would have naturally
expeeted from it.  Look ut the declaration of “ the judicious
Hoykcr,” (Book v. Preface.) that * 1t ought to be the true de
seription, style or utle of all churclies as yet standing within
this realm, By the Goodness of Almghty God and His servam
Elzabeth we'are.” Look at the dedication to Jawes the First,
sull prefixed 1o the English T'ranslation of the Bible, i which
that Queen 13 styled “the bright oceidental star,” and bis Majes-
ty ¢ the sun m his strength,” utles which to Catholic ears sound
atmost blasphemous; look at the State services ; that for King
Charles the Martyr, for nstance, in which the cause of the king
1> absoltely identificd with that of ou. Lord, the Gospel selected
beings that parable of the husbandmen in the vineyard, who slew
their master’s messengers, and ‘then his son ; or that for the fifth
of November in which thanks are given to God for ¢bringing
his Majesty King William for the deliverancs of our Church
and Nution,”’ to preserve us from the attempts of onr enemies
to bereave us of vut Church and laws,’’ * our religion and Ji-
berties,” &c. And in that for the 29th of May, there is the
same perpetual union of ** this Church and Kingdom’’ ¢ the
Monarchy of God’s Church,”” “ true religion and worship toge-
ther with our former peace and prosperity,” justin the same tem-
per as King Charles the secong’s first paritament declared the
episcopal government to be © most agreeable jo the word of God
ad most suitable to Monarehy.” (Collier vini, 486.)  Se also

in the Litany, after the prayer fur the Holy Charch Umicreal,
comes the prayer for the Queen and the Royal Family, belore
that for the Bishops, Priests, aud Deacons, and st 13 the same n
the order of Morning and Evening Prayer.  You will eay pes-
haps, that these furms, or at least the State Services, are impo

sed on the Churchby tho State, and do not indicate any thing of
the spirit of the Church herself, but ok further at the reighious
biography of Kingland since the Reformavion, I mean especilly
of tho High-Church partv.  Read the lustory sud writings, fu
instanceg, of Archtnshop Laud, whom you would yoarself aiteas
the very type of the mind of the Chureh of Lingland in the 171h
century @ 1s not lus Jove for she Church andis-olubly bound up
with his Jove for the Kina, errather are vat the two idess so fu.
sed together in his mind as to be wdenucal 7 In fact, with hun
and some others, one would almost thik that this ntense devo-
t1on to the Crown had been one mai obsetuelo 1 the way of their
receiving the Cathohie Yauh, towards which they were, on na-
ny points, inclined : it scems as it they could concerve of nu-
thing more sacred than the *“dvinity which doth hedge a king '
and as if the very idea of the Chuich involved that of the threne
as its central pomt of vitalty ; so that all the religivusness of
their natyre, so to speat, was concentrated and dned up in thus
worship of the Uesur.  Well imght the gnod Bishop Andreve,
pray to be kept from *‘ mahing gods ot kings ' * (Pree Quet. p.
190. ed. 1827.)  And even now, though enthusiasm for the
crown 1s nd longer the form 1t assumes, the same navonal and
seculiarising spinit is the leading prinerple in the mam body
the Church of England , the many chag to it, because itis the
Church by law established, tbe church of the wealthy and the
cduecated, the Chureh of the Lughsh nation, as such , *« Church
and State have bécome m their iminds a blessed idea, and thus
¢ they uphold the Church” from an instiretive feeling of Joyal-
ty,—not to the * dynasty of the apostles” but to the State of
Lngland.

Yon will auswer that, be this asit may the Roman Church
13, after all, in ins country an intrnding Churel ; that thewhole
English Charch accepted the Reformation under Queen Bliza-
beth, and continved conformable untl the famous bull was 1ssu-
ed in 1070, when a certan party detacked themselves from it ,
that the National Church contmnued its succession of bishops
unbroken, and in undisputed possesion of the aneient sees, while
the Roman party in process of tume, gathered round certain fo-
reign priests and bishops, sent from Rome with no English sees,
who are therefore in the position of imtraders, they and their tac-
tien having seprated frow the Nauonal Church, vot it from them.

Now, in the fisst place, 1t cannot be truly smd that the whole
Faglish Church did recewve the Refuroauon, seeing that when
the oath of supremacy,was tende.ed 1in Quecn Ehzabeth's rewgn,
every single bishop, excepting one only, refused to take 1t,
(Collier v1 250.) and were allin censequence cjected from
their sees ; surely tlus protest of her episcopate, tozether with
their consequent deprivetion, oecms much hke the death-pang of
the church; or rather ltke the mysterious sounds * Letus depart’
wlich boded the dowunfall of the anciont temple. ‘I'he convoca-
tion 100 had drawn up a catholic profession of faith, {Lingard,
vol. v. ¢. 3. p. 153. ed. 4 ) which was subseribed by both uni-
versities, and. together with a protest agawnst tha 1o0yul supre-
mocy, presented to the House of Lords ; aud though the infen:-
o. clergy, for the raost part afterward conformed, yet it must be
remembered that, by so doing, they broke the vows of canonical
obedience to their bishops. Moreover, very many of them only
confirmed;provissionally as it, were, hoping that things would
take some favorable turn ; and not a few v'ent so far as tocon-
tinu2 sayingemass in private, while they used the communion
service in public.  Perhaps, teo, you are hardly aware how far
the compliancz of the nation was the result of coexcion and vio-
lencs ; nor by how stringent 2 system of persecution, the Ca-
tholic spirit was crushed down for many generations. Asearly
as 1560, (that is, ten years before the bull in question wss is-
sued,) a penalty of £20. (equnl of course to's much larger sum
now,*) was already exacted from all whoAucre not present at
worship after the established form ; and an act had been pass-

% Cobhet saysequal to £250 . these who could aot pay

were imprisoned or bamished.
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