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THE BISHOP OF MANCHESTER ON
TRE CHURCH,

(From The Churchman’s Gazette, New West-
minster.)

‘We offer no apologies to our readers for oc.
oupying so large s portion of our prescnt
number with copious excerpts from & remark-
ably able address of the Bishop of Marchester
on the kindred subjects of the relation of our
Buoglish Church to the Church of Rome, and
the English Reformation. It is one of the mos!
instructive resulis of the diligent research
which has marked the scholarship of tho pre-
gont genoration to throw upon that relationship
a clearer Jight by which the historical position
of our Church as an independent pational
branch of the Cafholic Charch of Christ bus
been abundantly vindicated, and the true char.
acter of the Reformation brought out, The
vory word ‘‘reformation” itself has by the
enemics of our Cburch been wrexted out of its
true meaning and made {o signify the establish
ment of & bran-new Church; whereas to an
ety mologist, the construction of the word is
sufficient to show that tho process it expresses
pecerrarily implies continued existerce on the
part of the eubjact of it and historical research
in making this more evidently manifest every
dsy.

{b patarally suits the Romanigi (and other
Disgenters, a8 well as many smongst our own
peoplo fail to ree how they play into the hands
of Rome by endorsing the sentiment) to assert
the civil origin of tbe Euglish Cburch in the
16th Century. The Romanist knows full wull
that if this sesertion could be established the
English Church must at once lay down her
arms and aooept 8 position no better than that
of the the vory newast Seot. For once, the
chain of continunity is broken, thom, 8o far as
concorns primitivo and Scriptural Christianity,
three handred years are no better than throe
days as & foundation upon which to build a
Church,

Tho various modern religious bodies are
aware of this, a:d. oonscious of their vwn
deficiency, join hands with Rome in deerying
the Church 8 claim, because tho admirsion of it
for one single duy would involve & wide-spread
exodus from their ranks. The Romanists are
awaro of it, and peristently deny our claim be-
caure they kunow that uncertuinty upon this
point i the most fruitful source of perversions
from our ranks, while it is also the last thread
that binds thousands of their own people to the
Papaoy.

There can, therefore, bo no more interesting
or important question for Churchwmen to con-
sider than their Charch's ¢claim to independence,
and historical continuity, and we e&rnestly
commend to them our guotations from the
Bishop of Manchester’s address, not meroly for
s oursory perusal, but for a careful study.
There must, wo should hopo, be very few
amongst our own people who are satisfied to
bolieve that their Mother Church has no higher
olaim to thoir regsrd and venmcration tham &
brief existonce of threo hundred years, and no
bottor foundation than the self will of a disso-
lute monarch,

The Reformation was prepared, he said, in
BEngiand, as elsowhore, by a groat increase of
rehgions knowledge, but assuredly the first
steps were taken towards its outward triumph
in connection with that groat controversy on
the Papal supremacy which was occasioned by
King Henry's divorco. People were scandalised
when they found their monarch snmmoned to
appear before s foreign tribunal. However
li.tle they might care about their monarch’s
private concerna, the protension of the Pope to
summon Henry VIIL. before his legates within
the limits of this kingdom filled them with sur-

prise and indignation  Such a protention
would bardly have been tolerated in the days
of King John, but in the beginning of the (6th
century it8 revival was an anachronism and
a mistake, The Bishop continned after quoting
historicai evidence; It will thus be seen that,
so far as the Papal claims were concerned, the
Kings and Parliaments of Bagland bad repudia-
ted them in law and act, and bad visimed for
the Church of England an independent national
oxistence, hundreds of years betore a reformu.-
tion of roliginn wag thought ot,  Nor was the
action of the Charch less glear and decisive
than that of the State with reference to the
same subjoct. The protests of the Church of
England against Papal agagrossion began with
the refusal of the seven British Bishops to
ackoowledge the Pope as their superior “ when
urged to do 80 by Augustine on his first arrival
in England.” In the national Anglo-Sazon
Synod of Osterfisld, A.D '70L, Wilfrid, the
champion of the Pope’s cause, repronched the
members of the Synod with having openly op-
posed the Pope’s authority for 22 years to-
gother, but it was decreed by the Council
in spite of these reproaches, that ** the See of
Rome counld not interfere with an Anvglican
Council.” Certain canons of Auvgeburg, which
enforced with much emphasis the aanthority of
the Roman Pontiff, ** were bronght before the
National Council at Cliff at-Hoo, in the year
747, a8 a guide for synodical proceedings in
England.” Bat the Council answered by enact-
ing a constitution which based itself on the
canons respecting episcopal independence of the
first General Councils of the Catholic Church.
+¢ Bvery B shop,” it runs, “should be earnest in
dofonding the flock committed to him, and the
canonical institations of the Charch of Christ,
with all his might against all sorts of rude
encroachments,” Archbishop Danstan again, io
969, had been commanded by the P.pe to restore
a nobleman to the bosom of the Church who had
been excommapnicated for an atrocious offence
But the Archbishop retused, declaring in Synod,
“ When I see tokens of penitence in that person
whose cause is now under consideration [ will
willingly obey the precepts of the Pope, but so
long as the offender continues in his sin,
and claiming immanity from ecclesiastical dis-
cipline, insults my avthority and rejrices in his
evil deeds, God forbid that I ehould do so.”
“ And the Archbishop maintained his deter-
mination until the offender submitted to pen-
ance,”

These spirited protests against Roman aggres-
sion in the matter of discipline were echoed by
others, not less emphatic, against growing cor-
ruption in Roman dcotrine and p actice. In
the 37th of the Camnons of /Blfric, ‘‘ usually
assigned to the year 957,” it is declared that
“ houstel is Christ's body, not corporally but
gpiritnally ;" and again it is affirmed in an
Easter Homily of [Efric Patta, Motropolitan of
York :—% Thig sacrifice of the BEucharist
is not our Saviour's Budy in which he soffored
for us, nor His Blood which ho shed mpon our
account, but it is made His Body and Blood in
a spiritual way.” Opce more, with respect to
the practive of solitary Masses, an Anglo-Suxon
Canon determives as follows:—* Maes priests
ought by no means io sing mass slone by thom-
solves without other men. He ought to greet
tho bystanders, and ther ought 10 muke the
responses.”  He onght to remember the Lurd's
declaration in the Gospel : ** When two or three
are gathored together in my name, there sm I
in the midst of them.” Such protests as these
wore sommarily quasbed when Willism the
Normsan, by the sid of the Pope, succeeded in
overthrowing the Saxon movarchy. Tae Con-
queror arbitrarily oxpelled the- Anglo-Saxon
Arcbbishop and many other prelutes, snd
cansed his own Norman favorites to be uncan-
onically sot in their thronos. Also in the vory
first Conneil held under the Congqueror, at Win-
chester, A.D. 1070, we find that the native
Archbishop has been replaced in tho chair

of president by a Papal Legate. - The usarper
Stephen, Henry II., and the miserable King
John made further concessions to the Pope, in

return for the aid which be gave them in their
necessities. Things camo at length to such a
pass that Matthew Paris complains that ¢‘tho
daughter of Zion was begome, as it were an
harlot ; that pereons of vo merit or learning
csmo menacing with tho Pope’s bull into Eng-
land, hectored themseives into preferment,
trampled upon the privileges of the country.
and seized the vevenunes desizned bv our pious
ancastors for the support of religion, for the
berefit of tho poor, and for the entertainment
of strangers.” Snon, however, the tide turned,
and the Norman Church of this land became al-
most as emphatic in its protists against Papal
aggression as the Anglo Saxon Chureh had
been in carlier times. When. in the reign of
Henry III., Rastand, the Papal Legate, at-
tempted at a synod in London to exercise
unwarrantable jurirdiction over tha English
Charch, Faleo, Bishop of Lindon, declared that
* he wounld bear to havo his head cut off before
he wounld consgent to such slivery on the part
of our Church ;" and Watter, Bishop of Wor-
cester, speaking under the stress of u feeling
not less indigaant, added that ‘‘ he would soon-
or be condemned to bs bhspged than that our
holy Cherch ¢hould be subjact to sack an over-
throw.”  Again, Chicheloy, Archbishop of
Canterbury, successfully upheld the liberty of
the English Church and tho authority of the
Boghsh law. The Pope, Ma-iin V., “ required
him to endeavor to obtain & repoal of the
statates ef priemunire which forbade appeals o
Rome.”" Chicbeley refused, wherenpon the
Pupe issued a ball 1o suspesd the Archbishop
from his office. This bull the Archbishop
wholly ignored, and he wus supported in his
registance by the Liords spiritual snd temporal,
the University ot Oxfird, and the Commons,
who addressed the King in favor of Chicheloy-

Nor was this opposition to Rome confined to
individoal Charchmen, The Hoglish Church
in its synods expressed unequivocally its sense
of the spiritual independence of the National
Chureh. In the Synod of London, held in
1246, in the reign of Henry 11, when the Pope
bad the support of the crown, the subjict of
Pupsl interference was brought before the
assembly, and it was decided that *‘contradic.
tion snould be signifizd to the Pope, and that
sn appeal should be made to tho presence of
our Lord Jesas Christ and to a General Coun-
¢il.”  Again, in the reign of Menry VI, in the
year 1439, when Chichelcy was Archbishop of
Canterbury, s buli from Rome wus laid before
the Provincisl Synod, with a view to its adop-
tion by the English Church. *Bat this Papal
instromeut the Synod absolately refused to
confirm, or even allow,” T have thus shown
you very clearly, 1 think, that not only the
Englixh Stute, but also the Bagli-h Charch, be-
fore the Congnest and after it, protesied re-
peatedly and with omphusis sgaiost the Papal
claim of supremacy over the ‘“holy Church of
England.” ~ After referring at lengik to what
wan & critiesl period in the history of thoge
protests, which chnilenged special attention,
tha Council held at Clarondon, in the reign of
Henry 11, to derermene the quaestion whether
the Archbishcps and Bishops should- observe
the ancient customs of ino kingdom, the Bishop
quoted Lord Selborne to the effect that “it the
uuthor:z:d doctrine ard practice of the Charch
ot Eogland at the present day should be com-
pared with thut of the Christian Church gep-
erully—including the Church of Rome—in the
duys of Augustine, it would require & strong
application of the theolngical miocroscope to
discover any resl substantisl differences be.
tween them. Almost if not absolately every-
thing which the Cburch of England has siace
rejscted a8 usurpation or corruption was than
unknown.” Now, the Bishop added, in the
light of this fuct, what shall we say of the Eng-
lish Reformation ?



