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%o the Kditor of the CATHOLIO RECORD,
London Ont. e
ear 8ir,—8ince coming to Canada I hav
bo.;n'?reudor of your paper. I have noted
with satistaction that ivlsdirected with intelli-
and ability, and, above all. that it Is im-
h a strong Catholic apiriv, It strenu-
ously defends Catholic principles and righta,
aad stands firmly by the teachings aud author-
ity of the Church, at 'llhe ann:e time promoting
t interests of the country.
.;o'ﬂ:wing these lines it has done a great deal
of good for the welfare of religion and coun
%, and it will do more and more, as ita
leeome influence reaches more Catholic

8.
1, therefore, earnestly recommend 1t to Cath-
8.

%{:hmlll'l‘; blessing :dn your work, and best
wlabes for ite continued success,
Yours very alnce;%lly‘:n C';rl‘l“l'msnn
shop o y
SRR, 50 Apo:wllo elegate.

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA.
Ottaws, Canada, March 7th, 1800,
To the Editor of THE CATHOLIC RECORD,
London, Ont :

Dear Bir: For nom'ia. uma g:gdch,n‘;eo(::;d
your ble paper, THE CA' .
“m'-;:uﬁspba”{‘au upon the manner In
3 published.

) ) mlmb.‘; and form are both good ; and a
] Cabtholicspirit pervadesithe whole.

'herefore, with pl Icanr
#0 the falthful.

0o place in the world to-day that treats
& minority with the same justice and
Renerosity, especially in this matter of
education, as the grand old Province of
Quebes. Let Ontario be at least a
good second in the treatment of the
winority and both Provinces will show
the world the easlest and best solution

of tte important question of educs-
tion,
e

LETTER FROM REV. MR. CLARK.

London, Nov. 3rd, 1906,
To the Editor of CAoTHOLIC RECORD:

Dear Sir —Some kind friend has sent
me a marked copy of your paper this week
in wiich the Jeading editorial is based
upon a report of an address I gave a
week or 80 ago in the lecture room of
my own church, I feel it is necessary
I should pay attentin to it, and there
are two or three things I would like to
say, and which you I am sure will pub
lish.

I do not hold myself responsible for
reports which are given in the daily
press, and which are simply a record of
the impression made upon the reporter,
who is sometimes qualified, and some-
times only learning to report. The
language of the paragraph is not mine.
It was an extempore address and the
thought in my mind was simply this,
that there are in Canada the English-
speaking Canadians and the Freach-
speaking Canadians. In a number of
rather important respects the ideals
and ideas cf these sections vary, and
the question of asswimilating them as
one Usnadian people is an important
one and presents difficulties which are
present to the mind of every thought-
ful citizen, and which sometimes pres-
ent themselves in intensified form. In
the United States there is the white
population and the black, and
the problem of justice to both sec-
tions and assimilation ftrom the national
standpoint is a very great one. Tae
analogy is evident, I think, and to this
I referred. That there was anything
either in my mind or words to casta slur
on my fellow-citizens of French origin,
I directly and positively deny.

In another quotation made from the
press report of my address I am credit-
ed with saying that with ** every man
sion on Fifth Avenue there was some

Ble3 ing you and wishing you
Believe me to remain,

Yours faithfully in Jesus Christ

t DiFaLCONI0, Arch. of Larissa,

Apost. Deleg.

Lonpow, SATURDAY, Nov. 10, 1906,

THE OTTAWA SEPARATE SOCHOOL
TROUBLE.

A few years ago a difficulty arose in
the city of Ottawa as to the qualifica-
tion of the Christian Brothers to teach
in the Separate schools of that city, and
the matter reached the courts and was
earried in a friendly way to the Privy
Council.

Last week a decision was given which
is directly contrary to the meaning
placed upon the school law by the
Government and the Education Depart-
meut and by all concerned in the in-
terests of Separate schools for the last
forty years.

It was taken for granted that the
law said and meant that the members
of certain teaching religions communi:
tles, who were qualified in the Pro-
vince of Quebec before 1867, were also
%o be considered qualified in the Pro-
vinoe of Ontario without receiving cer
tifleates of qualification to teach in the
Paublic schools of this province. But
now we are told it is all wrong. Hence
it some of the religicus teachers find
themselves—as a result of this recent
deoision ~— without the technical quali-
fleations, it is vot their fault. They
acted in good faith and in obedience to
the rules and regulations and laws of
the Education Department.

The schools taught by the religious
teachers were inspected in the same
way as other schools, Separate and
Public, and no Minister of Education
ever raised any question as to the
qualifications of these members of the
religious commanities. In secular sub
jects the same examinations were
passed as in the other schools of the
province, and no doubt every inspector
and every Minister of KEducation
kpew that the pupils of the religious
teachers easily held their own with the
pupils of the other schools. After all
the main point is that teachers shounld
be qualified to do good work and be
willing to do it. And whether they
become qualified in Model or Normal
schools, or be trained by experts among
the religious teachers themselves, is
merely a matter of detail,

Since Catholics will always and every-
where insist on Catholic children re-
ceiving a Catholic Edveation and will
demand as a matter of justice and right
their own taxes and fair share of publie
money spent for education, and since
they do not inverfere with other parents
in tho education of their children—
there should be no difliculty in adjust.
ing matters to meet the new intrepreta
tion of the Separate School Law.
Several of the religious teachers have
bt present the legal certificates re
guired and no doubt the Minister of
Kduocation and all concerned will deal
with the question in a reasonable and

fair way,

At the present time there is much
trouble in England and other countries
about education and rights of minori-
ties. Let Canada continue to show
shem how to solve the problem,

1 e ted.”” I made no such
statement, but said that with almost
every mansion pointed out by the cab-
man who was acting as showman there
was some scandal or tragedy connected.
If the Fifth Avenue millionairies should
happen to see the London newspaper,
they too would have cause or think
they had for complaint.

You speak of *‘my past’ in compli
mentary terms, Present or past, I am
willing to be judged by my constant
attitude to all my fellowmen, of what-
ever racial extraction, or religion, and
that attitude is in my thinking, and I
strive to make also in my speech and
action, one of justice and kindness.

[f I might venture a word to the
editor personally, 1 would say it is pos
sible to be too sensitive, and that even
the paragraph as quoted is in my judg-
ment hardly suflicient ground for a
column editorial under the caption ‘“An
Offensive Mistake.”” Although, if any
of my hearers imagined that my lan-
guage was meant to slander the French
Canadian, I am glad of the opportunity
of setting myself right, and declaring
emphatically I hold for the decent man
everywhere, whother he be black or
white, whether he speaks Eoglish or

French, the very same respect and
good will.

Very truly yours,
W. J. CLAgrk.

We give place with pleasure to the
letter of Rev. Mr. Clark, and are
gratified to know that he did not make
ute of the language attributed to him
by the reporter. It would be strange,
indeed, were such the case, because we
have always been pleased to note on his
part a broad -mindedness and a fairness
which we should be glad to see copied
by certain other clergymen of the Pro.
testant sects. We must disagree with
the reverend gentleman, however,
as to our being too sensitive.
He must surely know that the Cath-
olic hierarchy, the Catholic priests, the
Catholic Chureh and the Catholic
people are oftentimes looked at ask-
ance by their Protestant neighbors be
cause of the un Christian - like and
foundationless statements made so fre
quently regarding their faith by some
clergymen who seek by that means to
gain the applause of the unthinking
and the igaorant,

We hope the time will come, and come
soon, when Canadians of every race and
creed and color will set their faces
against any and every attempt to foster
discord amongst us. It has been too
much in evidence the past few years.

———

ANTI-PROFANITY LAWS IN ST.
LOUIS.

Since the beginning of 1906 the police
of St. Louis, Missouri, have been wag-
ing a war against public profanity,
gambling, bribing and unlawful saloons,
with great success. The Chief of
Police made the announcement early in
the year that profanity in public places
is a wviolation of the muncipal laws
which were passed in the interests of
public decency, and that all good citi-
zens should use every effort to minimize
the abominable practics. The eitizens
almost if not quite universally approved
of the strict enforcement of the law,
and the police being under instruction
to arrest violators of the law performed
their duty faithfully, and within the
time which has elapsed sinoe it was so
striotly enforced this public scandal has
been almost if not totally eradicated in

As a matter of fact there is perhaps

tice was induiged in, not only by per-
sons in the lower ranks of life, but that
even eodocated persons, fathers of
families, and many who were generally
regarded as upright cltizens, were
addicted to the bad habit of using
profane words, and of blaspheming the
Holy Name of Jesus, but now such
oaths are scarcely to bs heard in pub-
lic at all. This is certainly a very
great improvement, even though in
those parts of the city where the police
are not so watchful this vicions nse of
the Holy Name of God is still to be
heard to some extent, but even in such
localities the practice is dying out, and
the improvement is remarkable. Inde
cent language, which was also frequently
heard before the police bocame so
particular on this point, is now but
seldom heard. From the good effect
of the law in the exjosition city, we
way safely draw the inference that
legisla:ion will work wonders in putting
down evils of this kind when it is sus-
tained by the approval of the people :
a point which has been a good deal dis-
cussed in connection with probibitory
and local option liquor laws.

e _—

HISTORIU ACCURAOY—“EDITOKS
WHO ARE COARSE.”

To the Editor of the,CaTnoLic RECORD.

Sir—la the course of your articie on the sub
iect of " Kdivors who are coarse,” you say,
* Buy why e¢hould our contemporary make
such ado abuul uhis occurence, when ha said
ot & word in condemnation of the Orange
body in Beilast, woen Lhey solemunly decided
Al » public meeting, that they would kick the
Queen's Crown inw the Boyne if Ireland were
®ranved self government

L am not av uli concerned in the merits of the
ques.fon of good taste which your editorial
raises with the Mail and Kmpire, but from the
general high level of accuracy and fairness
which characterizes the RECORD, I feel sure
you will not be offended if I puc you rigat on
& matter of history,

. I'nere never was any meeting held in
Beifast where the Orangemen gole mnly decidec
to “Kick the Queen’s crown into the Boyne,"”

2. There never was a meeting held anywhere
in Ireland where the crown kicking incident
Was used in connection with the sunject of Irish
self government,

3 ~The Incident, 3o far as it has any historic
basi¢. occurred before the Mail newspaper had
an uxlsbenr. This is, I think, conclusive.

A3 the writer of this leiter is the one who
happened to be the reporter of the '* crown
kickieg " incident, it may be of Interest, in the
cause of historic accuracy. 1o siate how it
arose. It was in this way. During the flerce
arluuon which swept over Ulster at the time
of the disestablishment of the Irish Church,
one of the more prominent opponants was the
Rev. John Flanrgan, B, A, a distinguished
graduate and ex-scholar of Triniiy llega,
Dablin, and rector of the old parieh of Kille:
van, Co. Monaghan., At the time I spesk of
Mr. Flanagan was one of the grand chaplains
of the Grand Orange Lodge, and the writer was
Central Press Correspondent (London) and also
correspondent for the Freeman's Journal and
other Dublin papers, An auvnual ** Urange
Soiree” was held in the village of
Newbliss, which the Duandalk Democrab
once ¢ald was celebrated in the * An
nals of Party Animosity.” All told there
were perhaps less than eighty persons present,
chicfly boys and giris, with a sprinkling of
8cniors, buv young or old there wasn't one
prescnt who had the moat remote idea of doing
any violence to the crown, Iy was usual ab
these functions to have the tea wasned down
by epeeches which were fr:quently as hot or
hotter than the tea. The Rev. Mr. Flanagan,
who wae practically the rector of the district
in which the village was located, was one of
the speakers on the occaslon and he took as
his favorite topic the * Act of Union,” contard-
Ing that the disestablishment was a clear vio-
lation of the fif h article of that tamous or in-
famous document. and he felt sure that Her
Gracious M \jesty, having aworn at the time of
her coronation to observe it, would do so, and
never sign the Act of disesiablishment, re-
membering that James II. who forgov his
coronation oath. had his crown kicked into
the Boyne. To be sure there was an inuendo
in it, but, as they say * it is all fair in love and
war.” The papers favoring disestablishment
made the most of the incident and while al-
most all the literature connected with thay
eventful period in Irish history has passed into
oblivion the * Crown kicking ” inciden? lives
and floarishes, The matter was brought up at
the time in the House of Commons by Mac.
Carthy Downing, the then member for Cork,
and the Attorney General promised to look
info the subjext and I kept my short-hand
notes expecting to ba called upon, but, like
other questions, it was soon forgotten. The
curious part of it all is, that the speech has
heen attributed to so many people that had
nothing whatever to do with it, and as having
been delivered in Belfast, in Derry, in Enois
killen and Armagh. The last denial that |
read was from a gentl-man who said he was
beside the Rcv. Mr. Flanagan when he was
speaking to a crowded meeting in Armagh,
aad he never uttered the words attributed to
him on the oceation.

Iu will probibly b» in your recollection that
the late Willirm Johnston, of Ballykilbeg
notoriety, took Lord Roseberry to task on this
very eubject aund after being challenged to
produce his authority, His Loraship quoted
my report as it appeared in the Northern
Whiy, Belfast, and there, so far as I recollect
the matter ended. Idont hold any brief for
the Orwngemen. who [ think as a class suffer
from judicial blinduness, bubt a love of truth
compels me to say that they are absolutely
wuililess of having ab any time or under ALY
circumstances threatened to kick the crown
into the Boyne.

I am nob as young as I was in those days, but
I think Tsee with clearer vision, and on two
pointe I ferl pretty well eatisficd (1) that apart
from all TImperial legislation, if Irishmen
conld only agree to differ and forget that
William ever erossed the Boyne or that Dirty
James ever fled from its his' oric wasersand (2)
then as a people adopy con amore the berefl
cent teachings of Father Matthew, the nation
would rise fiom her long attitude of mourning
and become what I wonld love to see her,
: first gem of the ocean, tirst Isle of the rea ’
With many apologies for this Lreepass on your
8pace. Yours very sincerely,

AN IRISHMAN,

Oct, 200h, 1996,

We cheerfully give place to the letter
of our correspondent ** Irishman.” We
believe his vepsion of the incident re-
ferred to is the correct one. Itis quite
true, as he asserts, that all sorts of
reports were afloat in regard to the
matter, and it was from a recollection
of one of these that we printed what
appeared in the RECORD a few weeks
ago. Like the majority of the news-
paper fraternity, we like to be accurate,
and if at any time we make a mistake a
correction will readily be inserted.

There are newspapers, however,
woe regret to  say, like the
Mail and Empire, the mission

of which seems, not to promote harmony
in the country, but ill will and dissen-
sion, This is to be regretted by all
who love Oanada and have a sincere
rogard for its fature. One of its
editors at least seems to consider it his
special mission to heap abuse upon the
public men of Ireland, the men in
whose hands have been placed the re.
presentation of Irish constituencies in
the Imperial Parliament. 8o that we
may not be misunderstood, we will

the city. It was found that the prac-

writer refers to a letter which he had
received (rom one of the readers of
the paper, protesting againet his In-
sulting reference to the Home Ru'ers.
Here is a part of his reply :

I have nothing bat sympathy for
the Irish people in being as much ma
ligned by their self appointed politi-
cal (?) leaders as they are usually libelled
by the caricataures on the stage ; these
stage representatives have been fre-
quently rotten ezged. if some few
posing Irish patriots were served in the
same way and silenced it would indeed
be a great day for ireland. '’

It is lamentable to see the manage
mert of ons of our daily papers per-
mitting oue of its editors to thus cast
odium on such men as Edward Blake,
T. P. O'Connor, Devlin, Redmond and
all the other members of the Imperial
House who are known as Nationalists,
and who enjoy as large a share of public
estcem as any of the English members
who sit in Westminster,

We will be n.uch mistaken in our I ish
fellow eountrymen if they do not resent
in a fitting manner this insult casv upon
them by a writer whose work in
Canada is not for Canada's good and
who should have remained in the old
country in the ranks of those who were
led by John Keusit and Ballykilbeg

Johnson.
e———

THE OHURCH AND ANGLICAN.
1SM.

It is time that the utterances which
we'hear and read so frequently of late
years, concerning the predominant
position of the Church of England in all
great works, should come to an end,
whether they be the pronouncements
of prelate, cleric or layman.

In the report of Bishop Williams’
sermon of Sunday, October 28, delivered
in St. Paul’s (Anglican) Cathedral, in
this city, and published in the Free
Press of 209th October, we are told that
‘“in the eighteenth century the great:
est Church revival the world has ever
known took place, and the English
Church was ever foremost in the good
work. These facts seem to point to
some special mission for the English
Church. God has a mission for the
English Church, Whatis the mission ?
We can discover tho mission clearly by
looking back through the history of tiie
English Church, and seeing what she
has accomplished in the past, and what
is more, we can tee what she can still
do.”

And what is that great Church re.
vival of the eighteenth century which
proves that * God Ras a mission for the
English Church 2"

We confess we are somewhat per-
plexed to solve this enigma. There
were three commotions of considerable
magnitude in which the Churesh of
England was an important factor dur-
ing that century : one was the teaching
of Bishop Hoadly, the second, the Gor-
don riots, and the third was the birth
of Methodism,

We cannot suppose that an educated
gentleman considers it to have been a
great revival of religion that eighty or
a hundred thousand men should have
ravaged London with fire and sword for
several days in the effort to kill Catho-
lics and destroy their property.
Neitherdo we suppose that a Bishop
of the Anglican Church would speak of
John Wesley and his work as a great
revival shining forth brilliantly like the
star which guided the three wisemen
of the East to Bethlehem, or that star
of which Balaam spoke in prophesying
the coming of Christ : for John Wesley's
work was relentlessly persecuted by the
clergy and especially by the Bishops of
the Church of England.

There remains to be considered only
the work of Bishop Hoadly. In the
early part of the eighteenth century,
namely, in 1717, and subsequent years,
there was indeed a lively time in Eng:
land, both in Parliament and through-
out the country, in regard to certain
doctrines maintained by Bishop Hoadly
concerning the nature of the Christian
Church, its Sacraments and the fulness
of the belief in the 39 articles of the
Church of England which should be de-
manded of its adherents, and especi-
ally of her clergy-

The 27th article of the Church of
England asserts that men are grafted
into the Church of Christ by baptism,
The 23rd article teaches that the
Church may rightly out off certain
persons from the unity of the Church,
and excommunicate them *‘ until the y
be openly reconciled by penance and
recelved into the Church by a Judge
that bath authority thereunto.’”” The
20th article declares that ** the Church
hath power to decree Rites or Cere
monies, and auchority in controversies
of faith.

All this was pointedly denied by
Bishop Hoadly, who, in his sermon of
3lst March, 1717, which created the
turmoil of which we have spoken, de-
olared that the Church of Christ is
‘* the number of persons, whether great
or small, who are sincerely and will-
ingly subjects to Christ alone as to a
lawgiver and judge in matters relating
to the favor of God and eternal sal.
vation.”’

Christ certainly does not require what
the 19th article of religion positively
lays down as absolutely essential to the
Oburch of Christ : namely, that in It
the pure Word of God be preached, and
the sacraments be duly ministered
according to Christ’s ordinance in all
those things that of necessity are re-
quisite to the same.

It could scarcely be believed that a
Bisbop of the Church of Eaglard in
Canada, loyal to his Chucch as he
should be supposed to be, should
magaify the work of Bishop Hoadly,
which tended to the destruction of
authority in the Church of Kngland,
and in fact of all Christianity. Bishop
Hoadly’s teaching would lead to the be-
lief that there is mo visible Church of
Christ, but all that is necessary to con-
stitute this Church is a general dis-
position to be subject to Christ, such
as every fanatic, from Johanna South-
cote to Mrs. Mary Baker Eddy and
John Alexander Dowie, have pro-
fessed.

Hoadly declared in express terms
that ‘‘ a man's title to God’s favor
does not depend upon his actual being
or continuing in any particular method
(of religion) but in his real sincerivy in
the conduct of his conscience,’”

Dr. Hoadly, learned man though un-
doubtedly he was, was condemned
for his writings by the convoca-
tion of the Church, as subversive
of all government and discipline in
the Church of Christ, but the gov-
ernment of the day dissolved the
convocation to prevent fnal action
against their favorite Bishop, and
Bishop Hoadly himself declared that
be favored this action *as proceeding
from a sincere r<gard to the constitu-
tion in Church and Stase.”

But we need not follow up so closely
the absurdities of the latitudinarian
and Low Ohburch systems to which
Bishop Williams has evidently attached
himself. Suffice it to say that the
Church of England does maintain in her
forms of ordination that the orders of
the winistry, deacons, priests and
Bishops, have come down from the
Apostles, and from Almighty God, and
that episcopacy is of divine institution,
and therefore necessary to the exist-
ence of the Church. It will therefore
be a matter of surprise to many mem
bers of the Church of Eng'and that cne
of her Bishops to-day is quite ready to
admit the Church of England Presby-
ters or Priests have not a whit more
power in rhe ministry than Presbyter
ian ministers, on whom the grace of
ordination was never conferred by the
sacrament of Holy Order, administercd
by the imposition of hands of an apostic's
suceessor,

It is ludicrous for a claimant to
Episcopacy to describe as the yrea test
Church revival the world has ever
known the complete subversion of the
ecclesiastical authority from the posi-
tion it once held in the Church of God,
and the substitution of the civil power
therefor, against which all varieties of
Church have protested to the shedding
of their blood in the cause of religion,
whether Calvinistic, Lutheran or
Zwinglian, or High, or Low, New or
Old, Dry or Wet.

Tae Lord Bishop tells us

‘* The Church of Englard combines

all that is true and essential in both
the Protestant and Catholic religions.”’

Are we sure that it combines all ?
It is very strange, if it combines all
trath, its clergy everywhere teach the
most contradictory doctrines, all de-
rived from the Book of Common Prayer
and Scripture — at least so they say.
With such results, is it not more con-
sistent to say that it teaches nothing
positively, but leaves every one to
understand it as he will ? Let us have
a few examples.

It is but a few years since Hon. S. H,
Blake, the principal pillar of Wyeclifte
College, Toronto, said:

‘‘Forty years ago there was a percept-
ible cleavage between the parties in the
Charch in this country. It was be.

tween evange lical teaching on one side,
and ritualistic on the other. ’

Books were circulated by an Angli
can pastor of Toronto which Mr. Blake
declared to be **vile and indecent.’”
These books taught *‘ confession to a
priest, the Romish Mass, prayers for
the dead, and all that from which, at
the glorious perlod of the Reformation,
we parted.” The Archbishop of Can.
terbury had said of the same man who
wrote this book :

“This is not a foe outside the
Church but a foe inside the Church,
whereby they want to sap its founda-
tions and to cast out all that was won
at the Reformation,’’

It is needless to quote more, It
is known by all that the fight which
began, not merely forty years ago, ‘but
80 early as Bishop Hoadly's time, say in
1717, is still going on, though the con-
vocation which was suppressed in that
year was silenced by a moat extraordin-
ary diplomatic ooup ; and a bitter fight
it s, so bitter that it rages alike in
England, the United States, Canada,
Australia, and wherever the Church of
England and ite daughter ochurches
exist,

quote from the issue of Qot. 27. The

This deflnition of the Church of

i
Istic statement of Mr, Blake, ene
deavored to make it appear that there
Is immoraliiy ia the Oatholic d

octrineg
he refers to, whereas the whole question
ls between two parties in his oun

OChurch, and thglo parties sp evenly
divided that it' {s not known yet which
of them is really the Church of England,

We might introduce similar incident
beyond number ; but we will give only
an extract from a speech delivered in
May, 1899, by Mr. Oharles MecArthyy
M. P., for Liverpool, (Exchange I)ivi:
sion) in moving a bill which the Low
Church Party desired to have passed,
The mover's language shows the in.
tensity of the present quarrel, He
said :

A section of the clergy of the C
of Englavd are in open revolt, no
against the law of the Church, byt
against the law of the land, The law .
lessness which threatened to rend the
Church asunder is called by different
names, as tractarian, ritualism, sacer.

dotal ritualism, ete., but which, under
all names, is one and the same thing

its object being to undo the work of the
Reformation. One reason why the Pro.
testant laity had lost confidence in (1,
Bishops was becau-e they bad not only
failed to put down ritnalistic practices,
but had exercised thelr patronage i
favor of the ritualistic clergy, etc,’

We see, therefore a Church, with its
Bishops and principal teachers, hope.
lessly divided and ready at any moment
to fly at each others’ throats, and this
language was endorsed with lond cheers
from the House of Commons, thouvgh
the bill was defeated by a vote of 310
to 156,

But, though this measure was de-
feated, the government which opposed
it as too drastic moved a substitate re
solution, which was carried, to the ¢flect
that if the Archbishops and Bishops
fall to secure the obedience of the
clergy which is demanded in terms s
strong, legislation must be introduced
to maintain the existing laws of the
Church and the realm.*’

This resolution was passed unanim-
ously, which proves that Bishop
Williams is sadly mistaken in his asser-
tion that the Church of England “‘com-
bincs all that is troe and essential ™
in Ohristianity.

We cannot understand why clergymen
of the Church of England are soanxious
to have it believed by the public that
the modern Church of England *‘as by
law established” is identical with the
Church of Evgland of ancient times.
Bishop Williams practically ass« rts the
same thing, saying :

“ We should remember that there
was an English Church before there
was an English nation, and in faot the
Church led the way for the nation.
Che Church of England had always
led the van of English liberty and pro-
gress. We would not have had to-day
any Eoglish literature, any English
art, or any English liberty had it not
been for the Church of Eogland. If
the Church has accomplished these
things in the old land, she can alsc
accomplish them in this country, .

and we will necd her aid in
establishing a national character such
as has made England what she is to-

day."

We cannot but admit that the Churct
of England led the van in the progress
of the nation from its original barbarous
state down to the days of civilization.
In tne beginning of the historic period
the religion of England was Druidical.
The ancient Britons worked to some
extent the mines of copper and tin in
the south-west, and Christianity, which
was then the Catholic Church in union
with the Pope, did much to improve the
condition of the people by introdacing
and maintaining schools, improving
agriculture and house-building, and
cultivating a taste for the arts of civil
ized life.

From Gildas, Venerable Bede, and
Asscr, for the most part, the early his
tory of the Catholic Church in England
is known. There were Christians in
England who came thither with the
Roman armies, but the surely authentic
history of the Church begins about the
year 183, when King Lucius sent mes-
sengers to Pope Eleutherius beseeching
bim to send missionaries to teach the
Christian faith, Tha king's wife was a
Christian and it was through her influ-
ence in the main that Lucius took this
step.

In the year 314 a great Council was
held at Arles in France, rnd among
those who signed the decrees, and 2
letter to the Pope conched in most re-
spectful language, and ending with a
request that ¢ As your jurisdietion is
the mo:t extended, it remains for you
to use your anthority in promulgating
these decrees in all the Churches,’”
there were three British Bishops.

It was there decreed that * Easter
should be celebrated throughout the
world on the same day, and that ac-
cording to custom the Pope (Sylvester)
should indicate the date to all by cir-
cular-letters,

The ancient British Church, there-
fore, was part of the universal Church,
acknowledging the Pope for its head,
and not a mere national Church ree
ceiving its doctrines and its discipline
from vither a king or a lay Parliament.
The name Church of England would
not be given to it uatil the country

huret
l«nI)

. .

And here we must note s character-

iteelt was ocalled England, which was




