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God forbid that 1 should glory, xuveiin the Croxs oi onr Lord Jesus Bhrist; by whom the world is Crucified to me, and I to
the world.—3t, Paul, tal vi. 14,

HALIFAX,

JUNE 12, 1847.

e e et emam—r———— -

TRUTH 1S POWERFUL, AND IT WILL PREVAIL.
REMARKABLE CONVERTS TO CATHOLICITY.

At aiime when so many foul calumniés are published both
at home and abroad, against the religion of all our forefathers
it may be useful to present in one view the imposing atray of]
celebrated converts from Protestantism who have recently re-
nounced in Fngland all the ausurdities of the miscalled Re-
formation, and embraced the saving docrines of the One,
Holy, Catholie, and Apostolic Church of which Pius 1X., 15 the
visible 1lead on earth.

In this List we behold wen cf leaming and picty—of high
attaimments and distinguished rank, who in many instances
have renounced all things to follow Christ ; men, whose sacri-
fices are so great that the purity of their motives cannot be sus-
pected—scholars and divines, who were well acquainted with
all the objections against the Catholie Church, and who have
nevertheless embraced the calumniated creed. If ¢ Popery”
be such as it is described by ignorant scribblers here, the con-
version of such men as the following must indeed be 3 miracle
in the moral order, for which we can find no satisfactory expla-
nation.

In the Catholic Registry for the present year, the List of con-
verts is introduced in these words :—

¢ We have long wished to be enabled to presént our readers
with 2 complete catalogue of the recent conversions to the Ca-
tholic Church. We do not mean, of course the multitudes who
have conformed from the lower class of the community. Thev
arc, howerer, very considerable, as may be proved by the rapid
multiplication of edifices dedicated 1o the Catholic Church in
Il;at:icasbire, Yorkshire, Staffordshirc, and in the west of Scot-

nd, .
But the greatimportance of the present Rome-ward movement
is the extraordinary fact that it began in the highest ranks,
amongst the most distinguished Ministers of the Anglican
Church, aud many of the first families of the land. In the
years 1841 and 1812, therc were only threo or four notable
converts. In 1813, the increase was considerable—in 1844, it
was still greater—bnt in 18456, the number and the impor-
tance of the converts have surpassed the most sanguine cal-

{ We have obtained the following list from a guarter in which

we have the most thorough confidence, and, we believe that the
reader will find it panctually cerreet :—

Persons cf note wh» have latcly embraced the Catholic Faitl.
Ministers of the Established Church,
A. D. 1811 and 184%.

A.D. Wackerbath, B. A. Reccived into the Church at
Grace Dien Manor, Dee. €, 1841,

Bernard Smith, M. A., Rector of Leadman, Lincolnshire, and
late Fellow of Magdalen College, Oxford. Received at Oscotr,
Dee. 15, 1842,

A. . 1813,

Georgo Talhot, M. A., Vicar of Evereretch and Chestetblade
Somersetshire. Received at Oscott, June 10.

Daniel Parsons, M. A. Received at Prior Park, July 31.

Ciiarles Seager, M. A., formerly scholar of Worcester Col-
lege, Oxford. ~Author of several works, and Assistant Hebrew
Lcecturer.  Received at Oscott, Oct. 12, (married.)

A. D. 1814,

Thomas Burton, MA., Curate to Trinity Church, Brompton.
Reccived at St. Edmund’s College, July 13.

William  Goodenough Penny, M. A., student of Christ
Church, Oxford. Perpetuul Curate of Dorton and Ashendon,
Bucks. Received at Oaford, Oct. 18,

A. D, 1845.
John Campbell Smith, M, A. Received at Oscott, March 27
(married).
John Moore Capes, M. A., Incumbent of St. John Baptist’s
Church, Bridgewater. Received at Oscott, June 27. (mar-
ried).
George Montgomery, B. A., Curate of Castleknock, county
Dublin.” Rcceived at Oscott, June 27.+
Willlam Georgo Ward, M. A., Fellow of Ballivl College,
Oxford. Author of the *“Ideal of a Christian Church,” and
gther ;onlrovcxsml Tracets, &ec., &c. Received in London,
Sept. 3.
rook, Charles Bridges, B. A., Dcacon. Received in Lon-
don, Sept. 25. .

Ambrose St. John, M.’A., Christ Church College, Oxfoad,
lat;c C‘;Kat.e of Walmer, Kent.  Recaived at Prior Park, {Qc-
tober 2. :

John II. Newman, B. D., Fellow, and formerly tutor of Oricl
Qollege, Oxford. Lato Viear of St. Mary the Vugin'sat Lit-

culations.

temore.  Auwthor of ¢ The Chuxch of 1+ F thers ¢ The
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Arians of the Fanrth Century,” ** Prophetical Offico of the
Church,” ¢ Newman on Justufication,’” eight volumes of’ Ser-
mous, an * Essay on Ecclesiastical miracles,” ** A Translation
of tho Select ‘Treates of St. Athanasius,” ‘Tyact * No 90.'’—
* An Ecsay on developement in Christian Doctrine,’ some of the
lives of the English Saints, &c., &c. Received at Littlemore,

Oct. 9. t
Frederick S. Bowles, B. A., Deacon, Received at Little-

more, Oct. 9. -

o Richard Stanton, B. A., Dedcon. Received at Littlemore,
ct. 9.

John Walker, M. A., Aunthor of the ¢ Life of St. Germain,’
lg\e o; lthe Lives of the English Saints  Received at Oxfurd,

et. 21.

Frederick Robert Neve, M. A., Rector of Pool-Keynes,
Wilts.  Received®at Pryor Park, Oct. 27. .

Frederick Oskely, M. A., Senior Fellow of Balliol College,
Oxford, Prebendary of Lichfield Cathedral, late Preacher at
Whitehall Chapel, and Minister of Margaret Chapel, T.ondon.
Author of one volume of Sermons, a life of St. Augustine,
being onc of the lives of the English Saints, some Controversial
(I)‘mct‘.;sé and books of devotion, &c., &c. Reccived at Oxford,

ct, 29,

Charles H. Collyns, M. A., student of Christ Church College
Oxford, and late Curate of St. Mary Magdalen’s Parish, Ox-
ford. Received at Prior Park, Oct. 29,

William F. Winggeld, M. A., author of a book of devotion
called ‘‘ Prayers for the Dead.™ = Received at Stonyhurst Col-
lege, Nov. 1 (marricd).

Frederick W. Taber, M. A., late Fellow of University Col-
lege, Oxford, Rector of Elton, Huntingdonshire, author of the
¢ Cherwell Water-Lily,** ¢ The Styrian Lake,” ¢ Sir Laun-
celot,” ¢ The Rosary,” ¢ Sights and Thoughts in Foreiﬁn
Churches,” ¢ Life of St. Wilfrid,” and other Lives of the
1I;Engli?s'uh Saints, &c., &c. Received at Northampton, Novem-

er 17,

J. W. Marshall, B. A., Incumbent of Swallow Cliffe, and
Anstey, Wilts, author of ¢ Noteson the Catholic Episcopate,”
&c., &c. Received at Oscott, November 26, (married.)

John Melville Glenie, B. A., Perpetual Curate of Mark, So-
mersetshire. Received at Oscott, Nov. 26. (married )
N}Ien‘% George Coope, M. A., Deacon. Received at Oscott,

ov. 26.

B. Henry Bitks, B. A., Curate of Arley, Northwich,

heshire. "Received at Oscott, Nov. 28.

Michael W. Russel, M. A., Rector of Benefield, Northamp-
tonshire. Received at Northampton, Nov. 2. {married).

Robert Aston Coffin, M. A., Student of Christ’s Church Col-
lege, Oxford, and Vicar of St. Mary Magdelen’s parish Oxford,
author of the * Life of St. William’ one of the Lives of the
English Saints. Received Pryor Park, Dec. 3.

Henry Johnston Marshall, B. A., Curate to Archdeacon Ro-
bert Wilberforce. Received Dec. 7.

Edgar Edward Estcourt, M. A. Received at Prior Park,
Dece. 19.

Edward Browne.

Day.
A. D.- 1846,

James Spencer Northcote, M. A., First Class Litteris flu-
manicribus, late’ Scholar of Corpus Christi’ College, Oxford,
Curate of llafracombe, Devonshite. Received at Prior Park,
Jan. 17 (mamied).

John B. Morris, M. A., Fellow of Exeter College Oxford,
author ¢ Nature, a parable,” a Translation of St. Chrysostom
on the Ronwns, aud the ““ Rhythms of St. Epbrem,’* &c.—
Gained the indian Prize in 1842. Assistaut Hebrewj Lecturer,
:;gd Lecturer in Syriac. Received_in Birmingham, January

Henry Formby, M. A., Vicar of Ruarrdean, Gloucestershire
author of a work called ¢ Visit to the East.,” Received at Os-
cott, Jan 18.

Goorée Burder, M. A. Received at Oscott, Jan 24.

J M Chanter, M. A., formerly of Oriel College, Oxfoyd, and
Vicar of Ilfratombe, Devonshire, whose pulpit it will ‘be re-
membered Dr. Pusey occupied, with the license of the Bishop

Received at St. Malo, on Christmas

~

of Exetcr, during his suspension by the University authatittes,
has followed Mr. Nowman's example, by conforming to the Ro-
man_ Catholic Communion. MriChanteris the forty third mem-
ber of the University of Oxford who has conforme(r to the Rp-
man Church, from among the T'ractarian party, within the last
three years, Feb 1846,

Members of the two Universities, 1.—Lay Members of the Uns
versity of Ozford.

Johnson Grant, St John's College.  Under-graduate. Re
ceived at the Episcoxﬁsl Seminary at Bruges, Dec 1841.

Edward Douglas, B. A. Christ Church Cullege.  Received
at Rome, Easter, 1812.

Peter Le Page Renouf, Scholar of Pembroks College.  Re-

ceived at Oscott, Easter, 1842,

William Lockhart, B. A., Exeter College. Recewved at
Louﬁhborou h, Auguat, 1843,

Thomas H. King, Under Graduate, Exeter College. Re-
ceived at Birmingham, Jan 1844. .

Charles R. Scott Murray, B. A. Christ Church College, M
P. Received at Rome, Jan 1844,

William Leigh, Brasenose College, Oxford. Received at Leu-
mington, March, 1814.

Georgs Tickell, M. A , Fellow of University College, First
Class in Littens Humaniogbus.  Recewved at Bruges in the
Autumn, 1844,

Thomas Meyriek, B. A., Scholar of Corpus Christi College,
First Class in {.iueris Humanioribus, Author of the Life of
the Family of St. Richard, one of the Lives of the English
Saints. Received at Hendred, during Lent,.1845.

John Dobree Dalgarins, M. A., Exeter College, late Scho-
lar. Author of the Infe of St Stephen Harding, St. Helier, St
Gilbert, St Aelred, and other Lives of the Eaglish Sats.—
Received at Aston Hall, Scpt. 1845,

Albany Christie, M. A., Fellow of Ociel Collegs. Furst
Class, Litteris Numanioribus, Author of several works of de-
votion, Holy Virginity, &c., &e. Received in London, Octo
ber 1845.

John T. Calman, B. A., Worcester College.
Prior Park, Noveinber, 1845.

Robert Simpson, Under graduate of St John's College.
ceived at Oscott, Jan, 1846.

2.—~Lay Members of the University of Cambridge.
8William Simpeon, Trinity College. Received at Oscott,
1843.
__ Jomes Auvgustus Stothert, Trinity College Cambridge and
Ldinburgh University. Author of * Justorum Semita,” &e.—
Received at Edinburgh, July, 1844.

Received at

Re-

B. J. Butland, Trinity College, Under graduate.  Received
at Oscott, September, 1844.
J. B Rowe, St. John’s Cullege, under graduate. Received

at Birmingham, November, 1845.
E. Fortescue Wells, Trinity College.
ceived at Bitmingham, November, 1845.

Under graduate. Re- |

J A. Knox, B, A., Trinity College, Scholar. Reccived
at Northampton* November, 1815.
Scott N. Stokes, B, A., Trinity College, Scholar, Seeré-

tary to the Camden Society. Received at Birmingham, Dec.

1845.

William Hutchison, Trinity College. Under-graduvate. Re-
ceived at Birmingham, December, 1845.

Henry Mills, Trinity Gollege. Under-graduate.
at Birminghain, Jan, 1846.

J. B. Waldford, Under-graduate, St Johh’s College.
ceived in London, January, 1846. .

Henry Bacchus, B. A., Corpus Christi College. Received
in London, January, 1846, .

Other persons of Note.

Rd. Frasér Frazelle, Esq., of Baldoyle.
‘Mrs George Ramelian, Salsford, Clare.
‘The Countessof Clare. Received 1842,
Miss Blliot. Received 1842.
181;12iss Gladstone, sister of the Minister of State.

Received

Re-

Received
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Miss Young, and her sister, Miss Isabella Young  Received
1842.

Captain Lawrence. Received 1842,

Mr Sunkey of Trinity College, Dublin  Leader of a Reli-
gious Sect in Edinburg, with his wife, four clildren, and many
of lus followers. Received 1842,

Mr W. Turnbul, Advocate. Sceretary to the Antiquarian
Society of Scotland, Received 1843,

Mr Charles De Barry, and his wife. Received 1813.

Mr Charles Hemans, son of the celebrated Poetess,
ed 1843,

Mrs Segrave—his sister ana brother.

Miss Elliot, and her sister.

Miss Emily Bowles. Received ut Rome, 1845,

.‘gss Warner, daughter of an Anglican Minister.
is43.

Mr Bosanquet, Barrister. Received 1813.

dl\!lg: Townsend, daughter of an Anglican Minister. Receiv-
ed 1845.

Mrs Seagur, wife of the Anglican Minister who has become
a Catholic. Received 1844.

Mrs Parsons wife of the Anglican Minister who has become
. a Catholic. Received 1844,

slrhss Mariott, daughter of an Anglican Minister.
1844.

Miss Hext. Received 1844,

Miss Hatriette Pigot. Received 1844

Mr Isaac Twycross, M D, of Oxford.

8ilon. Mrs. Heneage, and daughter.
1845,

Mus. Clements, Received at Rome, 1845.

Mrs J Campbell Smith, wife of the Anglican Minister, who
has become a Catholic.

Mrs. Ward, wife of the Anglican Minister who has become
a Catholic. Recejved 1845. )

Mr J Ruscome Puole, Lawyer. 1is wife and two unmarried
daughters. Received 1845. i

s Arnstice, daughter of Mr J Ruscombe Poole.
of seyeral works, ceived 1815,

Mrs Spencer Northcote, daughter of Mr. IR Paole, and wifo
og the Angliean Miuister who has become a Catholic. Receiv-
ed 1845. -

Mr Matthias Woodmason, wife, two daughters, and a son.—
Received 1845.

Mr F W’ Tarleton, lawyer. Received 1815,

Lady Annabella Acheson, and Lady Olivia Acheson, daugh-
ters of the Earl of Gosfurd. Received 1815,

Mr. Edward T. Hood, Barrister. Received 1845,

Mnrs. and Miss Wood, the danghter and wife of the Rev. M
Wood, the author. TReceived 1845. - -

Mr Léi¢ester Buckingham, Secretary to the British and Fo-
reign Institute.  Received 1845.

Mrs. Watts Russel, and Miss Watts Russcll, wife and sis-
ter of the Anglican Minister who has become a Catholic. Re-
ceived 1845.

SMiss Munro, daughter of the Lady Doherty.
1845, .

Mrs Marshall, wife of the Anglican Minister of Swalloweliffe
who has become a Catholic. Received 1645.

Mr J Capes Proctor of the Prerogative Court of Canterbury.
Received- 1845.

MrJ R Judge, lawyer. Received 1845,

Mrs Capes, wife df'the Anglican Minister who has become a
Catholic. * Received 1845.

Mt Grenville Wood. Received at Antwerp, 1846,

Mz Henry Foley, lawyer. Received 1846,

Mr Galbert Plomer, lawyer. Received1846.

Mt Dake of Hastiugs, his lady, and all the members of his
fomily. Received, Aug 14, 1848,

‘I'hirty 318 Protesiams abjured their errors in Cambray, and
were received into the bosom of the Catholic Church daring the
vear 1845, ’ T ‘

At Liseux, says Le Normand, og the Feast of the Epiphany,
Mrs Hatton, of London made abjuration, angd received baptism
trom the hands of the Abbe Le Burgeois, Vicar of St. Peter’s.

Receiv-

Received

Received

Received at Paris,

Authoress

Received

She was converled by the letters of her two daughters, one of
wilom is a.nun, and the othe ogher a board¥r itf the community
of Providencee, at Lisicvx. . )

Rohert Monteith, 1eq., jnnr., of Carstairs, received into the
Chur_h on the Festival of St. Josoph (19th March), at Oscott
College ; and on the feast of the Annunciation of aur Lady,

25th March), his Iady was also received into the Chuich at
the Convent of St. Margavet, Fdinburgh ; on which occcasion
the inmates of that cstablishment made the customary annual
renewal of their vilws, .

Rev. Edward Healy Thompson, M A, late Curate of Rams-
gate, Kent, and heretofore of St. James®’, Wesminster; dnd St.
Marlebone, London, was received into the Catholic Church, at
Salisbury, on Easter Eve. .

The Rev Cecil Wray delivered an address to the Congrega-
tion of St. Martin's-in-the-Fields, on the reasons which led the
curate of that church to join the communion of the Church of
Rome, It appears from this address that Mr Wellshad long
entertained doubts asio the position of the Church of England,
which doubts at length became so pe plexing that he felt }1?
could no longer conscientiously teach her doctrines. ¢ He was
says Mc Wray, ¢ fascinated by the order, deccncy, and reve-
rence of the l{omiph ‘Worship, and by the absence of those in-
consistencies of discipline and doctrine which we have to de-
plore.”’— Liverpool Albion. .

We regret to hear that another secession from the Church
of England, amongst the Clergy of this diocess, is about to
take place, the Rev Gentleman having just resigned his pre-
ferment for the purpose of entering into the communion of the
Church of Rome,—Dorset Chronicle (April 1.) .

At St Cathedral, My. Chailes Stokes, formerly of Trinity
College, Cambridge, made his first communion, having heen
previously received into the Catholic church by the Rev J.
Moore, in the chapel helonging to the Bishop’s house. M.
Stokes is a brother to the Rev Nasmyth Stokes who was pub-
liely receiveds n..he same Cathedral some weeks ago.—Morn-
ing Herald, April 17. Lo

15th of May Cardinal Aeton received into the bosom of the
Catholic Church the Rev George Dudley Ryder, his wife, his
sister, Miss Sophia Ryder, and his _three eldest children.  Mr
Ryder is the second san of the late Bishop of Lichfield, nephew
of the Earl of Harrowby, and firat cousin of Ambrose Lisle
Phillips, Esq., of Grace Dieu Manor. “Mrs Ryder is sister-in-
law or the Bishop of Oxford, Dr. Wilberforce. AMr. Ryder
held an appointment in the diocess of Weinchester as Rector of
Easton. ™

On Tuesday, 5th May, the Rev E Burton, D D, the Protest-
am Chaplain of the Royal Hospital, near Kilmaigham, and for-
merly of St. Penl’s Church, Dublin, made his abjuration of the
Protestant form of worship, and his formal profession of the
Catholic, in the church of the Socicty of Jesus, or of St Fran-
cis Xavier, Upper Gardiner sireet. . L.

We understand that a considcrable family consisting of six
individuals, have, within a few days, been brought within the
fold of the Catholic Church. "The cjrcumstances_under which
these conversions accurred seems truly Providential. A reve-
rend gentleman happened to be passing the residence of the fa-
mily at Phibsborough at a perivd when the Jady of the house
was in need of the consolation of ‘2 ‘clergyman. = A minister of
her then cominunion had been sent for, but declined to cone
from some cause or other. In this extrermity the priest on pass-
ing the house was called upon and tue result has been that the
whole family have, as we have stated, become converts to Ca-
tholicity.—Freeman, May 20..- . ’

Rumours have for 2 long time been prevalent, that the Rev.
John Afilner, B, A., of Queen’s College, intended to follow
the steps of Mr. Newman and his friends, aod now there is no
doubt whatever remaining. Mr. Milner was publicly received
into the Catholic church, at Preston, on Sunday morning last.
he performed-the dutiesof his curacy up to the very time of s
departure from Preston, .His sccession has caused.the great-
est surpriss and sorrow, as he-was very much respected by his
parishoners and by all whok cw him.—Cyferd II cald.

Tady Georgiana Fullertoa, sister 1o Lord La auille, and aur
thoress of ¢ Elen MiddY+tan *° has bean recorve’ o *he Ca-
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thole lanch.  "Tho Rov Fdwaid Horne has resigned the rec-
torivs of St. Laurence and St Joha, Southampton, and his re-
signatiop has heen accepted by the Bichop of Winchester. My
tlornc was mentioned in our last weeks impression as about to
wmbrace the Catholie religion.— Cambridge Advertiser.

At Birmingham, a few daysago, a Baptist Mivister was re-
veived into the Church,

On the Vigil of the Ascensian, Mr. John Morris an  Uander-
praduate of Cambridgoe, the cldest son of a gentleman of hand-
xome fortune, and the cldest of tivelve cluldren. was received
wnto the church by Biskop Waring.  Itis supposed that his
«-gnvcrsi“ will very materially affeet s prospectt in lifo.—

une.

( Rcv.)l);wid Lewis, M. A., Viece Principal of Lewis Callege,
Oxford, formerly curato of St. Mary the Virgin, in that cy,
was lately received into the Catholie Church by the Rt Rev
Dr Griftiths, Viear Apostolie of the London district.—Morning
Aduertiser, June 1846,

A correspondent of the "Tablet says:—it is with much plea-
suré that 1 have to informn you of the reception into tha Chureh
of Christ, of the following persons at St. Servan :—Mrs Ma-
jor Browneand her davghter, Mrs Bonsall and her four chil
dren. and Mrs Utting and her three childeen. (Juue 1816.)

The Ilampshire Independent states that the rector of St Lau-
rence, the Rev E Horne, has at length resolved openly to join
the Catholic. Chureh,  (lbid.)

Captain Fulleston, with his family, has followed Lady
Georgiaua, and has catered the Church of Rome.  Cousiderable
stir has been made by tho nnnouncement that the Rev John
lcorge Wenham, B. A., demy of Magdalen College, Oxfurd,
hus become a Roman Catholic. Mr Wenham was taken out
last year by Dr Cfapman, the first Protestant Bishop of Co-
lomba, in order to superintend clerical education in the discoss
and to act as the Bishop’s cxamining chaplain. It is feared that
his secession will prevent the anpexmmem of further Colunial
Bishops, who for the most part bave been taken from the High
Church party.—Cambridfe Adverliser, June 1846,

‘The Rev Mr Siinpson, Vicar of Mitcham, having first resign-
e bis living was received into the bosom of the Roman Catho-
Jie Church (August 5).

‘The Reverend I M Jepson, curato of Wilby, who has long
been under the tuition of the Reverend Mr Lopez, Roman Ca-
1kolic priest at Gieat Yarmouth, with Mra Jephson, havé;, at
Jast, given in their full submission to the ** Bishopric of St Pe-
ter.” Mr. Lopez has been a coustant visitor at the parsonage
Tiouse for some months,— Church and State Gaxctte. " (Ibid).

On Tuesday the Rev William Howel Lloyd, a minister of the
Istablished Church, was received inio the Church of Rome, at
the chapel of the Bishop’s housg in Birmingham. A few days
before that, 2 gentleman of distinction from Scotland also made
alprofession of faith in the same chapel.—Liverpool Standard.

hid,
¢ At }{cnsington chapel, last weck, four converts (ladies and
sentlemen) were received into the church by the Rev. W.
Rugden. . ]

One o1 the clergy of the London District has lately assured a
correspondent that scarcely a day passes without a conversiqn in
his district.

Mrs ‘Thomas Ticcherst, late of Battle, Sussex. Received by
¥. Rev. R. B.

A corespondent informs us that, on last Sunday, the 23rd Au-
guss, in the parish of Killane, five members of a Protestant fa.
mily, named Hughes, were received into Catholic Church by the
Rev P. Rossiter.— Weaford In ent.

We need not assure our xeade the Converts for the first
half of the present year have been equally numerous and re-
spectable, and that every succeeding Packet brings an account
of fresh conversions.

We beseech our separatod brethren to ponder serioysly on
those remarkable changes, and to ask themselves whether the,
yeligion which has attracted the homage of 8o many pure and
exalted minds, must not be'invested with wenderful trath and
beauty? Read, we say ; read, and examing the grounds of the

S n e oy,

Catholic 1ehigion, of the ancient futh.  Ascartain its dechine
nut from the lying pages of its ignorant, or unscrupulous ene-
mies, hut from genuina Catholic cources.  And not only read
but pray. Pray to the Father of Lights to conduct you to the
knowledge of True Light, and pray with a determination to
embrace that Trath, at any sacrifice whatsoover. Good Pro-
testants of all denominatiohs, you have two hundred millions of
Cathiolics crying out that you are in error—that your doctrines
are not the ductrines of Christ. but the suggestions of pnde and
passion—that vour salvation is in imminent peril, because you
profess not that true aud ouly faith, without which it isim-
pussible to please God. Thisis a preat fact, an important ques-
tiod, nay, an «ll important question to you. Al your churches
admis that they are fullible, and how can any one of you be cer-
tain that he possegses the trve faith. All the above converts have
read examined, and prayed. The resultis, that they are now
Catlolies.  Go you and do in like manner. It is not only pos-
sible, but most probable that the whole,Catholic world ave right
and that you are wrong. We believe that this is eertain; and
ifit be so, what a dreadful predicament are you not placed in !
Read, read therefore ; examine our doctrines without delay, and
abavo all, proy for the illumination of the Holy Ghost.

THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND NOT THE
WORK OF GOD, BUT THE CREATION
OF MAN.

We asserted some time ago, that the Church as
by law cstablished, was the creature and slave of
the state. This assertion was disputed, and we
proved it. 'W. published the additional and mos:
convincing testimony of a celebrated Protestant lay-
man to the same effect.  This latter evidence has
it seems, excited the bile of onc of the anonymous
bigots who have lately discharged their unchristian
venom through the congenial organ of a degraded
Protestant print. We promised to add the irrefraga-
ble testimony of another Protestant if provoked ;
dnd as the great historical fact of the clumsy fa.
brication by the State, of the Anglican Church has
been so impudently denied, we beg our Protestant
readers to weigh well the arguments contained in
the following extract from a rccent work by a Pro-
testant Master of Arts, and Scholar of Corpus Chris-
ti College at Osxford. We allude to ‘the Rev.
Spencer Noitheot:, now a fervent Cathiolic, once
Protestant Curate of Ilfracombe in Devonshire. He
was received last year into the Catholic Church,
and published an interesting Work, entitled ¢ The
Fourfold Difficulty of Anglicanism, or the Church
of England tested by the Nicene Creed, in a series
of Letters.” °

We quote from Letter TX., page 154 :—,

- LETTER IX.
The fourth apd last note of the true Church
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which we have now to consider, Apostolicity, you
fearlessly clpiin for the Church of England ; be-
cause, as you say, her preseut bishops derive their
orders, through an unbroken succession, ffom St.
Augustin and his brethren, who were themselves
of undoubted apostolical descent ; and you say,
further, that this claim is tacitly acknowledged e-
ven by Rome herseif, inasmuch os she has never
formally declared the Enpglisn orders invalid.

Now, this whole-question is much top intricate
for either vou orme to cnter upon in any thing
like detail ; for to examine it rightly would require
more ccclesiastical learning than we possess. But
with respect to this last assertion, that Rome has
not pronounced upon the English orders, even.if it
be true in the ietter, I am sure the impression
which it couveys is falsg ; for has she not pro-
nounced upon them to all intepts and purposes,
when every clergymen of the Church of England,
who ¢mbraces the Catholic faith, and desires to be-
coine a Catholic priest, is required to be ordained
de novo and uneonditionally, just in the same way
as any lay candidate ? This isat least a practical
decision on the question ; and that Rome has so
decided is a fact which I think, ought to havesome
weight even with you, when you remember that
she has no intercst in denying or represonting as
doubtful the orders of those communions which
have separated from her, because, according to her
theory, such separation is in itself enough to con-
stitnte schism ; and, moreover, that she does ac-
knowledge the validity of orders in the Greek
Church, the Armenian, and oiher heretical bodies
in the Bast, so ~s not to require re-ordination from
any of their pr ests who return tb her obedience:
This ought in fairness to suggest to you the enqui-
ry, whether there be!not some special flaw in the
Inglish succession, discernible to her experienced
eye, which readers it nugatory.

What this flaw is, we nced not here enquire ;
but so few, even of the party to which you belong,
trouble themselves to look into the, history of the
Lnglish Reformation, while they are taught to as-
sume the validity of Lnglish orders as a mat..r al-
together beyond dispute, that I think it may be
well to mention a few facts, which may perhaps
be new to you, and which will show that there is,
at least, sonie room for question.

Perhiaps you are not aware that, though during
the reign of Henry VIIL no further change was
made in the Romanr Pontifical than- the omission
of the oath of obedience to the Pope, yet, m King
Edward’s time, an efitirely new service was pre-
scribed, both for the ordering of priests and deacons
and for the consecration of bishops. This service
was quite different, in many important particulars
from the one then in use in the Church. For in-
stance, in the consecration of a bishop, the form of
words which accomfanied the laying on of hands

was such as might have smived with equal jigpuie-
ty for the ordination of a priest or deagon, or cven
for the confirmation of a layman ,¥* and no mention
was made, in any part of the service, of conveying
to the candidate the power of confernng orders.
These defects are the more important, because
Cranmer, Barlow, and several others, who were
principally coneerued in framing the mew ordinal,
had on a previous gecasion distinetly affirmed that
consecration was not necessary ; that princes might
by theit own authority, appoint priests and bishops,
and that such appointment alone was sufficient ;
Ay, some went so far as to say that the only reason
why tho Apostles made bishops on their own an-
thority was, that there were at that time no Chris-
tian princes to whose orders they might submit
themselves.f However, be the cause what it may,
the fact is indisputable, that the form of words
then vsed for the consecration of a bishop was ve-
ry indetérminate ; and that it so continued until
the reign of Charies 11., when an iniportant altera-
tion was made, and the form now in use first
introduced. Six bishops had been consecrated ac-
cording to this first Protestant ritual during the
reigy of Edward ; but upon the accession of his
sister, Mary, it was ordered by the Catholic bi-
shops augd other able divines, that they should,
if found Worthy, * receive that which was wanting
to them, seeing that'they were not yet ordered in
very deed.’f Then came Queen Elizabeth, who
restored her brother’s ordinal, and having deprived
all the Catholic bishops, except one, proeceded to
order the consecration of others according to thes
Protestant form. But here a new difficulty pre-
sented itself, no Catholic bishop could be fuund to
execute her will ; and the ceremony was at last
performed by three of those bishops who had been
deprived in the preceding reign,acting under a com-
mission from the queen, in which she underiook to
“supply by her own supreme authority all that
should be done upon this occasion contrary to the
usages of the realm or the ecclesiastical laws.”
Such is a brief bistory of the origin of the pre=-

* Ttmay be worth while to specify the changes made in the
form 'of consecration at the Savoy conference. In king Edward’s
book it stood thus : *¢ T:ke the Xoly Ghost, and remember
that thou stir up the grace of God which is in thee Ly imposi.
tion of hands ; for God hath rot given usthe spirit of fear, but
of power, aad love, and of'soberness.” In the new Ritnal of
the time of Charles 11, * Receive the Holy Ghost for the of-
fice and: work of a'bishop in the Church of God, now commit.
ted into thee by the imposition of our hands ; in the name of
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen.
And remember that thou stir up the grace of Ged which is gi-
ven thee by this imposition of our hands, for God,” &c¢, The
following “questiot was at the same time added to those,
which were to be put to the Bishop elect:  Will you
be faithful in ordaining, sending, ox laying hands upon
others 1"

4 Collier, ix. 201, 203, &G

{Collier, vi. 64.
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send Englol Bpiscopute. Remember, 1 do not
give it as a positive prool that the succession was
broken, or as wvolving insuperable difficuities of
any kind whatever; bt only that you should, at
least, know the facts of the istory, and, therefore,
no longer assume it as a demonstrated truth, that
the apostolieal suceession is yours; and further, 1
would 1cuumd you that the French defeuce of your
orders, which vou all value so higly, was authori-
tatively condemned, and that its author died a here-
tic even upon the cacdinal doctrines of the Trimty
and the Incarnation. Moreover, if yow cver road
that dafence itself, 1 think you will not consider
its arguments so conclusive as they have been re-
presented to you : e. g., it is no sufflcient apology
for the defective form of consecration to say that 1t
contains as much as was expressed 1n the most an-
cient rituals, any more than it would be a sufficient
justification for one who refused the Athanasian
creed to say that I retained that of the Apostles.
‘F'o reject an article that has once been defined is a
very different thing from not having consciously
held that arti¢le before such definition. So,in hike
manner, to abolish all the usual rites in the conse-
cration of bishops, substituting for them a form of
words not even irreconcilable with Presbyterianism
gives some ground to suspect that episcopacy was

retained only for form sake ; or at least withh a ve-;

ry different design from that hitherto entertained
by the Church, and rather as a civil than an eccle-
stastical dignity.

Again, it is false to plead that the exereise of su-
premacy by Queen Elizabeth, in depriving the Ca-
tholic bishops, was to more than that of her pre-
decessor in depriving Protestant Bishops: for Ma-
ry was supported by the authonty of the Holy See;
all the sentences of depusition issued in her reign
were pronounced by bishops, and by them only;
the bishops had either been notoriously guilty of a
breach ¢ vows, or were such as only pretended to
“hold their bishopricks by letters patent of King
Edward V1., during good behaviom”* (quam diu
se benc gesserint) ; and moreover she only revers-

d, by royal authority, innovations that had been
made by thic same autbority in the preceding reign;
whercas Tlizabeth on the contrary, not only placed
heiself in an attitude of defiance with respect to the
Holy See but carried on her measures of reform
against the express protest of the whole episcopate
of the equntry, and of every other ecclesiastical au-
thority ; and having tisurped to herself all manner
of spiritnal authority and jurisdiction, delegated it
by letters patent, uuder the great-seal, toa com-
mis.on formed almost exclustvely of laymen,which
com:ission procceded to deprive the Catholic bi-
shops fer rcfuning a nevs and uncanonicai oath. 1
will not examire any fuyther details of the Defence

“Cller, +i., 55,

beeause, as [ have already said, it 15 ouly my puwr-
pose to show that the Apostolic ongin of your bi-
shops is at least not n simple, clear, and 1mcontio-
vertible f@et : that there are grave difficulties con-
nected with it, which none but men of eminent
ecclesmastical learning are at all able to grapple with

—perhaps even they unable to overcome.

And af, nstead of linnung the enquiry to the mere vahdity ot
orders o extend it to spiritual junsdiction, it becomes wwre
complicated still ; yet this is of course .ncluded in the wdea ot
Apoestolicity, otherwise there might e two rival churches 1
the same place, both Apostohcal, because both having the sue-
cession which yon would be the firstto deny. What, then,is the
condition of the Churchof England in thus particular?  Whence
St Augustine, to whom she must look as the founder of her hier-
archy, derived his jurisdiction is universally kaown. No one
over attempted to eny that he came direct from Rome, sent as
a missionavy by St. Gregory the Great ; that, so soon as he
found that the people were likely to embrace the faith, he went
according to the commands whichfhe had received from the holy
father,Gregory,to Atherius,archbishop of Arles,and was by him
consecrated bishop over the nauon of Angles ; that Pope Gre-
gory sent him the Pall. and wrote to hun to the eflect, that he
should consecrate twelve hishops, who should be subject 10 bis
rule ; that he should send a bishop to York, who in case of that
city and neighbourhood receiving the faith, shonld ordain other
twelve bishops ; and the Jetter continues,* ** nut only those bi-
shops whom yourselfshall conseerate, or these who shall be con-
secrated by the Bishop of York,butalso all the priests in Britain
who shall hold snbject to you, by the will of our God and Lord
Jesus Christ,”” &c.  Nothing can he more exphieit than this,
no other source can be mentioned whence St Augustin drew his
spiritual jurisdi*ion, but only the Apostolic See . surely then
the bishops of the present Church of England can scarcely pre-
tend to be the inheritorsof that jurisdiction,when they repudiate
the authority of the See by whiclr it was origimnally conferred;
for if, as the English Church teaches, ‘*the Bishop of Rome
neither hath, nor ought to have, any jurisdiction in this realra of
Eugland,’” then he had no power to confer any on St Augustin,
and if that original grant was nugatory, all that flows from 1t
must be nugatory also.

And, in fact when weread the history of the Reformat.on, we
find that a principle was at that period introduced 1nto the Fing-
lish Church, by which her claim to obedience was rested on a
hasis totally different trom that of Apostolical descent. In 1535,
Henry VIIY. issued out ¢ letters of imbition.’ forbidding, ¢ aucto-
riate sua suptema ecclesiastica,’ the archbishops and bishops,
¢ ea qua sunt junisdictionis excere, © and thus,” says the historian
of your Church, (Collierv. 297, 254, &c.) **all episcopal ju-
risdiction was Jaid asleep, and almost struck dead by the Regale
during the king’s pleasure.”” The same historian had told us,
in the preceding page, how the archbishop of Canterbury began
to make his metropolitan visitation, but did not ** venture upon
this branch of jurisdiction without theking's license, for now
the bishops could do little without aethority from the crown.™
In fact, the bishops had already taken out a commission in the
following terms : ¢ Whereas all authority of jurisdiction, and
indeed junsdiction altogether, as well that which is called ee-
clesiastical, as that which is secular, emanated at first from the
royal pawer, as from the supreme head,”” &. Aund in the be-
ginning of king Edward’s reign, new commissions of the same
tenor and form were again taken out by the same bishops ;
(Collier, v. 179, &c.) and the commission for Cranmer’s arch-
bishopric is thus exprest : “ We will that thou shouldest take
our stead i, the manner and form belaw mentioned and should-
est be licensed to ordain within thy diccese of Cantuibury.”'—
Thus the powor of ordination, and all other branches of ecelesi-
astical jurisdiction, were to be conferred By the king, and to be
cxecuted *“ vice, nomine, et auctoritate ¢yus.””  Lates sull, m
Queen Elizabeth’s reign, ¢“the whole compass of church discr
pline was again transferred upon the crown ,”” (1bid. vi. 224. i

*Red=x Hist, Eccl. 1. ¢. 29,
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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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ed, (Collier vi p 321 ) hat it anv oue should say or hear mass,
he should, for the first offence furfcit all Ius goods ; for the se-
cand, sufler  Lanishment § and tor the tland, death. Tu 15663,
the mperor Uerdivand wrote letters to the Queen, respecting
the suf'crings of the Faghish Catholies ; and tndeed many fam-
ihies had.been abligad oty tho kingdam 5 many noble gersans
hiad been thrownanto prisen, and before the end of her reign
wore than 120 priests, busides tavman and v omen, had suffered
wartyrdom for thea futh. You can searcely call such a com-
pliance as thiswas, an acceptance of the new religion.

But, even 1f 1t were utherwise, even if 1t were truo that the
Finghsh church had aceepted the Reformation, yet this could not
e any way allect the Apostolieity of the Romun church
in this coumtry; for euppusc a National church should
become Artan, fur mstance, ull us Bishops and clergy to a man
heading the Apostacy, and that the See of Rome should send
forth Bishops aud pricsts into that land to reclam its paople to
theancient futh, finding it convenient moreuver, tosend them not
asan established lnerarcy, butusa mssionary church ¢ in parti-
Lusnfidelium,’ T am sure that you would got yourself doubt that
such a church would be the Apostolic chureh of the land,
thuunh without the ancient sees; amd supposing farther’that
the Pupe had waited for a while, unwilhng to mterfere prema-
turely, and hopang that the Nauonal church woall recant its er-
“rors, and return to the communion of the fathful, surely this

would in no way alter the case. It 13 1dle then to deny the
Apostolicity of the Ruman Chareh w this kingdom, simply on
the ground of intrusion, when you must know that the question |
betwecn us lies very much deeper. It is mere unreality to
talk of the Euglish and Ruman churches as rival communions,
with no nnportant point between them, but that of righful juris-
diction in this country; for il the Roman church is true “any-
wlere, she is the only true church here ; for such she is aceord-
g to her own theory, and if that theory s false, she is a false
church every where. ‘I'he two churches are antagonist bodies
representing antagowst privetples, and holding antagonist sys-
tems of faith : and, thereture, laymg aside all question of sue-
succession or jurisdiction, they caunot, here or anywhere, be
both apostolical.

TForjyou will readily adinit that the apestolical succession is not
only the channel of sacramental erace, but also the guarantee
for the faithful transmission of all christian truth, and that there-
fore the maintenance ol A postolic ductrine 1sone inalienable mark
of an Apustolical Chiureh ; 10 fact, were 1t otherwise, the Ja-
cobite, Lutyclian, and other hereticnl communions are all Apos-
tolival chorches.  Now wnitus partieular, thecase of the ehuteh
of Englaud stands thus , she cannot elinn Apostolicity on the
ground of a regular transmisston of Apostolic doctrine from  Bi-
shep to Bishop witlun her fold |, sines, as she would herself al-
Jow, her prescut Bishops teach a dactrine on many points dia-
wetrically opposed to that which was taught by St, Augustine,
from whom they profess to derive their comnnssion to teach, and
by his successurs for many centuries ; more especially as this
discrepancy is uot the result of silent and gradual change, but of
a4 sud«Fen convulsion, one set of Bishops teaching the doctrines
they had recetved from theur fathers, and their unmediate sue-
cessors denouncing that systewm as corrupt, and teaching another
absolutely contradictory to 1. ‘I'he Church of England, there-
fore, is either herself not Apostolic, or she 1s the only Apostolle
church in the world, since there is none other she agrees with
indoctrine.  Iu a word, oven 1if her orders and spiritual jurisdic-
tion were admutted, her claumn to Apostohicity must still be judg-
ed by her possession or lack of the other notes of the true church
if she be One, Holy, and Catholic, and have besides an Episco-
pate deriving orders and jurisdiction fiom the Apostles, then
she must be Apostolic alsu ; but if auy one of those other notes
1s lacking to her, the possession of suck an Episcopate cannot of
aself mahe her Apostolic,

If, howevor, we would determing, by the simple light of rea-
son and common sense which church might righly claim thetitle
of Apostolic, as the true representative of the church of the
Apostles, we must recall to our minds an idea which is almost
forgotten by English chiurchmien in general, and which even

those of your school have scarcely cunsidered with the atteation
1t deserves ; T mean the 1dea of the church as a kingdom  You
tnow that many who recngmse the Church as the treasure

house of divine,porwer for their rule and governance.  Yet ull
acknowledge that ot Blessed Lord is nat only the Praphet aud
Pricst of Iiis peaple, but also their king, and you,at Jeast, wonid
not shrink from confessing His church to be his perfect repre-
sentative upon carth,  And further, a moment’s reflection will
remind us how uniformly it is spoken of in Scripturo, notas a
literature, or a philosophy, ot simply a roligion, butas a hing-
dom. Assucll it appeared in the vision of Nebuchadnazar,
sido by sido with the great visible kingdoms,which have succes

sively held dominion over the world: it was torqlold ‘(:f our Lord
that * the government should be upon his shouider,” that 1o
should * sit on the throuc of his father David,” and that *of
His kingdom there should be no end;"—:in the t'salms and
I’ropl-gt% the Chureh is set forth as a kindom into which all ma-
tions shall flow, and beforo whicl'all the powers of this worhi
should bow down to the very dust; nay, the Jewish Church, 1
which the Christian church existed in embryo, was itselfa hing-
dow ; and when our Lord seat his «postles furth to preach the
Gospel, they preachied saying, *the kingdom of heaven is at
hamr.”--ns the * kingdom of heaven,” he himself sets jt forth
in all his parables ;—and St Paul constantly speaks of it as the
t kingdom of Christ,’ * the kingdom of God’s dear Son;*—more.
over we cannot but see, that in the Aposiolic timesit was a com-
pact and visible society, governed by its own ralers and stsown

laws, gathering into-itself * the clect’ from uhfcrs nzmomz.7 alto-
gether independent of any of the powers of this world.  Now it
as the Anglican theory would have, the church in encl'n _naton
has really no uecessary dependance on the Churchlin any
other nation, but is a part and parcel of the constitativa of the
realm, and hangs on the throne as its supreme authority, in
what seuse ca6 the ohurch be called a Lingdom ! and,if it be not
a kingdom, why is it always so vepreseuted m Senptare?  Of
course if nothing existed answering to the ¢ s re word of prophe-
cy,’ if the Church wcre every where thus merged 10 the State,
one should conclude that the vbvivus meanug of Sernipture
this matter isaot the true one; but you kuow well that theress
a kingdom claimmg 10 be this ¢ hingdom of heaven,” a kingdom
whose internal polity isthe wonder of mankind; whose repraach
it iz in the eyes of the world, that its rulers have humbled to
the dust the pride of princes: which hus undcrgone many vicis-
situdes, and risen agwin living and trinmphant, as ¢ fated not to
die;” nav, of which us very enenies feel thatst bas within 1t the
principle of enduring existence. Hear the tstimony rendered
by one of them, (Macaulys Pssays, vol 3, p. 207.) n?d then
judge whether this be not the kingdpm, wlueh as the Prophets
speak, shall ¢ stand forever.” < THE proudest royal houses are
but of yesterday, whencompared with the lime of the Supreme
PontIs; tke Republic of Vemee is modern when compared with
the Papacy ;-and the Republic of Venice 15 gone, and the Pa-
pacy remains i—the Papacyremains, notin decay, nuta mere
antique, but full of life and youthiul vigour. The Cathohe
Church is still sending forth to the farthest cuds of the world,mus-
sivnaries as zealons as those « ho Luided at Kent with Mugustio,
and still confronting hostilé bings with the same spint wih
which she confronted Attilla.  She saw the commeucement of
all the governments, and of all the ceclesiastical esttblishments
which exist in the world, and we feel no assurance that she s
not destined to see the end of them*all. She was great and re-
spected before the Saxon set footn Britawn . . . .. .. She
may still exist in undiminished vigour, when some traveller from
New Zealand shall, in the midst of a vast solntude, take s
stand on 4 broken arch of Londun Budge, to sketeh the yuins

of St. Paul’s.”
THE LAST TORY LIE. .

The *guts and garbage vehicle of fulsehood saysithis week,thata
commuatcation ig tho Volunteer signed & Catholic was written by
the Editors of the Crass. A greater Lie was never told by the Fa~
ther of lies himself, ~ Our senliments concerning Scotchmen aro
well known, and have been alrcady published to the worldin the
pages of this Journal. The falschood however,like so many others
Las been coined for base political purposes. Perhaps the Tory
Protestant Journals would wish to provoke the Cross into a poliis
cal contest. If so, wo beliovo we could not inflict a greater pus
nishment upon them, than by gratifying their desire.  Lhe rel-
gious chastisement which they reeeived at our hands was but mere
child’s play to what they may expect if we tako up the political
cudgel  Verbum sap.




