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cipline. Humanam oonati swnt facere ecclesiam. They attempted
and they havesucceeded. ... Let those who canput theirtrustin such a Church and such an Episcopate,those whocan feeltheirfouls safe in such a system, workin it,think for it,writefor it, prayfor it,and trust tlusir soulsinit." Nevertheless,aswehavesaid,thedownfall of the English Establishment would moat probably, as
things are,be amisfortune to thecountry— for, atleast, whateverbeits faults, aad howsoever great its inconsistencies andconfusions,
evena"human Church

"
is tobe preferredtojthesynagogueof Satan,

by whichit wouldbe replaced.

more or less coarse. With all its faults the Church of Eng-
land^ preserves among its members a spirit of reverence andgravity, and is a medium of refinement in religion. CardinalManning, for example, can still remember with affection thechurch of his native parish, and can recill with pleasure hisearly studies as an Anglican of Holy Writ. If this Church withitaministry -wereswept away,then,or what would in the long ru->come to prettymuch the same thing, if it were cast for support upona people unaccustomed to the voluntary sustenance of religion, adownwardstep wouldbe taken, andaninfluence that,on the whole,and everything being considered and allowed for, tends rathertowards whatis good would be undermined. The way of infidelity
wouldbe madestillbroaderat once,or those sects whose very exis-
tencedependson the coarsenessandwantof cultureof theiradherentswouldbe strengthened for a time,until the matchof civilisationmadeit;no longer possiblefor them toretain their followers.—Cer-tain arguments,nevertheless, thathave beenurged for the preserve-tion of the EstablishedChurch do butbetray the cause theyadvocateandbringout into relief the faults thatdistinguish thisChurchabove
allothersects. We find, for example,the very want of unity— thatcharacteristic that; is so distinguishing a noteof theChurchof Christ
—the very oneateight of which the unbelieving world should be
converted— wefind, thatgreat wantpleadedby theBishopofDurhamtheotherday, as a reason for themaintenanceof the Kstablishment."The promoters of disestablishment wouldsupply themwith thebest
arguments,"hesaid. " They called themselves Liberationists, and,therefore,it mustbe assumed that theirleading motive was libera-tion. Buthe wouldask— whatChurch wasmore free already thantheChurch of England2 What werethe twotests of freedom? They
surely were these— freedom of opinion and freedom of practicaldevelopment. The Church of England enjoyed both of those toarery large extent,and he looked upon it as theirglory so long asthere wasa loyaladherence to the main doctrines of Christianity
andaloyalandpracticalobedienceto the Church,andso longas there
wasagreat latitudeofopinionallowed. The Church wasagreat gainer
from that freedom— from the existence of sjeools of thought— and
for the reason thatnomanor school of men was perfect all round,andif they triedtoexpelone schoolof the Church, theChurch mustbe impoverished to that extent. " But who shalldistinguish as tothose"main doctrinesof Christianity," or decide as to those doc-trines that are indifferent or nnimportant? Well, indeed, does
Allies writeas follows:— "< Has theAnglican communionany onecon-sistent faithconcerning the Catholic Church, and the sacramental
system, which is in /act the applying of the Incarnation to the mys-
ticalBody of Christand the souls which belong to it ? Who will
venture tosay thatit has,as a whole ? Ispeaknot of this or that
party,Evangelical.Latitudinarian,or High Church, or the Oxford
movement, within it;but does tha Anglican Church as a iviwle
deliver tomen anybelief as to where the Catholic Church at thig
moment is; whethertheRomanis part of itor not ;whetherPresby.
terianism in Scotlandis a branch of it or not; whether it is in-
fallible or not ; whether i£ General Councils may err, the whole
Churchmay err,and teach falsehood for God'u truth. Each indivi-
dualin the AnglicanChurch will have.his ownanswer, or none,upon
these questions. Yet all repeat: 'Ibelieve one Holy Catholic
Church.1Howcantheybelieve wbatjtheydonotknowanythingabout?"
and so, be goes on to say, it is with regard to Baptism,and theBlessed Eucharisf, and Penance, and the Apostolical Succession.How, then, shall itbe knownby Anglicans whatare the "main doc.
trinesof Christianity" ? Arethose only main doctrines upon whichall Anglicansagree— if any such there be— and is their agreement
the testby which the importance of the doctrines is to be judged—
Infallibility being in this agreement? Or how shall there be a" loyaland practicalobedience" to a Church that allov/s a "

greafe
latitude of opinion," and leaves every man to decide for himself?
But still,perhaps,it should be easy toobey anauthority that throws
looss the reins, andletsa man wander as he will. Obedience,never-theless,wouldseem to imply soaaesort of headship or control. But
thisBishopeeems to glory inhis Church'sgreatestshame,and to find
in the subordinationof God toCajsar thereasonfor her continuance.
On the influenceof worldly affairs alsoon the changes and variations
of his Churchmen's teaching he places much stress. But these are
spiritual guides of at least a doubtfulnature. "The freedom of
thought was to a great extent due tothe factthat the Church was
established. The Church secured that freedomin two ways. First,
thebroadaegis of the law washeldover all parties, and the trium-
phantmajority for themoment badnopowertooppressthe minority.
Secondly,by the continued establishment the clergy were brought
into contact with themind of thenation, and were themselvesput
inharmony with the manifold and varied interests of the nation
These two facts wereamost valuableguaranteeagainst narrowness.''
The thought of the Church regulated by the laws of the temporal
power, and the teaching of the clergy coloured by the interestsof
the day. Here, indeed, is no Church chosei out of the world,butone of the earth earthy. "This is its origin," writes Alliesagain'" this is the rprinciple on which it is built, the subjection of the
spiritual power to the civil in spiritual things, in faith,arid in dis-

ArchbishopCrokehasutterlyhorrifiedtheLondon
Spectator. TheSpectator wants to know to what
theChurch of Rome iscoming atall,and to what
depthsof degradation especially it is destined to
sink in Ireland. He says the Archbishop is con-vincing thehereticalworldthat some prelates of the Church haverenounced all connection with the teaching of the New Testamentas tothe respectdue to the law. But that is a little thing, for ifthe heretical worldhas not from thefirst been fully persuaded that

all prelates of the Church were altogether astray as to the whole
teachingof theNew Testament whatright, weshouldlike toknow,
has it to be a heretical world, or what excusecan iturge for itsposition1Letthe Spectatorhowever,speak forhimself. Heis allud-ing to the Archbishop'saddresses :— "" The yare certainlypernicious
to themoral welfareof thepeople,and instructive only in showing
ourhereticalworld how entirely some prelates of the Church of
Bornein Ireland,havebroken free from theprinciples and precepts
of the New Testament on the Bubject of the respect due to the
administrationof thelaw. Even in that address at Kingstown in
whichArchbishop Croke pouredout the first fruits of his commun-
ings with the bead of theChurch and declaredhimself by the way,
not the Church,'unchanged and unchangeable,' bis advice to the
peopletoavoid brea-.besof the lawwasput in this verysinsterform.— 'Youmust bepreparednot toput yourselves in the power,— in thepower of whatarecalled the friendsof law and orJer.'— He cannot
evenrecommend obedience to the law without telling an uneducated
crowd that the representatives of law, and order, are only so'regarded,' and by implication at least that theyar» perfectlyat
liberty to regardthem as anything but friends to that cause. This
is abroadhint fromone whoboasts thathe iB 'unchanged and un-
changeable' as to the interior attitudeof Irishmen towaristhe law,
ahint whichis certainly veryunlikely indeed topromote that out*
wardobservance of law and orderwhich he verbally enforces upon
Irishmen."— Butthose whoare calledthe friends o! law and order
while they areengaged in carrying out the provisions of an unjust
and brutalsystem of coercion may well be heldup to the scorn and
suspicionof thepeople,agrinding tyranny being no wneresanctioned
by the New Testament. As to theobjectionmade thatthe Archbishop
had spoken of himself, and not the Church as unctunged aid
unchangeable, he was hardly tlwre for the purpose of teaching
a Catholic people tl.eir Catechism. But there is worse to come.
'■Then within a few days." our contemporary gjes on to say,"at
Fethard,ArchbishopCroke receives another address from a religious
confraternity,— the confraternityof the S.icredHeart of Jeßus',— to
wnich he replies:— { IfIwereallowed to introduceanything profane
into this matter,Ishould say that confraternities are the Land
League of Heaven. Onr National League was established here to
break down the forces of a cruel and unjust monopoly amongst
certain classes whodominatedover this country for years, that is its
object and aim. Our anfraternitieshavea similarobject andaim
forheaven. The objectof theNationalLeague is to fix the people
happily on earth; the object of theconfraternities is togive them
life and glory inheaven.'" "Itis hardly possible," comments the
Spectator, "to imagine violent politicsdragged morecompletelyby
head and shoulders into the very heartof a religious subject than
in this speech. We never heard before that there wassupposed to
be in the spiritualworlda'cruel andunjust monopoly ' of the

'
life

aud glory of heaven.'"— Where then has our contemporary, the
Spectator, been stopping his ears all these years—that is so far as
the religious world is concerned ? Has henot,indeed,heardof the"Lord'select

"
1or of those varioussects that believe the Kingdom

to belong to themselves alone? Do theynotmonopoliseit,andcruelly
as those whom they exclude may think? The Spectator,however,
forcesupon Dr.Croke's words a meaning that the speaker did not
intend togive them, and he fully explained the sense in which ho
made the comparison. But the Spectator is not particular as to
exactness, when he deals with one who doea justice to theLand
League,nor is he himself anxious to avoid calumny and falsehood
as is proved by his repeating the old unproven and unproveable
accusations regarding theLeague. Hereveryrespectable journalists
and others have takena licensethatmust probablybeallowedtothem
but only invirtueof thebarefacedmannerin whichthey lie,andwill
not refrain fromlying. The truemurder,however, is still tocome,and
all that theArchbishophas so far said iscomparatively mere trifling:"Butmuch theworst and most actively mischievous of Archbishop
Croke'saddresseeis that deliveredat Baneha last week, in answer to
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