
On Sunday evening last after vespers at St. Joseph's Church,
Dunedin, his Lordship the Bishop of the Diocese commencedacourse of instructions from ecclesiasticalhistory. The subjectchosenfor the first lectureofthe series was that of the celibacy ofthe clergy,andafter a few introductory remarks the Bishop said
he woulddividehis discourseinto three parts. Ist. He would laybefore thecongregation the state of the questionashis studyofecclesiastical history ledhim to apprehend it in his own mind.2nd. He wouldgive the authorityonwhichhebasedhis opinions,and thirdly he wouldstatesomeobiectionsthat wereurgedagainst
.the matter.

Allpresent understoodwhatthe celibacy of theclergy meant.Accordingto the law of the Church those who wereadmitted toHoly Orders wereforbidden to marry,or if alreadymarried wereobliged toliveas if they were not so, and in addition werecom-pelled to lead chaste lives. Ecclesiastical history testified thatIroni the days of the Apostles the higher ordersof theclergy, i.e.bishops,priests and deacons, were accustomed to lead a life ofcelibacy. He wasaware that this statement wascontradictedbypersons who werenot Catholics,but it could be shown thattheircontradiction was groundless. The celibacy of the clergy hadbeenthe customfromapostolictimes. A customisnot alwaysa law,but this soon hardened into law. St. Peter himself had made apositive Jaw, binding on the clergy belonging to the Church ofKome andall its dependenciesin thewest,toleadalife of celibacy,
bt.Mark,who was the disciple of St.Peter,had extended this lawto the Church of Alexandria,of whichhe was bishop. This lawwas not enforced in the east, but clerical celibacy was there acustom; a statement whichhe made on the high authority ofOngen, St.Jerome,Eusebius andSt.Epiphanius. Ifsome depar-tures from this custom weretobe met with, theywereexceptional,andserved tostrengthenandconfirmtherule.Forthe first three hundred years of the Christian era it isclear thatmen who embraced the ecclesiasticalstateinits highergradesnevermarried afterthey wereordained,andif theyhadbeenmarried before theywere ordained,they wereobliged,by the law ofbt.Peterin thewestandby theuniversalcustominthe east,toliveseparate from their wives. Inthe year305,beforethe terminationof thepersecutions,inaCouncilheld at Elvirait was canonicallydeclared,thatall inholyorderswhomarriedorlivedwiththeir wivesafter theirordination weredeposed; this proves that a law on thesubject must have previously existed,since a law made for the
nrst time by the council wouldhavehadnoretrospectiveeffect.During the first three hundred years Christians had beenhuntedas if they were wildbeasts, it is not, therefore, surprisingit they did not leave a superabundance of documents, anditisturtherknown thatmanyof thoseactuallydrawnupby themwereburned by their enemies. Still there are sufficient writingsre-maining to teachus fully whatthedisciplineof theChurch wasinthis particular. The law made by St. Peter waß testified tobyOngenand Tertullian,and this latterhad himself beenamarriedman untilhe wasordainedpriest in Carthage, whenhe separated
tronihis wife. Again,in two letters of Pope St. Siricius,one tothe Bishopof Tarragona in 385, and the other to the Bishop ofloulouse, that Pontiff alludes to the institutionreferred to, anddeclares thatall whoviolateitare to be punished. Innocent1.,inthe year400, again testifies to the same,as do all the Councils ofthe fourth, fifth andsixth centuries.At two Councils that were held in Asia Minor in the fourthcentury, and over which St. Vitalis, who died in the year320,presided namely thatof Ancyra in 316, and that ofNeo-Cffisareain317, celibacy was imposed upon the higherclergy. A strange
provision wasmade by the fifth canon of the Councilof Ancyra.fvA. ôn' when a*>out to be ordained, declared to the bishopthat it washis intentiontomarry whenhe was ordained,hemightlawfully do so, but unless he thus protested he was obligedtoobserve the lawsof celibacy.

The reasonof thatprobably was, that in the first three centu-ries thereexisted great difficulty in obtaining men fitto exercisethe oihce ofthe ministry, andit frequentlyhappened that the peo-ple seized onsome man of exemplaryholiness, and insistedon hisbeing ordained. Itwould no doubt have been considered ahard-ship had men, who were thus compelled to take holy ordersagainst their will,beenobligedin consequence of this to separatefromtheir wives, supposing that they were married, and it maynavebeen inconsiderationof their case that theprovisionalludedto wasmade by theCouncilof Ancyra.
SocratesandSozomen declare thatat the Councilof Niceheldin325, whenitwas proposedtosuperaddto the customalready inexistence inthe east the sanction of positivepreceptwithregardto thematterof clericalcelibacy,St. Paphnutiusprotestedagainstit, and it was not enforced. His lordship had no intention ofdenying that St. Paphnutius had been present at the Councilbut it was nevertheless certain that his name did not appear)subscribing any of the decrees. The historians alluded to did!notliveuntilmorethan lOOyearsaftertheCouncilofNice,whichhadjconfirmed the customspreviouslyprevailing. Moreovertheeasternbishops whohadbeenpresentatthis Council,on their returnthenceto their dioceses,began toenforcestrictly theobligationofcelibacyon the clergy,andmoreparticularlywasit thenextended throuo-h-out theirpatriarchatesby thepatriarchsof AlexandriaandAnticchAnargument brought from ecclesiastical history against thecelibacy of the clergy is that the father of St. GregoryNazianzenwasapriest. There were,however,otherpriests besidesthosewhowere Christians, and this man may have been a pagan, or hiscase manyhaveformedone of those exceptions foundln the Eastof a departurefrom theuniversal customobservedthere,and whichhave beenalready alluded to. Other objections fromhistoryareequally trivial, andadmit of easy refutation. Certain argumentshavealsobeenurgedfromHolyScripture,-wherewe aretoldthatSt

ldeahasbeen transmutedfrom generationtogenerationthathappiness is one large and beautiful precious stone, a singlegem so rare that all search after it is in vain, all efforts for"ithopeless. It is not so. Happinessis amosaic, composed of manysmaller stones Each taken apart and viewed singly may beof
fl
VaJUe'fbUlWh*naUareStupedtogether and judiciouslycom-bindandset, they form a pleasing and graceful whole~acostlyjewel. Tramplenot under foot, the little pleasureswhich aGra-cious Providence scatters in the daily path, and which,inea-ersearch aftersome great and exciting joy, weare tooapt toover-look. Why should wealwayskeepoureye fixedon the bright, dis-tanthorizon, while there are so many lovely roses in the garden inwhich we are permitted to walk? The very ardor of our chaseatter happiness may be the reason why she so often eludes ourfrou|ht^grttogUB.
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Peterhimself waamarried, and whence Borne suppose thatall the
Tertu £n We^rric?;- TSi8' however' was not the opinioVofTertulhan, who had been born in the second century, and diedin the year216. Inhis opinionSt. Peteronly wasmarried, all the2S3'f W«? ?" Peter seParafced from«■ wife whencalledto the apostolate. Such wasalso the opinionof St. Jeromewho,inhis controversy with Jovinian and Vigilantius, treats onthis subject. Another objection is found inthe words writtenbySt. PaulinIst Cor., ix.5v.;but this depends altogetheronamis-translation. The wordrendered"wife"intheauthorised versionisproperly woman, and the term "a woman, a sister

"
means aChristian woman. Itwas the customof certain of the apostles,asof Christhimself, tobe followedbyholy women,whoministeredtotheir wants,bufc St. Paul rejected such assistance, hebein-ofanindependentspirit. Itis of these holy womenSt. Paulspeaksinthe Jpassage alluded to, Jand it has no bearing on the subjectAnother passage adduced inoppositiontothe celibacy of theclergyoccurs in the epistle to thePhilippiansiv.,3v., but this alsohan°4uponamistranslation,andcannot beurged withany force

°
Inconclusion his lordship stated that much more might besaid on the subject which would be of deep interest tocritics andscholars, butheconsideredthat whathehadnow said wassufficienttor the purposehe intended toserve, that of makingitplain toanordinary congregationthat clericalcelibacy hadbeen therule fromthe days ofthe Apostles to thepresent. The next evening ttoatheshould address themhe would also choose ecclesiasticalhistory forMs subject, buthe wa3 as yetundecidedas to whatparticularpointhe should select tospeakupon. L

THE POLICY OF OBSTRUCTION
. [From the 'Wexford People.']It is full time for Irishmen to consider the various suggestionswhichhave beensubmitted by the Nationalpress as the alterna-tivemeans tobe adoptedinthe present crisis. One journal— theirishman —always moreor lesshostile to the HomeRuleparlia-mentary pohcy— counsels abstention from Parliament and a pro-

w*?\ aiSf ° Elhenationa=ainst the farceof Irelandbeing&W^r
)Ihro^a rePresentation whichis amockery, whileJwiglandcrushes their power by numerical force. The 'Nation

'
that has hithertocounselled parliamentaryactionintheusual formnow declares for a.policy of obstruction,so thatif Irelandisnot toreceive justice atthehandsofimperialists theEnglish people mustbemadeto feel that the Irish membershave the° powertoaSufythe action of the imperial parliament. The 'Freeman,' on theZL^YV?5 r6S fTpurfUhig the oldP0110?' alld on th^ lineslaiddownat the general conference, as being the course thenrecom-mendedtoandendorsedby thenation, andnot sincerevoked~andfor thus stating its views is roundly assailed by the 'UlsterEx-aminer, a ]ournalof much patriotic feelingandpower, lar^elvcir-Weftnf^T f^& iF"?* Ireland' also tlSTugh the%?*****" Jog^ally the 'Freeman' is safe,butpatriotic-Sl'r, v ?'ua?ad âncej^bemade inthe Programme,andthe policy of obstruction adopted,when it hasbeen proved,as ithas been notoriously,not alone on the Home Ruledebate,butonalmost everyother occasion when English interest,ignorance,andprejudicestood opposed toIrish rights, thatbrute force tramples
SSOO^ J"l

**" ■***h t̂s breath- Obstruction is thenatural weapon to wieldwhen suchapolicy is pursuedbyBritishstatesmen. IfIreland is not to have justice, England Jhal nothavelegislation— andso the game canbeplayed out. Merear-u-
SS* C^P]ai-an°?i Partie?' a dfire to be fair, honorable,andabove board m all things, have been tried without avail. Topursue the present course would be merely going over the oldground againwithoutadvancing a step. Brute forcemust bemetby aggression and obstruction on all and every occasion thatsupphes the means. Even, as the 'Freeman' suggests, did theHouse alterits forms tomeet the difficulty, other means could bedevisedto obstruct busmess-or Englandwould beplacedbeforethe worldin the position of a State boastingof freeinstitutionsbutonly enabled to carryout legislativedeliberationsby ffa4in-therepresentativesofIreland. This isanalternativewhichweflncyshe wouldnot like to force,andhence the feasibilityof the leading
policy of obstruction. Anyhow it is worththe trial. Shouldit failthere is thepolicy of abstentionfromParliament to fallback on—apolicy of formidable significanceshouldit beadoptedduring thecrisis of a foreign war. At present such a policy would be in-judicious, because its adoption would destroy its force should ithavetobe adoptedin the future. But thepolicy of obstructionisopentono such objection, and a great dutydevolves on theIrishpeopleduring the recess-thatof demanding that theIrishrepre-sentatives shallmeetat aconvenient time, determinethe course tobepursuednextsession, andresolve on thepolicy of obstructioninthe eventof Irish demandsbeing met only tobe crushed,as theyhavebeenin thepresentandpast sessions ofParliament
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