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A tolic Delegation.
popmu'.. June 18th, 1906,
Mr. Thomas Cottey :

My Dear Bir,—Bince ecoming to Canada I have
poen a reader of your paper. 1 have noted
with setiataction thatitled rected with intelll

and abllity, and, above all thabitisim
with a strong Catholic spiris, It etrenu-
defends Cathollo principles and rights,

firmly by the teachings aud author
g‘:hn:%hnml{. l’! the same time promoting

rests of the country. Followlng
ul.l:‘r:fnu done a great deal of good for
welfare of religion and country, and it
will do more snd more, &8 ite wholesome
infiuence reaches more Cathollc homes
rlm. earnestly recommend it vo Catho-
families. With my blessing on your work,
and best wishes for ils conilnuod guccees,
Yours very H e Miahop of Kpheeus
r shop 2g U8,
SO—— Apostolic Be\egnbo.

NIVERSITY OF OTTLWA.
Othwua, Canada, March 7th, 1900.

Mr. Thomas Coffey : " »
8ir 1 For some time pas AVE re

mrm:ﬂlnublo paper, THE CATHOLIC RECORD,

Shdeb i Ts published: e and form

. L)

h uo‘t’;:a .lnd a truly Cathollc spirit

. Therefore, with pleas
osn recommend it to the faithful.

E‘-u. you and wishing you success belleve

ain,
talthfully in Jesus Christ
Yo'u an l‘.u,oomz. Arch. of Larisea,
3 Avcost. Deleg.
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SOCIALISM.

In our last article upon this subject,
we touched chiefly upon the right of
property, which upon principles of
Soolalism is denied to the individual.
@ Such » theory,” says Leo XIIL in
one of his encyclicals, ‘‘ can only turn
out to the disadvantage of the laboring
classes, for whose benefit it has been
Invented. It is opposed to the natural
rights of every individual human
being ; it prevents the true purpose of
the State, and renders the peace'nl
development of social life impossible.”’
All branches of modern Socialism deny
this right of property. Batsince there
are gouds on the one band, no matter
to whom they belong ; and since on the
other hand, there are wauts to be sup-
plied a number of divisions has
arisen amongst  Socialists. Some
seeing that the right of property has
two great guardians, religions and
civil authority, defending it against,
deny all authority. These are the
anarchists. Man, in his wild, patural
state is good ; and it is only by society
that he has turned out bad., Authority
has not merely ruled and enslaved him,
it has corrupted him ; authority, there:
fore, must be abolished. The aqnicker
it is done, the better ; the more violent
the means, the sooner will it be accom-
plished. All that can be granted is
that citizens may freely form associa-
tions which in turn may federate. This
does not admit any legislative power,
for every individual is free to withdraw
when he pleases from the association or
federation. All that this tederation
possesses are the impiements of pro
duction which are held in common and
used at choice. Other Socialists adwit
a legisiative power, although different
from the civil power as at present con-
stituted-—for they propose to overturn
the latter in order that they may
start their edifice from the Socialist
foundation—no right of property. These
semi-anarchists hold ail produets In
eommon to be divided sccording to in-
dividual necessities. They agree as to
the end to be attained, away with auth
ority, though they differ as to the
means. Some favor more or less violent
means, others propose ore moderate
means, A more moderate form, so far
at least as the means to be employed are
concerned, is collectivism. According
4o their theory the State or muvicipal-
ity onght to retain all the means of
produetion ; it ought to nse and admin

ister these means, and in such a way
that there be nothing useless made, but
that all the necessities of the citizens
be provided for. To the public author-
ity belor gs the duvy of distributing the
fruits of all the labor of the community,
with perfect equality, or according to
the labor and merit of each, or thirdly,
according to the necessities of each,
Thus there are three divisions amon, st

the collectivists, The portion of goods
which each individual receives becomer,
in a limited sense, his own private
property since it was acquired by labor.
It should be consumed and should not
be employed to produce anythiog else,
lest it be turned into capital. Another
theory, that of Henry George, limits
State ownership to land ; because, he
maintaing, land no more than sea or air
is capable of being under private domin-
jon. In public interests landholders
are not to be disturbed except that
their land is to be taxed to the full
ront value. This ought practically re-
lieve all other commodities from taxa
tion as this revenue will nearly, if not
entirely, pay the public expenses.

Henoe it has been styled the single tex
system. The lastsystem we may notice
is not collective ownership but rather
the universal and continuous interven-
ticn of the State in determining by law
the wages to be paid, in undertaking
certain industries and in establishing
securities for all citizens. It will be
seen from these different schools of
Socialists that they either abolish all
right of property or allow the State to
encroach upon it to the extent that its
moral power is negatived and its
personal rewards and obligations re-
moved. The conditions with which
this system in one or other of its Pro-
tean forms threatens scclety are dread-
tal to eontemplate. To do away with
authority is to do away with lib-
erty, to replace private by collective
ownership is to render the State auto-
cratic, and It is to destroy the home,
weaken the marriage tie and destroy
family life.

SERIOUS CONDITIONS.

Two lmportant and suggestive ar-

ticies have attracted our attention both

as to the present «fliciency of work and

as to the race prospect for the future.

A common cause which is working its

evil in both cases is our reason for as

soclating the two under one heading.

The former, which relates the decreas-

ing eficiency of the workicg man's

power, comes from a new, enterprising

Toronto weekly, the Courier. The

latter point, viz., the desuetude of

matrimony, is the argument of & pastor

who gives figures showing that race

decadence is threatening our people

by the unwillingness of assuming the

responsihility of married life as well as

by the small number of children in fam-

ilies. In both cases alcohol is largely

to blszae., We admit other causes,

which bear seriously upon both prob-

lems, such as expense of housekeeping,

difficulty in raising families under pres-
ent strain of emergy, and the social
ebb of the tide against home-life.
Love in a cottage may have served its
time : it has a very slight hold upon
the present laboring generation. Now,
taking the things in order, we learn by
the Courier that the experience of
large employers of labor goes tc show
that the workingman's efficiency both
as to the quality and quantity of work
done is twenty per cent. less than it
was fifteen years ago. This waste of
energy the gentleman attributed to the
time spent in salouns during leisure
hours and more particularly during the
Saturday afternoons. Working men
have no work to do at that time. In-
stead of spending it at home, improv-
ing themselves, they gather before the
bar, and there they injure their own
power of labor, scatter their earnings
and blight all future prospects. Inthe
case of married men it may not be so
universal : home influence will count
for something. But even these men
have much more obligation to wife,
<"iildren and home than many of them
are in the habit o' fulfilling. There are
the unmarried—young, stalwart, strong
fellows, the very type of vizor and
health. They never turn their thought
away from themselves. Aslongas they
have work they have money. The work
is their own, the money is theirs as a
consequence. They and their employer
are the only two from whom can spring
obligations. So far as Church is con-
cerned the obligation is narrowed down
to Mass on Sunday. So far as the
State goes a vote now and again, and a
personal tax, that is all. By not
marrying, more is lelt for selfishness :
an unmarried man's time is almost en-
tirely his own, 80 too is his money. Let
us take the fizures as given by the
pastor of a Catholie Church in New
York State., These figures are taken
from the census which the priest took
by a personal visit to all bis families.
The number of individuals in the parish
was 2,738. There are 300 at least
mature men of marriageable age who
are single ; there are about as many
For one parish these
figures are discouraging: they show a
state which ean perhaps be best de-
seribed as unreasonable selfishness. It

single women,

will not do to pass the matter over
The condition
augurs very serionsly for the fature,

and bespeaks a race decadence which

with a laugh or asneer,

threatens not only that parish but
others ; for it is too prevalent. What
is the cause ? Men say they cannot

afford to get married. That we do not
We have confidence that a
married life is no more costly than &
single lite, There may be exceptions ;
but supposing economy on the wife's
part, and sobriety and industry on the
husband's part, we think that house
keeping can be maintaived as cheaply,
and much more comfortably than board-
ing housae bachelorhood. Life, no
doubt, has to be more simple. Young
men must practise temperance for
ec momy's sake, if for no other : and
young women shonld not always be
pricing what they really do not noed.
This good pastor gives some striking
figures about the families which number
altogether 6256. In these there are

admit.

only 832 children under 10 years of

age, or an average of a little over 1
child to each family, In 98 there are
po cbildren ; in 148 families there is
1 child ; in 1(8, 2 children and in 97,
3 children. There is s considerable
falling off in the number of familles
baving more than 3 children, Thus we
have ineficlency in the power of work
continually increaring ; and again we
have the number of workmen decreasing.
It the work done is to remain a con-
stant quantity, or as we may suppose,
it it is to incresse along with the coun-
try, then the ordinary races, who up to
the present, have been doing it, wili
soon be out of the market. Other
races will come to take their place.
Are the standards of life beizg lowered
along the line ? Belfishness and sensu-
ality will tend quickly to open the
gates to oriental strapgers. What
alcohol will not accomplish in paralyz-
ing the working power of our men,
socialistic equality and irreligious as-
sociation will bring about with the
ruin of race, religion and nationality
in their train.

MODERNISM.

Resuming our explanation and synop-
sis of the theories condemned by this
memorable encyclical we approach the
Modernist objection to dogma. It is
different from the cbjections hitherto
made to dogmas in that it is absolutely

radical, Whilst others might protest
against the interpretation given by
authority to some point, or might main-
tain that authority had tranegressed
its limits, these Modernists hold that all
dogma has an inherent fault. It is
wrong and cannot be made right. It is
opposed to the initial activity and the
essential attribute of thought ; for
dogma comes from an external scurce,
whilst thought is neces-arily from
within. Thought is the only source of
its own judgments. The very vitality
of our kncwledge is so peculiarly our
own that it cannot possibly be con

ceived except within the profound
depths of our own concepts. This is
the very law of the autonomy of
thonught. Any dogma, therefore, which
is accounted as coming either from God
or frum the magisterial authority of
the Church is foreign to the normal
process o the mind, and, therefore, not
only incapable of being demonstrated
by reason, not only unscientific in its
origin but simply unthinkable. Then
there is a second objection advanced
by these Modernists, arising from their
theory of evolution. This is absolutely
~nd essentially opposed to the immauta
billty of dogmatic truth, All is chauge
here, transtormation : everything lives
coutinuonsly by dying uonceasingly
In the field of human contingencies
there is no room for the absolute : it is
inacessible. Even truth itseif is
relat.ve ; for it is the fruit and pro-
duct of life, and is subject to the same
modifications and variations, Accord-
ing to the more radical members of
this school truth is action, and thus
purely subjective ; and they go 8o far
as to say that it is the work of the will
which they regard as the starting
point of all dynamic rational energy in
man. This theory would prove the
ruin and annihilation of all trath, all
dogma, all objectivity, certitude and
even philosophy itself.  Btill less
could this theory harmonize with Cath
olic doctrine. Accordingly, the Mod
ernists gave a new explanation to the
term dogma — an explanation which
they expected would leave them
free without incurring any eriticism
or censure, whilst it would not inter
fere with either the antonomy of
thought or the upiversal law of evolu-
tion. A dogma, therefore, was a mere
authentio thought. To consent, there
fore, to a dogma s to make an autono-
mous act of thought, a simple act of
a thesion, not upon the authority of God
or the Church, but as one would do in
the case of the presentation of any
other intellectual matter. A more
delicate point was to reconcile dog-
matic immutability with evolution,
Modernists make the attempt. They
first that the immautability of
dogma is not absolute. It admits of
modifications and reserves as is evi
dent from Church history." This is not
enough for evolution. There are dog-
mas, e. g., the indissolubility of mar-
riage, as well as many others
which are opposed to the froedom
of these evolutionists, Some fall back
upon the Protestant division of dogmas
into primary and secondary, the latter
being vegarded as subject to change
and suppression. Bat all dogmas are
equally the object of Catholio faith.
To deny one is to deny all. Another
path had to be chosen. A dogma, there-
upon, these Modernists held, was
both speculative and practical : specu

lative as to the abstract idea which it
presents to the intelligence; practical
as to the living attitude it commands.
As a thought, a dogma consists of one
or more ideas and is a philosophical
eutity, subjeot to disoussion, follow-
ing the laws of all ideas, suscept-
ible ot change according to the mental
activity of individuals or of an age,

claim

liable therefore, to speculative change,

and not imposing upon the mind abso-
lute assent. It is otherwise with dogms
as practical; for it imposes some actlon,
some omission, some determined relig-
fous sttitude. What it imposes is im
posed as  law and direction upon our
life. We may take the Real Presence
of our Lord in the Blessed Eucharist as
sn example in which the speculative
theory and the practice based upon it
are more definite than in many other
dogmas. This dogma as speculative
4oes not prevent a Modernist from ex-
plsining it according to his own philos
ophical views on substance, accident
and transubpstantiation, and thus chang-
ing his views upon the theory. Its
practical work remains fixed,determined
by the authority ol the supernatural
teacher. It is within this subterfuge
that free thought comceals itself in the
hope of guarding the independence of
its evolutions and revolutions. This
theory, or this Modernism, when lald
bare and brought from beneath its
rbetorical hiding places is simply the
denial of faith and the ruin of the
Chaurch.

CHRISTMAS AND THE SCHOOLS.

A short time ago the Education

Board of New York issued orders that no

bymns or carols should be sung in

which the Name ot Christ or Christmas

appesrs—this at the request of ortho-

dox Hebrews. We live in critical

times : things are going fast. Not-

withstanding the ruffls which this anti-

Christian action has caused, the weak

advocates of Public school education

accept the situation, bow to the inevit-

able, aud hope that these Jews will not
go any farther. Christ driven out of

text-books, no essays to be written
upon religions subjects, no allusion in
Christmas exerclses to suy religious
dootrines—this is the programme.

Protestants are raising their voice, prc.

testing earnestly but ucelessly aud in-
consistently. They made that bed, they

must rest upon it. There is no unse of
their shoutiug and howling. The Cath-
olic Church was their example. And
the Catholic Church placed religion as
the first subject on the school pro

gramme, Christ’s pictures on the walls,
Christ's religion in the teacher's chair,
Christ in text book, song and prayer.

Protestants would not : their schools
wounld be Christian in a way, but non-
sectarian. Scene Second—Enter the
Jew who tees a picture of Christ on the
wall, and taking up a text-book finds a
word about the Saviour of the world—
looking at the black-board sees a
Christmas card which the children are
preparing. These he will not have.
He enters his objection which is re-
spectfully entertained ; for the Board
of Education, even if it has contempt
for poor Catholicism has reverential
respect for wealthy Judaism. Where
is tho non-sactarian school now ? The
Jew is right—he objects to pay taxes
for an institution, which pretending to
be non-sectarian, is anti-Judaic, just as
well as it is anti Catholic. Where is
Protestantism in the latest call to
battle ? Never better pleased than
when the Catholic Church was humili-
ated and beaten, never so exuliant as
when the Papacy was stripped of its
temporal pow«r, never g0 loud in boast-
ing as when it itself was clothed in
purple whilst Catholic Lazarus begged
at the door. Protestantism now should
feel its error and its weakness, The
only support it ever had to lean upon
was the power of the State. This it
rejected in its continued cry of separa-
tion of Church and State. It would
not educaie its children in religion.
Now its churches are turned into elub-
rooms and its schools into pagaa nur-
series. Abandoned by the State, de-
spised by its own children, Protestant-
ism has become a sport for the avaricious
Jew and a prey to its own divisions and
selfishness.

ROME.

We see by our contemporary, Rome,
that the municipal affairs of ¢
BEternal City are to be left to the
anti-clericals, ¥ .at may be called
the Catholic < clerical party made up
their wind to abstain from taking any
ghare in the elections. This plan was
adopted in the expectation that these
new masters would quarrel amongst
themselves, and that their rule, or
more correctly speaking, their misrule,
would the more speedily make way for
a better class. Whether this policy is
the wiser one or whether it would not

inch of ground it is diffica’t for people
at a distance to say. The natarai im-
pulse of citizens accustomed to repre.
sentative Government is to contest a
case, and when defeated hope for a
change of public opinicn. We are free
to admit that this fundawmental idea is
not carried into regular practice in the
cities of America. Too often the bet.
ter classes ol men who, from ability,
from posivion, and from their own in-
terests, would be best suited to have
charge of a city Government, abstain
entirely from interference, auvtend to
their own business and occasionally ex-

press & slight dissatisfaction at their

have been better to bave fought every

increasing taxes. There is this, how-
ever, about English-speaking people,
that whilst thev may not be sc logical
in thelr life bearing, they are more
moderate. They may put up with »
good dea! ; but there is a limit. Thelr
opponents know it, and belng them-
selves cast in a similar mould are not
s0 inclined to go to extremes, We fail
to recognize that the same ballast can
be used in Rome. The antl-clericals
are not amenable to reason. Their
hatred for everything eoclesiastical Is
greater than their love for the peace
of the city. These anti-clericals have
certainly given many signs of divisions
amongst themselves : but let it not be
forgotten they have every time closed
their ranks when it was & question of
striking the Vatican or plundering the
Church. Rome is not like other cities.
It does not belong to itself : it belongs
to the Catholic world, It may not
matter to us how other cities are gov-
erned ; well or ill, that is their own
gain or loss, Rome not so : there, is
the light of our life, there, the treasury
of our falth, our learning and our
taste. [f the ant!clericals continne
their policy, inatead of witnessing
amongst them disorder and a broken
front, we shall see them pursue to the
end their common hatred of God's
Church.

DR. SPROULE'S ARMY,

Last week the daily papers informed
us that the County Orange Lodge of
the city of Toronto * passed, by &
larze majority, a resolution forbidding
the leaders of the order to appear on
the platform or in any way assist in
the election to political power any
member of the Roman Catholic
Church."

The report goes on to state that
‘‘ the subject was first mooted in the
central district of the Orange Lodge,
where a resolution was passed along
the lines indicated, and this motion
came up in the County Lodge some
time ago, on the motion of Mr. James
A. Macdonald. The debate was long,
and at times, rather warm, but in the
end it was laid over for a more conven-
fent occasion. It was thought that
this motion to lay over was to be the end
of the matter, but those who were in
favor of the resolution raised it agaiv
at a meeting held last week, and when
the issue was forced to a vote, Mac-
donald’s resolution was carried by such
a big majority that the Chairman, Mr.
Joseph Thompson, the City Industries
Commissioner, said it was no use count-
ing the yeas."”

This was a ** pretty dish to lay be-
fore the King,” or, rather befcre the
Grand Sovereign, Dr. Sproule.
Strange words be these in the mouths
of men who, we have ever been
told, are the champions of civil
and religious liberty, equal rights for
all, and special privileges for
none. The cat is out of the bag. The
Grand Soveceign is in a rage and bas
flown into print to stem the tide of in-
dignation aronsed in the minds of the
great mass of Canadians because of the
passage ol the unlovely resolution of
the County Lodge ot Toronto. Of
course Dr. Sproule knew the cat was
always in the bag, but his spirit has
been perturbed simply because it was
let ont. Doubtless he fears that when
again addressing the House of Commons
on the virtues of Orangeism and Orange-
men, he will be subject to ridicule in
plenty. More reason than ever is now
manifest for all good Canadians to frown
down an institntion the members cof
which are only too willing, no matter
what their princed matter and stereo-
typed speeches for the public may con-
tain, to inflict disabilities upon their
fellow men because of a difference in
religious belief. We may state here,
however, that many an Orangeman has
only *‘ religious belief,’ namely, hatred
of the Pope and Popery. The man is
not worthy to be called a Canadian who
would infliet injury upon his neighbor,
no matter what may be his creed or
color or nationality, and it is not in
acrord with the fitness of things to call
ki . Christian,

Dr. Sproule, in his letter to the
press, states that ‘“‘every elector should
vote of his own free will for the man
he thinks best. If such a rule as was
propused was carried out it wouli
mean a boycott such as was established
by Roman Cathclics in Ireland, and
Orangemen should not pass resolutions
such as they would resent if they were
passed by Roman Catholics.”’

The fine hand of the trickster is
here visible. The inferance the doctor
would wish to have drawn is that Cath-
olics in Ireland beycotted their Pro-
testant fellow-countrymen. He knows
this is not true. The boycotting in
Ireland was carried on by Protestants
as well as Catholios, not against each
other as such, but against the tyran-
nical landlords and their agents.

Some one has said that man has three
friends in this world, but how do they

conduct themselves at the nour of death,
when heaven summons the soul before

its tribunal ?

THE ANGLICAN CHURCH.

REY. ROBERT HUGH BENSON, SON OF
THE LATE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER-
BURY AND A OONVERT, LECTURES
BEFORE GREAT LIVERPOOL AUDIENCE,
Rev. Robert Hugh Benson, M. A.,
Cambridge, recently delivered a lecture
on **The Experiences of a Convert Be-
fore Conversion,’” under the auspices
of the Liverpool branch of the Cath-
olic Truth Soclety, in St. Martin's Hall,
Scotland Road, Liverpoel. The visit of
the distinguished son of the late Arch-
bishop of Cmurbnrf attracted great
interest and the hall was crowded to
its utmost capacity.

Rev. Joseph Rigby, vice-chairman of
the Liverpool Oatholic Truth Soclety
presided. The Rev. Chairman, In &
brief opening address, said that it was
encoursging to come to that hall and
find such a large audience, and ex-
pressed the hope that the Catholics of
Liverpool would support the soclety by
attending all its public meetings.
Father Benson, who was received
with vociferous applause, which wae
contioued for several minutes, said : It
bas been said that every man has it in
him to write one book ; at any rate it
is troe that every man has it in him to
tell one story and that story is the
story of his life. If every man could
tell in detail pertectly the story of his
life it would be worth more than all the
stories of all the fiction in the world
put together. Now, I don't intend tc
tell yon the whole story of my life,
first because [ am not sufficiently satis-
fled with it, and secordly because I
fear that you would be very much bored
with it ; but what I do hope to do is
to tell yon, so far as I can, of thuse steps
by which God led me into the Catholic
Church. I shall try to describe so far
as | can the intellectual position
of the members of the Church of
Eogland so far as I know it. I
have been told lately by an Anglican
friend that the reason why I be ame a
Catholic was because I never really
aunderstood the Church of England at
all. Well, that may be exceedingly
stupid, bat it is not for lack of eppor-
tunity that I don't understand the
Church of England, for I lived in an
Anglican lesiastical h hold. I
was brought up in the Anglican
Chaurch, 1 lived in it for thirty years,
and I was a clergyman in it for nine,
g0 [ think that so far as outward life is
concerned I may claim to know some-
thing of the Church of Kngland. I

don’'t intend to make fun of it. Mem-
bers of it have been amongst
my greatest friends, and [ am

thankful that many of them are so still.
What it i« my intention to speak of to-
night are those points on which I be-
lieve the Church of England to be
wrong, those reasons for which I left
ber. I know it is very difficult for
those who have been brovght up in the
Catholic Church to understand the
position of the members of the Church
of England, but I do believe that the
COatholic laity can do as much if not
more than the Catholic clergy towarde
the conversion ot Eogland, becaunse you
know the Aoglicans fight shy of the
priests. They seem to connect them
with guopowder plots, and to think
that they have concealed about them
some infernal machine, to ass‘ciate
them with soft slippered listeners at
keyh les. But yon who live amongst
the people they will put more confid-
ence in, and you will ind many oppor-
tunities for teaching them what we
priests cannot, but yon will never suc-
ceed in converting the Anglican unlese
you understand his position, and I ask
you, therefore, to make an effort to
nnderstand that position, and to-night
I want yonu to put out of your minds
the Catholic position which you ocoupy
in order that you may understand what
the Anglican position really is. Now,
I think we may say that amongst the
members of the Church of Kogland
there are three theories, three systems
on which they base their religious
lives. There is first of all the
EXTREME LOW CHURCH.
position, secondly the Moderate posi-
tlon, and thirdly the extreme High
Choreh position. I never passed
through the first of these positions, and
it appears to me to be one that no
educated man could believe in all the
teachings of the Low Church party.
First, they believe in our blessed Lord
Jesus Christ, and they believe that He
is the Son of God, that He brought the
revelation of God down to earth, and
that the book which enshrines that
revelation, and which God intends to
be the instrument and cuardian of His
revelation, ie the Bible. The Low
churchman says: *‘* Here is the Bible.
Everything that God has revealed is
containead in it ; therefore, I shall have
a clear idea of what the revelation of
God is, and | don't want any church
or Bishop to teach me. I need not bow
my head before any living authority,
for here, in the Bible, I have the whoie
of the divine revelation, and if I only
live up to its precepts, I shall be living
according to the revelation of God.”
Now, that is a position which I never
held myself, nor can I understand any-
one holding it, and although put into
such words, such ideas seem to be
worthy of more than reflaction, when
an attempt is made to put them into
practice they seem to crumble. A
written sentence can never be abso-
lutely final, because it is nearly al-
ways possible to
ATTACH A DOUBLE MEANING

to it, to take 't in more than one sense.
For example, our Lord said: *Go,
baptising all nations,”’ and *‘Unless &
man i{s born again ot water, he cannot
enter the kingdom of heaven.”” Those
words are apparently perfectly clear,
and yet there are people who, although
believing in the Bible, do not value
baptism, and say that it is not neces-
sary, that all that really matters is the
inward change, the change of heart.
Well, it the words of the Scriptures can
be tak-u in s0o many ways it is obvious
that the views of Low churchmen must
be contrary, and that there can be no
unity in their ranks. On a great num-

ber of important questions the Bible ad-
mits of contrary interpretations, and
therefore unless you have a livinw au-
thority to declare which is :he correct
interpretation yon have really

NO KEVELATION AT ALL.

Private interpretation men

places
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in » false positior, and togay '
in this country & sect for every
the year, esch professing to
religion on the Bible and the Bl
sud each interpreting it in a «
maoper. Well, the position to
have referred s one that I hay
beld and never understood, :
sibly, therefore, I may have n
sented it. Now with referenc
pext position, which I bhave ca
Moderate position, Moderate A
pelieve all that the Low Churc|
Jieves. They believe the Bi
tains the whole of the divine re
and believe all that it contains
o ferther and say that altho
ible contains everything it i
aobly sufficient that there must
sutbority to interpret it. T
that in the early centuries t
was interpreted by divine g
that the dootrines of Christiar
made plain ; that all went fa
for the first five centuries,
then corruptions began to ¢
Even in the first century they
began to creep in when the ]
Rome began to declare tha
the head of Christendom, ar
said that this declaration h:
the whole course of Christiani
ambitious people, they say, be
voke the saints, to teach asup
reverence towards the sacy
such errors began to creep i
tianity, and gradually the |
was covered up and hidden
revelation became almost en
soured, Then they declare t
came a glcrious reformation,
Cburéh washed her face, t
all she had cast off the au
the Bishop of Rome, but that
changed she was still the ol
Now these, moderately spe:
THE THEORIES HELD
by the Moderate Anglicavs,
in this position that I was
and brought up. In the
which I went, if any theor
ligior were taught at all, |
based on those that I haver
and I received the same teac!
own home. Subsequently I
read for Anglican Orders ¥
Vaughan of Llandafl, who w
churchman, but who held pa
second or primitive theory.
his position, and I have gre
for him. I was ordained in
of England, and I entered
into a sphera of work in Ka
where I remained for two
the end of that time my fa
my health broke down, s
abroad, visiting Egypt anc
Land. Up to that time I
avy doubt had crossed m
shake my religious convicti
then seemed to me that ti
cent, respectable theory
religion fcr anyone to hold !
that I held myself. It wa
that
THE FIRST SHADOW OF
a8 to whether my position ¥
sound one crossed my mind.
ber at Luxor, where 1 was
went out one day for a ride
ing through a little muc
noticed standing at the sid
the small streets a building
mounted by a cross.
prompted we to enter. If
in a Qatholic church, the ¢
wretched, and one of the
have ever seen, and it wa
traordinary thing that it
that [ felt the first faint to
about my religio . Nearr
a charming Anglican
music at which was good
gregation excellent. But
belonged to the hotel and
the impression that the Cb
land religion had been t
connection with the busir
then that I thought of the
tle Catholic Church in the
people, but for and belo
people; in which the sat
dootrines of the Catholic
taught and practised a
taught and practised th
world; the same ceremon
altar, the same service, th
thing. 1 was struck, a
myself then for the first t
poesible that this Churel
belong is only the Churel
and

NOT THE OHURCH OF

Well, my conscience ¥
touched, and I tried to ¢
in reality I thought that |
bad crosted my mind wat
tation, and indeed often
was certain that it was
of the evil ome. I left
Holy Land, psssing thi
lem, to the north, and
Greece, and from that cot
In the Holy Land anothe
me, and that was that
Eogland appeared to ha
position there. Althoug
were allowed to celebl
munion service in the
schismatic Eastern churc
not permitted to share |
every little KEastern s
Catholic priest went |
altars to say Mass, but
clergyman never. And
olaiming to belong to
THE TRUE CHURCH
that was the same now
hundred years ago, tha
broken at the Reform:
continued directly from
apostles. Why, then, ]
not a right to offer |
service upon the altars
Ifelt that my OChurch
that she was not reoog
was nct counted ; but
assure myself of the &
position, At Damascus
Isaw in an English ne
distingnished Anglican
had been received int
Church, His name W
turin. - Well, I had gre
and [ am glad to think
him at that time expre
with him, and nothin
Damascus I went on
must confess that I
interested in the Etern
at the time I visited
through a great domest
ing remained in Ro
period, I returned to




