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NEWS 0F THE WEEK.
Eudalau seems destined to have ber social troubles,

s we[L as the Continental nations. Considerable
;agitation, wlîich, according atoflic Times, is fast
assuimîing formidable proportions, at present prevails
ii ftle mnaufacturiing districts iofthe North ofEngland.
T he last day of the year iwas celebrated by a gigantic
"strike " of a great body of the engineers, inechanics,
and milhivrights. "On the irst of January 1852,"
says the Times, "l the greater numîber of those enor-
mous. industrial establishments in Lancashire, which
have been the pride of Englishlnen, and the astonishi-
ment. of the world, will, for a time, be celosed, inj
cionsequence ofthe suicidai folly of the associated
mnechanics. 'ite great London firmns have publicly
aînnîoimneed their resolution to throwu in their lot with
*heir provincial bretlien. Whatever may be the
uîltimate result on the mîanufacturing industry of the
communîmnity, the first consequence will be an iunexampled
aimnetf i> distress amongst thei nechaires thenselves.

The masters have to calculate lhow
long the eprative can bear Ihe strain Of penuury and

tarvation ; hlie operative asks hiimsclf how soon the
uîmaster iwill yield vheni le sees his forges dini, lis shîeds
icuarriipied, his orders rejectled, and his fortunes
verginig towardis bankruiptcy and ruin. It is a fearful
calueilationci ciier ide."

TheL Kafli irwar is costing aniiually the sum ]of
£1 ,350.000, being four times more ihan the sui
'xpendeduring thiat sane poeriod of tine,in England,
011.art, science, u and public ednîcation ; such at least is
i li! calculatinai of the Edinburg Adrdser.

'lhere has been a rathxer annsing passage at arns,at
'i nm,uuhappily intorious at presenmt foi the exploits of
ih lumipers, betunixt the lev. M1ir. Bourke, Dean of

Clonmnel, and a Rev. Mr. Foley, ai Apîostate Priest,
iwho, it seeîms, had challenged the Rev. gentlenman
a bove ineutioned, to a publie controversy. The reply
of thi Deai, was a contemptuious and sarcastic refusai
Of I e challenge:-

" I tlUis refusiig ymou an opportunity to exhibit
your lancied dexterity iii polemîical gladiatorship,
ptrinit me," says hlIe Rev. Mr. Bourke, " to oller
you a wrorl of advice. You have gained somcthing
xibi uhIs ioIld by your change i riehgion ; you lihaVe
got a nice wife, with, it is said, mie triling shiare of
the siiners; fthese enable you to live more comfort-
ally and luxuriously, thiian was, i believe, your iront.
For iluese animal enjoyments your structure of body
and character of mmd seeni to fit you much better
than lfor intellectual exercises, which require literary
cuhiîation, and relined and deep eruidition. Take
':ounsîel from me, thmerefre, and confine yourself to
1hi in. B')ut if, notwnitlistanidiig fthîs iseful andi well

.iieait adivice, you are stili bent on exhibising as a
pilemîical gladiator, fori the entertainmnîent of fools and
niuuties, you must search out and find a more befittin,

aintagonist."
The 7blet gives a translation of those parts of

i le decrees of tlie S-iod of Thiirles which relafe to
ihe Gomlless Colleges.

The u Ylet gives n list cf the number of conver-
sions duimrinmg eflie past year, fronm vhich it appears that
.n elergymen-includig aingîxyst the nunber the
inmes of iMannmgu, Wilberforce, and tle most emient
sctholars and diines of the Anglican Establishmîent-
:iii. 37 lait>l have been received into the bosoi of
oir lholy molhier, durinîg the year 1851. De Gratias.

We coiy lthe following, as containing the latest
dotails of tlie result of the Presidential election

Yes .. . . . 7439,216.
No . . . . 677,557

Total ]nuimber of rvotes 8,116,773

PROTESSTANT HISTORY.
Ti IOur last we pointed out tle erro-s iin quoting

îiîii Cathldic divines, into iich an I man had
licet betrayed by trusting to implicitly la the good
afuiti, and honesty ori Protestant controversial wrrit-
e; to-day e iitenId f examimie his logie, lis
hisfory, and his chronology, and wtilI show. that whilst
in mmaiy instances his statemeits o faCts, or his pre-
mises, are aise, so aise, that tit inferences hue would
ilieteufain deduce arc-even if the prenises were
t rue'-unîsuni.

We have already shown thait Bèllarmine, a zealous
tSiuppre f, and a irriter iwlio yields to none in
rt'uiect for, the Chair of Peter, asserts inifallibility of

uei-h Papal decisions, only, as are propounded to the
Uieral Chuarch, "> qure1 oti Ecolesiprescrian-
/ar>;" iw do not consider that ire are calledt upon
to be miore Tra ontanc hian Bellarmine, and,
thee e, wii, iith 3ellariine admit, tlhat in other
cass,it is not absurd te sy lie Pope m'ay err. Now,
tI li tliesis or iris/mum, .if indeed lie have a thesis,
is. that tfle Pope, loquns ex Cathedra, addressing.
ihe Universl Chmurch, and deciding upon1 questions
if faith aind morals, is uot infaullible ; lie argues that
Popes imay err, under thle circuistances above speci-
aiid-Jirstly, because sone Popes Juave been bad
iuen, uatdl have led wricked and imîmoral lives ;-
$ccndîîly, because somue Prejates of fthe Cathmolic
Chiurchi-muuen eimient for ftheir sanetity, Iiav', at
dilli-uest jepoes in flic Churchi's history, sep.'rated
lhmiselres frein thue Pape;,-hirdly, because Popes j
have erredl in thîeiu decisionus, upon questions aof failli I
utmd umoruas, b» t hem propoeundied ta the Uiniversal.
Chuirclb. Nowr, ire franîkly admit that, if Iristunan :
couhld proe fraom histary', thuat Pojes liave erred]-|
speaikinig c Cathedr>a-îe shoauld lac abliget] ta ad]-:
Juif Jhec logical se'quîence-that Popes are pot iniil$ble, i

but may err again, for ab actu adposse, valet comose-
eut ia; but there is much virtue in this, if; many have
tried to prove that Popes have erred whiere ad-
dressing the Universal Chmurch e Catlhedra; all
have failed-and, as ire shall have occasion to show,
Iris/anhan huas no reason ta flatter himself thlat lie hasr
been successful wrhere so many have been bafled;
ire uwill examineis instances in detail presently.. 1

But, though the conclusion of Papal fallibility
would inevitably flow from the premise, tiat Popes.
have erred, it by no means follows as a logical se-l
quence, that, because Popes have sinned, or because
Bishops have separated themsefres fromi the Sec of1
Peter, the Pope is not infallible, when addressing thei
Universal Churcli, and deciding upon questions of
failh and morals; because, in the first place, Infalli-4
bility does not mean Impeccability, as lrishman
inay satisfy himself by consulting tHe Dictionary-1
and because, in the second place, lie fact that
Bishops have separated themnselves from the Pope
iay just as wel> be quoted, to prove the fallibility oi

individual Bishops, iwhuen separated froin the centre of
unity-fronm the See of Peter-supra quam Jundata
est Ecclesia, as to purove the fallibility of the Popes,
from whom the said Bishops separated; the fact of
the separation proves, that one, but is of no use in
enablinîg us ta determine inhmieh, wias in the wrong.

]nf*allibiity does not mean impeccability, we say
again; ueither does it alwnays follow, that, because a
nan does wvhiat is vrong, ie does not know wihat is
righît. T'o sec the better course, and still the iworse
pursiue, isan every day occurrence, and proves, ratlier,
the corruption ai the will, than the e eaknesas of the
intellect ; iwihen.we hear of a murder, or sone other
atrocious crime, we do not conclude that the perpe-
trator iras ignorant of the laas of God, or thel pire-
cepts of norality, but that knowing them, lue nilled
ta disobey them. 'hlie same principle applies to the
conduct of the Pope ; if hue sin, it dons not iience
folo that le can not,unerringly, difstinguish betwixt
riglit and wrong. Thus, as Catholics, wev do not
argue tiat it is righl ta do ail that the Pope does, or
that Popes harc done luit, ihat uwhatever the Pope-

loquens ex CatAredl " says, that ie are ta observe
anl do. Weil does ciur Lord Himelf drain this dis-
tinc tion-St. Matthiew, xxiii., 2, 3.-" The Scribes
anl the Pharisees have sitten on the chair
of Mases. All, therCforC, u-haatsoever they shai
say to you, observe and do; but accor-ding 1o t/hei
weorks d(o ye not." With St. Augustine, therefore,
would We address lrishunman-" lWhy dost thou call
the Apostolic Chair the chair of pestilence ? If for
the men that sit the-ein, I ask, did our Lord Jesus
Christ on accouint of the Pharisees, reflect upon the
chair iwherein they sat? Did Fie not commend the
Chair of Moses, and, preserving the heonor of the
Chair, reprove thei. * lThese points, if you
did well consider, you oulid not, for the men ihon
you defamne, blaspheme the Sec Apostolic, whîerew-ith
you do not hiold communion."

That there have been bad Popes ie admit, a-
though both the nunber and the vices of the bad
Popes have been grosslly exaggerated by Protestant
uriters, Iho, in their aniefty te " blaspheme the
Sec Apostolic," have generally neglectedt fagive the
causes why it happenel, tliat during ithe middle acges,
the Chair of Peter iras sometines filled by immoral
occupants; they have not taken care to point out,
froinnimwhence these scandais arase ; for, long before
the days of Luther-erer since the Devil saduced
Eve-ever since Lucifer fel fromi his highu estate-
the spirit of Protestantisn-thiat is of lte rebellion
of the temporal against the spiritual-of earth against
heaven-of the creature against flie Creator-buas
been active, developing itself now under one form,noiw
under another. Thte saine spirit wluich nanifests itself
at the present day, under tlue forms of Anglicanism,
Presbyterianismî, and M1ornonisn, nuanifested] itself in
the fourth and fufth centuries, under the forin of
Manicheisim, and in the tenth and eleventh centuries,
in the contests for supremacy betvift the Popes and
the Emperors. To the brutal interference of lay-
men, with things ecclesiastical-of civil rulers, with
thinugs spiritual-were the disorders which aflicted
the Chuirch in the middle ages, owying; in the saine
iway, at ail subsequent pei-iods of lier history, when-
ever the uinlalloied hands of the laity have been
laid upon the Ark of God, disorders, and corrup-
tion of morals, and polution- have been the con-
sequences. Yes, so long as the Emiperors, or sa long
as king, or parliament, or civil ruilers, have the slight-
est influence over the nomination, of Bishops, or
Popes, se long wvill they dotheir best ta lill the Sees,
and the Apostolic Chair, irifhu their vile creatures,
and, as the Devil is strong, they may sometimes suc-
ceed in thrusting bad men into loly places ; but
as God is stronger than the Devil, even these bad
rnen--%wicked Bishops,uind immoralPopes-iill never
be allowed to iound the failli of the Church. Bad
as some of the Popes were (and, considering hoiw
great, before God sent flue blessed Hildebrand, ivas
the influence that the Emnperors exercisedt upon their
election, it is wîonderful that they wer not iorse,)
there is net an instance ai record oa ne ai these
bat] Popes propoundting false dentrine, eifhuer in failli
or moa-as, fa lime Universad Churchu; such, and soa
great wras thue care thuat Godl hadt of His own, making
even the wrnath of man to pi-aise Hlim. 'Thoaugh flua
Emuperors dit] thueir best ta procuîre flue ceetion ofI
bad] Papes, Qed ahvacys took eau-e that is Chîurch
shxould] neyer lucre faIse teachers. We repi>y there-
fore ta lurishmuan, fluat, in aruguing froum Peccabilit>'
fo Fahlibility, huis lagic is bat] ; ththeli personal
characters of flue Popes cani, in ne wise, affect ftheir
doctrines; and thxat thxe micas ai saome feir amongst
fhem eaune ni ore dimninish t-hie respect ai> Catholies
for flic Chair of Peter, thian. can flic fact- fhxat,
amnongst I-is anîcestors, according. te flue lesht, aur
Lord eut] Saioumr numbered a Manasses, as iwell as
a David], diminish thmeir respect foir is Di.rioe per-
son, or thueir a.ith ib lHIis mission.

Certainly irishmans logir is not good, but his
history and chronology are much worse; indeed irei
strongly suspect him of having studied the Comic
Ristory published by Ile Apostate Priest's Protection(
Society, some extracts from viceb elicited much
rapturous applause from lie learned editor of thei
Monireal lNFtness, and a few remarks, not qite so
laudatory, inour own columns. We will give a feriw
specimens, for to expose all the absurdities and
anachronisms of Irish nan, vould require a mode-
rate sized book, instead of a newspaper.

We will first, pass in review, the instances adduced
by lrisl fan, of Popes having decided erroneously,
upon questions of faith and morals, whien addressingi
the Universal Church, when, only, it is contended- 1
even by Bellarmine-that the Pope is infallible;
admitting, that in these instances,'bis logic is goed--
for, if a Pope loguens e. Citled, has erred,
anoier Pôpe, under similar circumstances, may err .
again-we shal> show that his premises are false,i
and that, therefore, his conclusions mist fal to the
ground; The first instance adduced! by lrishnran,
is, of course, the old story of Liberiuîs, who isaccused
of having " subscribed to the Arian lheresy." This
statement ire meet wvitl a fiat dènial; Liberius did1
no such tlhing. Liberius is accused of having signed
the first formula of Sirmium, vlhich is not an Arian
confession, although, perhaps, soine Semîi-Arians
miglit have been founid willing to accept of it, as a
vin media ; because, withoaut asserting the " fornou-
sion,"1 it condeminedf " ihoso who say thalt thc Son
ezisiecd fro? n ititcreation, or suýbstance, and? flot
from God?; or, t/at there was a lime wihen lc did
unot exisi." Noi, e are not going to discuss the
question, irhethier Liberius did, or did not, sign this
lormnula, because it is a question that lias nothing to
do, withl ihe subject in dispute-thei Infallibility of
the Pope, loquens ez cllathedrû. Liberius iras a
prisoner in the hands of Constantius, subjected to lie
most infamnous treatment, and therefore, not only, not
a free agent,but morailly unqualified from speaking to
the Universal Chureli, cx cathedr2; had lie signed
Iifty Arian creeds, whilst a captive in thehliands of
Ilhe tyrant, or subscribed to the condemnation of
lifty thousand Athanasiuses, it would be to Catlio-
lies, in so far as the Infallibility Of the Sovereign
Pontiliis eoncerned, a inatter of perfect indilference.
Liberius, if lie erred at al-wlich, ire, byn menians,
admit-did not 'err, in propounding false doctrine fo
the Universal Church, and nobly redceemed fIe
errors of his captivity, by lis firm resistance tIo the
formula of Rtimini; which, had lie signed, an Irish-
mian miglt, perhaps, have truly cited, as an instance
of the fallibility of a Pope ; as it is, his song of
triumph, is preiature.

Of course, if the case of Liberins iras cited as the
first, that of Honorius,is cited as the second instance
of Papal fallibility. " Why did the sixtb general
council depose Hioorius?" askcs Irishnan, uithIeli
air of a ian who lias discovered a nmare's nest. We
cannot say hliy Ihe sixth general council deposed
Honorius, but Iwe Can girve a very good reason wliy
it did not-because deathl ad deposed Honorius
nearly half a ccentury before the meeting of the sixtl
general council, Honorius iaviig departed this life,
A. D. 638, whilst thecouncil i as ield A.D. 680.-
This reason ouglht to satisfy, even an 1rislhnzan, to
whoin iwe recomrmend a little more attention to
Chronology, before again rriting upon Ecclesiastical
-istory. Honorius never propounded any false

doctrine, tio the Universal Clhrch lie iwas blameîd
for wrriting to Sergius, in ambiguous ternis, and for
not lhaving taken effectua imeasures to suppress the
.Monothlehte heresy ; but, we defy Irishman, to
prove, that Hlonorius, loquens ex calthedra, tauglht
false doctrine, or, that lie hinself, held the opinions
of Sergius, with regard to the Ono wiiluin Christ.

Thirdly, Irish mam cites Pope Vigilius, as having
shown himselfI to be allible, loguens ex cazted,
because lie, in a private letter to the Enpress Tleo-
dora, the lovely, but licentious and lieretical ife of
Justinian, "1anathematised alflthat said, that there
were two natures in Christ." To this, we ansier-
Firstly: that a letter froin a Pope to an Empress, is
not a dictumn .ecatledrû-is not a decision address-
et te tei Universal Church. Secondly : iliat 2'opc
Vigilius never wrrote to the Empress, a letter, in whiehi
lie " anahematised aIl that said there were twoa
natures in Christ." The lutter, to which Irishiman
allîtdes, was written-if written by Vigilius at all-
during the lifetime of Ppe Sylverius, and whîen,
consequently, Vigilius- ias no more Pope, than Irish-
mana is a souid authority upon Catholic doctrine.
'l'o Imake this clear, iwe must, even at the risk of
being tedious, enter a little, into the details cf the
reign of Justinian, ard ire irll take the Protestant
view of tie conduct of Vigilius, because. not even
the Protestant version of lie conduct of that Pope,
can, in aught, affect the question of Papal Infallibiity.

Vigilius, the ileacon, accompanied Pope Agapetus
to Constantinople, and is said to have intrigued with
Theodora, and-.subsequently, with Belisarius, la order
to procure his. elevation to the Papal See ; and to
lhav'e promised], lin return, te restore Antymiums, Pa-
triarch cf Constantinople, whîo had] been d]eposed] for
heresy'. Agapetus iwas suîcceededl b>' Silverius,
during whiose lifefime, flhe intrigues cf Vigilius were
continued ; to flic Enmpress, huerself a Eutychian, lic
promised] the condeuination ai the udecrees aoflice
council ai Chiaicedon ;to Anfonina, flic haughty, but
corrupt iwife, ai Belisarius, lhe issoid? to have promised
large sms af monîey ; in'> the meantimne, flic Roman
General iras closely besieged] in Rome, by' thme Gothis;
flic Popme Sylverins, iras accused] af conspirinîg wvith
the Goti 'Monarchi, for the surrender af the city--
lie iras dragged befare thme Gencral; letters,~ühid toe
be inhbis Ihand-writing, were produced].; huis protesta-
fions ai innocence, and.his demiands for a. (air lhearing,
iwere alike, unheeded]-condenecd, ont] carriedinto,
exile, Vigilius, thîroughi the influence- of Blelisarius,
and flue- intrigues. of Antonina, iras proclaimed lis.

successor, but, did not, on thlut acc u e
really, neither hadl he, the simona c sre
slightest claim to the veneation of the fiait sful r li
decrees to be considered the dbecrees of ithcorhi
until the death of Sylverius, which tok d 'i
A.D. 538. " acinus omni xecratione d i
says Baronius, speaking of this transaction
nina served the passions of the Empres; a nteTi00.
dora lavished lier treasures-, in th vain' hope, 'say.,
Gibboni' of obtaining aPontiff hostile, or indiffesat
to the council of Chialcedon, re

Vain tope, inleed r for mark the sequel. Nt
sooner had Vigilius, by the death of Sylver
come really Pope, hlian t-he conduct oifthe aiu bf-tirely altered. Vigil ius, the Pope, frustrated
hope which Vigilius, the Deacon, liad lield out. I
Deacon liad promised to restore Anthi-niuq...tb
Pope excommunicated him ; if the Deacon h tpro.mised ta reverse the decrees of the Council ofC iai.cedon--the Pope confirmed themn, and condemîuned tlic
Eutychians; if the Deacon ias the favorite of Thieo.dora, and encouraged lier in hier errors--the Pwas the victim iof lier fury, the denouncer of lier lie.resy, and the fearless vindicator of' the doctrines orthe Catholic Chuirchi, in spite of the cruel pnrecu.
tions, and] ong years of exile, and imprison ercut,wnhiieli he ias subjected in consequence. Stchli, fîatlksto the care iwlhicGod lias over His Chîîrîh,%urch
the difherence betwixt the conduct of, Vigilias, n
Deacon, and Vigilius, the Pope. it s iiiuicessarr
to go into te details of the fauios controversy of
flic É 'f hreCpe rs;"irhiat iveliai-e statet], vi
defy Iishamtan to refute, and is sufiicient to showhowr little grounds, lie conduct of igiies Ari,
for the arguument of our opponent, that le PoîL.,
loquens e cahecdr, is fallible, because Popes,
speaking--so addttressiung le Unicersal Church,
erred. We will noi pass ou ta Lio k ,u 'urvs thir
and last arguminent ; ire siaill ind, that le las notleenî
more lucky here, than in his quotations, or in bis pre-
vious history, clronology and logie.

It remîains for us ta examine, in the last place
Irislaman's argument against the infahlibîiIy ofiti:
Pope, loquons ex Cathledr'l, deduced froui ite pre-
mise that soie .Bishops, of recognised sanctity, bave.
separated. fron the Sec of Ronie. Were thle facs
as stated lyu Irishman, his argument iould be nauglt
for, as ire iave slow above, it dos enot follow as a
necessary consequence, that because a lBishiopseparates
froum the Pope, that the latter is in the hwrong. But
absurd as is flue argument, thefat s adduced bylxrish-
inan are far more ludicroius, aid tend to confir uts
in flic opinion. thuat the honiest nan lias beenî studilviiug
some Cmnic lIsory of the Louer Empire. '>Whiy
again asks 1-Eislhnan,"did Ignatius of Constantinaple,
St. Chrysostoni, St. Cyprian, Firmilian, and dit
Bishops of Asia, separate fromi the Pope on ti
question of Easter?" We have here certainuly a
qucerjîunmble of naies, froue Firmilian in thehird, to
Ignatius of Constantinople in the ninth, ceitury; but
whbera did Irishtnin( discnver tia any one of fties-
Bishops separatedI " from the Pope on the querstioi of
Easter?" St. Cyprian, supported, as sone sar, by
Firnmilian,-hough ctheletter ofthe latter fa uthe
former is apocrypha , and is by soine attributed fo a
Donatist, at the end of the fourth cnuîlîîry,-hadh i
dispute iwithi Pope Stephen, unt respecting Easter.
for tiat dispute raged during 1flue Pomntificate of Vicior.
at the end of the second century-but,re-especting lihe
validity of baptism conferred by heretics, in hich
disputes, both Firiian and St. Cyprian, îre ut-
doubtedly in the vrong, huit neithier separated frou
the Pope. About the utine of observinrg Easter, ie
never heard that they dificred wiîfthlue Se of Roic

iut all. Wlhat St. Cy-prian' sentiments towards lthe
Chair of Peter rally were, we mnay gather froin tli
facts tiat-in his contests iith the reshyferNovatus,
and the deacon Felicissinus, and again, when lue iras
accused O apostacy, because, cf the breaking out ai
the Decian persecution, lue withdrev, for a lhile,.froi
the fury of bis foes-it ias te Reme that lie appealedt,
it was to-Rome thiat hue thoumgiht if necessary tu rile?
in vindication of lis conduct.

The absurdity of iumiaing St. Chrysostom, aind g-
natins of Constanltinioplu, separatists fro tih el
is stilt mnrre glaring, for lue attachment of 1bath thews>
Prelates to uhIe ly Sec, and the good olices cf t>
Popes-inneent 1., ond Nicihlas 1, in their belAti,
whuen banishued and persecmuted by the Emaperors are.
matters ocf history, suclu as we have been accustcmeh
to read ; though, perhaps overlooked in tie Ci
Ihstory of Irishmc. 'elic Eiaster questicn wav e-
finitîively settled by the Couîncil of Nice, A- P.
325 ; noiv St. Chrysostomu succeeded Nectariis um
the See of Constantinople, A. D. 398 ; lie soon lie-
canie odious to the court, hecaîuse of the energy
with whliiclh he reproved its vices, and derlanimad
agcainst-not the lime of observing ]aster, but the
maner of spending Good Friday, and 1-l> Satir-
day, in the csports of the circus. I3anished by tle
Emaperor Arcadius-recalled-in n fer dhays b>' general
acclamatin-againî exilet] thraugh the ingues aI
Eud]oxia-hisChîair fuiled by auother-St. Churysosoui
appecaled, te flue Pape, who decided] in huis favair
thmouh lue iras minable te overcome flic animoasity cf
flue Emupress. Nor diii lime exertions aifIthe Paop,
in favor af thie d]eposed, and exiled] St. ChriysostOml
cease wrifh the hle of the latter; "i ir as the fuu-
ness cf the Ronman Pcntifs" says G:bbcn, "fluat id'
pased] the Prehates of flue Easf to restai-e the honmirs
ai lhis veneratd miame ;" and] ye: Lris/aman fells uS
thuat Sf. Chîrysostoun separate] fromî flic Popeo lhe
question ai Easter ; he is a fuan>' champ.

WIe will examine another ai Irumcan'S m~stance
amni thmen conclude; lgnat>ius ai ConstantinOphe i
are informed, also separaftd from flic Pope ontli
questian af Easter. Let us see. Ignaftius, son
flue Emperor Mrichael. Rhuangebé, succeeded Me-

-thodius inNS6, but having incurret] the emifty of te-
all-powrfîul Coesar Bardas, fa whoamx the l> Bishop-

*ref.used;: Comrmunion. on lthe Feast oiflthe Epiphan>'


