4 : . ’

THE TRUE WITNESS AND CATHOLIC CHRONICLE.

———

THE TRUE WITNESS AND CATHOLIC CHRONICLE,

BUBLISHED EVERY FRIDAY AFTERNOON,
At the Office, No. 3 McGill Streel.
TERMS: :
To Town Subscribers. . . . . $3 per annum.
To Country do. .....$2} do.
Payable Half-Yearly in Advance.

—

Al communications to b addressed to the Edifor of Tne
Tave WITNESs AND CaTronic CHRONICLE, post paid.

130 request our subscribers to remit, withou! delay, the

_amount of subscription, addressed—REditor of THE
Taue WiTNESs AND CaTHOLIC CUHRONICLE, who will
give receipts for the same.

THE TRUE WITNESS

AXD

CATHOLIC €HRONICLE.
MONTREAL, FRIDAY, APRIL 30, 1852.

NEWS O THE WEEK. _

Parliament had adjourned for 1he Easter holidays,
and was toreassemble on the 16thinst. ; the political
news is consequently of little or no importance. A
dissolution in May or June is spoken of as possible ;
but the intentions of the ministry, in that respect, are
not as yet positively known. In the mean time, great
preparations are being made, in all parts of the
{Tnited Kingdom, in anticipation of the coming
»fections ; addresses from candidates to their consti-
tuents, breathing the most noble and patriotic senti-
ments, are as plentiful as blackberries. In Ireland,
1he great question is the Tenant League, and a pledge
io support the principle of Mr. Sharman Crawford’s
Bill is exacted from every candidate. The Zele-
yruph lays down the following instructions, for the
suidance of the Catholic electors of Ireland :(—

“The lrish Brizade in Dailiament never ceased in their
labors until they had- palsied the and' that wrote the Durhain
luatter: they mever rested umtil the party in power that had
pussed the Egclesiastien! Titles Bill was driven from. out the
Cabinet to the Opposition benches.  And now thiat others, foes
1o the Catholies, ure in office, they will assail them in every
way, nntil they also cease to b fa Government?  The Trish
Brigade will make misgovernment for Ireland an impossibility.
and an administration of the_aflairs of this empire, conjoined
with tie persceution of the Catholies, impracticable.

*“Liet the clectors imitate, at the hustings, that which has
heen done in the House of Commons.

¢ Where the Catholica eonstitute, as they do in most places
in Irefand, the majority of the voters, let them meet together,
as ey did in Belfost, and there come 1o the resolution to vole
but as one man, for the candidate or candidates on whom they
have agreed—inlking care, where they have the power in their
hunds, not to seleet any one as a. eandidate but a declared op-
ponenl-to the Whizs and Tories—a man who will pledze
himsel(’ to vole rgainst every paity in oilice, but the puty
Lauid to put an end to all perseeuting laws against the Catho-
lics—to remove the Established Church iniquity—and to do
instice to the indusirinl agricultural classesin Ireland.  Let the
“atholie electars of Ircland pursuc this conrse, and they will,at
least, have sixty members of the. Irish Brigade- in the next
Parlinment.* i

"I'he contest between. the operative mechanies and
iheir employers, has at length been terminated, the
former having been compelled to accede to the terms
of their more wealthy and powerful opponents. For
ihe .rest, the columns of the English papers ave
mainly taken up with the dreary records of erime,
sad testimonials to the rapid-spread of immorality and
barbarism amongst the lower classes of English
saciety: we read of little, but cases of mothers
destroying their offspring, husbands poisoning their
wives, wives poisoning their husbands—of murders,
rapes, beastiality,and all abominations. Asa set off to
this, and in proof of the sound religious fecling of
Tngland, the conduet of Lord Cowley, the. Fnglish

. Ambassador at Paris, is highly culogised by the

Jivangelical press. Tt appears that the President
had invited the Minister to dine with Lim on a Sun-
day, but Lord Cowley piously declined the invitation,
on the plea that he did not eat public dinners on the
first day of the week—upon the same principle that
ilie true Puritan would not take a dose of castor oil-
on the Saturday, for fear it should work on the Sun-
day.  Verily this is an age of cant and humbug.

“'he inost important item of intelligence {rom the
continent, is the death of Prince Schwartzenberg;
1lis event hascreated considerable excitement amangst
the political cireles in Paris. The re-establishinent
of the empire is still spoken of ;3 many of the well
informed pretend that the Hth of May is the day
definitely appointed for the restoration of the Na-
poleonic dynasty: this event is to be accompanied by
the restoration. of hereditary titles of honnr § alreaily,
it is rumored, patents of nobility have heen issued.

"I'here is nothing new from the Cape of Good
Hope.  The immense gold fields of South Australia
are attracting fhe attention of speeulators at home.
Labor is high, and the tide of emigration:is setting
sirougly in that direetion.

The Franklin and Niagara Steamers have arrived
tiie news is unimportant.  In France all continued
quiet; a grand review of all the troops in Paris, to
be accompanied by the distribution of the eagles,
wrs announced for the 12th May.

ECCLESIASTICAL INTELLIGENCE.

Onpinanos.—0n Sunday last, at the Cathedral of
this cily, his Lowdship the Right Rev. Dr. Blanchet,
Hishop of Nesqualy, conferred the sacred Order of
Deaacon on Mr. R. L. Fournier, and Minors on Messrs.
W. Halley and 1. Quinu, all three of the diocese of
Mantreal.,

We have muel pleasure in annonneing the return o
Canada, of the Rev, Mr. Desautels, enré of Rigand,
and E. Frechette, Fsq., of Chambly. These gentle-
men started last autumn, on a tour of Europe, in
eompany with Mgr. Prince, Bishop of Martyropolis,
Coadjutor of the Bishop of Montreal. They arrived mn
Toard the Americe, and had a most agreeable passage.

__Great distress prevails amongst the seltlers in the
Lastern Townships.  His Lordship the Bishop of
Mentreal has given the sum of £23 for their relief.

“them gut-to their last logical conclusions.

DR. BROWNSON'S LECTURES.

Dr. Brownson gave his Third Lecture on Friday
evening to a foll house. He said :—

In my previous Lectures I have assigned some of
the reasons why I am not a Proteslant ; I proceed now
to offer a few reasons why 1 am a Catholic.

But before proceeding to ofler any direct proofs of
Caiholicity, you must permit me to remark that the
reasons 1 have alreay siven for not being a Protest-
ant, are so many valid reasons for being a Catholic;
for between Catholicity and Protestantism there is 10
middie term. I do notsay that  man cannot reject one
or ancther form, of Protestantism, without asserting the
truth of Catholieily ; a man may, no doubt, renounce
Presbyterianism, Anglicanism, Methodism, Unitarian-
ism, Universalism, &c., withont beeoming a Catholic.
But no one can disprove Protestantism itself—Protest-
antism in its essential principle—without proving
Catholjeity, {or the essential principle of Protestantism
is the demial of the Church, or a protest agpinst her.
anthority. If, then, I disprove. that denial, or show,
that that protest is unwarrantable, I have the right to
conelude at once the trnth and authority of the Church.

Protestantism, I have shown, has in itself, no posi-.
tive clement; it is purely negative in its character,
and leads to universal negativn. There are but two
orders,—the positive and the negative,—Being and
Non-Being. Alltruth is in Being and'its positive crea-.
tions; all falsehoodt is in Non-Being, and consequently.
when any alleged system is proved. 10 be parely
negative, and to belong to.the crder of Non-Being, 1t
is proved to be frlse: consequently, when it is proved
1o be fulse, the positive system which it immediately
and directly contradiets, is proved 1o be true; for of
contradicteries, if one must always be false, one must
always be true. Protestantism, the immediate direct
contradictory of Catholicity, cannot be denied withont
-aflirming Catholicity, or that which it contradicts ; for
as pure negation is i itself unintelligible, no system
can be set aside by a pure negation, or withgut oppos-
ing 1o it, nct a negation, but o truth which contradicts
it.. Nothing more,. then, is-necessary to prove Catho-
licity, than to reduce Protestantism to pure negation.
This [ have done in my previous Lectures, and, there-
fore, I bave the right to say 1 have proved Catholicity.

Protestants do not ordinarily see this, for they do not
sufficiently analyze their own principles and cairy
They ovdi-
narily suppose that Protestantism contains a pusitive
element, as well as a negative, and that it asserts
Christian doctrine as well as denies Catholic doctrine.
Protestants—not Protestantism—no doubt, do assert
some Christian docitines, mainain some elements of
Christian trnth, but these doctrines, these elements,
are not peculiar to them as Protestants ; they are sim-
ply Catholic doctrines which they have retained from
the Church. Protesiants are poor logicians ; they have
two sets of prineiples, perfectly incompatible one with
the other; but they do not ordinarily see it. They
suppose the two sets are perfectly compatible one
with the other, aud that they may, withaut the least
inconsistency,. hold and contend for Loth. ‘They do
not distinguish them, and follow eash set our to its
last logical consequences, and Lence, they do not feel
the justice of the assertion that Protestantism is purely
negative in its character.

But the positive elements, they cvidently do not
hiold as Protestants, but in the sense in which they do
not protest-against the Church, and if they followed
them ont ‘o their logival conclnsions they wounld find
themselves oblized to embrace Catholicity. It is only
by virtce of these doclrines, always held by the
Charel, that they claim to be Christians, and they can

.aever, by virtue of them, claim to be Prolestants.

They are Protestauis, not by virlue of what they atfirm
in common with the Church, but by virtue of what
they deny, or pretest against, and consequently their
Protestantism is in the negative principles, not in
the positive principles, they hold. If they were
accustomed to reason, and ta carry ont their principles
logically, they would see this, and recognize their
Prutestantism as porely negative, aud their principle,
as Proteslants, as necessarily invelving universal nega-
tion, or the denial of all things, God, the universe,
whatever is, or exists..

The fear or inahility of Protestants to reason logically,
is the reason why they fancy it possible loassert their
Protestantism, without denying the whole of Christ-
ianity. They do not see that, in their denial of certain
Catholic doctrines, they deny the principle on which
alone they can assert those they profess to retain.
The deetrines they profess to vetain may be. true,
muy even be contained. in the Bible; but they can be
deduced frorn the Bible only by the 2id of tniversal
Christian tradition.  Take the Bible alone; interpreted
by private judgment, aided. only by Grammar and
Lexicon, without any resoit to tradition, and no man
can assert that they are contained in the book. Nay,
your Grammars and Lexicons cannot be constructed
without the aid of tradition, which determines the
usage of the language and' the meaning of its words.
If teadition is rejected, what reliance can yon place
on your lexicographers? The lebrew of Gesenivs
is almost another language from the Hebrew of
Buxtorf, and there can be no doubt that his definition
of Hebrew words has often been infleenced. by his
peculiar views of religion. Even language itself is
meaningless without tradition, and to deny tradition
isto render il nseless, and to cut ofl all means of
communication between man and man. Yet the
essentiul principle of Protestantism is the denial of
tradition, and, therefore, if Protestants did btut know
it--ta deny the Christian cdoetrinesthey profess o retating
no less than those they avowedly reject.

All heresy involves the same logical inconsistency.
No man who reasons logically, and pushes his princi-
“ples to their last consequences, can ever be a heretic.
Heresy, by the etymological foree of the worl, means
choice, and consists in ehoosing from a number of doc-
trines, all resting on the same authority, some to be held,
and others to be rejected. In osher words, heresy is
following private judzment as the rule, in distinetion
from objective, positive anthority, and Protestants in
contending as they do,.for private judgment, contend
for heresy in its very principle. It is in this respect
that they are distinzuished from the earlier sects. The
oriental sectaries.in the earlier times, rejected, indeed,
the teachings of the Cathalic Chureh, but, so far as I
recollect, they all acknowledged a Catholic Church,
and its aythority io teach; ibkey never asserted, in
prineiple, the right of private judzment against the
Church. But Prolestants erect private judgment—
the principle of heresy—into a. rule, and hence Pro-
testantism is not a particular heresy, or a particular
form of Leresy, but heresy in ilself, heresy in ils very
principle, involving all aclual, and all possible heresies.

The prineiple of heresy being the deuial of a}l

aathority for belief, it is incompatible with the assertion
of any christian doctrine, and, therefore, the man who
chooses to be a-heretic, has oaly to reason _logically to
become 2n infidel, in the fullest sense of the words.
The principle, logically carried out, leads to universal
negation, and it is only by not so- carrying out their
principles, that Protestants can even. pret,eu(Ttorbelieve
some portions of Christian truth; consequently, in
examining Protestantism, and judging of its metits,
we are never to take into the account the Christian
elements Protestants profess to refain. The element
distinctively Protesiant, being only the principle of
heresy, of unbelief, of denial, the alternatives pre-
sentel ta the mind, able and willing to reason, are, on
the one hand, Catholicity, and on the other, universal
negation. But aniversal negation is inconceivabls, is
the denial of all fruth, and therefore the denial of
itself, and therefore cannot be asserted. Therelore,
Catholizily, us the contradictory, must be asserted, and
its truth follows logically and undeniably..

Here then I am; I must either be a Catholic, or eise
remain in universal negation.  This last is not possi-
ble, for I cannot deny my own existence, even if 1
would—I cannot then remain a Protestant; but if I
desert Protestantism, where can [ go, except into the
Church—shall I go back,to ancient Gentilism? Bum
were |"to go back te Gentilism, I shoukl only be
asserting- Protestantism, in iis primitive form.  Gen-
tilism was, to the anciem world, only what Protestant
ism is to the medern.. It was the fulling away of the
nations from the primitive or patriarchal religion, as
Protestantism is the falling away of the moderu fiom
the Catholic Church.

1tis troe, that some of your modern philosophers,
who pretend that man began as an infant, and that the
savage stafe is the primitive state of the race, and that
religion is nothing but the outward expression of a
sentiment innate in the human heart, contend that
Genlilism was the earliest form of religion. They
would have ns believe that the original form of religion
was low and disgusting Fetichism, or the worship.of
sticks and stones, and the lower orders of animals, and
1hat as time went-on, the relizious sentiment gradnally
fertified itself and clothed itself with the poetical forms
of Greek and Roman polytheism, whenee it has ad-
vanced to pure monotheism. But this is all pure
theory. The lowest forms of religion are not the
carliest, bul the latest, as the savage stale i not that
in which inen began, but that {in which, when aban-
doned 1o themselves, they have ended. History pre-
sents us the troe religion before the false, and shows
us men offering troe worship 1o the wrue God, belore
it zives us the least hint of Gentilism.

No intelligent man can study the ancient Gentile
religions, without perceiving in them the internal
evidences that they are not original, primitive, but
corroptions of an earlier and purer veligion. They all
bear internal evidence of being a departure from the
patriarchal religion, which huad obtained from the
vreation to the giving of the Jewish law, The type
from which all Gentilism departs, not that which it
secks to realize, is evidently the patdarchal, and a
profound study of its variaus forms would enable one
to reproduce substantially the very religion brought to
aur notice in the earliest. recards of our race, that is,
the book of Genesis. It is easy from the examination
of Gentilism, to prove that it was in none of its forms
an incipient religion, struggling to purify and perfect
itself; but the corruption of a purer religion, once held,
but now abandoned. Its very tone is that of regret for
alosttruth and purity. Tt everywhere seems oppressed
with the memory of good once possessed, now possessed
no more.. It is penetrated by a seeret melancholy.
Its very joy is sadness, and its gaiety is that ol despair.
Its festive songs, its frantic dances, its wild Bacchantes,
its drunken Corybantes, its lascivious rites, all speak
of a memory oppressed with a sense of what it has
lost, seeking to drown itself in intoxication and sensnal
pleasures, from which, however, both the reasou and
the hieart turn away with loathing and disgnst.

Gentilism was nothing but the nataral expression of
our cormpt nature, left to itself. It originated in pride
and concupisence ; men would not obey the law which
God had imposed ; they would uot seek after God as
their final cause, or Ultimate End. They would be a
law unto themselves, follew their own inclinations,
aud seek their own pleasure. The result was the
various forms of heathenism in which nearly the
whole world was sunk when our Lord came to die on
the cross to redeem it. Protestantism was boru of the
same spirit, and does but continue ancient heathenism,
under the necessary forms of modern society. Men:
grew impatient of the authorily of the Churebr ; their
natural hearts rebelled against 1t ; they would again be
a law unto themselves, and seek, not God, but their
own pleasure, and as in ancient times they had broken
away from. the patriarchal, so now they broke away
from the Catholic religion.

This is evident from the time when Protestantism
was born. It was born at the precise period of what is
called.the Revival of Letters, the Reacissance, that is,
the revival of Greek and Roman literature and philoso-
phy,—when the systems of ancient Greece and-Rome
and Alexandria had taken possession of the schools,
and the great literary ambition was,.in peetry, to imitate
the sweetness of Virgil, and in prose, the exquisite
araces of Cicero. The scholars of the time looked
with conterapt on Christian antiguity, disdained. its
sehools, its prineiples, its literature and art, amk:souzht
only 1o reproduce the old.world, revealed to them by the
Greek and Roman classies. Heathen tastesand maxinis
becarne widely prevalent, and the very men who took
the lead in the Protestant movement, were those whao
mustly showed them, and who had the loast knowledae
of, and the greatest conternpt for, Christian antiquity.
Luther despised the schoolmen, and Henry the Eighth
was a distingnished Homanist. Calvin knew listle of
Christian theology, but he was a zood classical scholar,
History proves that Prefestantism originated in the
paganising tendencics of the fifteenth and sixteeath
centuries,

I gain nothing, then, by going back fo Gentilism 3 I
am at best only going back from the later 1o the earlier
form.of Prolestantism.  Besides, [ cannot go back to
Gentilism—Gentilism has been tried, and found want-
ing. Tt has been refuted Ly the earlier Doclors and
Fathers of the Church, and judgment was irrevocably
pronounced against it, when the humble. Christians,
emerging from the catacombs, planted the cross in
triumph on the capitol of the world. Paganism is no
longer an open question—I must either, be a Christian
or uothing. The blood of millions of martyrs, the
stupencous miracles of the early Saints have settled
that question fur ever. I have no alternative but to be
a Christian. )

But if 1 am Christian at all, I must be a Catholie.
Between Catholicity and no Christianity, there is no
allernative. Will yvouspeak 1o me of the Greek Church,

-

——
——

separated from the Roman? The Greek Cliureh vas

once 1n communion with the Rom: \
Church was then the irue Cl{ltl)z::‘}l:h an'{lhihnunm“
true Christianity, or it was not.. If it wa ereﬁ:;e
Greek Church was then a false Churcl is noly the
- " . ) ity Deecause 1,
commiae with 2 false Church was 1o be false jtselr
It could become the true Church only by ge o ltselt.
from._ the false church, and coming into con? e
with the true Church ; but this last it did not d;nl;-"w.“
came, afterits separation, into communion wigh no o]r "
body. If the Chareh of Rome was the true Ci e
then the Greek Church is false, forto separate {i ek,
true Church is to become false ; so in either c-L:-Jm e
Greek Chureh is a false Chureh, and I canne i,,;’ofhf
a true Christian by becoming a member of its um:(:
munion,

Will you refe_r me to seme one of the anejent
—to the Nestorians for instance 7 Nestoriag in
ciple is nothing but the denial of the Incarnaijo;

it . 1 and
Divinity of our Lord, and the assertion of Palq oiini
or man’s ability to work out his own salvaitio.xllnwil;sm'
Grace, that is, modern Unitarianism, a form of }l’om
testantism, which I must reject in rejecting Profes; o
ism. I shall fare no betier with any. other on'emli-l;
sects. Al seets are heresies,. and all heresjog ! e
virtually included in Protestantism, which, as [ h: o
showr 15, in pricciple, all heresy—heresy itself. "

Agaiy, lhen., [come round tothe conelusion, if I am
to be a Clristian at all, [ must be a Cahelic
Christianity and Catholicity are identical, and the c-m::
thing.  Itis, then, Catholicity or no reliziop—iy |t
religion, then no God—uo truth—uo Jaw—ng nmru[itt
—no rule of lifle—nn purpose of existence—an( gjf
that we can say is, let every one live as le Jistoth
mive loose reins 1o luxury, rob every meadow ofli[’.
lowers, make the most of the present mome y
drink, and be merry, for lo-morrow we dic—the fast
word of all Leathen worality.  But our heans reeoj]
from this, and religion we ninst have ; we camot Jive
without it. Then we must be Catholics,

T did noty in my own case, even alter | had detoctad

that Proteslantism was worthless and a blunder, comy
at once to this conclusion ; 1 felt 1hat religion, and evern
a Chureh, were necessary, bnt 1 was nat prepared te
beeome a Catholic—what thiuk you 1 then proposed ?
Nothing less than 10 make a new Ghurch—a Clurel,
for myself. Do not langl too much at mny sublime
fo[ly, for it was a folly I shared with oreater and
wiser men than myseif; what 1 attempted is ouly wha
the whpiq movement party were then, and are even
now, aiming at. Mazzini avows it, and the Chevalier
Bunsen brings forward what he calls ¢ The Church
of the Future,” precizely as I had done before him; I
saw clearly enough that Protestantism was nothine,
and the Protestant movement was a sad blunde 3 but
I did not see that in ceasing to be a Protestant, | must
necessarily become a Catholic. 1 admitted that the
Catholie Cliurch had been a noble instilution in ifs
day, and had done gowd service to the cause of
hnmanity ; but 1 looked npon it as having become
eflete. 1 had expired, I held, with Leo. tlic Tenth,
and was dead and buried; I would not insalt the
dead, T would plant flowers on its grave, and drop
a tear to its memory ; but { would not hope for its re-
surrection.
_ The Church being dead and buried, and Protestant-
ism being purely destructive in ita mission, and
negative in its character, nothing remained but 1w
attempt the constroction of a new Chureh. 1did nwt
suppose myself inspired, or specially commissioned by
Almighty Ged to be the founder of a Charelr; Lsimply
proposed, by the exercise of my own reason, (o select
from all past religions the portion of treih contained in
each, separated {rom the ervor herelofore combined witls
ity atrl to mould the several pautial trnths, thus col-
lected, into one complete and harmonious body ot
doctrine. 1 would go forth and preach this doctring,
deposit it in the minds and hearts of men, and it woukl
make 1o itseli’ hands, and with these hands erect the
temple—construct the new Chureh, which should be
as much in advance of the ol Church as the nine-
teenth century is in advance of the first.

To this work of obtaining a new Church, T devotel
fen years of my life, but I {ound, at length, that man
is a poor Church-builder, and that a Chureli to he
worth anything, must descend from above, not asceud
from below. [ wished a Church that should elevate
man above his present. condition, give him new
strength, and enable him to live a truer and a diviner
life ; bot [ found, that a man could not well Jift him-
self by Lis own waistband ; that to elevate him, [must
have a wwhereon 1o stand; outside of him, andthat
weight applied to the lever can raise a body on which
the fulerum rests for its support. From man, do wy

est, I conld get only wan, and 2 Church made by
man, could give me-ouly the expression of what he
already is, and therefore, nothing above him, or able
1o raise him.above himsell. 1t was, therefore, idle to
aftempt to make a new Churoh ;.cither God nust con-
struet a Churel for ns, or there could be ne Chareh for
us worth having.

As yet, however, 1 retained my old prejndice, that
the Catholic Chiurch was dead ; | had not investigate
the question; my altention was first dirceted 1o the
examinution of her ehnracter and claims in the Winter
ol 1840-41, 1 was invited to give in New York, Phi-
ladelphia and Boston, a course of Lectures o Modein
Civilization. [ was then an advoeate for the moder
absurd doctrine of progress, and held that there hal
been continuons progress of man aud Seciety from the
fivst. [ wished to truce in my Lectures, this progress
in modern history ; [ wished, especially, to trace the |
inflnence of Christianity in the improverent of socral
institutions, especially in ameliorating the eandition ot
the poorer nncﬁ. more numerous classes. To my as-
tenishment, I found:that, starting with the fall of the |
Western Empire, or fram the beainning of the gixth
century, and coming down to the beginniug of the
sixteenth, throuzh a period of one theusand years. 1
could traco a mast wonderful progress of Society, hul
uo further.  From the fatter epoch, down through the
last three centuries—which ought in my.own théory,
to have been ceuturies of progress, and which were:
by all my Protestant friends, boasted of as such—I not
only eon ?d not trace any progress, bt I found undeni-
able marks of deterioration. _ This, I said, eannot be :
I must have made some mistakey I reviewed the his-
tory, I consulted all the monuments and records with-
in my reach, but this. ouly- served to cnnﬁrm.!lll':
astounding fact. Under the-old Catholic Chuseh i
nations had advanced, Society had been -'I’Il]ell(l_l'ﬂl“j"'
and civilization. promoted ;- but afier the birth af Pro-
teslantism, there had been an evident decline, "!‘" .
decided tendency, especially in Protestant naftons
towards barbarism, -

Iam not proposing this as an argument fur Cath
city, Lut as a fact which induced me to examine
character and cluims of the Charch, and the degres ol

setts
prine

Il—eat,

oli-
the




