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a disagrenable duty, hut this may allay the
misgivings of some who fear religloun sg.
gression. The list compriscs the ohief clvic
employces, classed as Roman Catholics and
Protestants, with the aggrogate salaries of
each clzss. It has boen carefully prepared,
aud we believe it to bo aubstantially ~orrect
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Transubstantiation.

— —

We return to the article of Tran-

gubstantiation contained in the Evfm-
gelical Churchman under the heading

of Rome's Chief Error. There is a
distinction between Transubstantiation
and Christ’s real presence in the
Blessed Eucharist which, if our con-
temporary hed observed more care-
fully, he would not have led hisreaders
to think that because tho word Tran-
substantiation was not used for sever-
al conturies, that therefore the doc-
trine of the Real Presence was not
taught by the Early Church. To
explain fully the doctrine in question
we have three points—(1) that Christ
i8 resally and substantially present in
the Eucharist ; (2) that in the Blesged
Sacramont there is no longer the
substance of bread and wine, but only
their species; and (8) that this pres-
ence of the Body and Blood and coas.
ing of the substance of bread and
wine ¢s made by the conversion of the

whole substance of broad into the
Body und of the whole substance of
wine into the Blood of our Lord, or in
other words, it takes place by Tran.
substantiation.

** The Church of 1Rome teaches that the
whole subatance of the bread in the com-
munion is converted into the substance of
the body of Christ, and the substance of the
wige into the substance of His blood ; so
that the bread and wine no longer remaio,
but are changed into the body and bired of
Christ, The Romanist argues from the
worda Christ, * This is my body,’ that thicro-
foro it is no longer broad. But s study of
tho context of the threo gospols, and of 1.
Cor. X, 24, shows that ‘is’' must be in.
torproted, not literally, but tiguratively, as
in many places fn the Seripture.”

This ia the argument advanced by
‘he Churchman, which is sound, he
contonds, because the words are not
only “This it my body,” but also
“This cup is My blood of the New
‘Testament which is shed for many;
und “ Thie cup is the New Testament
in My blood.” If the Catholic inter-
pretation is applied to both, aud to bo
consistent it must be so applied, it
proves too much. Therefore the lit-
eral interpretation will not do. *“Is
the cup,” asks this great logician and
theologian, *literally & Now Testa-
ment ?”  No, nor is it tho wine. It
is the Precious Blood. That is the
new covenant with wlich in Com-
munion the soul i~ ~vv nkled, and of
which if any man ariux he shall not
tagte death forever. We proceed to
reason it out more at length.

An examination of the G6th chapter
of St. John proves most conclusively
the care which our Lord took in clear-
ing up any doubts or solving any
difficulties which His disciples might
have in accepting what the Jews
called *“a hard saying.” As such
examination would take too long we
refer our cortemporary to Cardinal
Wiseman’s most learned lectures on
the subject. The words of the insti-
tution clearly and sufficiently prove
our position. There are things which
by their very nature are universally
taken in their absolute meaning and
are not regarded as signs: while there
are others which, either from their
nature (as pictures), or from some
preceding and known institution (as
the types of the old testament), or
from the mode of speech (as parables),
are understood as signs. Now bread
and wine belong to the former class.
Neither from themselves, nor from any
received use, nor antecedent institu
tion were they, nor could they be,
regarded as signs. Nor did Christ
in any way advise or hint that He
established these things as signs.
The Apostles accepted them in their
absolute sense, as did century after
century of Cristians, vithout a dis-
senting voice. Yet we are coolly told
by the Evangelical Churchman that our
interpretation proves too much and

must therefore be abandoned. How
liks the word of the Jews wkev our
Lord prowmised the Blessed Euckarist :
«If any man eat of this bread he
shall live forever ; and the bread that
I will give is My flesh for the life of
the world.” The Jews, therefore,
strove among themselves, saying :
« How can this Man give us His flesh
to eat? This saying is hard; who
can hear it.” The idea of a literal
interpretation proving too much!
Neither from the context nor from so-
called parallel passages can it be
proved tbat the literal interpretation
is far fetched. Here we pause to
examine in our next the figurative
passages quoted by the Churchiman

The “Mails - Misstatements.”

“ An unmitigated misstatoment,”
is 8 phraso that has been ccpy righted
by Rudyard Kipling and accepted by
modern culturo as a verbal equivalont
for the much stronger and simpler
saxon of our more dlain-spoken fore-
fathers. The Toronw Maif has long
been famous for such ‘¢ misstate-
ments,” but in s leading articlo of its
issue of Saturday the 16th inet., the
unmutigated misstator surpassed itself.
The article 18 headed © A QGusar
Scnoos. War, and is a tissue of mis-.

statementa from beginning to end.
For the sake nf brovity we shall
condense and number theso misstate-
mants and refute them in order. Ve
will givo the worde of the writer as
far as possible, but always we hopo
his exact meaning., Tho JMail thinks
it well then ¢o tell its readers 1. That
there is o great school war in the
United States, 2. That this waris;
‘ a movement against the integrity of
the public ochool system skilfully
directed by Mgr. Satolli.” 4. That
** provious to this war thare had been
gerious difticulties within the Church
on the school question.” ¢ The
Bishops who come from abroad in-
sisted on separation. The native
Bishops seemed to be imbued with the
American idea.” 1, That Arch-
bishop Ireland, as a native prelate,
proceeded to Rome to defend the
American idea. And that the result
of his jonrney was * a formal approval
of his attidude.” 5. * Then came a
friendly and liberal deliverance by
Mgr. Satolli, favorable to the principle
of education upon which the people of
the United States have hitherto in.
sisted.” G. But the ablegate paid an
official visit to Buffulo. The veoner-
able prelate here took part in an im-
posing demonstration conducted by
certain politiciang of the Tammany
stamp, who converted the Delegate to
Catholic parochial schools and captuc-
ed the ‘“solid” Catholic vote. 7.
That following this conversion and
capture are, ' two remarkable occur-
rences. In the first place, his Emin-
ence Cardinal Giblbons Las issued a
circular to the members of the various
State Legislatures asking for a system
of education such as that in existence
in England, Ireland and Canada. In
the second place, a bill has veen pre.
pared for presentation to the Legisla-
ture of New York providing for the
division of the school grant and the
school taxes hotween public and sep-
arate schools.” Now, every single
one of these assertions is false. And
the writer in the Mai! could and
should have known his assertions are
false, for they aro made about matters
of fact. No one expects the Mail to
be correct or clear or honest when
dealing with maitars of Catholic
truth or Catholic teaching. Baut real-
ly everyone has a right to oxpect that
even the Afai/ should have some re-
gard for truth in dealing with matters
of fact. It is an easily ascertainable
fact, 1. That theCatholicsof the United
States are not waging war on the public
schools. They aay with Mgr. Satolli ;
* That the Catholic Ohurch neither
condemns nor ignores public schaols.”
2. That therefore Mgr. Satolli does not
lead a hmovement against public
scnools, 8. That all the Bishops of

the L.mtod States, ** nauve born and
foreignborn,” assembled 11 tho third
Plenary Couneil of Baltimore, insisted
on Catholio parochial schools, where
possible end that the ‘¢ native born
prelates,” Archbichop Corrigan of Now
York, and Bishop McQuaid of Ro.
chester have been foremost in further-
ing this decreo of tho Counoil.
4. That Mgr. Iceland is a ¢ foreign.
born” Bishop, and that his * plan
was not formally approved i Rome,
but merely tolerated as alocal and temn-
porary oxporiment, 5, That the only
deliverance of Mgr, Satolli *favorable”
to the principla of education without
religious instruotion, was, ** neither to
condemn nor ignore public schools.”
Heo nevor *approved” them. 6. The
idea of the Delegato being converted
by politicians of the Tammany stamp
is as absurd and ridiculous as Dr.
Coxe, in whose erratic brain the idea
bad birth. There is no * solid"
Catholic vote in the United States.
Thero are leading Catholic Bishops,
pricsts, newspapers, and people in
thousands, of both political purties.
Though indeed Bishops and prieets
concern themselves very little about
either political party. 7. His Emi.
nence Csrdinal Gibbons has nsserted
in public print over his own signature
that he did nos issue *“ a circular to the
various state Legislatures,” eto., and
Archbishop Corrigan has asserted that
he is not responsible for the bill pre-
pared for presentation to the Logis.
lature of New York. And finally
Mgr. Satolli has publicly and emphati-
cally stated in Washington that he
was not converted to parochial schools
by politicians of the Tammany stamp.
That he needed no sucli conversion, *It
has been inexplicably true,” says the
Delegate, * and never perhaps shall I
find not what was the origin of the
suspiciun that my views were not
favouratle to Catholic schools. Those
who at first or ever after have attribut-
ed to me such an absurd opinion ought
to point to some word or action of
mine to justify themselves. Had I
spoken differently I should be unfaith.
ful to my mission, ungrateful to the
generous hospitality I have enjoyed
and am enjoying in America; and
moreover, I should have given the lio
to my fire* and most unchangesble
conviction. Every Catholic School is
a safe guardian of youth, and this at
the satae time for the American youth,
a place of training whore they are
brought up for the advantage of church
and country.” This then ig the truth,
attested by public facts, about Catho.
lics and the School question in the
United States. Catholics do not and
will not wage war against the public
schools, They simply assert and claim
their rights as citizens of a free coun-
try to have their children educated ac-
cording to the conscientious religious
convictions of their parents. Where
their right is unjustly denied them, as
it is in the United States, Catholics
establish and maintain their own
schools, while paying the legal tax to
the public schools : when they claim a
gharo in public tax for their parcchial
gchools, they simply assort their civil
right to have something to say about
the disposition of their own money.

We believe the time will come when,
this juss and most reasonable demand
will be heard and granted.




