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' The szther su.;e vthe noblcs
" Andfairest ‘Groature of the:spotted Kkind. .
2 tADN ’could herifiboti stams be'washed away—'
T .bhe werei too goad to ba a beaat qf prey.—])nmen.‘

ej.t the, hmd, .y

pomuno- out some of.'the absurd ﬂdsehoods perxothcal-
Sy pubhshcd'ugmnst the Catholic: clergy -of -Camada,

: '(a!hnu- upon’the’ ofﬁcc-bearers ‘of - the' I‘rench Cana- |

. dian Mlssmmry Socrcty, ‘to" speak out’ like men, to
"~ grive the names ‘of . the accused partres at fu]l Icngth,
and to substantmte thexr cha.ges. In ‘the second, we
‘rddressed & fow remarLs to the members of the Soci-.
. ety, pomtmcr out thé. d'mn'erous consequences thit may
D expected to result from their tampering with the:
f-nth of our srmple,yct relmous and horest /aabamnts,
"'—and how fraila foundatlon the authorrty of a ped-
lar offered, whcreupon to rear a superstructure of
Faith. To-day, we propose fo ourselves, to consider
whether membels—c]eroymen, calling themselves-
++ ordained » priests—of the church of L'nlrland can
consntently with “the- allegmnce they owe to their
* own, church, become. or remain members of. the
. French. Canadian Missionary Society.

 That Baptist' and Browmst—-—Conrrreontlonahst and’
\’lormomst-—Tumpels and Independents——’\Tew and
Old Connectrons—bhakers,zmd—-eh' well, we gan’t
zo on withthe whole lot of them. Adam, indeed, when
. fresh from the hands of his M'tker, and ere sin had
dlmmed tlie brightness of his intelligence~—Adam was
‘alile to give “names to all cattle, and to every beast
7 of the ﬁe]d P—Genesis 11 ch. 20 . But as we can
lay no clalms to the intellectual endowments of an
Adam, we must be excused- attemptmn- a nemencla~

* ture more difficult; by far. :
That all the different sects then, ‘into which Pro-
testantism is split up, “hose name is Le«rlon, should
" form themselves in battle arr. ay agamst the Church of
Christ, and utter much foul breath to her disparage-
. ment, does not surprise-us—does:hot vex us. ¢ *Tt is'
their nature zo,” as the divine Watts would sweetly
sing—« Tt is tlie pature of the ¢ lmnn- creature,”™
' wh\ch every conventicle brings forth, “ each after his
kmd ”—Gen lc. °4«fu,——and there is. no.more to.
" he said about it. .,
But it does excite within us a feehncr of ‘sutprise,
“not unmmeled with regret, when + we bcho]d members
of lhc church of Enn'land—clerajmen who profess to
h-ne received their priests orders from the hands of
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Ancrhc'ln and '1postollcally—descended Bishops, uniting |

themsches to, and .making common cause with, the
_enemics, not of our: chnrch only, but -also -of -their
church :—we repeat’ it—the bitter, the irreconcile-
able enemies of their church. - The _spotted ‘panther,
beautiful though spotted, is no less hated by -the < in-
satiate wolf,? 1he « bristled. hoar,” and the « bloody"
bear,” than is the mdk-whxte hind. .

Let us not be misunderstood, As, Cathohcs, we
behold and weep over the ¢ great gulf?”,betwixt us

", and the churel of England ;—a trreat ou]f -which we

cannot make .one eﬂ‘ort to cross : over to.go. tosher,
bat which we hope, and. smcerel; hcheve, er ehil-|
dren will soon cross, (as,.indeed, they are: +daily |-
doing,) in or der to come to s, ;. : it
" To the meantime, the difference..of our respectwc
creeds cannot prevent usfrom- thinking and -from.
speaking of the.members of the church of Engldnd,’
‘her clew}, and her dmnt‘\rles with sincere 1espect
‘When we speak of them, we know we speak of gen-
 tlemén and schalars, unsurpassed. by. any inthe world:

_ Tna word, we know that we are speaking of the men
Cof Oxford and of Cambrldge.- How. then can we
* speak.of 'them but respectfully 1 -

Catholies knot well how to d:stmgulsh Detwixt lhe
clergy and the bishops of the church of Ingland, and
all the @ spawn of ‘the conventlc]e.”, They are-.not

. apt to mistake 'a "red brick meeting-house for West-
Ininster, Abhey, and a very slight 1 1nspect10n is sufli- [
cient to convince thém of the immense difference
 there is bitween the htnrgles of the church of Lnrr-
fand, and’ the maudlin dr iwellings of some enthusms—

" tie, ‘but ill-advised tallow-chand]m '

Alas' thei, that members of the” church of T‘no'-
‘land should " thicmselves do, théir utmost, to’ destloy
- this feehno- of Tespect wlnch ’we entert'un towards
- them. "~ Alast that, they' should" be''so forgetful, of |

+“what is.due, to themse]ves—to their, dxrmty-—to the-

* sacred office of pnest to- which they” lay, clalm,—to
“ihat éhiirch fiom whos¢' hlshops they have Teceived
“their gacerdotal characler, is_to mix themselves up:
“awith' socleues, with ass’ocratcs, nltoo-(,ther unworthy of
them. ‘They onrrht to he ashamed to e séen l’narch-
"~ fig "thre* C‘or entrv With ; such _Tagied compamons.
“"That’s'fat,. 'Why, the" an’t muster a whole, Con-
- Tession’ of I‘anh mnonost them. ; y \W'hat spmt of seli~|
destruction has msplred thein’ to, become members of
the"F.C. M. Sociéty? ) OF,if (hey st needs en-
roll'themselves membcrs'of that comical sociéty, w

do ‘they not first ce ng vesn
hers—-—from' r

N YL -

:) i

i . /U
ot

“IEUCO ML Socxet)
D i5ias of the -F-CO DL Society, ‘with ‘the Tifurgy” and
50. " |‘the thirty-fine articles of: the ‘church of England;

tensmns tney set at’ nau ht'l Is ‘itnot wntten' that
{ # o' an ¢an serve t
the dne, and:‘despise: the: other.?):

members, both of the chu h,of England and.-of the
Lt us then compare the ‘stand-

- By the IIJ .A.rhcle of the. constitntion of ithe I C.

ﬁuth P :-The first of which s thus defined--asa belief | -
ini¢ the fallen and gotally depraved: condition of  hu-

| man/nature.”- Certamly this articleiiof ' faith of* the
F.. €. M. Society, is notin.‘accordance’ with* the‘

‘ninth article -of the 39 ‘Articles® of ‘the " chureh! of
England, ‘where we read that “Original sin is that
whereh) man isivery far gone from. ormnal'ncht—
€ousness.;:
mamf'i/
The *very far’gone® ‘may be recontiled with the
free-will of Brasmus, whilst the ¢ total depravlty ?
leads inevitably to the serf-will of Luther.

- By the V.. Article of the constitution of the I\:C.
M. Society, it is. enacted that instructions' be ‘given

priests of the church of England like being classified
-with .the iotley group :of nnmsters)——“ to abstain
from wiging their own peculiar denominational views
as to doetrme, or- church government.” - Certainly,
the sman who abstains from urging on those,'whose
crecd- be is striving .to chano-e, h:s own views ‘as to
doctrine, cannot be: very ﬁrmly convinced as to the
truth: of what he professes to believe. - But let us

pomt. In the eighth of the 39 Artxc]es, we find it
written that—¢ The three -ereeds, Nicene -creed,
Athanasius’s creed, and that'which is commionly eall-
ed.the Apostles crced,”—-ought thoroughly 1o be re-
ceived and believed. ~But how can'they be received
Aif they are not proposed? How believed; if they are
not taught to the unbappy men upon whose faith the
T. C. M. Society is practising? . .. . -«
Ar"'un, with regard to. church government, it is lajid
down in the pxcfacc 1o the form of making, ordammg,
and consecrating bishaps, priests, and deacons, that
«Tt is evident unto all men, that these orders have
existed in the chnrch of Christ, from the time  of : the
Apostles.” Hence we may conclude that the church

| of England insists upon their necessity, now,; and for

the future; and; .also, that she cannot recognize any
society, - wherem these orders do not exist, as forming
a portion ofthe church of Christ.—Although, if a
member-of the society, being o member of the church

.of England, were to offer his opinions upon the pro-

per form -of clurch government, he would probably
be kicked out of the soclety —we find A. Solandt
is no, way scrupulous about giving his opinions on ‘this
important topic. ~ Fide Record, June, 1848, where
A. Solandt informs.us he spent the whole mght—for
eight ‘hours, even until one o’clock,. with 'an old

B schoolmaster, discussing ‘questions. about Jesus Christ

and Church Gm,m)ement ‘The Recoid, for De-
cember, 1849, informs that the colporteurs ¢ have
much need to have their hands lield-up.” We think-
they have much need to lave their mouths stopped.
Again, the . C. M. Society does not insist upon
the, neccsmty of infant baptisin ;. and we strongly sus-
pect that, if their opinions :were. more fully known,
it would be found that the great majority of that he-
terogeneous body deny the vital doctrine of baptismal
re«renelatron. Let us see what are the Opinions of
the church of Lngland upon these two points,

In - the . twemy-seventh of the 39 Articles, the
church, .of England declares that “The baptism of

young, cluldren is, in @ngwise, to be retained in the

church, as most agreeable with the institution. of]*
Christ. In her htui gies and in her catechnsm, the
church of England proclalms her beliel in the all-im-
portant doctrine of baptismal regeneranon, in no am-
biguous languao‘e. ,
Nor is this all.. There are still greater dlscrepan-
cies. between the teaching of the.I. C. M. Society
and the doctrines of the church of LEngland.

The F. C. M. Society teaches, or at least tolerates
the. teaching of, pure “Nestorianism—a heresy con-

demined by the countil general of Ephesus, A.D.

431, whose authontv, as.one-of the first four general
counclls, we always, thought the Anglican church re-
cognized :—but, at all events, a heresy condemned by
| the second muCle of the 39 Articles of the church of
Lnglan\ o RN

Let us turn once more 1o thc leo'ends of the col-
por teurs.

‘For instance, we read i in the ﬂﬂss?onmz/ I?ecmtl
Jor the month of December, 1849, the. opinions, ¢on-
cerning the personality of -the bavnoul, of- some:six
wretched individuals, who lave been .debauched- by
the . preachmlr of, A. S.—initials,. designating, we
snppose, our old friend, Andre Solandt, whose evan-
gelical love for.truth we have already had occasion to
point out. . .. S

“(Col.. mhn)—l asked lht.m se\eral qnesnons
concer nmu't e state of of their souls.”. .

. Cool, this. I—rather. 2 Only: fane} apedlar askmw
you# how your soul felt this morning,—or what ewpe-
riences, you have had since brea.kfast »e :

- ¢ Thay answered that -if they weré called to' dxe
now,-thay should hope ‘that ‘Jesus, .the - Son of God
iwho:eas.a man upon the earth;, and who is grig-with the

Kather, wonld receive them.” (The lhr.llt.b are s our
own) ‘ L et

I‘rom the aho‘e sentence, we cert'un]y would not
suspect that the F. C, M. Bociety tauglit that Chrlst
was.asimuch' God when upon earth; a3 he'is now; ivhien
seated’at the right hand of: thel Father. in. Hedven!
Buthere is evidence a5 to. their teaching, more:concli:

sive, which we Fmd in. the same soclcty s Rccoid for
June,1]84'8 Tepa et :

e [
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o masters 10 “‘He must hold toi

M Socrety, it "is enacted ¢ that no person’ shall be’
: admxlted a’ mmlster, oﬂ‘lee-bearer.’&.c., whose religi-
--J-ous sentiments are notidecidedly .in- accordance with{:
.| 'the ugreat - evangelical’ doetrinessiof ‘the “Protestant

* but not.a word about man’s. zotal dc-_
Nor s this an- unimportant» distiscetion,’

to all-their agents, and mlmsters—-(we -wonder- liow |

see again what the church of England says upon this:

_ desu ¢ to sec.

| fatheris. house,”

Holy 'vimmtas ki Mothor of Ged

Chrrst, asiman, but not as God. I cannottell }ou how,
surprxsed she was’ when she comprehended this.” " : .
: No. wonder at all’ if the poor woman' were; surpris-
ed. We were.when we read it. We bad been;
tautrht and had ever believed until. the advent of J.

Vessot ‘that, by the Hy postatlc union of the: God-.
head w1lh the Manhood, in the womb of 1he Blessed

perfect man—one sole person, of which the Vlrgm
Mary was the Mother. However,, the F. C. M

Society intenids to set us right upon tliis lmportant
poinit; by renewing amongst us in Canada, in the XIX:
centiiry; ‘the - old: bhsphemous ‘heresics of ‘the Patri-

tarch of Constantinople in'the V. © But let us see how.

far this Nestorianism- coincides with the doctrines of
thie church:of England, respecting the Incarnation.
First, she professes, in the Athanasian ereed that « it
is.necessary to everlasting salvation that mnzn believe
rightly the Incarpation of our’ Lord Jesus Christ.”
And in the second of the 39 Articles, she thus defines
ber own belief:— . - -

< The Son, which is‘the Word of the Father, herrot-
ten from everlasting of the Father, * * * ** = * took
man’s naturg, in the womb of tha: Blessed Vi irgin, of.
her substance ; so'that two whole and perfect natures,
that is to sqy, the Godhead and Manhoud, were juined
'toiréther in one person never tobe leldG( »

No, tot éven by J. Vessot, colporteur, or the whole
of the F. C.' M. Society, to boot.

"And yet in spite of all his, there are genﬂemcn,
and elergymen, members .of - the church of England,
members of the F. C. M. Society. They 1mve a
perfect, an-incontestable right, to make themselves
ridiculous, but they ‘should not, certainly, try and
brmg disgrace upon their chureh,

“And’ the Bishops, the Fathers of the Anglican |
Chureh; what are they about? They look on, and
hold their peace. . Are they' unwilling or are they
unable to pnevent such'scandals? Ts it through fear
or through impotence that they are silent 7 We know
not. -In either case—alas! ! for the dignity of a Bishop
of the Church of K Lnnland IIow are the mighty fal-
len 2

& Ichu.bod—-—Ichnbod, for the glory is departed 11177

- Here endeth the Lays of the Colporteurs.

WHO THE MARONITES ARE.

% There are none so0 Ulind as thosc who will not
see.”” This is an axiom whose truth we cvery day
see exemplified in “the affuirs of men,” and it
especially applies to our worthy contempornries of.
the super-ueno'elical school. - Now it is a positive
fact that ever ything relating to the Catholic Churel’
is seen by them through a dlstorted medium, whilé all.
the manifold proofs of hier divine or igin, which stand’
forth before the nations in unmistakeable character S,
are by them seen not at all, purely because shey 7will
not see—their vision being darkencd by the thick
mist of prejudice. Thus a’recent ar ticle of ours,
having for its heading, % wio ARE THL MARONITES P
has c'llled forth certain captious opposmon though it
contained not a smrr]e assertion incompatible wrth ihe
strictest truth. “ e answered the guestion in a gen-
eral way, deeming it unnecessary to descend into any
Yery minute detalis, whereupon a certain Britannicus
in the Witness takes upon.him to answer our query,
on the hypothesis that we had mis-stated the faes.
Now let us see what ‘e has to say on the subject.
Tirst he objects to our saymo that the Maronites
“lave preserved the faith pure and unsullied, as trans-
_mttcd to them by the Apostles.” - And asserts that
they -2vere Monothelites, and thereby forfeited their
claim to Apostolicity. - This is just as faira specimen
of* Protestant smuosrty in argument as one .could
Am one who.is at all conversant with
the Listory of the Church, will at once remember the

Monothelite heresy, (which had - after all but a short
duration,) and- how widely it was diffused throughout
-the IZastern clhurches. ~Itisa historical fact that one.
of its.greatest” promoters, Sergius, patriarch of Con-
st;.mtmople was :hy birthra Qynnn, and that this in-
sidious - poison had tainted the greater portion of his
native provinee. It may then bhé inferred that the

'Church of Syria fell from her:high pesition—she did

—it is true—Dbut, thanks to the God of all’ croodness,
‘the Christians -of those ‘regions were not to remain
long inthe- darkness:of elror—they had’ suffered too
much for His holy name 1o be long abandoned by Him,
and after the lapse of some 'years, they were again,
gathered.into “ the one fold » in whicl they now rest
sceure. - Biit their temporary crlmc was washed away
by. their subsequent- repentance and submission to the’
Chief Pastor of the Church, and their Apostolicity

can in-no way be;questioned—they erced fora briel”
season—they lepentcd and'-came back to ¢ their
.like .the ‘prodigal -son -of old-they
abjured their transient error, and- embraced. again-the

faith planted. amongst. them by the Apostles——whv

should it be ‘denied then that they are_of Apostolic
origin?—The prorhtral son was none the less his
fnﬂ‘or s son for havmtr waadered. for 3 time in a far’
‘eouiitry. . But this Bntanmcus is- eudentiy, aware of
the“gre'xt 1mportance of this ,question, . Ide knows,

‘or ouglit to Know,” that 'the Syrian Cafholics have.

preserved the faith unsullicd as legards Transubtan<
tiatioit sand the - other great ‘mysteries, for cven he

Monothelites -were never 'so far carried nwa) as to
doukt thoserarticles of ‘fmlh. “Therr error. was that

18
iWith the helpiof God; T was énabled'to make: her ‘un=| ;
derstand- that the VII'"').I! was the Mother of Jesus |

in the list'of the censured, asa pure forgery.
 without - going s0 far into the question, we pronounce

[ iliere was but-one will in: Chr:st but e hc’n yet to
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t 'hey ever: denied His real, presence i, the

' Tucharist, or the'power 1éft in the Church.of férgiving -

sms’ or; Hls hnvmg estabhshed a vrs:ble representatm
His power on earth.~
*And, then, how this correspondent o the Witness

. hngs the precions: fact that "« Pope: Honorms, one of
| the' waallzb[es, was’ of 'the’same opinion,’ “and was
‘censured-for it P Happﬂy for the memory ' of - that

good Pontiff, his drthodoxy.ean-be-as fully. established
us any- other fact i ecclesiastical history. For our ¢
own part; we should deeply mourn had we the'slightest

Teason to heheve that' even* one of. the successors of
St. Peter liad ever erred in faith while oéeupying the

papal chairj but on this head our minds are at rest,
for ‘even Hononus, although his revered name is 50
flippantly ‘quoted” in cornexion’ with ‘héresy, was as
sound in faith—and in‘every distinct article thereof—
as'is his present successor, Pius the Ninth, than whom a
more excellent pastor has not yet governed the flock.
With regard to His Holiness, Pope Honorius, it is
only to De said that the arch heretics of bis days
were as subtle and as cunning as heresiarchs are anid

‘have . been, and the Pontitf; however firm and liv ely

his faith, was somewhat d(-hcrcnt in worldly wisdom.
In his great anxiety ‘ta preserve peace in the Church,
he was prevailed upon to remain silent at a time when -
the wiser course would have been to arise at once and -
hurl the anathema of the Charcli -against the infant
heresy. But he was induced by the & sophistical argu-
ments of %loms, to hold back, and the duty of de-
nouncing the Monothehtc heresy devolved upon his
successor. Now here stands the fact as we find it in
ceclesiastical history: ¢ Sergius had the artifice to
impose for a‘while on the Pope Honorius, hy a letier

full of craft, dissinimulation, and fnlsehood He per-
suaded hun, by ¢ nplxous cxpressions, to tolu'.;te a
silence on the questions of one or two wills in Christ,

in order to prevent disturbances and scandal among

the ignorant, who might be shocked if the question of

two oper-ttlons was to be agitated. It i8, however,

‘evident, Jrom the most auﬂmntzc mommmzrs-, ﬂmt

llmwrzus never assented to the error of the Moncth-
elites, but always adhered to the trith, and Teld
with St. Leo, and ‘the Catholic Chacrch,the doc-
trine of two wills, contrary and opposite to one
another; that of the flesh, and that of the spirit—
that is to say, a will of concupiscence, wlich revolts
against the spirit. Honorius was undoubtedly wrong

in agreeing for some time to besilent on the article in

' questlon, because this indiscreet, ill-timed sdcnce,

though net so designed, might be deemed by some a
kind of connivance. IIe should hme been more
active in extinguishing the error in its' first vise, when
the sparks : appeal ed ; fora rising heresy secks to carry
onits work under mound without nors-e, it being a fire
whnc,h gradually sprcads jtself under cover.”?

It was for this «ill timed silence;” then, that Ilo-
norius was censured in the general councd cafled to
condemn Monotlelisin, and not (as this Britannicus
ignorantly asserts,) for h'mmT been of the same opin-
ion. = Moreover, . were le “better acquainted with
Chuarch. history, or candid enough to admit’ the fact,
he would know that many rcspectab]e writers cL rhow

lunos, have set down the insertion of Tenorius’ pama
But

it either a gross mistake or a grievous falsehood that
the Pope THonorius ever {avered Monothelism or any
other beresy, and we hadve positive proof (if it be re-
quired,) to support our assertion.

For the rest, the distinctive title, Muronites, took its
rise amongst the Syrian Christians, from the illstrious

 8t. M'lro, who founded many monasteries in the

mountaiit region of Libanus in the filth century, and
though these wmonks were so unhappy as to fall info

1the. Monothehte error for some {ime—which is not
| very surprising considering their isolated position—jyet

S0 soon as they had again an opportunity of communi-
cating with orthodox" Catholics, they hastened to re-
cant their error, and not only  professed a sort of
orthodozy,” but became againas they had been beloxe,
faithful children of the Clureh.

‘With respect to “oetaining - thetr own rites)
that constitutes no essential difierence—it is merelr
in the .ceremonial part of worship that they differ from
us—their “doctrines-are the same, and their’practices
of religion. They have had for many ages a college
in Rome. which has done goad service in v the Church,
and produced many emment men.- We shoule like fo
hear Britannicus or any other say to 2 Maronite priest
or lxyman, “ You are not of the Catholic—the Roman
Clurch—your worship-is diflerent, and you do not
bold by the celibacy of the c)eroy P« Why, he
would reply, it is very strange if we are not Catho-
lics as you say—we behev,, oun all the fundamental
points of faith, precisely what the Church believes,
and faith, you will allow, is the principle—the-life and
soul of religion. We are, therefore, in communion
with the Chureh of Rome, and have the very closest
bond of union with our common pastor, for we have
our principal college lacated under his very eye, and
under lis especial tutelage. Then, as to the -rites
which you sy, we observe i in contradistinction from
the Church of Rome, it never cnters our minds to
think that a point of- difference.  The same power
that mvest'ed the sncrcd mystenes with the garniture,
of ccremony, can’ modify, or fashion it as, sh(. plc'Lses
or take it away altogether—it is not ther ceremonies
that are unch'mrreable—xt is her doctriies ;. therefore,
it is of Tittle consequence whether we of the Bast have
our u.hglous ceremonigs exactly the same as have our
bretheen”of the Western Chirches—uwe. Lelieve us
ihéy do—we journey heavenward by their road of
morhﬁc'ltlon and se]f-dcmal—we invoke, as thev do,
tlic )owerfu] prolectlon of the Saints-who _reign writh

'God-—'-we are then Cethohcs—Cathohcs in. hedrt and.
jsoul—m faith and in spirit,

Go, thew cnvﬂcr against
the known'truth, go“and learn humility—the ﬁlst of

:Cllrlsuan \'1rtues,,ond then thou too wilt Tave: thine.
‘eyes opened Yo the truth, : and thon 100, wﬂt do'as.my
m.hon has done

recant the errors ofthe: past dnd-




