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"aylor’sbook, “ De-
struction,”  which
wsages, occurs the
a skirmizh between
¢ Regiment, and a
ommand :—
egiment wasin rear,
‘{h’ulics for a rear
1ad scarcely got in
ty of horse rushed
acking down several
as severely bruised,
pistol shooting and
nd forsome minutes
ixed, The enemy’s
yurs and driven it on
ederal was captured,
to the bruised man,
he rider on his pro-
ble service, 1 dis-
orse to Tom to lead,
e guard. From time
ould charge, but we
ng and be ready. The
bout face, front rank
kneel, rear and fire,
f the flash, we could
les, Our  pursuers’
over our 11«'.1«1 )
‘e, and these slight;
and enterprising, well
lose up to the bayonets,
iereupon the Irishmen
hank them for that
10 danger on the flanks.
pike alone guided us.
ave found their way
he face of the country
s a succession of rolling
:enemy got up guns,
sm the summit, so that
r above us, exploding
| the guns been trained
it might have proved
the pike ran straight
-asa fine night, intirely,
id the Ivishmen, with
did not agree; but they
ocks and as chirpy as
rin many a jest when-
s of our friends in the
ned., v”n*‘\' had heard
;, and knew him to he
th, and that he had Irish
m. During an interlude
vas not probable that we
Shields, and answering
wd: CThem Germans is
ut Shiclds’ boys will be
Expressing a belicf that
mateh Shields’ any day,
surance from half a hun-
throats : ‘You may bet
csur.’ Thus we beguiled
During the night 1 de-
e guard, but was diverted
se by scornful howls of
tosce it out.” As Argyle’s
y heart has warmed to an
hat night.”
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'E OF WALES AT
OURDES.

rauff published in the Clol-
nkee, the following episode
«l to him at Lourdes: “The
qival the Prince of Wales
¢ his vespect to Our Lady
yod Brother Henry, the
votto, told me of it. The
d a viit to the brother’s
d faney store, the proc ceds
<tined for the benefit of the
He desired to drink of the
ter, but the four gentlemen
d to preventit. A moment,
their attention was centred
o clse was sufticient for him
handsome sea-shell and to
cater. He then wanted to
andle, but such was his res-
by his companions that he
ce his design. As a keepsake
¢ photographs and statuettes.
Cindeed, who does not share
of the poorest (atholic heg-
ing the Queen of Heaven as
L to do.”'—Ave Maria.
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)F WILLIAM FROUDE.

cath in England, that of Mr.
ude, recalls many Catholic
1 associations.  He himself
wholic, though his wife and
n have been received into the
 was the brother, not ouly of
my Froud, the prejudiced s
Jummniator of Treland, but al o
wrrell Froude, Cardinal New-
1 friend who used to say *“ Do
he story of the murderer who
¢ good thing in his life 7 Well,
Casked what good thing 1 had
1 should say I had brought
Newman to understand h
arrell  preceded  his brother
the h-m{vl..\- many years, and
¢ Cardinal Newman laid a tri-
r=¢ as touching and as truly
ay he ever penned. William
Can cminent engineer, and one
i« following the same profes-
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HINTORIAL CHURCH.
w]:\]m- of three centures, the
tholie chapel in Ely place, Hol-
on, dedieated to St Etheldreda,
o1 of Arura, king of the West
i in Suffolk in the year 630,
jok part in the ereetion of Ely
is to he nlu»nul for the celebra-
igh Mass on the 23rd of June,
day known in the calendar as
of Etheldreda. Cardinal Man-
reach the first sermon,— Evelyn,
iy, under date November 14,
\tions the consecration of Dr.
as bishop of Chester, in the
wen Dr, Tillotson lll'nu’lrln'll. At
the chapel was rented by the
<ociety for a schoolroom, and
s n[n-ﬂm\ for the celebration }v(‘
ce of the Established Church in
language. It was ]nu'rhnw!l in
lie Roman Catholie Church.
e eatr

ot easy to >H'ni\,.',hl«'n‘in the oak
- that grew in the sapling.

ly is independent whj» can main-
If by his own exertions.
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THE CATHOLIG RECORD.

ROME VERSUS CANTERBURY ‘ roots, raging waves of the sea, foaming out

ARCHBISHOP LYNCH'S REPLY
BISHOP SWEATMAN'S SPEECH.

o His Lordship Right Rev. Dr. Sweatman,
Bishop of the Anglican Chureh, in 1'oronto:

Rt
with much interest the course of affairs in
the Chureh of England in this Diocese, and
were rejoiced when we found that a com-
promise had heen effected, and your Lord-
ship elected as Bishop.

In fact we take an interest in every
Christian denomination to  spread  the
knowledge of Christ, even though th
whole His dispensations be not an-
nounced or carvied ont. An
mother delights at the first little steps her
child makes, though her heart vearns fo
<o the day when her child shall run the
race of a man.  We think with Cardinal
Manning, “ Better fragmental Christianity
than none at all.” Infidelity is, as it were,
rv-u].]w;uing from the tomb, where it had
lair: for centuries past, and is now fast re-
corrupting the ignorant minds and hearts
of youth, onece faithful to Christ. Hence
do we rejoice when Christ is preac hed and
salvation through Him, even though the
whole truth be not imparted,  Protestants
are accused of believing too little, Catho
lics of believing too much,

It both pained and surprised us to vead,
a few days ago, in the morning papers,
your Lordships fivst charge in your Synod,
which charge should, it appears to us, have
been worded with trath and  chavity
Your Lovdship is reported to have said,
in very vigorous language indeed, that
“the renunciation of the errors, the idola-
tries, the superstitions
Rome, was the purging of the
Chureh from the aceretions of e ment
through the mediwval period, that had
dimmed her light and sullied her purity”
—words unbecoming in the mouth of a
aentleman, and searce fit language for one
of those * aceretions of defilement™ which
the church casts from her,and which are
taken up to adorn too many Protestant
pulpits and lecture halls,  We pity the
simplicity of owr deceived  Protestant
brethren, and pardon  then crroneous
opinions of th Catholic Chureli, when
they are fod on such literature, but it is
hard to forgive people of judgment who
are supposed to vead both =ides
tion.

We should have noticed earlier yow
Lordship’s heavy indictment against out
Church, had we not feared to intrude on
your time oc upied by yew Synod, W
should not lave even noticed this extra-
ordinary charge were it not |‘v.V-'1-1ml in
the papers and given to the world : not to
have noticed it would be to continue an
almost criminal silence when our Chure h
is calummiated.  Catholies liave reason to
thank the liberality of the pressof the pre-
sent day, which gives them an opportunity
of defending themselves,

We are free to admit that there was
need of reformation of morals in the six-
teenth century.  The history of the times
and of the lives, both public and private,
of the reformers themselves, hoth lay and
clerical, amply proves it.  Dut that the
faith of the Churehrequired t he reform-
ed we utterly deny, relying on the prowis-
es of Christ, that “the gates of Hell (o
error) should not prevail aganst it.” How
could Christ tell His disciples to hear the
Chureh if it could lead them into ervor?

What was the character of the first Re-
formers, whom your Lordship calls ** noble,
holy and learned?” They had a different
opinion of one anothier from that express-
ed by your Lordship. I will quote their
own words, apoligizing at the same time

for using them, but the occasion, truth of
history, and fair defence force us, The ig-
norant, we are sure, will say that we call
hard names, whereas it i« the Reformers
themselves  who an addressing
another. Luther said of Zwingle, who
had darved to differ from him, Lat he was
«Qatanized, insatanized, and supersatan-
ized.” and that, furthermore, “his dam-
nation was certain.” Zwingle retorted
that, ¢ When 1 read a book of Luther’s, 1
seem to be lookingat an obseure pig grunt-
ing among the flowers of a fair garden.”
Calvan said of Luther, “yvould to God i
would think more of his owny jces, while
Lather said of Calvin that he was “amad
dog,” and Deza n'll'l‘“l"\ to him language
which modern eivilization does not permit
Were these men a little de-
and holy™ as you

anxious

ceremonics  of
meient

of a ques-

one

us to 1«“.‘»‘114
I’Jlll*,_nl\. though * noble
say ! Extreme divergencies commenced
early in the Reformed churehes,  Froude
declares that “an unfavorable estimate of
the Reformers is rapidly gaining ground
amongst advaneed thinkers.” (Laves of
Erasmus and Luther, p. 44.) We might
add with a celebrated French author “that
history is being disentombed.”  The Ser-
nons, Table-talk, and other writings of
Lauther, wonld not he permitted to ciren-
late in any country having a law against
the dissemination of licentious literature,
and Sunter, forsooth, is held up to the ad-
miration of Protestants as the angel of the
New Testament, the inspived head and
almost divine organizer of Protestant re-
foymation.  Erasmus the learned styled
Luther, “a savage beast, and a furious
wild boar.”  Luther says of Henry VIIL,
that he ¢ was the grossest of all ;
The godly Cranmel does not escape. The
(hureh News of London, England, writes in
one of its issues that ‘¢ Cranmer, Raudley,
Latimer, Jewell,” and the rest, *were
apostates, traitors, robbers, and persecu-
tors.” Dr. Littledale, a'Protestant, charac-
h-li/l-ﬂhuminllu-r.‘umr!y’uu.,\l.’\y 20th, 1868,
as “utterly unredeemed villaing,” whilst
Baring Gould declares their @ greal and
noble work” to haye been a * miserable
apostacy” (in his lives of the Saints 15, .
21,) “The Reformation,” Lord Mac aulay
writes,“was begun by Henry, the murderer
of his wives, continued by Somerset the
murderer of hiz brother, and I‘H])lIvI.V‘hJ
by sabeth, the murderess of her guest.”
This gallant band of “1\(Ilf\v.hw,:|)‘. and
Jearned x«-l'nrmv%." according  to
Lordship, were certainly )
virtue, nor such as our good (hn‘._\\-..nl.l
raise up to reform His Chureh, His own
spouse. Micht it not strike anyone seri-
ously u-.'\.lingkl\w history of the Reforma-
tion even from Pr testant historians, that
those men had the semblance of these tur-
Dulent spirits, that \rrnn‘_flu\‘*n their “sects
of 1M‘t\i\i~-n" of which St. Peter spoke (1L
Peter 11., 1,) “bringing upon themsclves
swift destruetion?” Was it not of such,
that the Apostle wrote, “elouds without
water, which are r.n:i-'nl‘ about by
the winds, trees of the autumn,
unfruitful, twice dead, plucked up by the

| to whom the storm of darkness is reserved |

TO | fore

Wy, Sig,—We have followed |

your
not models of

their own confusions, wandering stars ;

ver!” (Jude 1, 12 & 13,
pace would not permit us to pass in
review the means to spread this new sys-
tem of faith and discipline,  Wasit do
\.;\' the wise preaching of the Word of
Christ? No, hut ‘v.\ pains, Iwn.‘\lli-". and
robberies ; by the destruction of eolleges,
monasteries, and hospitals ; by death to
lllw"\\vlm_ would not embrace the King's
new religion,  Dr. Samu 1 Johmson wrote,
“There is no instance, even in the ten
|114 rsecutions, of such severity as that which
they exercised against the Catholics.” (Me-
moirs of Whately, vol1, p. 201.) CGirindal
and Fox, on the testimony of Froude,

s sted the application of torture to
Catholic priests; " and Mr, Lecky attests
that, “In nearly every country where
their boasted Reformation trinmyphed, the
result is to be attributed mainly to coer-
cion.”  ( Rationalism in Europe, vol. 11,
p. 46

If, as Emerson says, Churches
are not built by bad men,” the charvacter
of the first Reformers, “of blessed mem-
ory,” as your Lordship styles them, dees
not stamp the mark of holiness on their
work.

But if the Catholie Church were as col
rupt as your Lovdship says it was hefor

done

“ oo

the Reformation, your terms of “dinmned
light” and “sullied purity” are but
weakly expressive of ©errors and idola

trics and superstitions,” which g wnished
with “aceretions of defilement,” should
meet harsher treatment at Apostolic hands,

But your Loidship says that your Chm h
broke loose and «llml‘.l-i\_‘:nlul itself from
thi= Clhinreh at the time of the Reforma
tion. By this admission yon were once a
branch of that corrupt ( hurels, but broke
from it ; vet in another paragraph of you
remarkable  charge u eontradict this,
when vou say, *“We trace back the inde
pendent antonomy of o brauch of the
Catholic Chureh far beyond the Reforma-
tion jod . * * * # to
Apostolie times ! Your Lordship would
add a most interesting chapter to the his
tory of the English, or the Cymbrie, or the
British Clureh, if you would furnish the
names of the Bishops who ruled that
Chureh from before the ]llHH\HLJ of St.
Austin, sent by Pope Gregory to convert
the Saxons, to the time of Henry VIIL,
and of Cranmer.  We may b ]n"llmHM\
to ask you, in the words of Tertullian, “to
make out the order of yvour Churches, to
<et forth your Prelatesto Apostolic times.”
Who, other than Prelates in communion
with the Pope, exercised spiritual juris-
diction in England? Who the Bishops
who held sway i Britain in continuous,
unbroken, and “independent autononny 3
during the 1,400 or 1,500 years under
question 7 Inform  an attentive world
when were five Sacraments eliminated by
those Prelates? When the  Eucharistic
teality impugned 7 When were Protes-
tant doctrines, as now understood, ad-
vanced by them? It is true that nearly
all the prescnt, doctrines of Protestants
were broached at one time or another by
heresiarchs, but were all condemmned by
the Churel, till Henry VI added one
of his own devising, supremacy in spirit-
uals and temporals,

Some  Protestant writers have traced
their sueeession as a flowing river throvg
the various heresies that sprung up and
were anathematized by the Church, but
very few of note would acknowledge so
unholy an origin for their Churches. 1
the Chureh of Christ disappeared for 1,400
years, and the  Roman Catholic Church
took its place in the world, then the pro-
mises of Christ were vain that “ the gates
of hiell should not prevail against it.”
When was the “city placed on a moun-
tain ? made invisible 7 “Hear the Chureh”
had no longer a meaning.  The idea of a
Church’s having an independent antonomy

volu

for about 1,400 years in England, and
being at the same time a branch enslaved
of a corrupt Churel, is indeed a contra-

diction in terms,

If, then, you would still maintain yow
proposition that “we trace back the inde-
pendent autonomy of ow Chureh to the
Apostolic age,” you are constrained to
adopt the plea of an invisible Church. In
this case, it would be interesting to know
was that a visible Chureh which became
invisible at the coming of St. Austin, to
appear only after many cenfuries ; or how
your independent  autonomy - can he
hown to have devolved on the persons of
Cranmer, Barlow, and others,

Aund during all these twelve hundred
years where was the “light for the revela-
tion of the Gentiles,” “the city placed on
a mountain,” that to it all nations might
flow 7 Where that power which was to
be exercised in teaching and ruling. and
which <hould be obeyed and heard as the
voiee of Christ Himselt 7 Or were the
Saviour’s words a mockery when He said,
«(jo teach all nations,” “He that heareth
vou heareth Me,” “ Who despiseteh you
111'\I1i\5'!l| Me! ¢ Preach on the llnllw\-r]u"
SO nly,” Teach all truth 27 How did
your Lordship’s Church of independent
antonomy acquit itself o this heaven-
imposed burden, which wrung from the
lips of St Paul that “Woe is me it 1
preach not the Gospel 77 Or how will
your independent autonomy, on awaking
from its twelve hundred y of death-
like slumber, authenticate 1ts rights before
the world ¢ How proclaim its preroga-
tives, till then unheard of 7 ifs powers,
till then unknown !

Put  yow Lovdship  holds, without
doubt, as a solution of the knot, that Cran
mer held ordination from Rome. What !
—from polluted, idolatrons, superstitious
Rome ! What did Cranmer think of this?
He and his fellows took out commissions
from Henry, and at his death resigned
them into the hands of Edward, hunbly
hegging a renewal, € whereas,” in theit
own words, ¢ election was suflicient *? for
the \‘1.1«‘-1»(1\ function ; and whercas “he
was the only source of all manner of tem-
lmml and \]‘h'mml j\11i~-1iw tion within this
realm.” Not much independant auton-
omy there. How pleasing must b “the
blessed memory 7’ of men whose action
was 30 consistent with your Lordship’s
present sy stem of “||ulv]wn.l«m aunton-
omy from the .\|m~1~'|iw age.”
{cain, vour Lordship asserts that *“ the
separation from Rome was not a schism
from the body, but a clf-emancipation
from an imposed yoke, a return to origis
nal independence.” Here you ad-
mit that Papal yoke from which you set
vourselves free, but which your predeces-
tors had for 1,500 years borne without a
thought of the independent autonomy
systeni This self-cmancipation reminds

acain

|
one of the American revolution.  You
mnght as well assert that the United States,
as such, possessed an_independent auton-
| omy under British rule,as to attribute the
| same to your branch under Papal power
You say your existence was apart from
Rome ; how then could you be freed from
her yoke, her thraldom? You say you
| were emancipated from “ that old tyrant,
‘Rome,” " yet you required no emanci-
pation, inasmnch as vou by your
own statement, in possession of an ind
pendent autonomy from times Apo tol

Your boasted emancipation was, by Hal

lam’s testimony, “ only a change of ma
ters ? (Lit. of Burope, 1 vi,, p. 3582, Hth
od.), and Professor Merivale says that “the
authority which the Pope lost was sl ed
not for the increase of liberty, but of the
power of the State over the Churel,”
(Historieal Studics, p. 35, 1565).

But, my Lowd, you appear to handon
this pet theory ol independent auton-
omy " of vours when you write, * What
existence have we as a Churchy constituted
with a polity of its own, with prescribed
liturgy and authorized standands,
through the A

were,

(RN 1 1
wam
would,
work
Protestant Reformers,” o these
holy, and learned men, if

Reformation 2”7 And
you say, “ We cannot deny, if wi

that we are as a Church to-day the
of the

noble, they

were erring, who shed their blood to pur
chase with it for us the pricels Lieritage
of a new fait,” &c. Which system shall we

aceept, o1 will you Lovdship hold t A1
“independent Chureh from Apostolic
times.” or a Church constituted by the
dformers, with its approved standm 1=
and laws? By whom approved { Dy an
anthority that conld not err !

We have already seen what manner ol
men compose that so- dled army of God,
“oven if they were erting,” who an mzed

vour standards of polity and of belief let
us now look at their work and their wa
rant for it.  During the thonsand years
from the preaching of St Austin (Pope

Gregory’s Legate) to the sixteenth century,
where were your hishops? where your faith!?

where vour authorized standards? you
polity? your deciplinet What traces find
vou of your present system n the ages of

the past? But if you prefer chosing the
other part, and holding that your Charch
during this time becane invisible (though
always possessed of an “Independent anto
| nomy " how will you prove the Divine mis

sion of those men of more than doubtful

reputation who erceted your present =tan-
dards of faith and morals?  Are you quitt
assured that the Reformers who erected
these standards were not deceived?  You
admit that they were eming, that they
were not infallible.  Then they may have
erred even grossly, and the work aay b

even subject to reform by men deeming
themselves more learned and pious than
they ; hence we have a Reformed Episco-
pal Church in Toronto as elsewhere, It
was then quite consistant with these prin
ciples to have that © ~ccomd edition™ (con-
siderably reformed) of Edward’s ritual, of
which vou speak, and it is hard to se¢ how,
consistently, a third edition, even ina ritu-
alistie direction, should not be allowed in
our day. The faith of a Church reforme d
by such agents may require another Re-
| formation, a difliculty to which yowm
Lordship precisely advertswhen you speak
of the Chureh’s  being  “ Protestant
enough.” By what unerring authority
<hall it be declared  Protestant enough™?
Who shall authoritatively say, “Thus fa
and no farther?”

Your fundamental principle of private
interpretation admits everlasting « hanges,
according to the disposition of individuals
learning their past ignorance. The faith
of your Churcli, therefore, is founded not

upon the firm rock, but upon the ever- |

shifting sands of human opinion; on
views and persuasions, none of which in-
clude faith.  Are you so confident as, by
declaring the chureh to he ¢ Protestant
enough,” to wrest from the protestant his
“heaven born” privilege of personal in-
terpretation? It is a contradiction in the
terms to permit free interp tation of the
Bible whilst restraining that interpreta-
tion by articles o1 formularies which must
be believed, even though the private in
terpreter fail to find them in the Bible m
find more than they permit.  Your Lord-
ship seemsto have pereeived the diflic ulty,
and therefore you hastened to explain that
“ eyven extreme divergencies of opinion on
points of doctrine, and practice, must i
conceded to be inevitable and allowable”
—wlier “The authorative standards of

1
the Church had been wisely framed with |
a suflicient comprehensiveness of range, |
as to their construction, as to melude sue h |

diversity.”  We presume yow Lovdship

had in mind the speech of the Bishop of
Elyv, who did not seruple to state at the
Pan-Anglican Synod of 1868 that *in all
times since the Reformation,” (mind you
not nefore it)* the people have heen allow-
ed to hold extreme doctrines on on side
and on the other,” and hoped “that the
time would never come when they would
not be allowed to do so ;" or perhaps Wil-
heforee’s words eame to your mind, ¢ That
the Church of England has always had
within herself persons of extreme diver
gencies of doctrine,” a state which he
vharacterizes as something “as inevitable as
having different countenances on different
men.”?  The Bishop of Salishurry, on the
same occasion, observed that “if legisla-
tion was to take place on many of these
points it would break up the Churele”
Your Lordship then is consummately pru-
[ dent in believing, as you say, that it
is nol necessary that thi visionary
dream of unity should be fulfilled.” Arch
Lishop Tait is also with you to a word. In
summing up the Synodical debates of 1868
he said that as the laity had alway claimed
an almost unlimited latitude or divergeney
of helief the clergy ought fo be allowed to
enjoy the same privilege, 1 do not wish,”
said he, “to restrain or curh the liberty of
the clerg What would St. Joln, or St
Paul o1 Jude have said of such a =y
tem of latitudinarianism if broached by
some of the bishops of their times ! This
<cofting at unity of faith in the Churcha
visionary is only exensed from blasphemy
by invincible ignorance.  Christ prayed
for the unity of faith among His deciples,
and St. Paul as well as St, Peter 1 pudiat
e in the severest terms those who bring
in schisms and divergencies of views.
Wonld He who bade anathemato an angel
of heaven who should preach contrary do
trine. have looked with complacency upon
what your Lordship style “that pleasing,
truest, and most “me-I:- unity of diver-
cities” in the Anglican Church?
For if “unlimited latitude of diver-
of the
| “standards of faith,” who shall presum

geney ' is to e recognized as one

that sacramental confession and
orders and transubstantion may
! Or even thongh the
thirty -nine articles exclud Wl but
sacraments as generally necessary for sal
vation, who shall say that the other five
may not be recognized by a wood Anglican
as “useful” to salvation! (n
one of your Lordship®
Real Presence and anothe
May not one hear eonfs

o him ? and yet )
members of a hur

to say
1-11\-1‘.\
not be rissible
two

may nol
Josts pry wh the
1 laugh at hi

on and another
th e I and
I holding

neel
onsistant

textrenm

divergenc (O
why should your L el
to a man who, in pm Wi
inle, ¢l 1 tyv 1
vour Chureh by an
t hat
1l ‘u‘_ ( u
It is false ) eney to faith;
all must believe the same truths, prot
the same faith, partake of the same sacra
ments, or cease to be Cathol o
Protestants say we ar laves. We and
lavi { Cln 1 and of His doet (n
merely speculative a 1 |
phical question hivols of thou per
mitted to frame systems ol recon nol
dogma with science, but in doct taelf
divergence 1= ibhle
Of omr e of «
nized by v ( rch
that it forced Shelly
every tep ) | ot
expected of him, b
was told not to vielad
and double mean
Lim upon the violatio

ane of Byron (Conversali
and ** this disregard of 1 th
ence of il \.-\1'1-11-_'
clared to In haracteristie ol
ean Chaveh,”  (Pall M
ih, 1869

Michit it not be said
called Reformers whe
the Catholie faith, and not the t wtholi
Chureh that dimmed its b

Yot another Habitual
confession is forbidden, as you =ay,
is the reproachof the ¢ hareh of Rome

con

that it was th
ullied the purnity ot
\ \

ontradiction

1f the confession and absolution be good,
the habit of practising it gularly or habi
tually cannot be a reproach What i
good at the hour of e wh onght to b
good during lifi Your Book of Con
mon  Prayer, which aftey all is only owr
Missal and Rit i, shortened, with in
novations introd L will bring those who

nslder

seriously e it hack to the Catholic
Church, if with Bible in b nd and with
prayer and hamility they study it The

vast numbers of convertst y Catholicity in

Encland, from amongst the best and
noblest minds, after a long battle with the
world of Lhuman respect, prove that the

Chureh is not what it s i ported to be by
prejudiced writer wid foolish speaka
Your Lordship's incon iderate
on the Divine institution of confe
dmply erroneous inevery articulm
That tribunal of  penance which yom
Chureh authorzes and adheres to, in yow
Book of Common Prayer, must come 1n
for the samd which you heap on
that of the Climrehiof Rom So far trom
the confessional’s exereising vil influene
it has, on the contrary, been the virtue
preserver of innune rable youth, the healer
of differences families, and the great
remedy of bruised hearts, St James did
not think  with your Lovdaship when hie
wrote, * Confess your sins one 1o another,
and pray for one another, that you may
be saved,” and St. John the Ivangelist is
not with you either, “If we confess owr
<ins, God is faithful and just to fergive u
our sins,”” Confession wa even enjoined
in the old law. Do Bible-reading Prota
tants ever taki consideration  the
mysterions ceremony of Chirist breathing

remark
1011 anr

abuse

upon his Apostles, and saving to them
“Receive ve the Holy Ghost. Whose sins
ve shall forgive they are forgiven them,
| and whose sins ye shall retain they an

retained” 7 This commission of forgy
ing sins given to men who where not pro
phets, or who could not see the interon
of the soul, implies the confession of the
sins on part of the sinner, who st have

also true sorrow amd purpose of an nd
ment and of restitution when necessary.
In countries where the confe ional

most ||«.1u‘m.‘l. public morality s hest
prose rved, as can beseen ina work ¢ The
History of Crime and  Statistics of In
fanticide and L a work from
oneof owm \-n'«-hn libwaries which we had
the painful necessity of consnlting
time aco, whern refuting that stale calumny

gitimacy,”

The Catholic Chureh has heen, is, and
will be calummniated ; our Lord foretold
this when e Nessed are ye when
they shall revile and perseente you, and
diall say sav all that is evil against you
falsely for my =ake.”

For nearly thiee centuries and a lialf,
Enclish hiterature, from the eney lopedia
and ponderons v Tomes of Instory to the
child’s primer in the nursery, has teemed
with calumnic misrepresentations, and

abuse against the Catholi Church and her
lunlvh < hut now the sun of truth, which
is said to prevail in the end, is beginning
to illumine the horizon, the most learned
and God-secking on the mountain and
| hills are perceiving it
| are, as your Lordship i marked, “ashamed
of the Reformation,” and in the end, as
the light tronger, renounce it
| altogether as not leading to I Thes
noble minds were not ied alone by ¢ the
tawdry tinsel of the outward pomp and
pageant of idelatrous Rome.”” They
only assi ted by owr grand  and
ritual to a  comprehension  of the yet

hecome

WwWen
olemn

grander truth and mysteries it vinholizes,
@ Jdolatrous Rome P is a pet phrase with
Protestants.  Does it oceur to those who
nse so vile a 1"|vw ¢ that they arve hearing
false witness against their neighbour, and
breaking thereby one of G connnand
ments T % Waorship of stoek and stones’
are words which centuries have dong
duty of ealumny inst us, and served a
a screen for sacrilege and robbey. Other

Rom-

have

:wl‘;nﬂ,q‘mh Cor rather nickname

ish Romanist, Popish, and Papist
also done their office of contempt. D,
Nightingale, a  Protestant gentleman, in
one of his lectures, has said that the term
quoted above “areno more applied to thie

Catholic Church by any holar 01
gentleman.”  The t Church has al
ways been freated  a her founder was,
cspecially by those who broke from her
communion. Catholies ador Giod alons
They reveren the  Plessed Mother of

Giod, the Cross, and the Saints, as all
civilized beit hould do, but they never
dive to any creature that adoratic

is due to God alone We adore, in the
| Most Blessed Sacrament, Christ Himself,

1
m whieh

1

W
|
(

1

1ot bread or wine, «

" any I'Il: 1 1'1 perty
f them.  Christ said, *this is my body ;"
ve stimply believe His word md when
rotestants say, this is not Hi body, we
lo not believe them, preferving t 1
he words of our divine Saviour

His real body 8t, Paul informs us, say

ing that it was the body which  was de
livered—or, in ! for u
and the blood wl 1 for many
for the remissi i Lordship
rails at tl tu] miracl { God’
love and power, | ntiaticon
th { gl i 1y
\ ! f the w
W t " \ 1
m . he ¢ mwsthatic, sy f
\ ital perinissil m
pa of which Luther's * lmy
were grossness itself.  Your 1
{ | W
wWol !
heat
cleme 1
15 the |
holy 1
h wd sty bed {

ration

You calla la ( dore a
Cood but whom we |
lieve | Eacharist 3 wen
Wi 1 { 1 of ad
in ve us from the
o false wo P ass lolm did n m
mit the sin of idolatry when adon th
wmeel whom he thought to he Christ I'h

alovions light, They |

Apostles ador
oman g ocal

ppearance

ordains men for the cons
tribution of 1l essed Ba
Lowd’s Supper, o dvo
vet vou deny the act they
v sacrifice, tl 1 wrifice  alone 15 th
priestly function by xeellen If 1
change take place in the bread, ¢ 1l
lavimen without ovdination perfornm th
function of the minister i this mattel
Sacerdotalism, or anv  especial i
ol ordimation givn powel 1 1 l
which lavmen have not vten {
reproach  with a lu ection of your
Church.

Vour Lordship will vecolleet that we

have ;!v‘.-‘lw-i.i.-i\\ Protestant authoritic
in this letter e only Catholic anthon
ties quoted were from the Bible We do
not wish to follow your Lord hip throngh
the whole length of your chaige and to
|»~vM‘ it many ol nststench m
voluntary no
only on

doubt ; we have
L few of vour mistak
ence to the Catholic
trine Weare sorry
yany, yet we ean assun \

that we entertaan =i respect for y
person, thoueh we differ from yow theol
ogy. Weecan live a entlemen,
and pardon error of judgment and pr
Judices dzawn from uly teachin

We pray tl W the truths tanght by Christy
our Divine and only Saviour, and
claimed by 1 Chureh throughout all
ages. moay e made known more and

touched
m el
"

Chureh and her

that we were ob

Lo notice

neer

Christian §

Hon
1 have the honour to snbseribe myself,
Your Lordship’s fric nd in Chnst,
Jony Josern Lyson,
A\rehbishop of Toronto
Foronto, June 20, 1876,

THE HOLY SACRIFCE,

NO OTHER WORK S0 HOLY AS TO ASSIST
AT MASS

The Right Rev. Bishop Muriay, of Mait
land, in Austraila, recently wrotea beauti
ful pastoral letter for the instruction of
his people, from which we ar Iulvk-_\ to
extract the following passagd on the Ma

Now, if Christ so loved the Chureh as to
Jied Hhis Blood for it we hould lTove it
too, and the best proof of ow love would

be the observance of its precepts.  Ow
Lovd says, *He that hath My command
ments and keepeth them, he it is that

lovth Me:? and again, “ He that love th M
not, |\-»|u¢h not My words” and thus it
i< with the Church; we eannot count o
elvi its loving and loyal children
if we observe not it holy laws, and are,
therefore, not worthy of the favors which
Christ obtained for ns on Hi lan
we love Christ, Who is the head of the
Chureh, if we despise His mystic body,
i immaculate rather are wi
not guilty of the most erime of
ineratitude towards Him Who purchased
His Chureh with His own blood ? o
that hieareth yon heareth Me, and he that
despiseth vou despiseth Me.” Do we not,
s far as inous lies, frustrate the offorts of
His unbounded love when we observe not
the laws of His Chiaeeh and trample on
His sacred blood, which He hed for i
Chureh that she might be all fair and
beautiful, without spot ov wrn Ll or any
stuch thin

And here we may be allowed to refer to
the first precept of the Chureh, which bind

among

Cros

pouse, o1

Pevon

all her children to assist at the Holy Sacri
fice of the Mass on all Sunday and holi
days of obligation under pain of mortal
in, Indeed, we cannot meditate on th
passion of owi Lovd  without hringing
vividly before owr minds the viches of the
love of Christ in institunting the Most
Blessed Eucharist.  Oh, if we but Kknew
the wift of God and what treasures ar

placed at ow disposal in the Holy Sacrifice
of the Ma if we only reflected on the
nature of this wonderful mystery of God’
love, we would never allow even a day to
pass, if we could at all avoid ity without
being present atat,

I this mystery is prominently brou it
before us “the exceedin charity of Christ,
with which he has loved us, and His own

words are verified, ¢ 1T am eome that they
may have life, and may have 1t more
abundantly.”  He, moreover, declared,
Just before tituting this Holy Sacra
ment, that, “having loved Iis own who
were in the world, He ved them unto
the end,” that is, according to som Holy

Fathers, to the end of His life, to the end
of time, or according to sthers, to the end
or extermity of his love, not only surpa

ing all He had before dond for us, but, ex

cecding all that imagination could pictur
of the most exalt love, without begin
ning, withe ~ without limit, o that
He could sav, “What is there that Tought
to have done more for My \.K\l}.t!*l,.l!:vl
have not done it {”

truly a memorial of all
e hathmad
wonderful works, being a
vacions Lord, He hath

“\'ll e i‘
the consum
elf L

This mystery i
God’s wonder
hrance of Hi
merciful and ¢
food to them that fea
is the perfection of His love,
m of Hisd n of giving Him

Lremenn

fven

mat

H reatnres in this life It is the last
excess of the magnificence of God's mercy
towards u Piere Hestands in the Holy
Sacrifice of the Mass, the Hight Priest and
Victim; there He fultils the ofice of our

Wl is present with all His

rings and death, and 15 as

dly  sacrificed—mnot, indeed,

hedding of His blood, but no less
difference being that He wa
offered onee in blood to obtain pardon for
ur sin d is offered now daily and
hourly, in an u bloody manner, on our
dtars, to apply  this pardon to the daily
needs of the world, and not only for par
lon, but ehiefly that from every soul that
wists the Mass, and wl wrifice,
the Chiureh says, w h the priest, ther
Ik I g‘»-nl-' to the adorabl

| \ Jl times a perfect vietim, a
\ . a sacrifice of supreme
mage, as well as a thanksgiving and a

want

of onr souls and
the Mass,” the holy

( L of Trent says, *the same Christ
tained and immolated the altar of
th o Jesus offered
His bl | actually died: on the altar
the sm ! Ml une blood and
mystically di that is, the death is repre
ent by parat consceration of
1 L and wine, which denotes the separa
{ (Wl wred | I from his hody
I'l wrifi of Calvary is the infimte
weean of rodemption, the sacrifice of the
Mass is the application of that of ¢ dvary
| il { men

In the Mass we have a standing memo-

{ the death of Christ, The memory

daily renewed, and the

I W]-Iyl‘-l Lo our
1 f

presents |
( \ st ple repre
t ence, the trath and
the reality of Calvary I'he Vietim slain
is of infinite value—Jesn Chyist Himself
Infinite in the sancity by th High Priest,

who * holy, innocent, without )

eparated from sinners, i elevated above
the heavens!” CThe Mass" says St
I'homas, * not only the greatest of all

God’s waracl 1 | cment of
all the wonder W ;" and
St Fran | cal it amystery
which compn 1 iy s of divine
love” It the very soul of our holy e
ligion, the most subiin md august mys
tery of our holy faiti. *“We must needs

nfess,” savs the Couneil of I'vent, ** that

no other work can be performed by the
faithful so holy and divine as this tremens
dons mystery, wherein this life-giving vice
time by which we are reconciled to the
Father, is datly immolated on the altar by
the priests”

Oh! it we only knew the gift that lies
hidden in the Holy Ma that 1s present
in our churches, who it is that give Him

o 1o us for our food and nourishment
and is offered on our altars, how different
would be our conduet, how fre wn!\)

would flock to
and thank

i i what numbers wa

the churehes to adore, praist

our blessed Lord for the exceeding charity
he has shown us in the Bl cd Sacrament,
Our Divine Lord assures us that His des
light i< to he with the children of men :
“Come to Me,” He says from the taber-
nacle, “all you that labor and are bur-
dened, and T will refre h vou.” Yes, 1

repeat, if we only knew the gifty we should
frequently approach the tabernacle, and
there dyink of the living  water that hall
quend I onr thivst forevermore, and “shall
become in ug a fonndation of water spring-
ing up into lite everlasting.”  “On this
carth.”? savs the Holy  Doctor St Alphon-
s Lignori, we canmot tind a II|H1VHYI1”I-
ant jewel ora more lovely treasure than
in the Blessed Sacrament. Certainly,
after the frequentation of the Sacrament,
ihe adoration of Jesus in the Holy Eucha-
vist is of all devotions the most acceptable
to God and nseful to u And, again,
the sami LS Be assnred that of
all the moments of your life, the time
which vou spend in devotion before this
most Divine Sacrament will T that which
will wive you greatest snpport during life,
el the greatest conslation at the Lour of
vour death and for all et ity

B

MATRIMONIAL PROSPECTS.

Joesu

amt say

1t wonld be bhetter if parents gave more
thoueht to the matrimonial prospeet of
their childven.  Unhappy marriages are
the commonest thing l\n.nl Lielp to make
the world miserable ; and these are in a
great part due to the carelessness of parents
and to our chaotic social system. No at-
tempt is made to keep young men from
frequenting the society of young women
| of an opposite beliefy when an ac-
~lu‘|ml e v|n|w rpen Imto marrage, your

and

Catholic parents demand ol Heaven why
they are =o aflicted.  When youny peaple
avein that state of sentimental feeling

that culminates in marviage, it rather

cruples. 1 will

o will sl Love

late to urge religion
promis anything, and
makes everything 1 colored, and veli
sdon, if it casts a shade on the hiopes of
the yvouthful pair, i likely to he disre
garded.  Surely parents ou ht to know
that to their sons and danghters the state
of marviage is almost inevitabl lvery
mother expects her son o have the
measles, but few mothers seem to
the marriage of their sons as a certain
thiy When it does come, 1t
them into a state of

regand

throws
consternation ; fory

as a rule, sons always marry the wrong
person, in the eyes of their mothe To
eneourage a young man o nix Protes

tant socicty, beeause it 18 *fre pectable,”
is an ordinary course of conduet with #o-

yVOun

(atholic

AT IAarri

but, when the
tant and loses

parents ;
a Prot

his  Faith as most men who marry
Protestant wives do—there is a howl ol
horror  from those pious parent The

majority of modern parents learn nothing
With that perfect care-
a mixture of presumtion
| tow to-
ult !
arrang-
which  th
nence-- can-

by experience
Jessness, whicl
and indolence, they put five and
gether, and they are amag d at the r
The Trisk and French systems of
Yy narriags ystem mn

parents were not

not be recommended in America without
( ting much d li‘\"‘w!'\_ for ]wvH],
opinion i ettled on tl \‘)‘l'l"»‘-\',“
but the me, faulty as they may be,
never caused el unhappiness as the
carclessn { the parents of t day in
relation to the n nmportant steg u hfi

Mol W eel

Lauxu nereases the luggage of life,
i th y impedes the march

Hypoerites are beings of darkness dis

wments of light

RS

ER

S e e

A

R

e




