witnesses of it, and the two evangel-
ists who were not aposties were at least
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the matter. Bat not only the evangel
{sts have asserted the truth of this mys-
tery. Saints Peter, James and Jude
have also written episties founded up-
on their faith in Jesus who was cruci.
fied and who rose again from the dead,
and the apostle Bt. Paul declares that
the truth of the resurrection of Jesus i8
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frisf r::;ér‘;'ﬁ';fm:‘::;ﬁéﬂﬁéﬂ:: the foundation of Christian faith, o
&r'::’ngu.'u:«? 3:?:3235:«?&1: and theclergy | that if Christ rose not,our faith is vain,
“{;‘;‘:‘r'l‘."p‘:,‘n‘n':,‘c’."‘ﬁ.‘&‘.‘.’:.‘d for pn:,llecm:. u and vain 18 the preaching of Himself
T e e the propristor. and must | and all the aposties.

escl L lﬂ“::?-'-‘;":: ,l;:n‘fi't'hh?:u oadny e paper | The sincerity of the apostles in teach-

ing the fact of the resurrection is
not to be doubted, for they endured all
sufferings aven to death iteelf In testl-
mony to the firmness ot their {faith in
this truth. Neither can it be supposed
that they were decelved or mistaken
concerning the fact, for they saw Him
dead hefore, and when He was taken
down from the croes, and they were
witnesses to His burisl. When He rose

. he ""ﬁ?‘“' their residence it
ibers change the!
u::;:n“:m tcv:n the old as well as the new ad-

dress be nent us.

LETTER OF BDOOIIIEHDATIOR.
UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA,
Ottaws, Canada, March Tth, 1900,
The Editor of THE CATHOLIC RECORD
don, Ont.:
l)el;'n)rn!«\ri):-l : For some time past | bnve' read
your estimable paper, THE CATHOLIC RE-
OORD, and (-un(.rutuhl?v?l !.fu upon man-
which it is publishad.
n.lrt:nmntmr and form are both good § and &
truly Catholic spirit pervades the whole. Eed

Therefore, with pl e,1canr again, they not only saw Him, but they
“ I?l:l:ix:m&f\‘:] a you touched Him and conversed with Him
Believe ‘;“?'h'f‘i‘l’mf:"jam Christ. for forty days while He taught them
Y:u[;? li"‘:wzu};u. A;ch. é:fll)mlﬁ;u. many things regarding the kingdom

post. Deleg.

of heaven and what they were to teach
the nations whom He sent them to con-
vert.
Easter is a festival of great joy to
us because our Divine Master riscs
again glorious and triumphant from
the death which He endured for our
gins. As we shonld grieve for the
gorrows and sufferings which He en-
dured for our sake, so we should re-
jolee at His victory over sin and death,
the more especlally as His victory 18
also ours ; for, as the apostle St. Paul
declares, by the resurrection of all
from the dead we gain a victory over
death, so also through our Lord Jesus
Christ God hath given us the victory,
Christ’s resurrection is & type of the
resurrection of the just when ‘' we
shall all be changed, for this corrupt-
ible (body) must put on incorruption,
and this mortal must put on immortal-
ity.” (1 Cor. xv, b1, 57.) The words
of the prophet are therefore well ap-
plied by the Church to Easter, the
fonst of Christ's resurrection : ** This
is the day which the Lord hath made :
Lot us be glad and rejoice therein.”
The Easter time, during which all
Cathollcs who are cuffizlently advanced
in years to know what the Blessed
Eucharist is, ars strictly obliged toap
proach that hely Sacrament, will con-
tinne to Trinity Sunday, elight weeks
after Easter. Wo hope that none of

A2 PRI o o
London, Saturday. April 6, 1901.
; JOHN KENSIT ONCE MORE.

The irrepresible John Kensit, the
leader of the Englich Church Evangel-
fcal or Low Church party, has an-
nounced his opinion on the appoint-
ment of Dr. Ingram as the Anglican
Bighop of London. He regards Dr.
Ingram as an extreme Ritualist, and he
calls his appointment to the important
See of London, ** & thorough disaster,”
for he {5 * an out and out Romanizing
Ritualist who will do no end of harm
to the Church ” Kensit admits the
great abliity of Dr. Ingram, but he
thinks this makes the cage all the
worsge, as he will thus be in & position
to do greater mischief, and the appoint-
ment is one of the worst results of Lord
Salisbury’s policy in regard to the
Church He hopes, however, that
there will be one good effect from Dr.
Ingram's promotion, viz, that good
Churchmen will be awakened thereby
to understand that the perils for

Romaniem which will arlee out of the
appointment of a Rituallstic Bishop of
London must be energetically counter
acted. It remains to be geen whether
the appeal of the vender of obscene
Mterature will have the effect of rous
ing the no Popery spirit of the London
Evangelicals.

EASTER SUNDAY. duty.

Among the many miracles performed
by our Lord and Savicur Jesus Christ,
uring His stay on earth, His resur-
rection from the dead on Esster Sun
day morning 18 undoubtedly the most
marvellous and striking.

All miracles are beyond the power
af man, as thoy consist in a derozation
or departure from the ordinary laws of
nature. These laws aro established by
God's creative will, and are universal
in their operation, and it is beyond
the power of man or of any creature,
even of angels, to derogate from them,
When we know, therefore, that these
laws are departed from, or even temp-
know that the

ST. PATRICK AND ANGLICAN
ISm

The efforts of some Anglican di-
vines to prove the continuity of the
modern Church of England from the
days of the Apostles to the present
time are often very amusing, but they
are at the same time always contra
dictory to each other, and frequently
80 in themselves

Thus, the Kev. Canon Hill of St.
Thomas delivered a St. Patrick’s ser-
mon before the Irish Protestant Benev
olent Soclety in Toronto, which is a
branch of the Orange Association,
We shall not make any comment here
concerning the Rev. Canon's lauda
tory remarks on the loyaity of the

orarily reversed, we
finger of God is there
Jesus appealed to his miraculons

work, which had been witnessed by | 1. P. B. S If what the preacher said
multitndes 1n Jerusalem and through- § to the effect that this association
out Judee, to prove His divine mission | ““honors ali men " and especlally
to preach and teach the truths of salva- | ¢‘the king,"” ‘'fears God, loves the

tion. He healed the sick by His word

brotherhood,” which the speaker in
only, or even by an act of His will,

terprots to bo ‘‘the brotherhood of
of man,” it mugt have improved great
ly in {ts manners since the days when
it joined in insulting King Edward
VII. when he visited Toronto in 1560,
as Prince of Wales, and when it was
the customary thing for it to parade
the streets of Toronto by night, playing
insulting party tunes in those locall
ties where it was thought most likely

The winds and the sess obeyed Him and
The dead
were 1alsed to life ; but when He was
Himself dead, having suffered by the
ignominions death of the cross, who
Him from the tomb ? It
was reserved for Him to do this by His
£l own power, and when He had been for
part of three days dead and buried He

were stilled at His command,

was to ralee

made manifest,

Jesus Him

It was foretold by

)If when He sald (St. Mark i of recent resolutions passed by the

There 18 no fact in history better at- But it is not of Orange love for the
tested than the resurrection of cur | ‘‘brotherhood of man " that we pro-
Lord Jesus Christ. The two aposties P03 to speak here, but rather of

BLU WAANWUL wakuviay

JI0W OULdO them, A% DEIDYK (BES CuwvLL-
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our readers will neglect this important

arose glorious and fmmortal from the | that street rows or bloodshed would be

ByRih gepulchre or grave to which He had | the resuit, and when it toock delight in

L& been consigned ; and as by His death | attacking the Catholic orphan homes

¢ He had proved Himsgelf to be man, by | and asylums for the infirm and sickly,

| rafeing Himself from the dexd He| where they knew that there were none
g 13 showed Himself to be truly God, as He | to resist except the children, the ladies
" P had declared Himself to be while He | {n charge of the institution and some

{ilhi wag living and teaching the divine | gickly old men,

t»,i i truths o i 'fl"‘l : It will be good news to the public to
% Ihe resurrection of Josus ie properly | hear that this soclety has made some |
regarded by Christlans a8 the most im- | advance in the directionof eivilizatic n,

‘ portaut of all the miraculous events | jaw and order ; though we fear that
a5 58 whereby the truth of Christianity 18 | the Rov. Mr. Hill's statements will |

hardly be lmplicitly belleved, in view |

Tatt \:

- A N "' xx, 17): |lodges in several Oatario cities, |
“They (the chief priests and scribes and |

ancients) shall condemn Him (the Son of | hhnw‘"g that thelr hatred of CA(hDHL‘H

Man) and shall deliver Him to the Gentiles, | 8 ad of the Catholic Church 1s as

And they shall mock Him, and kill Him ; . : " . o

and the third day He shall rise again,” tenee as it ever was,

Canon Hill's strange assertion which
amounts to this, that 8t. Patrick was,
like the Canon himself, a mes of
the modern Church of England. He

eald : %

« {f 8t, Patrick wers on earth to-day, he
would be more at home lmon% Pro
testants of the North of Ireland than among
the Roman Catholics of the South.”

We understand the Canon was psid
handsomely enough for his discourse,
and of course, he wished to say some-
thing which would be worth the money
and pleasing to his audience. It would
never do to tell them that St. Patrick
planted the|Catholic faith in Ireland,
which would be an acknowledgment
that the Catholic faith is the ancient
faith of Christendom, s truth which
would be very unpalatable to an
Orange audience, 8o he informs them
that St. Patrick was truly a Protest-
ant, and in fact a Church of Eogland-
missionary of the most modern type.
But the speaker evidently knew that
he was saying something preposterous
in msking such an assertion, so he
apologizes for epeaking of St. Patrick
at all, and for the fact that the I. P. B.
S. celebrates St. Patrick's Day. He
BAYS :

** It might be thought strange that a man
who was a monk, and a Bishop in the Church
of Rome would be the one wgou memory is
revered and kept green by a Protestant
society ; but he reminded them that the
Church of Rome was a ver¥ different body
from what it is today. Mariolatry or the
worship of the Virgin had only then begun,
the doctrine of transubstantiation had not
been heard of, and his hearers needed not to
be told that Papal infallibility and the Im-

maculate Conception are creations of the
nineteenth century.”

In connection with these assertions
we may here mention another sermon
which was preached on the same day
in O:tawa Christ Church Cathedral by
the Rev. W. M. Loucks who asserted
that St. Patrick, having been educated
in France, '’ received holy orders from
that Church, and commenced his work
of evangelization in Ireland A D. 432
As far as his relationship to Rome was
concerned, history is silent.” But
the Rev. Mr. Loucks, agrees with
Canon Hill in regard to St. Patrick’s
Protestantism, and makes even more
openly the assertion that he was an
Anglican of the Irish brand ! He
BAYS @

*“The Church which St. Patrick founded
was the Irish branch of the Catholic and
Apostolic Church which is still in existence
and known as the Chu.ch of Ireland. The
Right Rev. Dr. Alexander, Archbishop of
Armagh, is St. Patrick’s successor in the
Apostolic office : ard the Roman Schism in
Ireland began in the sixteenth century.”

Surely thess two reverend gentle
men of the same Church ought at least
to have some agreement between them
gelves {before they propound their
Church theories sojdogmetically. Ac
cording toone, St. Patrick is a ** Bishcp
of the Church of Rome,” which is clear
ly implied to be the ruling Church of
Christendom at that period, but with
doctrives differing much from the Cath
olic Church of to day, while accord-
ing to the other, St. Patrick had
no connection with the *‘ Church ef
Rome " or the Pope, but went to Ire
land by virtue of orders received from
the independent Church of France,
which according to history had no con-
nection with] the ‘* Church of Rome,”

Let us examine these two theories to-
gether, for they exhibit to usin a clear
light the inconeistencies of the Angli
can position, both in regard to the
nature of the Church of Christ, and to
its doctrines.

First, what was the relation of the
Christian Church to the Pope in the
year 432 and during St. Patrick’s life ?

St. Patrick was born about A. D
372 or 887, and died in 464, at the
earllest, though Usher puts the date of
his death 493 He lived and
preached the faith, therefore, during
the fcurth and fifth centuries,

St Optatus of Mllevis, who lived dur-
ing this time, wrotea in his treatise
against the Donatists :

at

““Thou canst not deny but thou knowast
that in the city of Rome, on Pater first the
apiscopal chair was conferred, wherein Patar,
(Il(-\ head of all the Apostles should sit, Hm'l
in one chair unity should be preserved by all,
that the other Apostles might not claim dis-
tinet (or independent) chairs, and that who-
aver should set up another shair against the
single chair should be a schismatic and a
sinner . To Peter succeeded
Linus, to Lious Clament.”

Then he coutinues the succession of
Popes to Siricins who was St. Peter's
succegsor and Bishop of Rome in his
time, and who dled tn A. D

S

898.

Optatus adds :

| ' Siricius is now our ¢
| the whole world is 1n

l fell hip ¢f commuanion
|

|

ague with whom
rd with us in one

lessed DPeter meri
before all t
the keys

ad to ba preferred
he Apostles,and he alona received
of the kingdom of heaven to be

| communicated to the others,”
| Agnin:
“The saccession from St, Pater is given
{ to Siricius whose ¢ hair is the centre of unity,
a8 the only one of its kind in the world, with

privileges not bestowed on the other Apos
| tolic sees,’

The great St
safd in Ep 43 :

'The city [Uarthage] had a Bishop of no
slight authority who could despise the enem-
ies conspiring against him whereas he was
united with the Roman Church in which the
primacy ot the Apostolic chair has always
been in force, and with other lands,”

The Counctl of Ephesus held in 431

Augustine of Hippo

|

was sddresed by the Pope's legate
Philip as follows :

« It is known to all ages that Blessed Peter
the prince and bead of the Apostles received
the g:yl of the kingdom from Jesus Christ
our Lord, etc. He lives and judges iu his
successors always and to the present time
. . . . andthe most blessed Pope Celes-
tine, the Bishop, canonical successor and
vicegerent of Peter, has sent us as repre.
sentatives of his person. He also thavked |
the Council for being united to and recog-
nizing the authority acd beadship of the
Pope and of Peter the head of the faith and
of all the Apostles.”

We might multiply quotations, but

we have here the testimony of Europe,

Africa and Asia to the effect that the

whole Christian world acknowledged

the Pope's authority, and the Pope

Celestine above mentioned is the eame

who sent St. Patrick to Ireland, giving

him authority to preach the gospel

there. In fact, no other Bishop could

confer upon St. Patrick the Archi-

episcopal jurisdiction which he exer:

cised as Archbishop of Armagh aud

Primate of Ireland.

Itis true that St. Patrick received

his episcopal consecration in France,

a fact of which Rev. Mr. Loucks is

clearly ignorant, since he can say only

that the Saint received holy crders in

France. But a French Bishop, not
having universsl juriediction,could not
make him primate of Ireland. It was,

therefore, from Pope Celestine alone
that he recelved this cffice, and the
Fregch Bishop Germsanns consecrated
him Bishop, because he had his auth-
ority from the Pope. All this does not
look as if St. Patrick belonged to the
modern Anglican, or the misnamed
Irish Church.

We can easily show in detail thatihe
doctrines of the Catholic Church which
are attacked by Rev. Messrs. Hill and
Loucks were all held by the universal
Church in St Patrick’s’ time, but we
have already drawn this article to
greater length than we intended. We
shall therefore postpone the full con-
sideration of these matters to another
fssue. We will here, however, remark
that the honor paid to the Blessed
Virgin Mary, as held by the Catholic
Church to be due to her, was unhesi-
tatingly given to her in St. Patrick's
time, as will be evident from a single
passage which we will quote here from
St. Ephran, a Syriac Father of the
fourth century. Mary is

“immacnlate and undefiled, incorrupt and
thoroughly chaste, 4 virgin estranged from
every defilement and stamn of gin, the
Spouse of God and oar Lady ., ., . . in-
violate, the pure Virgin Mother of God . .
more holy than the Seraphim, and be-
yond comparison, more glorious than the
rest of the Supernal hosts,”

Mariolatry means the worship of
Mary as a Divinity, Canon Hill's use of
the word as applied to the honor given
to Mary is a gross calumny and mis-
representation. We will not, how-
ever say more on this subjsct in this
issus,

For the present we will add only that
nothing can be more clear than that the
church of St. Patrick’s time was a uni-
versel Church which acknowledged
the supreme authority of the Pope, the
honor due to the Blessed Virgin as
Mother of God, and her Immaculate
Conecaption, jnst as the Cgth-lle Chureh
does to day, ard that it had no affinity
or likeness to the Anglican or any
other Protestant sect; and that was the
Church which the Saint planted in Ire-
land.

THE KING'S DECLARATION
OATH

A despatch from London to the New
York Sundated March 16°h., states that
on Thursday, 21st inst., King Edward
VII. would admit to an sudience Lord
Horries,a Catholic Peer, who {8 to move
in the House c¢f Lords an inqulry
whether the King's Protestantism can-
not be suffizlontly asserted without
burting the feelings of his Catholic
gubjects.

The despatch adds that the Govern-
ment hes agreed to grant the request,
and the fact that the King himself de-
sired it to be made known that he has
granted the jinterview with Lord
Horries, is understood to indicate that
he ia favorable to the proposed motion,

The high opinion we have enter
tained of the good sense of our new
monarch has given us confidence that
the proper moment has arrived for a
united movement in favor of the re-
peal of the cbuoxious clauses of the
declaration oath, aocd the degpatch
above referred to confirms us in our
view, There i8 every prospect that
the insulting worda of the oath wiil be

repealad

ropealod, notwithstanding the fanati

cal resolutions of Canadian Orange
Lodges in favor of their retention,

The resolutions of Toronto and Lon-
don Lodges, to which we have already
referred in our columns, have been
supplemented by others to similar ef-
fect passed by a Kingston Lodge, and
by the Grand Lodge of Western On-

| Stratford,

tario, which recently assembled at
Bat the King has little
reason to regard Canadian Orange-

men's as anythiog more '
than the ravings of the fanaticlsm of
a past age. We have good reason to
belleve that His Majesty remembers
the brutal rudeness with which he was
treated by the Orange societies at
Brockville, Kingston, Peterborough,
Milbrook and Toronto, in September,
1860, while he was visiting Canada.
There is another strong reason why
King Edward VIL should desire the re
peal of the insulting clause of the oath
in question. His amiable Quaeen is &
Dane and & Lutheran, and is said to
be a firm believer in the Real Presence
of Christ in the Eacharist, or, as many
Protestants prefer to call it, the Lord’s
Supper.

It is readily understood that the de-
claration oath must have been as
grossly offensive to Queen Alexandra
ag to the Catholic lords who assisted
at the ceremony. Surely, even
through affection and reepect for his
Queen, the King should desire that
the insult which has been cffered her
should never be repeated, and the
Queen herself, if she has any respect
for her religion, should expect as the
least reparation which could be offered
for what has been done, that the oath
should be repealed as a relic of barbar-
ism.

Here it will be eaid by some that the
Lutherans do not believe in Transub-
stantiation, and therefore their belief
is not impugned in the oath, or stig-
matized as superstitious and idol-
atrous. This is a mere evasion of the
truth. It s the fact that Luther’s
doctrine was impanation as he called
it, and not transubstantiation ; but it
I8 algo clear from the general senge of
Lutherans of that day that the Real
Presence was the real issue between
Lutherans on one side and Calvinists
and Zwingllans on the other. The
manher of his presence was a second
ary coneideration, whether it took
place by transubstantiation or the
change from the substance of bread
and wine to that of Christ's body 2nd
blood. or by impanation or consubstan
tiation, whereby the body and blood
of Christ are supposed to unite them

.

gards the manner of that P
theydouot pretend to say auything g,
cleive, as the words of Christ leave y,
in darkness on this point.

The first authority which we will
quote shall be Dr. Mosheim, who sayg ;

“ The Holy Supper is an ordin,
manded by Christ, in which toge! with
the consecrated bread and wine, the Bod‘h
and Blood of Christ are truly , y
sented to (exhibentur) those who r
rite , . . What the nature of thig Preg.
anca u.bw: t::ow ;ol.f “’I‘Ilm lgiug itself we
now ; bul mode of its truth is
which 'we cannot comprehend,” - Y *tery

['*Quoted in Rev, 8. 8. Schmucey!
Maoual published with the a ek
the American Lutheran Churcg‘r],'r'ohmw of

Dr. Hazelius in his discipline of tpy
Lutheran Synod of South Carolip,
says :

“That Luther and the Ref

Jabored with him entertained 5.3’:335501':22

Real Presence of Christ in the Eucharigt |
undeniable.” (Ibid.) » Ssherine

This author afterwards statesthat the
Lutherans of to-day believe wipy
‘“the other Protestant Churches gy
this subject.” The Manual of the
American Church, however, is inde.
finite, stating that ‘‘ On this subjec
great diversity of views has existeq,
From all we have eald, if it bo trye,
which we may readily believe to be the
case, that Queen Alexandra believeg
in the Real Presence, the Orange op.
ponents of the repeal of the declara.
tion insuit are, by their clumsy ang
mallcious obtrusiveness, simply alm.
ing at annoying the Queen, whether
wittingly or unwittingly, just as they
annoyed the king forty-one years
ago

Bat if the Queen does not believe
personally in the Real Presence, at
least, through respect for her religion
which still keeps the doctrine in it
formularies of faith, and to Luther
himself, who firmly believed in the
Raal Presence, the insulting oath
ghould at all events bo sat aside once
for all.

9'(‘ B:lvﬁpt':e.

ING WORKS OF PENANCE,

The Boston Pilot calis attention to
the fact that now even the Unitarians
have begun to see the reasonableness
of fasiing or self denial in general,

selves with the bread used in the cele
bration of the Sacramental rite

In England Calviniem was domin-
ant, and the popular sentiment was
against the Real Presence iteelf, for to
this the ministers had educsated the
veople, and the declaration was almed
more against the Real Presence itself
than against the manner in which it
is brought about,

Lutheraniem was, in fact, almost if
not entirely an unknown quantity in
England when the declaration oath
was instituted as & test of Protestant
orthodoxy, and it was certainly never
intended to save Lutheranism from
being & target that Transubstantia-
tion was condemned. The condem
nation was directed against the, Real
Presence, and it was meant by  that
condemnation that the Raal Presence,
whether as held by Lutherans or
(rreeks, vr by Catioiics, is idolaiious
and euperstiticus, Calvin himself had
sald that the Catholic doctrine of
Transubstantiation is more reason-
able and more iIn accordance
with the words of Scripture than the
Lutheran doctrine of impanation or
consubstantiation, and we cannot sup-
pose that the English colonists who
framed the declaration oath intended
to save the Lutheran doctrine while
they condemned that of the Catholic
Church. It issimply a subterfuge re-
cently invented as a cover for those
Anglicans who have during the last
fifty years come around to some Catho
licdoctrines and practices, that they
asgert now that the declaration cath
of the king, and the test oath which
other cfficials, including Bishops and
ecclesiastical dignitaries take, are
almed ouly ageinst the strict Catholle
doctrine of Transubstantion, and not
agalust immpanation, or consubtantia-
tion. The Tractarlans, now usually
called Ritualists, found themselves be-
tween two fires. They must either re
ject entirely the doctrine of the Raal
Presence which they had discovered to
be the primitive doctrine of the Chris
tian Church, or they must fiod some
middle dostrine concerning which
they could plausibly say that it is not
condemuoed by Act of Parliament,
which i8 undeniably the highest auth-
ority by which their religion is ruled.
This {8, undoubtedly, the reason why
the Ritualists of to-day really favor
the Lutheran doctrine, though they
deciare that their bellef must vot be
called either impanation or cousub-
stantion,

In proof that we have taken the
correct view of thic subject, we wiil

here quote a couple of Lutheran auth-
orities of the highest repute who de-

'lclnre in effect that they believe the

' Real Presence of Christ, but that as re=

that we may propitiate God and be.
come pleasing to Him., Thus the
Christian Register, the most promin-
ent Unitartan eorgan in the United
States, said recently :

‘ The essence of fasting is to deny your-

self or to be denied the things you like and
love. We say ‘‘or to be denied,” because
whether a man ghall fast or not is always left
for him o chooss, Often he is obliged to
fast, whether he will or no, and he 1s for-

tunate if his fast continue only forty days
There have been those whose fast has lasted
forty years or more, their lives a constant
giving up of sweet and pleasant things, a
perpetual bunger for some ‘better bread
than can be made of wheat. It is no hypoe-
risy for such to wear a sad countenanee
The hypoeritic thing is for them to smile
and smile, as did the Spartan boy while
secret wounde were eating 'neath his cloak,
This is & divine hypoerisy which good men
and angels cannot approve too mucn.”
Fasting is simply a form of penance,
and its usefulness Is founded on the
same baeis as are all penitential works,
80 that after all Protestantism is begin-
ning to learn that the old €atholic doc-
trine of fasting which was rejected and
ridicuied since tne Reformarion is aiter
all the truth of God. The Methodiste
of the United States made a similar
digcovery not long ago, and instituted
a Lent for themselves, evidently to
make it appear that they were not con-
verted to the Catholic doctrine on works
of penance. Thege sects should not
rest contented with this approach to
Catholicism, but should embrace It in
its entirety ; for the Catholic Church
has retained the Apostolic teaching on
all pointe equally with this one.
That our interpretation of the Ragis:
ter’s statement of the case 1 correct 13
evident from the approval it expresses
of a foud mother who by way of Lienten
penance proposed that sclentific wniet
should be given up during the Lenten
season, saying : ‘‘ What can be more
solemn?"

L. M. N. of Belleville, points out
to us that the history used in the
Pablic schools as a text-hook states a8
a proof that Archbishop Laud, who ot
cupied the sse of Canterbury frem
1633 till he was executed in 1644 was
doing the work of the Pope in England
{and Scotland, and was offered a Cardl:
ual's hat as a reward.

Our correspondent is eatisfied that
the statement in the history isincor
rect ; but he enquires on what circum-
stauces it is based, as usually such
gtatements have some - kind of basls
which gives them at least an appear
ance of truth.

Our answer is that he is right in hié
belief that the statement is incorrect
and, further, there is no good ground
for it beyond this, that Laud had 8
higher view of the authority of the
Church than was commonly held by
the people of England at that time.
Laud’s religions views resembled in

many respects those which are enter®.
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