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ECCLBSIASTICAL CALENDAR.
ocTopER—1872.

Chrysantus and Daria, MM,
Saturday, 26—Vigil of §8. Simon and Jude.
Sunday, 27—Twenty-third after Pentecost.
Monday, 28—88. Simon pnd Jude, Aps.

" Tuesday, 29—O0f the Feria.

Wednosday, 30—0f the Feria. .
ey, e Fast. Vigil of All Soints.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

. There has again been a gort of Bonapartist

Friday, 25—S8.

seare in France; and that the government | Professor of Theology in the University of | words.—

M. Thiers thinks there is something ia it ap-
pears probable :
Napoleon, our old acquaintance Plon-Plon, who
has been waroed away from French territory.
Wo should have fancied that France must have
had cnough of tho Bonapartcs, and that the
of the man of Sedun must stink in their
The gallant Plon-Plon protests
treatment he has received and is
titute lezal proceedings to test its

namo
nostrils.
aganst the
abowt to ins
legality.
The insurrection in
beon suppressed; but in Spain, insurrections
whother Carlist or Republican, are as tenacious
of lifo as cats are popularly held to be. Put

down, crushed, aad ut.ccrl_y killed one day., they lawe—oper ekryn. nomothetythynai
stack into existonce again the mext, with as |
) i
Affairs remain unchanged ia Italy and in the disputing, tose up, an d laid down the law or| cially submitted to him

rinciple, that the Mosaic ceremonial law was not. yet
great measure ir

muoh vitality as cver,

Pontifioal States. Religious liberty is now P
tully ciefabli?hed, in so f:‘“' ad r‘?hgm“? liberty [ 1o, obligatory upon converts to Christianity
means the right to commw.wzth'lmpumty r_mlllr- from amongst the Gentiles—which principle|h
derous sssaulte on C;}t,hohc priests, eSpeelally | wyg gubsequently embodied in the letter drawn | p
on Jesuits. P. Curci, 8 Jesuit, for instance up in the name of the Church. After this pre-

being expected to visit Pisa, a large body of
Ttalian Liberals wlo have ¢ found the Lord”
fay in wait for him, but mistaking another
‘priest, & Franc |
lattor almost to death. Hereupon great exult-
ation in the liberal camp—** We cinaot help,”

says one of their organs, the Gazetta del Po-
polo—< we canuot help congratulating the peo-
plo of Pisa on the attitude
towalls the Jesuit Curei.

dered at, if exasperated at the sight of « viper|n
It is all very well saying that|b
cn and | Bartholomew massacre:

that the Church, that the Pope, having hiad no |

they stoned it. /
we are sofry that a Franclscan was beat

nearly killed, instead of a Jesuit—we are not.
We aro ple
Pisans.”” Who now cun doubt of the firm es-
tablishment of Liberal principles in Ttaly,
of the progress
" in that regenerated land., }
Qrangemen in the
have ncted better,
their prineiples.

The Anglican
meeting of the « Old Ca
must have found themselves in rather a tight
place, There they were in all the Apostolio
authority an Act of Parliament can confer;
and yot oot one of the «Old Catholic” party
50 much as dreamed of applying to these Angli-
.onu bishops for the perpetuation amongst them of
valid Orders—which was onme of the chief
points under coneideration. This shows in
what csteenr Anglican Orders, and Parliament-
ary BUCCCSSOTS to the Apostles, arehcld even by
the « 0ld Catholics.""

Sumall-pox has again broken out in DBoston
and is raging rather severely, The cxtreme
modesty, we suppose, of that cxemplary man
- Twoed, of New York notoriety, has induced him
to withdraw himself altogether from society;
he is too bashful to face the public, and his
numerous friends, many of them connected with
tho police, arc searching for him in vain. The
chances of Mr. Greely for the Presidentship
ginee the last eloctions have become beautifully

gmall ; whether be -will mow retire from the
hopoless contest, o fight it out to the end is
not koown. A greap demand for Maryland
conlhas sprung up in England, and large orders
have been sent over to this ¢ide of the Atlan-
tic. ¢
Gormany will, in the matter of the San Juan

or more consistently with

bishops who assisced -at the
tholics” the other day
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they have assumed | W
It is not to be won- | through the Pope, or General Qouneil hasj ¢ pyp,| jofullibility as defined by the Council

ased at the energy of the sturdy |8
d

wmd | C

that the Reformation is making |t
Vhy—a lot of drunken | ¢

North of Ireland could not|p
head upon earth of

It is now pretended that the Kmperor of

| give award in favor of ‘the fovmer.. ' No'reli-
ance however, oan as yet be ‘placed on- these

rumors,

B .

Qur old acquaintance, “ Catholic” makes
his appearance again in the -colwmna of the
Witness of the 15tk inst. He does not deny
the charge of having given—second hand, we
have po doubt—a. garbled quotation from St.
John Chrysostom’s 33rd Homily on Asts xv.;
but he complains that the Trux WirNess has
not taken up the question that appeared in his
— Catholic' s—last commugication ‘¢ Who pre-
sided and gave the decision at the Counoil of
Jerusalem ?”’ ' o
As we were not present at the said Council,
we have po personal knowledge of the facts.
We gather these facts as best we may from
history; and here arc some of our gleanings
which seem to bear directly upon the question
propounded by Catholic, and for which we ure
indebted to a historian whose competency,
moral and intellectual, we think that the writer
in the Witness will not contest :—

* & Qur Lord conferred upon His Apoetle Pcter, the
supreme authority in the Church, . . -
Hence in the enumeration of the Apostles frequent.
ly repeated by the Evangelists, we find that Peter
is always the first named :—he is sometimes named
alone, when the others are mentioned in general.
After the ascension of Our Lord it is he who directs
and governs; he leads the assembly in which a
gucceesor to the apostle who had prevaricated is
chosen ; after the descent of the Holy Ghost, he
performs the firsk miracle,and in the name of his
brethren addresses the synedriuin; he punishes the
crime of Ananias ; he opens the gates of the Church
to the Gentiles, and presides at the fivst Council at
Jerusalem.” :

The above given passage is from A History

the Church by a certain Dr. J. J. Dollinger,

of

Muaich, of whom perhaps Cathelic may huve

from its action towards Prince [y g 'y, copy from the edition published in | autograph letter of Char

1840 by C. Dolman, Bond Strect, London, of
2 translation by the Rev. Edward Cox of Dr.
Dollinger’s History ; and the passage occurs,
vol. i, ¢. 3, sect. iv., pp. 253-4.

Dr. Dollinger—and it is to him that for an
end of the matter, we refer Catholic—expressly
tells us that St. Peter presided at the Council
of Jerusalem.—Q. 8. D.

The question, * who gave the decision at the

Spain is said to have| o0 0f Ferusalem 7”7 is in like manner an. |this medal we find the legend, Virtus in Re
and it was as an aet of severe justice | Presbyterian sect, is no line at all, and will we

nst rebels, conspiring sgainst the King’s { may be sure not be generally accepted by Pro-
ife, that the massacre was diplomatieally re- | testants; it is tooexclusive. The French Pro-
resented to the difierent Courts of  Europe— | testant line included anybody and everybedy;
" Tnshory | to Elizabeth as well as to the Sovereign Pontiff. | for everybody professes to believe the truths of
The latter believing:the statement of facts offi- | the Gospel, and to reject only what he ic his
to be true—and it has | private judgment deems to be its untruths er

o

wered by St. John Chrysostom in his 33
Homily on Acts xv.

rpught forward—o Petros etsygage.
t was Peter who, when there had been much

unciation by Peter all disputing was at end.
We trust that Catholic will fird our answer,

n

iscan, for him, they beat the| g o0 The Homily 33 is far too loog to|®
print in extenso, We have no Greck type, and d

it would £ill up some eight columns.

In reply to eertain queries addressed «to us,
¢ remark that the Catbolic Church, speaking

cver, in apy manner repudiated, and we may
e sure never will “rcpudiate, or disown the St.
" for the simple reason

hare therein, is no more called upon to repu-
iate, disown or demounce it, than
hurch of England, than is the present Pro-
estant Archbishop of Canterbury, called upon
o repudiate cither the Massacre of Glencoe,
grpetrated by express orders of the supreme
the Anglican Church by
Tnw cetubliched ; on the still more brutal mas-
gacre of numbers of Uatholic meu and women
by the means of the infumous conspiracy of
which the last of the Protestant martyrs in
England, Titus Oates, was the mere tool.
On the other hand it is cqually true that
Catholic historians, both lay or eleric, when
treating of the subject have often spoken of it
as a brutal and bloody act. There is much
obscurity, even at the presest day, as to the
causes that provoked it. That the Hugnenots
were meditating a massacre of the Royal Fumi-
1y, and of the Catholics gencrally, as asserted
by the French Court in its representation of
the affuir to Foreign Courtsand to Rome; that
the attack upon the Hugucnots was undertaken
werely in sclf-defence by the King, but was
oarrled far beyond his original intentions, may
be true, is very probable from the antecedents
of the Huguenots, but has not as yet been
“proven;” but at all cvents this we may say,
that it was a hideous crime, and a still more
hideous blunder. As a blunder, it entailed 26
years of civil war upon France, as Sully in his
Memoirs tells us; and as a crime it has, we
suy—in spitc of the lies of the London Z'imes
copied of course by the evangelical press of this
Continent—Dbeen strongly denounced by Catho-
lic historians, both lay and eleric, bath French
English.

We need not insist upon ¢
the last named, for the works of Drs. Eogland,

beundary question on which he is arbitrator,
a8 betwixt Great Britain and the TU. States,

and Lingard are accessible, and wéll known to

«See,” he says, “zailagal
ra,—that which it behoved to determine by|!
—that Peter | P

b

r rather the answer of Dr. Dollinger, satis- | struction by a band of couspirators, who it is

his in the case of

L. * More t6 Gur point ate! the. ‘expressions of |
opinion-of French clerical historians ; and from.
amongst those we may quote the P. Daniel, a
Jesuit, whose voluminous History of France,
-composed nearly two hundred years ago, has.
always been looked upon as s ‘staudard work.
Of course 8. Jesuit, tho P. Daniel speaks, not
with the voice of a Galliean, but with that of
an ultra-montane. Now this Jesuit historian
‘not only speaks of the massacre as a butchery,
une houchérie, but as a crime which, when the
true facts Hecame known, and " were coolly ex-
amined, was hated and detested by the whole
world, Here are his words :—

 Enfin qublques jours apres, de nouveaux couriers
furent depeches dans toutes les Provinces, paur
mettre fin a cette boucherie, laquelle, lorsqw'on la
considers. depuis de sang froid fut blamee et detestee
do tout le monde—ZHist. ds France, par le ¥. G.
Danicl, 8.3, Tom. viii, 2. 739.

We quote the P. Daniel, not only because he
showsin what light the St.Bartholomew massacre
hasgenerally been regarded by the extreme ultra-
mentanists in the Church; but because his
work was'composed for the use of the heir ap-
parent to the French throne, and was dedicated
by its author to Louis XIV. It will thus be
seen that meither French monarchist, por ultra-
Papist, deems it necessary to defend the hideous
political crime in which a French King was the
agent, if he were not the author of it, We say
political erime designedly, for as su¢h, and not
28 a crime committed in the name, or supposed
interests of any creed or religion is it looked
upon by all competent and disinterested judges.
Thus the elder D'Israeli in his Curiosities of
Literature commences an essay entitled ¢ _dpo-
logy for the Parisian Massacre,” With these

# An original document now lylag before e, the

that that unparalleled massacre, called by the world
religious, was, in the French Cabinet, comsidered
merely as political.”

So on the medals struek by Charl

On

over rebels and the encmies of his crown,

belles ;

ead of a friendly Powdr, en his escape from a

of the French King and Kingdom from de-|]
ow well known, had long meditated the mur-
er of the one, and the dismemberment of the
other. What has religion to do with this?
Fven if the Sovereign Pontiff were by means |
of lying diplomutic representations deceived as !
to facts, what has that to do with the question

of the Vatican ?.

testant brethren. The recently held French

is the | Protestant Synp_d tried it and failed: the Free | to the 39 Articles, and all doctrines of the
Church of Scotland has fared no better. We| Anglican church enacted by Parliament. As
should explain that the line attempted to be | professing to hold all doctrines of the Roman
drawn, was a line that should sharply divide | Catholic Church, with the exception of the de-
Christian Protestants, {rom non-Christians. No  crees of the Council of the Vatican; as aceept-
blem o solve indeed, the reader will |jng the catire confescion of faith spoken of by
admit; and yet, as the barber who declined | Protestants, as the ¢ Ureed of Pius IV."—the
shaving any one below the rank of a baker, | Dollingerites cannot accept the Parliamentary
observed to the eoal heaver, “we must draw | 39 Articles of the Anglican seet, or Jook upon
, those who adherc to them, in any other light
The French Protestant Synod so drew its | than that of heretics, -

easy pro

the line somewheres.”
line as to include all 'who believed the truths of

the Gospel,
undetermined ; so that im fact its line is po

line at vll, The Presbyterian sect, styled the
«“Free Church of Secotlapd,”’ has drawn a
sharper live, but then it is one that excludes
wany of the most illustrious worthies of Pro-
testantdom : men like Milton, for instance.
The circumstances of the case we find recorded
in the Wimess of a late date.

The Rev. -Mr. Knight is a Protestant
minister of Dundee, in Scotland. He, it appears,
gave great offence to his brethren by preaching,
in th> Unitarian chapel in London, of whick
the celebrated Protestant divine—the Rev. Mr.
Martinenu—is the regular minister. Here-
upon the Rev. Mr. Kuight was taken to task
by his Preshytery, who voted that his eonduct
was highly censurable ; .that by preaching from
a2 Unitarian pulpit he had acknowledged
Ubitariang to be a branoh of the Christian
Chureh : that if left to pass uncensured, such
conduct would tend to obliterate all distinction

betwizt Calvinistic saints and Unitarian sin-
ners  and that he, Me. Knight, should beealled
upon to # repudiate the Unitarian body as
forming mo part of the Christian Church.”

gained, “restorsd us"” after a fashion very dif-
ferent from that put forth in the plan of salva-
les the Ninth, will prove | tion by the Westminster Confession of Faith,
Milton ‘then was a Unitarian, and therefore
] according to the finding of the Scotck Presby-
harles IX. in | tery above alluded to, no Christian, So also
commemoration of the event, and to gelebrnte with mapy others; indeed of I’rotestants, the
his deliverance from the great danger which he | most illustrious for their attainments have, for
had escaped—or perbaps feigned that he had | the most part, been Unitarians. Bore than
escaped—we rcad of his tripmph, not over doubts have heen entertained of the orthodoxy
heretics and the enemies of the Church, but | of Locke, of Sir Isaac Newton, and indeed of
William the Deliverer.

been proven that it was mot in a|errors.
t.rué——congratulated an ally, and | body.

THE DoLLiNGERITES. — The London Fimes
eriticizes rather severely the letter wherein the
above named official of the government church

invitation of the Dellingérites, to assist at the
gathering at Cologne of the last named sectaries.
In what character will Dr. Wordsworth—the
Protestant official in question—appear at the
Wio 15 & CHRISTIAN? — DRAWING THE | meeting? This'is the problem which it ex-
LiNE—This is a task that bothers our Pro- [ ercises all the ingenuity of the Zimes to solve,

prudently leaving those truths | Wordsworth throw overboard his 39 "Articles ?
Or will the Dollingerites renounce their profes-
sion of adhesion to the several artieles of faith
get forth in the Bull of Pius IV? Andif
neither the Anglican bishop nor the Dollinger.
ites will consent to make the sacrifice—the one

part of & case which the other day decurred:in
Scotland, ‘and ~ greatly ' exercised the High
.Church Apglicans. Qne of . the digni_taries-of
that sect, it seems, presumed to officiate in a
Presbyterian. pulpit, just as Mr. Knight, a
Presbyterian minister, presumed _to preach in
a Unitarian chapel. ¢Sacrilege!” cried out
the Anglicans’; ¢ the Presbyterians having no
bishops us we have, have no Orders, and there-
fore no Sacraments, or means of grace; they
are therefore without the pale of the Church
Catholic,- and are abandoned to  the un-
covenanted mercies of God; with such men it
is sacrilege for one of us to hold spiritual com-
munion; they are not members of the Christ-
ian Church.” ,

So too the Preshyterians, when their turn
comes round, following the lead of their brother
sectarics, the Anglicans, rail as bitterly u'gains;t.
one of their ministers for preaching in a Uhni-
tarian chapel, a5 did the Episcopalians against
-one of their bishops for having officiated in a:
Presbyterian place of worship. The Catholic
looks laughing on, and marvels why such dif-
ference should be, 'twixt Tweedle-Dum and
Tweedle-Dee.”

Thebest of the joke is, that the line as drawn
by the Presbyterian synod, beyond which no man
is to be reckoned a Christinn, excludes Eng-
land’s great poet, Miltor, from the eommunity
of Christians. Milion was a Unitarizn, and
his yeculiar Christology crops out in every line
almost of his immortal epic. With Milton,
Christ was not God, but only “one greater
man,” who, as is shown in the Paradise Re-

The line therefore as drawn by the Seoich

Thus the French line takes in every

Meantime we leave it to our Protestant

and, and shall exclude the Unitarians,

Tur PROTESTANT BisHoP OF LINCOLN AND

u. England, announced his aceeptance of the

As an Anglican, Dr. Wordsworth is pledged

Here then is the difficnlty, Wil Dr,

of the 39 Articlea—the others of the Romish
Confession of Faith—how can there be any
spiritual communion betwixt them ?

At first sizht thero seems, here to be a dead
lock ; but in practise the difficulty will be
solved in this manner. Separated from the
Catholic Church, the Dollingerites will abandon,
one by one, all the doctrines on the retention of
which they now pride themsclves, as distin-
guishing them from ordinary Protestants.
Having already discarded one vital article of
the Roman Catholic Faith; to which faith they
still absurdly profess to clitg—the article for
instance wherein they pledge themselves to
yield true obedience to the Roman Pontiff as

successor of the Prince of the Apostles—they
will very soon get rid of all the other distinctivo
doetrines of the Catholic Church ; and so assume
their legitimate place as one of - the muny seets
of Protestantism to which they naturally be-
long, and to which the Church of England as

« Old Catholics.”
to-day, what they wepe before the Council of
Vatican, ‘“ We are,” they boust, «what we
were yesterday ; it is you, you who accept the
Council of Vatican, who have changed.” But
.thisf v;m;lt is disposed of by the fact that they
| invited the Anglican imini tske part i

lot against his life, and his triumph over re- | friends to give, if they can, a definition of the | the Pmeeedingsa‘)fcthe lal‘;l‘gﬁ?l;;:l;i 'Pa:tlm
els; and thanked God publicly for what he, | word Christian, which shall include men like St
the Pope, believed to be the happy deliverance | Milton the great epic poet of Protestant Eng.

Anglicans 5
they ‘are, and Dollingerites s they ;m(;:;,'f“
be, the Times scouts the idea as ‘iﬁxpmiblto
It reoalls the ridiculous and abortive ‘attem .
mai.de'in the heginning of the last oentury, ﬁ ‘
bring about 2 union betwixt the i&ngliéaﬁs ;nd
the extreme Gallicans in the’ days of the Re.
gency, and of .whom the notorious. Du Piy :t
himself forward as the mouth-piece, . -'_'[lah
negotiations ended in naught. On the An ﬁe
oan side they were conducted by the Probesgm;
Archbishop of Canterbury, a Dr. Wake, wh,
submitted_to Du Pin the 39. articles, us a poot
of Anglican orthodoxy. These articles Dy
Pin treated, extreme Gallican thdfxgh he wag
and far less of a. Papist at heart than are evm;
the Dollingerites of the present day, with th
wtmost scorn. . * If we could suppose”_sa:
the Times—:¢the Vatican Counoil addressign
itself to the same’ task it -could hardly hav:
dealt more stifly- with them, or ﬁpplied the
scissors more freely.” The whole affuir endeg
in smoke, and brought nothing but ridicule
vfell earned, on its projectors. “ The concep-
tion of this scheme of union,” says.the Times
—“wus ridiculous’ and hardly decorous,” [
was attempted to renew the negotiations some
years later by a bad French priest of the name
of Courrnyer, who was however promptly dis.
countenanced and condemned by his superiors ;
whereupon he escaped to London where he w;;;
made a lion of, like Mr. Loyson for instance in
these our own days—receiving from Qxford the
honor of Doctor of Divinity, and from Curoline
wife of George II.,2 more substantial reoognitiori
of his services, in the shape of a pension. Butjp
spite of the spasmodic efforts to make a sensa-
tion out of the matter to the eredit of so-called
Anglo-Catholieity, the man and his project of
union sunk into oblivion in a shert time, and
left no trace behind. So will it be with) this
Anglo-Dollingerite. movement,  « We i
frankly sny”—concludes the Times, disoussing
the abortive Wuke-Du Pin negotiations—¢ t‘nar:,
we expect just so much, but no larger or differ.

ent resnlts from the present enterprise,”

In short, the coming together of Anglicans

and Dollingerites at Cologne, is valuable only
as illustrative of the old proverb about “ Birds
of a Featler ;” and as therefore enabling us to
determine how to elass the Dollingerites, and

to dispose of their absurd elaim to the title of
They profess te be in faith

ing out to them, s the cant phrase goes, the.
right kand of fellowship, 2ot thug acknowledg-
ing the epiritual kinship betwixt themselves
and men whom two ycars age they looked upon
as heretics, and whose Orders they repudiated
and still repudiate with contempt. v
is an evident change of position, and a convine-
ing proof that betwixt the Dollingerites of
1872, and the real ©“ Old Catholies” of 1870
there is a radical and irreconcilable differcnee. ’

Here then

s
MAUDLIN PHILANTHROPY.— A3 an instance

of the maudlin terderness for rascals that ob-
tains in England, we read of an agitation for
the abolition of flogging at Newgate, us a pun-
ishment for crime; a2nd we are informed that
many letters have appeared in the public jour-
nals urging the discomtinuance of the * bar-
barous praetice.”
for which the lush is inflicted, is the * barbarous
practice;”” and that it will be quite time enough
to abolish the floggings, when the ‘garrottings,
when the maiming for life, when heastly ae-

It strikes us that the crime

saults upen females, and other brutalitios for

which the punishment is inflicted, shall huve been

abolished. It may be bad taste, but- we con-

fess that our sympathics are rather with the

vietims of the criminal's brutulity, with the
poer woman whose ‘eyes hé has punched out,
whose skull he has erushed, whose whole future
earthly existence he has rendered miscrable
than with the howling beast receiving a ver;
appropriate retribution at the whipping post.
For the prevention of erime by making an ex-
ample of the criminal, as a repressive agent in
short, the lash is the very best instrument that
has yet been discovered. There is nothing of
which the “roughs” staud so mueh in rlr;ul',
and its disuse will we may be sure be followed by
an outbreak of brutality on their purt. Why
then should it be abolished ? - If it be abolished,
then must orderly citizens take to carrying dead-
ly weapuns iu self-defence, and the use of bowic- -

knifes, six-shooters, and other arms cusily con-
cealed about the person, will become 1s commen
in ]fmgland as in the U. States, _
From many a den ‘of infamy the fervent
prayers of many « Bill Sykes are no doubt at
this moment bemng wafted heavenwards that
the agitution of the maudlin philunthropists
may have a happy issue, Alas for the women,
the weak and defenceless, should Bill . Sykes’
petitions prevail, .
A convict prisoner who la t ]
into the lakepn.t'the pn‘ison]a:\e;;ﬂntz?ﬁlgﬁig: n:)};eg.

Mr. Knight refused to comply with the re-
quisition, ' :

by Law Established belongs also.

drowning guard, has béen released from the Kingston

penitentiary on a free pardon.



