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BY RICEARD VERSTIGAN, 1601.

Sybilla Perscia.

Thou serpent fraught with craft and eruelty
Shall by a mlghtler Strength Lie trodden low,
And on base Earth, the Hligh God borp sball

be,
And from a Mald the Branch of Bliss thall
grow
And that True Word, ungeen before of all,
Bhall now be seep, and £ha!l be felt withal,

Sybilla Libyea.

In obecene darkness Light rhall glistening
shin~,
The IHz:lnnz ‘gi-'s siralght bands unbound
shall he-:
The King of Lif» ba peen 0of mnrtal eyen,
And in a Maiden’s Lap rball noarished be;
And hizh »b vethe Gentlies Hes ghall reiga,
And shall 1n merey 15+ state maintiain,

Syhilla Delphica.

Atltend. O Earih, thy Ruverstpn Taord 1o res,
And kuow thy God, whhb is God's only

So. .
Chi'g +t 'Iw Figheet, and Most High ir he,
Whe ke be lpg vy noenrtny nwight hegling
He-el alt the geeat Kxpert i Proyhet he
Ol worthy greatness, und great dignity.

Sybille Curica,

A VMpaildexee'ling all In Kanetliy,
Atd whose clear besuty elinll the s'arr ex-

ed,
Of i in Mture time, eonestvad chall ha,
A d1the e’ snennd B oot s ) e g
Aud 1rom the heavens the sweet d-w down
rhinte fa l
Inte lhicr breasts to nourtsh h'm wlthal,

Sybilla Frithri'a.

Inlater age, High G  wili him ahasa,
Araun o »wasigts bimse { fnepe,

Miape Iis Nure wi b cu” immwn raes,
HeGeh adiom mantowl oeombloe;

frd eo,'h B Lamn dy rawy b d,

Sha ) 0f &1 Mald bo Louri-hed aud fed.

CuRRLSPONDENCE,
ANGLICAN ORDERS AND OVHER IMPORTANT
QUESTIONS DISCUSSED,

To the Fditor of THE TRUE WITKESS :

DEAR S1r,—This eeems to be an age of
progress and smbition. Everycne who
thinks himself of esome imyportance,
soems to be anxious for notoriety, and to
come to the frout in the batile of life,
some even at the sacrifice of truth, some-
"times of boncr. Not to be behind the
wze, I notice of late & strong determina-
Jon on the part of certain members of
the Arglicsn hody, to att« mpt to resur-
‘redt fom tie pest,orocfs for the validity
‘ot Argicar O Gors ard un the strengih

- of thige prais vy come forward as

cl.ins nte to the hosors of the Catholic
priestlaod and ark to be recognized as
true piics e, who have inherited the
priesthocd by unbroken succession.
When taken to task, a8 they have been
time and sgain, and ccnfronted by the
cold and stern facte of history, they re-
cede a step, and say “We are satisfied
that our Ordess are valid” It is one
thing to give satisfaction, another thing
to give proof. A man, for instance, may
be quite saticfied that he has a right to
plead as a lawyer, but does this private
conviction confer the right upon him to
go before the bar, Certainly not. He
must prove bis claim by preducing proofs
that he has a legal right to wear the gown
acd practiss law to the satisfaction of
thcee smongst whom he aspires to rank.

If everyone who would be a lord, is to be_

acknowledged such because he is salisfied
that he is one, the House of Lords, bad
as it is now, would then present a far
woree spectacle to all concerned. They
have a tribunal to pronounce upon all
such pretentious claims, and no amount
of satisfaction, on the part of individuals
can vapply the defect if there is sufficient
reason for withholding its reccgnition.
S0 it is with the priesthocd. Facts are
very s'ubborn things, ax.d when sought
fcr in the light of hictory, unfortunately
fcrthe Angliran claims, fac's don’t bear
them out. From the one grest fact of
the vld Catholic 1ite fcr administering
secraments being mutilated, and, for deoe
trinal purrcsee, almost destryed by the
so called R.f rmers, on them Jies the
donus probendt to show that this mutila.
tion har not 1svalidated the sacraments.
For the laet three Yun rcd years
they bave been muking fecble
attempts to hold th-ir groued; but I
think it muat be granted. su far they
hat_’e hopa lesely favied. The fact of their
claims being prutieslly r jacted by the
combived voice of the Eartern and West-
en churcl-qs, who nro ackrowle’ged to
bavs a vail |riesthocd, shouid have
sulli i nt weight with tne Arglicans to
sugi et & praciical duubt am regards the
va'lditv of their orders. Putting the
cise 1qiarely bf rethe nund ot «v. ry
COLEC enutl us pesson, iU Eeems bur i 10
cutsd ¥ it shore. of p

t0 txercise & w.duis ry wken tbere

arei weighty reasons for thinking
that the exercise of such is a mere!
travesty on the most solemn acts of
Christian worship. Can our Anglican
friends be ever convinced that to attempt
to admir ‘s‘er sacraments, to take upon
themselves the charge of souls without
examining the stability of their claims
to valid orders, which they must know do
oot stand the test of reliable history, is &
1espone.bility of the greatest impnrrtance
to themsrlves and maybe followed by
fatal 1eanl*s to others? 8o far the only
means we bave of forming an opinion
and coming to a practical conclusion
on this important subject, is by appealing
to history. There means are open to all,
Bt cne muat be earefvl to distingnish
hbetween {rue and falas history. What
dces history rav in this matter, oven in
the mouth of Protestant historians. The
fullowing are a few historical facts which
ara perlinent to the subject, As the
validity of Anglican claims is based upon
the valid covrecration of Parker, the first
Anglican Archbishop of Canterbury, by
Birlow, until they clear away the doubts
that hang over the latter’s consecratinng,
and eptablish their claim fully beyond
qneation, the validity of the Anglican
v-iesthnd must be disailowed. When
Qneen Elizabeth appeared on the rcene,
~-be immediately set to work to draw up
a new rule of faith under the title of the
Thirty-nine Articles, and a new liturgy
under the name of the Book of Common
Prayer, both of which were made com-
puleory by law, the Sacrifice of the Mass
heing ferbidden under fine and imprison-
ment, and lroked upon as a “ blasphem-
ous fable and dangerouns deceit.” A new
rule algo for conmecrating bishops and
ministers was devised by Cranmer and
adonted, which had ién be changed agsin
in 1662. because, even accordir-g to the
Anpglicans. it was considered inrufficient
to make a bishop. To shnw their dis-
approval of the Queen’s interference with
their sacred rights, the clergy in :ouncil,
1559, drew up an act of faith in which
they declared their belief (1) in the Real
Presence of Cbrist’s Body and Blood in
the Eucharist ; (2) Transubstantiation ;
(8) Sacrifice of the Maes; (4) Divinely
appointed supremacy of Peter and his
guccessors over the Church; (5) the au-
thority to deal with matters of faith and
discipline belonged to the pastors of the
chuarch and not to laymen, (Stryes
Annals, p. 56) Archbishop Meath,
almost in the words of the valiant Bishop
Fisher, before him, spoke strongly in the
name of the whole episcopacy against
the act of supremacy they were asked to
take by the Queen. They all refused
with the exception of Kitchen, of Llan-
dafl, and were summoned b.fore the
council and imprisoned and deposed by
the civil power, ‘ The whole number of
the clergy deposed stands thus : fourteen
bishops already mentioned, three bishops
elect, one abbot,four friara and one abbess,
twelve deans, fourteeu archdeacons,
sixty canons cor prebendaries, one
hundred priests well-preferred, fifteen
bheads of colleges in Oxford and Cam-
bridge, to which may be added about
twenty doctors in different faculties.”
{Collier Eccl,, His. vol. VL., p.24) Tbe
Queen had successfully pulled down, now
she began to build up. But how was a
new _Primate to be installed into the
vacant see of Canterbury? Let us see.
According to the laws of the land an
archbishop and two bishops, or, at the
very lesst, four bishops were required to
make the consecration of a bishop legal.
According to the law of the Church, at
leas’ trree (oasecrated bishops were
req~ired for valid consecration and for a
lawful appointment three Epglich bish-
ops acting in accord with the whole
bench. Martene eays “a bishop is or-
dained not by one but by all the bishops
of the province,” It is acknowledged
that this rule is laid down upon sceount
of heresies, lest the tyrannical authority of
a stngle orduined bishop should attempt
son ething against the fulth of the Church.”
(Ecel. Rue. LG, 1, #x: ) Now it is on re-
¢ntd in 1the handwriting of Cecil, the
Q1een’s minis'er, that “there is no arch-
bishop and no fimr bishops, therefore
what is to be done ! What was done, or
what coult be dore under existing cir-
cumatances? A« not one single bishop
It m the rauks of the old English bish-

hds« upon Parker, the Queen was
f reod to have recourse to another ex-
p- dient, full back upon her supremacy
sud seck ber way out of the difficulty as
negt she could. She deposed all the
C tholic bishops, with the exception of

Ki:chen, who aleo refused to have anys

scattered over the country a ocertain

ops could be induced to lay consecrated | P
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pumber of ecclesiastics, suspended, and
bishops, excommunicated, mostly on the
grounds of immorality. Four of this
class named Barlow, Scory. Coverdale,
and Hodgkyns, she indnced to come to
her assigtance to hand down to Parker
apostolic succession. Not one of those
men bad charge nf a highopric at the
time, for all fonr bad incurred excom-
munication sccording to the law of the
old English Cburch, for their immoral
life. (Mambers of religious orders who
attempt to manvy jrcnr excommunica-
tion by the 16th Can. Gen. Coun. Chal-
cedon. These four had been members of
religious orders.) That Barlow was
bishop elect there seems to be sufficient
proof, but was ba ever consecrated; if
g0, by whom? From that day to this
not a fragment of documensary evidence
turned up to show the day, the place or
the fact of hia consecration ; but, on the
contrary, the more research is made, the
stronger the evidence becomes against
the supnnsition that he was ever a con-
cecrated bishop. Scory and Coverdale,
beyond all doubht, bad never been con-
recrated according to the rite of the old
Eunelish Chunreh, bnt according  to
Cranmer’s Calvinistic rite wkich. Iater
on. Apglicans themselves thought
well to have rroasted. Hodgkyns was a
real Binhop, but was only an sesistant a!
Parker’s congecration. History tells ne
that Birlow was elected Bishop of St
David’s, in April, 1536. and on the 21+
of the same month his election was con
firmed by Cranmer. Qa the 27th he was
gummoned to the Honee of Peers as
bishop, aud on Miv the 1st was en-
throned in his see. Not a word here
about his consecration. That he wae
not econsecrated hefore his instalment
is further proved by the fact of his beivg
stvled B <hop elect of Bt David’s on the
12th of June in an cfficial dociment by
Cromwell, the King's vicar-general, who
was in a porition to know Bairlow’s offi
cial address. It was never the custom
1o style & consecrated bishop in posses:
sion of his see as Barlow was, Bishop
elect. In the Register is fonnd an entry
of Barlow’s confirmation by Cranmer
with & blank space left for the entry of
hia consecration. That blank space has
never been filled up. What reason can
be assigned for the omission of such an
impcriant entry, if the consecration took
place? According to the entry made in
the Lambeth Register, Parker had four
full-fladged bishops consecrating hiwm in-
stead of being consecrated by Barlow
alone, which goes to prove that an at-
tempt was made to dispense with Barlow
as the conuecting link in the Anglican
succession,

Haddan, Barlow's great defender, fixes
the 11th of June, 1536, as the latest date
that his consecration could have taken
place, but we bave seen Cromwell allud-
ing to him on the fullowing day as
Bishop elect. Why were he not referred
to by his proper title, by this worthy
sire, if he were consecrated Bishop the
day before? Btubb’s, in his Registrum
Sacrum Anglicanum, who has produced
documentary evidence in a number of
dificult cases, Bonner's included, sup-
plies none in favor of Barlow. He refers
to ** Haddan on Bramball,” wbo malkes
the gratuitous assumption that Barlow
must have been consecrated on the 11th
of June with the Bishop of Norwich, and
tock their seats together in the House of
Lords, Barlow laking the lower place,
But if both were consecrated together,
would Barlow not take the kigher place
by virtue of his ssnior appointment ?
But Cromwell’s docament, dated June
12th, to the Garter King at-Arms, in
which Barlow is described as Bishop
elect, has since been discovered, which
clearly proves that the consecration of
Parker could not have taken place on
the 11th, and that Haddan's agsumption
is withont f.undation. We know, fur-
thermore, that Lancaster, another re-
form¢r, oonferred orders on the strength
of his election without being cousecrated,
and they were not called into question.
Cranmer, Barlow’s Primate, whose dut
it was to see that he was consecrated,
has laid down the following rulés
a3 valid for consecration, and upon
w .ich, no doubt, he was prepared to act,
“In the New Testament he that is ap-
ointed to be bishop or priest needeth no
0 wecration by the Scripture, for election
or appointing thersto issufficient.”” (Col-
lier, vol. i1,p.49) Bat we have seen
that in 1662 the Anwnglicans considered
thege rules insufficient for the consecra-
tim of a bishop, and had them sltered.
There‘ore, if Barlow sver consecrated ac-

tnc ilege | wuing to do with Parker. There were |cording to Cranmer’s Calvinistic rite,

even from an Anglican point of view the &

oconsecration would, to say the least, be
questionahls. Recognizing the fact, then,
that there were not three resal bishops to
consecrate, and that the nld Eaglish rite
for consecration waa not wsed, bnt that
in its stead Cranmer's Calvinistic rite,
which afterwards the Anglicans rejected
on the ground of insuffisiency for valid
consecration, our Anglican friends must
nnt ba surprised if thoss who have re-
tained the Anvostolic succession, the
Greeks, the Rnssians, as well as the
Roman Catholics, look upon the Parker-
ite succeasion as open to reproach and as
not having the triue and inviolable seal
of the priesthood staraped upon it in the
beginning. Dr, Staplston. a contempor-
ary writer, remarka: ‘Now the pre-
tended bishops of Protestantism, whereas
the whole number of our learned and
reverand pastors for annfesgions of the
truth were dianlaced of their vnnms, anne
being left in the reilm baving authnerity
to ennsecrate bishops or msake prieats,
that being the offize of only bishnns, by
what anthority do they govern Christ’s
flock. Wha 12id hands upon them?
. . Whither wera they tn be cnu-
«ecrated, into Franes, Spain, or Germany,
aaring at homa thera wan no number of
those that might and would serve their turn ?
. % . TIeay, tharefore, by the verdict
f Hnly Sariptnre, and prantice of the
Primitive Chnrch, thess men are no
hishons. T soeak nothing of the laws of
the realm, it had been of late anffi~ient-
'v nroved they ara no hishaps if thav he
tviad thereby. Bnt let them be triad by
Serinture. . . Ynurprztended bishnps
have no snch nrdinition as the ancient
hishops had, no anthority tn mika tene
nriesta nr ministera, and, therefore,
npither ars ye triue ministers, neither are
they any bishnng at all.”

Great a8 tha historical diffisulties are,
the tholegical ones are mors glaring ; to
touch npon them naw w) 1"{ hoonnvy too
much of your valuable spacs, which I
fear, dear sir, I have already trespassed
upon tan mwuch, [ may tarn to them
another time,

JOSEPHUS,

ST. PATRICK’® CATECHISM CLASS.
REV FATHER MARTIN CALLAGHAN ON BAP-
TISM. .

Rev, Martin Callaghan delivered an in-
atruction nn Sunday afternoon to seven
hondred children who attended the cate-
chism classes at St. Patrick’s Church.
The subject was baptism by water and
how it may be admiuvistered. This Sa-
crament, said the rev. father, may be ad-
ministered by aspersion, immersion and
ablution. Ewch of these methods was
regarded by the Catholic Church as being
valid. He dwelt at length upon baptism
by ablution, which is the method adopted
by the prieats of the Cathalic Church.

Before the instruction, J. P. Ro#an, ac-
companied by Professor Fowler, sang in
fanltless styls tha “Angel's Sorenade,”
and Professor M. Sullivan and J. Shes,
one of his pupils, gave a wel.-exezcu'ed
violin duet.

Father Callaghan announced that on
December Sth, the day after the feast of
the Immaculate Conception, hs wonld
entertain the children of the catechism
olasses at & sacred concert, in honor of
the great feast.

-

THE DIVISION OF THE PARISHES,

Mr. 8. Baudin, Q.C., of Baudin & Car-
dinal, left for Eagland yesterday to plead
‘the St.Biase parish case before the Privy
Council. The trouble arises out of the
proposed gerrymander of three parishes,
corners of which it is intended to cut off
in order to form a new one. The rights’
of the Protestant minority are alsv at
issue in thecase Mr. Baudin was es-
corted to the Cantral Vermont train fo:
New York by a number of friends,
among whom being Dr. Lachapelle, M.P.;
Mc. Pelletier, M.P.; Mr. P. Leclair, M.P.;
Dr. Rodier, and Mr, E. Marquette. Moe.
Baudin sails for Southimpion un iua
steamship Paris.

A REQUIEM MASS.

At 7 45 to-morrow morning a graad re-
qniem Mass and commemoration sarvice
will be held in Notre Dwme Cnurch for
the repose of the souls of those who are
buried in the Cote des Neiges cem~tery.
The clergy extend not only an invitation
to the worshippers of Nutre Dams, but
to every one, and especially to those wao
tayn friends buriei in the Catholic ce-
inetery. The whole of the spats in the
sacred edifice will be free. :




