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LETTERS OF RECOMMENDATION,
tolic Delegation,
Awou!uvn. June 13th, 1906,

%o the KEditor of the CATHOLIC RECORD,
London, Ont. L
Dear Sir,—8ince coming to Canada I have
.l.? a reader of your paper. I have noted
with satisfaction that fv isdirected with intelli-
and ability, and, above all, thab it is fm-
with a strong Catholic spirit. Iy strenu-
susly defends Catholic principles and righus,
and stands firmly by the teachings and author-
ity of the Churcg, at the same time promoting
she best interests of the country.

Following these lines it has done & great deal
ot good for the welfare of religion and coun-
%y, and It wili do more and more, a8 ite

ome influence reaches more Cathollo

o8 . -
1, therefore, earnestly recommend it vo Cath-
Mg families.
th my blessing on your work, and best
wiahes for ite continued sucoess,
Yours very sincerely in Christ,
DONATUS, Archbishop of Kphesus,
Apostolic Delegabe.

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA.
Ottaws, Canada, March 7th, 1900.

fo the Editor of Tux CATHOLIC RECORD,
London, Ont:

Dear Bir: For some time past 1 have read
gour estimable paper, THE CATHOLIC RECORD,
and ocongratulate ﬂnu upon the manner in

oh it is publiehed.
'ﬁ- mnbnenr and form are bnth good ; and a
[} Catholicspiriy pervadesithe whole.
“arefnra. with pleasure, 1 can recommend
%0 the faithful.
Blessing you and wishing youn success,
Believe me to remain,
Yours faithfully in Jesus Christ
+ D FaLcoN10, Arch. of Liarissa,
Apost. Deleg.

T LoNDON, SATURDAY, FEn. 23,1907,

TEMPERANCE IN IRELAND.

A brief seooﬁg of the various

temperance enactments for Ireland
is gilven in the Irish Rosary
Magazine, by Father Aloysius,

director of the Father Mathew Hall in
Dublin. As evidence of the success of
Father Mathew he points out that,
whereas in 1838 the number of public-
houses in Ireland was 21,326, six years
after, in 1844, there were only 13,514,
This success was due, not to legislation,
bat to the devotion of Father Mathew.
Nor was there any legislation at all
during this period upon the subject.
And during the famine which followed
not long afterwards drink-temptations
were multiplied in connection with
government  relief works. Father
Aloyesius answers the objection that
legislation will not make a man sober.
That may be, but it very materially has
smoothed the way to drunkenness by a
want of sympathy and even criminal
connivance of the laws with the forces
in opposition. The article regrets that
po government or party has yet dealt
with the question of drink-control by a
really comprehensive and statesmanlike
measure. Good has been effected, the
namber of public-houses has been re
duced, and the amount per capita of
the drink bill. But while this satisfac-
tory progress is going on, “ our wise
rulers,”” adds the good priest,’”” have
arranged that the deficit shall tell on
she Intermediate Fducation grant, so
that the schools suffer for a sober Ire-
land.”
P

SPOLIATION NOT SEPARATION.

The action of the Frenoh Govern-
ment in destroying the Concordat is
gpoliation and not separation. It is
just and important to emphasize this
point so as to put the case in the
proper light before the civilized world.
Deceit and suppression of truth have
been, and remain still, throughout the
crisis, a nsual method of warfare for the
French ministry and the French press.
Nor should this common plan astonish
us, for the French ministry is com-
posed largely of journalists, The min-
istry deludes the country and the press
deludes the world. Premier Rouvier
elasimed that the design of the bill
¢ was toaflirm the neutrality of the State
in all religious matters and to gnar-
antee liberty of conscience to all relig-
jous faiths.”” This is the interpreta-
tion of an American newspaper—The
Camberland Presoyterian, of Nashvilles
Tenn. So quickly does falsehood
spread, and so slow afoot is truth in
the chase. Where is the noutrality of
this State ? Where the guarantee of
Catholie faith, even as one of the relig-
jons faiths of France ? If the State
wished to be neuntral, then it should
have left the buildings to the Church and
told the Church to carry on its affairs
of rellgion, education and charity. On
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been alienated-—and their return was
only partial and nominal.
in the history of the Cencordat shows so
clearly the magnanimity of the Holy See
in restoring religion to a distressed coun-
try. Nor does any point display more
forcibly the craft of the First Consul in
his too successful endeavor to make the
Church the salaried servant of the
So far as thousands of country
priests are concerned, whose poverty
the mere pittance given by the Concor-
dat scarcely relieved from destitution,
as » salary it was s mockery, and as
suitable treatment of those who could
not sopplement it, it was a disgrace to
those who offered it. But, slight as

of religion burning in the lonely moun-

We are not called upon
to admire the Concordat, though we
admire the noble clergy, who, in spite
of hardship, poverty and loneliness, did
such noble work.
end : or wait with doubtful prospect

of these districts cannot, nor are they
accustomed to make sufficient offerings

ecclesiastical goods which had not been
Napoleon did not care to
bind his own hands. As a consequence,

the support of the clergy was guaran
teed, at least partially, by the State.
This was acknowledged as a perpetual

mained France and the Catholic Church
subsisted so long would the obligation

property to which in justice the State
had no right, but in which the Church
gave the State undisturbed possession.
For France, therefore, to cancel this
debt, and practically say, we will hold
the property and pay you no more, is

more, when France broke the Concordat
there was spoliation of the very con-

wayman, who,after signing an agreement,
steals the paper and says he will not
There was a third act

of spoliation on the part of France,
which is, if possible, more scandalous

Papal Fmbassy at Paris, and the out-

oivilized part of the world would one
Government dare to insult the official

the Pope had no army, it could be

tions from a foreign power t> break the

counseled abstention from

Throughont the
orisis—long before the
forces of irreligion had reached the

the years when inrocent, hard-working
religious were expelled and driven into

out these dreadful years there has been

Why call it separation ? It
is the separation which the woll gives

the neutrality which the armed land-
lord gives his evicted tenant.
one think that this poliey of spoliation
is going to stop with France or with
the Catholic Chuarch,

them cant as they will, and exult in | not.
the trials of the old Church as they
always do—their turn will come.

with us, eye to eye, not separation

e

When a vessel cuts away from its

kind, only with far more disastrous
results, has taken place in religious

gomething so void that an enquiring
mind will turn from it in despair. Let
us take a concrete case.
Jampbell is the Minister of the City

of the great Congregational Churches
of the Metropolis. Here wasa preacher

giving out theories which have set
religions circles all sastir., Accord

ing to some critics it is a vietory

for Unitarianism. Accordiog to others

his new theology is !a hash of Budd-
hism, Spiritism, Christadelphianism
and Unitarianism. His leading errors

affoct; the Incarnation, the fall of man,

the atonemeut. These things do not
astonish us. When we consider that
these men, active-minded many of them,

are trying to sail the drifting ship with

out compass and without rudder we
must expect such wanderings. The
wonder to us is that they do not stray

farther. No doubt they are far from
home, so far they are never likely to
return ; but no restraining authority
stands over them to hold them in check
or bid them return What can these
people know, who, Bible in hand, eons:i-
tuted themselves jadges of God's great

est mysteries and man’s darkest prob

lems ? Oatside of the Catholic Church
we do not see how Unitarianism can
help gaining. It was Peter who testi-
fied to his Master's divinity. It is
Peter’'s rock - founded Church which,
through the countries, has borne the
gsame unerring testimony. She has
never wavered, whether in e first
century against the half converted phil

osophers of Antioch and Alexandria, or
in the third and fourth centuries against
Manichee and Arivs. Her volce has
never changed or faltered : *‘* Thou
art Christ the Son of the living God."
System: of philosophy have ricen and
fallen since the beginning of the Ohris-
tian era — some with might and pride
of intellect, others with no strength of
principle or force of argument. The
Charch has listened to what they had
to say, and has accepted from them all
the tribute of truth whenever it bas been
presented : but none of them have ever
swerved her from her course or driven
her into error. To confound Buddhism
with Christianity, to go to excess in
8piritism, to drift to Unitarianism are
in perfect keeping with the new theol-
ogy. It is useless to follow any extrav-
agant meteoric thinker as he wanders
hither and thither. A word, however,
may be said about Buddhism. This
may be appreciated by remembering
that Buddhism is the incarnation of an
idea rather than of a person. Its
western and philosophical counterpart
is Hegelian philosophy. It implies
fatalism, and its organization is based
upon classes and castes. Prophecy,
type and figure were never its antici-
pating messengers, nor was the resur-
rection of the dead the olive branch of
hope which it held in its hand. Indiv-
iduality was swallowed up, according to
Buddhism, in the ocontinued wearing
away of character. On the other hand,
Christianity has exalted the individual.
The Shepherd took more trouble abont
the one lost sheep than about the other
ninety-nine. There is joy in the heav:
ens above over one sinner doing pen

ance. Apostles wrote inspired epistles
to individuals, and the Church has set
the same unmeasured value upon each
single soul. Mr. Campbell’s errors
seam to run to an excess of
spiritism. Bat there is another
point in it. The question is
whether he will still hold the City
Temple aud preach the doctrines re-
ferred to. This is very similar to the
Holy Father and the French Govern

ment. The Holy Father, standing for
purity of dootrine and integrity of
ecclesiastical discipline, insists that
there shall be no public worship except
by the aunthorization of the French
Bishops. The Government, claiming
the church buildings, wishes to exclude
the Bishops, and thus pave the way for
any novel teaching, or any unfrocked
triar. What Mr. Campbell is teach-
ing could for some time have been seen
in the pages of magazines. Scarcely
ever were the ideas volced in a pulpit
suppised to be Christian or held by
one who olaimed to be a leader in
Israel. Such teachings could not re-
main closeted in the libraries of the
learned ; they were sure to filter
throngh. Hence the tears and trouble
of the City Temple and its new
theology. Whither are the ships of
religious thought drifting ? We know
One thing we know, and for
which we are grateful. It is not the
new theology, but the old, which is
taught in St. Peter's Temple. Be it so

forevermore.
pm—

MR, HAGUE ON FRANCE.
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REV.
THEOLOGY. ‘““ No one,"”” says Cardinal Newman,
‘‘ would acouse a respectable person of
deliberate falsehood.”” An awkward
frame of mind took shape when we read
in the London Free Press of the 22nd
a report of the Rev. Dyson Hague's
views of the sitmation in France. We
presume that the report is correct and
that he holds the views asoribed to
him. From his calling and education
we take it for granted he is respectable.
No matter, therefore, what large holes
wo see in his new piece of tapestry we
wish in our oriticism to observe care.
fully the rule laid down by the eminent

rifts to sea, it is hard
r the winds and waves
Something of the same

try to find ont what is
of outside the Catholic
e given something so
it seems a shadow, and

The Rev. Mr.

gentleman's notes bear, and that quite
suficient to weaken his statement, is
the trivial inaccuracy with which he
approaches the questi Flippant
also is his method. And far from cor-
rect are the conclusions he draws. In
undertaking to give a history of the
Concordat, Mr. Hague starts with the
revocation of the Edict of Nantes.
What that bas to do with the Cou-
cordat is incomprehensible. He might
just as well have started with the fall
of man. In fact, there is more direct
connection between the disobedience
of man in the first age, the confiscation
of Churches by the revolutionists in
the eighteenth century of the Chris
tian era,and the subs« quent agreement
between the Pope and Napoleon, than
there is between the revocation of the
Kdict of Nantes and the Concordat.
But that Is neither bere nor there.
History may be started from almost
any point. It becomes, however, a
prudent lecturer or writer to show the
oonnection between his starting point
and his subject. The origin and sign-
ing of the Concordat is given as fol-
ows :

“When Nayoleon came into power he
began to see that religion was a neces
sity to the State. With his shrewd
foresight he determined as a matter of
State policy to restore the Church in
Frauce, So he sent for the Pope, Pope
Pius VII., and the Holy Father, as
Guizot says in his history of France,
came galloping to Paris. A coaference
ensued, which may be summarized as
follows: *‘‘We must have the Church
back,”” said Napoleon. *Very good,"
said the Pope. *“Your churches will
all be restored,’’ said Napoleon. ‘‘Very
good,”’said the Pops. ‘‘You have been
despoiled of much treasure, We will,
therefore, give you 40,000,000 trancs for
compensation, and an annual endowment
of 40,000,000 francs a year,’’ said Napol-
eon. *'Very good,''said the Pope. ‘‘But
in consideration of this,"” Napoleon
went on to say, ‘you must agree on
your part for your Bishops and clergy
in France that the hierarchy shall
take oath to be loyal to the Govern-
went, that a prayer for the Republic
shall be inserted in the liturgy, that
the Government shall control ecclesias-
tical appointments, and shall have the
right to veto the embassage of any
legate or nuncio.”” “‘Very gcod,”
said the Pope, with a somewhat wry
face, and a heart of misgiving. But,of
course, he couldn’t help himself ; and
so the famous Coancordat came into
existence. This was in 1801.”
How flippant! How inaccurate !
There is in it nelther wit nor worth.
The gentleman in his sneering style
does justice neither to Pope nor Em-
peror, still less to his subject. The
Concordat was the work of the great
Cardinal Consalvi. He it was who had
been Secretary and guiding spirit of
the long protracted conclave of Venice,
when Pius VII. had been elected to
the papacy, who, after his coronation,
appointed him Secretary of State. Al-
though he was not amongst the first
commission sent to negotiate with Nap
oleon, he soon took the leading part
as the only one fitted to treat with the
First Consul. It was Consalvi who
signed the Concordat on July 15, 1801.
Now Pius VII. did not go to Paris until
1804. The occasion had no connection
with the historical treaty. It was at
the time that Napoleon determined
upon establishing an empire. He in-
vited the Sovereign Pontiff to erown
the work of the Concordat by journey-
ing to Paris and consecrating him Em-
peror. The gentle Pius VII. went, per-
formed the ceremony, and then ex-
pressed his wish to return to Rome.
But the newly crowned Emperor had
other designs: he wished to have the
Holy Father reside in France. And
he only yielded when he found that his
design had been frustrated by the Pon-
tifi's prudence. We are not admirers
of Napoleon, though we should be sorry
to treat him as unceremoniously as
Mr. Bague does in ascribing to him no
other motive thav that of selfish ambit-
ion in his wish for the Concordat. Why
Napoleon desired it, and what bhe
thought of religion, is still a dispute in
the study of the strangest character of
modern times. Some have maintained
that he looked upon the Church as part
of the pation’s police. Others quote
the victor of Maringo and Austerlitzas
saying that the greatest day of his life
was the day of his First Communion.
This is a view Mr., Hague may fail to
appreciate. We claim that in this
matter Bonaparte was actuated by the
desire of restoring order and of
laying broad the foundations of
French dominion and greatness. He
never sought his fame in religion.
Bat he was Catholic enough
to know that any glory his triumphs
might offer to his soldiers or his people
would be hollow mockery without the
faith of their fathers. Nor was Napo-
leon the first after the French revolu-
tion to bring order out of the religions
chaos. Priests had started, and things
were ripe for a restoration of clergy,
worship and goods.
Mr. Hague volunteers the statement
that Vaticanism, so he terms it, and a
Republican Government are incompati-
ble—that this was soon felt, and that
the State (France) realized that it had
“ to take measures in self defence
against the political interference of an
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urged the French Catholics to be loyal
That does not look
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systematic policy of undermining relig-
fon and rooting it out of the nation.
The attacks npon the educational com-
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the other religious.
seen the turn ; for the Separation Law
is by no means the finale.
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of Christ and His Church.
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The | The Book of Common Prayer sayy 4,

plainly a8 pot to be misunderstood ths,
¢ From the Apostles’ time there L“,;
been three orders of minisiers i,
Christ's Chareh : Bishops, priests snq
deacons, which offices were everyp,
held in such reverend estimation (i
no man might presume to execute MI]’
of them, except he were first culleg
tried, examined, and known to have
such qualities as are requisite for the
same ; and also by public prayer with
imposition of hands were approved ang
admitted thereunto by lawful authority
and, . . noman shall be accounteq
or taken to be a lawful Bishop, priest
or deacon in the Church of England, o
suffered to execute any of the saig
functions except he be called, tried
examined, and admitted thereunto ac.
cording to the form hereafter followingy
or hath had formerly Episcopal consa.
cration or oréination.”’

The Prayer Book of the Awmerios,
Protestant Episcopal Church is equally
explicit on this point, and the terq
‘ the historic episcopate’’ has come
into general use among Anglicans ay
indicative of a it subject to be boastad
of.

Some years ago a deputation fron
the Presbyterian General Assembly
the United States attended a Genora
Synod of the American Episcops
Church, held in New York, with a p:
position looking toward ‘a union of th
two Churches, but the negotiations w.re
wrecked on the reef of this ** histor
episcopate.’”’ It was made a subject o
indignant ridicule in the Presbyterisa
General Assembly. It was said wit!

Mr, Hague : *‘It is said,”’ he remarks,
‘‘by those who know, that the State,
though often vexed and tempted, loyal-
ly kept by the compact, but that the
Vatican by its folly precipitated the
climax.”” The two acts which he
quotes are President Loubet's visit to
Rome when the Holy Father refused to
receive him ; and the summoning of two
Bishcps to Rome,

out mincing matters that the Christia:
ministry consisted of but one orde
Presbyters — by the
Christ, and that never, even for t:
sake of a union, which would be secuia
ly and spiritually of great advanta
to both contracting parties, would ¢«
Presbyterians admit as a necessity t
re-ordination of their

ordinance

clergy by

sees.

the humiliation.

the Church.

For the enlighten-
ment of Mr, Hague we add a third—the
refutal of Pius X, to accept some of the
Government nominees to vacant French
None but prejudiced minds can
see in these acts anything but honor,
dignity and the love of religion.
French Government knew the etiquette
of its chief magistrate when it sent him
on a visit to the robber King of Italy.
Had Pius X. received him every Cath-
olic in the wide world would have felt
In calling the Bishops
of Laval and Dijon to Rome withoat
consulting the Government the Sover-
eign Pontiff was simply doing his duty
—with courage—looking after the honor
of tke episcopate and the discipline of

We hurry to Mr. Hague's anomal-
ous conclusion, in which he blames the
atheism of France, and volunteers the
hazardous sta‘ement that within the | joint committee of these three denom
last hundred years not twenty new
churches have been built in the land,
‘“ go little hold has the old religion
had upon the people.”
ing the objections to which a state-
paid Church may be expcsed,
even “notwithstanding the severe stric
tures put upon the Church by the or-

Notwithstand-

Bishop who claimed a historie succes
sion from the Apostles, a succes:

which in reality the Episcopal Chur
does not postess. Tosubmit to this won
be an ackuowledgment that for ov

The three centuries they had claimed »

authority to which they had no tit'»

If the Fpiscopal Church required tha

they should make such an admission a

a condition of union, there must be o

union.

Similar conditions exist in Canada

The Church was not, in the first instance,
invited to participate in the negotia
tions between the three denominations
which proposed to unite into one grea:

the Methodists,
Congregationalists, and consequent!y

of doctrine which was adopted by th

inations as a basis of union.

Some Anglicans are in favor of suc
a union, among whom are a consider
able number of the clergy, and one o:
perhaps two or more Bishops. Th«

not | three denominations in question hac

come to an arrangement whereby thi
chief difficulty, which was the Cal

Church, in the Dominion of Canada~
Presbyterians and

the Anglicans had no hand in the basis

ganic articles, nothwithstanding the fre-
quently unjust way the Concordat was
interpreted, the history of religion
during its hundred years of existence
was one of glory, sacrifice and success.
So far from Mr. Hague's statement
being true there was hardly a single
diocese in France in which twenty new
churches were not erected. Look at
the shrinee of Lourdes, Notre Dame de
Ia Garde, La Salette, Fourviére,
Sacred Heart at Paris, the cathedrals
of Marseilles and Moulins, and many
other monuments of devotion. The
churches built by the religicn of
France are not confined to its borders.
Wherever the propagation of the
Faith has sent ite funds—to Canads in
the West or India and China in the
far East—there will be found the same
lasting oontradiction to the fabrication
and gossip of men like Mr. Hague.
We do not deny that there are dark
lines in the spectroscope of France.
But there are many bright ones, in
which we see chivalrous faith, gener-
ous devotion and deep religion multi-
plying their good works and maintain-
taining the truest traditions of the
Eldest Daughter of the Church. All
in France have not bowed the knee to
Baal. Back of the noisy aggressive
atheists, angels are flitting to and fro
upon their errands of mercy. We do
not think that Mr. Hague has studied
the question with care or has stated it
with a due regard to justice and
charity.

THE *‘ HISTORIC EPISCOPATE"”
AND CHURCH UNION.

who said with as much truth as wit of
the Church of England : ** We have a
Calvinistic creed, a Popish liturgy and
an Arminian clergy ;'’ and the aphor-
ism is as suitable to the present time
as it was when it was first uttered ;
for the garment of Anglicanism covers
as many divers beliefs as the most
fantastic mind can think of or conceive.

alien power.'” If it were not for Cardi-

vinistic belief nominally adhered

by two out of the three demomin
ations concerned might be removed

It was thought at one time tha

the obstacle to union thus pre-
sented would be insuperable, but it
was bridged over by the simple expedi-
ent that the Calvinism was quietly
dropped, and an Arminian Creed agread
upon. Long ago the Calvinistic bodies
had practically given up their belief in
the distinctive articles of their Oreed,
and they were willing now to say this
openly, 8o that the new Creed would b=
distinotly Arminian.

The Church of England is already
decisively Arminian, as Pitt long 8go
declared, and thus one obstacle to the
union which was s0o much desired wa:
removed, and the Anglican advooater
of union conceived the thought that
they, too, might be taken into consider-
ation while the union movement was
‘“ in the air,” and they even expressed
themselves ready to sacrifice the chief
Anglican dootrine which lay in the
way, the absolute nccessity of ** the
historic episcopate.’’ '

At the Canadian General Synod of
the Church of England held in 1900,
the Rev, J. Pitt Lewis declared against
any further negotiations looking towards
a union with the other denominations
mentioned above, and the Synod, as &
whole, seemed to approve his views.
He said :

¢ Everything has been done bY
the Church of England whioch pos
sibly could be done to bring about »
re-union, but the other Churches have
not reciprocated in the movement, but
have attempted a union among them-
selves without inviting the Church of
Eogland to be present. When our
Church goes beyond what it has done
already, we throw away the dignity of
the Church of England. Iseenothing t«
be gained by holding every time in the
Synod for the idea of union, when there
is no tendency on the part of the other
Protestant Churches to accept it, but
rather the very opposite tendency. !
know that no such union can possibiy
take place, and it it did take place it
would be dlsastrous to the Church of

Nevertheless, episcopacy is, at least, a

England. The bringing of this matter
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