Jesus said to lus disciples.
hatlamt

Simon Poter answered and saud :
the Son of the living Gad.

And Jesus answering, said to him -
‘thou Simon Bar-Jona

Axp [ sax 1o Tuge - tiar tiou Aut Peten;
wruN T8 rock 1 wiLtk nuiLp My Cuunai, aro
©ATES OF IELL SHALL NOT PREVAIL AGAINST IT.

Ano [ suatt cive 1o THEE 7ne Kevs or Tne Kinag-

o e % e

Whom do you say
Thou art Christ

DBlessed 21t
hecause flesh and blood hath
not revealed it to thee, butmy father who 18 10 heaves.

AND
TUE |

you

and

e e s me v e A |

the Chureh a bark ?
Redoemor wha instructs him.
which wo arg drawn from the golph of Sin represent-
ed by a fisher's net
who draws 1t ; the other disciples lend their aid, but it
18 Pefer that presents tho fishes to our Redeemer,
ha Church represented by an embassy t - Saint Peter
is at 1ts head.

¢ Is the Church likened unto a house t It is placed
on the foundauon of a rock, whith is Peter.

will

represent it under tho figurs of a family ! You

behold our Redeemer paying the tribute as 1ts master,

afier lnm comes Peter as his representative. s

Peter isits pilot ; and it is our
Is the doctrino by
It 18 Peter who casts 1t ; Peter
Is

Do you prefer the figuro of a Xing-

And whatsocver thou shalt bind |} | ave 1 chadasred andor e aymmia of ok and fo
POX OF HEAVEN. nd whatsoever thou shalt bin . * have it shudowed under the symbol of flock and fold ;
upun varth, 1t shall bo bound also 1w heaven  and what- ; s St Peter is the Shepherd, and Universal Pastor
souver thou shalt lnose on earth shall ba loosed alsoin '} 5 ; under Jesus Christ.’ S. Francis of Sales. Comtroy?
hoaven. S. Matthew xvi. 15—19. i i Dise. 48.
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CALENDAR.

Arrit. 16—Sunday—Palm Sundav Semid.

s+ 17—Monday—~Monday 1o Holy Week.

*  18—~Tuesday—"Tuesday i Holy Week.
19—Wednesday—Spy’ Wednesday.
20—Thussday—lloly Thursday Doub

lelass
21—Frnday--Good Friday Doub 1 class.
22—Sawrday—Loly Saturday Doub 1
class.
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{From the New York Freeman's Journal ]
LETTERS
By the Right Rev. Jouy Heeuss, D. D, Bishop
of New York, on the importance of being in
Communion with Christ’s One, Holy, Catholic
and Apostolical Church.
LETTLR vIIL.
Darz Reaprn—

%3, It does not fall within the purpose of
these letters to enter into any eatended munute-
neas of detail vn the quesivn involead between
the Church, and thuse who sre separated from
ticr commution.  Acsoraingly yon must huve
porceived that ceriain topies have heen rather

siated than proved—rather glanced at, than dis.

cussed and exhausied.  Meverthieless, jou will o iredesn tunes have strayed away, of being cul
fisd that, withou: the encumberance ol maltiplied |

aad loarued quotauoas, the putk of ihe matter has
been brought out, un the subjects treated of, 10
¢ho preceding letters.  That the fecis and rea-
Souins coutaned in them, w,l Le called in qoes-
ton, and deaed, by svine ol the Pinate Reason-
ers, 15 qute probsbie.  The wdividuals who
will stand forth from their broken ranks for s
purpose, will trust Jess 10 their success in refut-
inz either, than 1o their appeals to your anti-Ca-
tholic prejudices of education.  When this comes
%o pass, do not he troubled—or if yun be troubled,
pray. Appeal from both sides 1o Gad and 0
His Holy Spint. Ask fur light—ask for direc
u n—ask for ntenior gudance from the Divine
Saurce of ali truth.  Askan that spint of gh
Christian disinteresiedness wiuch puts tlis wuorld
asidv, in such hizportant questions—and then fol-
low the light which God will shed upan your
anul, turning neither to the nght hand nor to the
laft {rom werldly constderations,

‘I'his yon are bound te do, and { ask ne
mose.

74. The explanation of this warfare between
the Chnurch 2nd those separated fram ler Com-

wmumon, is this. At the lanh of the several de-

ply worda withal, againstthe Church, againstthe
Lord and against fhs Christ. This they have
done ; and this they will doagain, even in pre-
tending to refute these lotters. But Y think it
proper to observe at the same time, that there is
not a single scriptural or historical objection
which they can bring against what I have said,
or shall say, that bas nut been already urged,
and refuted. 1f I, then, were to muliiply proofs,
qn one side ; state and refute objections on the
other.—1 should do two things, mako this work
too unwieldy for your perusal—and on the other
hand, not reach the auther of the objettions ; for
although his pretended fucts should prove to be
false, and his pretended reasoning from thew
should prove to be not only illegical, but absurd ;
—yet, being a Privato Reasoner by system, or
personal interest, he could sull 1ake refuge in his
individual opinion, and say, ** You have not
convenced me, I am a  Private Reasoner sl
‘Thus he could repeat the same refuted aflegations
as aften as he pleased.

He admits no judge—but humself. Bt bea
sides ald hus there s not a siugle tepic of dffer-
ence beiween e Cadiolie Chiureh aud thuse whe

Wff, iran her cuminun.on, thatis not discussed
and dearcd up 1o the satisfactivn of unprejudiced
minds,—and to enter wio sueh a discussivn 1a
these lelters, would be anly to give wut 2 new

g

estabilshed by Heaven for the somal existence
and well-being of the hun.an race. The organic
exercise of soveroign power and authority, whe-
ther in the family or in the civil state, 18 narrow-
ed down, both by Divine and human instituu..u,
from s widest range and extent to smaller and
yet smaller circles, unt they reach a ceatre, in
some one individuzl. Thus the father 1s the
head and centre of the family, representing the
unity of domestic government. Thus the mayor
is the head and centre of municipal authority 1n
thecity. Thus the Governor in the State. Thus
the President, at the head and centre of the
United States, ropresents the concentrated power
of the confederation in its essenual form of unty.
If this principle, as dire..y ordained in the fa-
mily, by the appointment of God Himself, tnd as,
indirectly at least, sanctioned in the cisil state,
be so necessary that society could not be held
together without it, it would be strange, 1ndeed,
if our Blessed Saviour Lad left his Charch ex-
pused to the anarchy which the abrr ce of n
could oot have failed to introduce. The grand
id~a of the Church, as propused by her Livine
Founder, was to unite all mauvkind 1n one bro-
therhood of a co.amun fail, 2 common hupe, and
a common char.ty, wutually held wgeiker i the
most intimate comninufiva of thuse spuitual affec-
Aions which religiun creates i the suul.  But
sach a sociciy could not exist wihoul sume su

cdstian of what has elrdady been 3ad.  lencoiprome ndividual head aud centre, as tne iepre-

itis that | content myeelf with placing before
youa general vew of the whole question—re
serving special proof, and refuranon, fur special |
ohjections, when they shall have been brought to,
a cluse.

75. From what has already been $aid, vou
must begin to have some wdea of the Catholic
Church, as she is conceived of and understoud by
her own children.  Yuu have seen that in her
those who are now teachers, were but lately
lear ncrs—that they are not suthorised 1o preach
what they had not been taught. ‘Fhat the interior
call w the ministry could not be avaihing, unless’
outwardly sanctioned, recognized. and apprus ed!
by the authority pre csting in the Church "T'han
by virtue of thus avthonity alone could they preach
—for hue could they preach unless they were
sent 1—and that the comnnssion conferred by this:
authority, was universally rev.ked, wheneser
any «f them undertook what they had not learnt,
So it hias becn ever in the Church of God ,-~and,

sentative of 1o unity and power—and itis sin
gular that the very name given tu e Supreme
visible Head of the Charch expiesses the pruper
relation to such Christian bratherhood ;—simce
he is not calicd King, or Emperor, or President
but Pupe, ur Father.

77. As successor to one of the Apostles, he is
simply Bishop of Reme.  As, huwerver, that
Apostle was not merely one of the twelve, but
Peter, the first and Chief of the Aposiohe body,
so the Bishop of Rume has ever exercised the
prerogauves of the common Faiher, and the uni-
versal Primate of the Catholic Church. He is
tbe visible centre of her Unity, the visible lead
of her comtaunion , her Supreme visible Ruler
upen Farth,  Vhe other Bishops of the Charch
are no less of the Apustolic otder than he—but,
mmasinuch as St Peter alune was vested with
puwer and conumission which had not been given
to any other Apostle, individually, or to them
all eallectively—inasmuch as to Peter alone, the

conunations of Private Reasuners, those whath.s fur the obrious and fundamental reasen 1o, €31€ vf the enure flock of Christ had been com-
brought them furth, notin the Jard, attempted, which 1 have more than ance alluded, that the; '""lcd-‘"asmu“l} as Qur Lord had prayed for, oiher institutions had an essenual reference, and
e justify their proceedings.  Scriplure was ppr-‘. suin of Christian 1:aching 1s 2 hudy of facts re-, him "“‘"W.s thas his f‘“f“ should not fail, and com-
verted by bringing 1t duwa to the tnbunal of pni-, vealed, or confinied, Ly cur Savieur, of which, mxnded him alone. being once cunverted, to con-
vato ]udgmcm ,—and learned men, now fallen ; the Church is the witiess, and of which her - firm hus brethren~1nasmuch as in hnguagc Lke
from the fanh, worked out 1ngenious, plausible, | nisters are appointed o lear testunany. But this, Petes alune was Divinely ordained the Su-
and pride-flatiering opinions, frum the inspired | amoug the Private Lcasoners ail this order h::si
coxt.  Viewed in the absteact, there was ao rea- | been reversed. There are no leamcrs—ihero
aon why these opinions might not be as true as,are o teachers.  Therc is no mission, except ur] Chorch, cxtended shroughout tho w m-!dr required
sho doctrines of the church which they expressly , a modern and purely L.man character .—there | for s orgarization and exeiase some individoal
contradicied aud opposed ,—and tho system of are no Orders fur the work of the munisiry, ex- . supremacy, that function has alwavs been claim-
cept such as mere humarn authority could give , . ed, 3nd always been excrcised, by the successors

the Private Reasoncrs requ.red shat they should
be viewnd exclusively in tho abstrzet. To this
was exhibited, in reply, the practical teachings
of the Church, durning all ages preceding the
dispute. But the Private Reasoners were nol
<o booat-dono 5o casily. Thay, too, appealed to
the history of the Church, with the same privi-
jego of making tho tribunal of individual opimon
(the incenso of flattery offered to man’s natoral
pride, with & view of seducing him) the arbiter
of overy dispote that had tzken place beiween
the Oharch and the Schismatics who violated
her unity, or the heretice who deaied her doc-
trino frcm the beginning. Now the cvents of
may conturica would furaish, naturally, 2 vast
#eal of matter to spin out dircassion, and mulii-

—there is no stundard of orthudoxy excopt a hu-,
man symbol, imposed thravgh a direct violavon
of thcir first principle, which proclaims the *¢ Bi-
ble alone,” as their rule of faith ;—therois no
independences in their ministry, fot if they do not
pleass those whom it should have been their duty
to instruct and feach, they are dismissed Yike othor
public servants ;—there is no reaponsibility, ex
cept to whatever may happen to range, for the
time being, 23 tho majority, or at least the aves,
rage agroement, of opinion in tho congregations
thoy address. Ses whata chastn of difference all
this makes betweea thum and Catholics ¢

{:.me Pastor, on earth, of the Chrsian fold—
wasmuch as the umty and authority of the

of St Peter alanc.  This Supremacy of she Pope
15 as much an aruclo of Chnst’s revelation, an
article of Divino Fanli in the Holy Catholic and
Apoatolic Church, as the Doginne of the Blessed
Trinity. 3

78. We sec in this economy the wisdom and
the goodness of Our Blessed Redeomer.  For by
itthe Charch is provided with a supreme autho-
tity, oxercised under Divire appmatment, and
gnaranieed by Phvino and infalhible promises.—
Without 1t tho Unitg of the ano sheopfold, under
tho ono Shepbord could a6t bo mantaned . —
Without it, the beheving people of Christ’s fold,

B

76 In the orgirizatiun of the Chureh, our Re-

deemor did not vary n principlo from tho ordcr‘

coold not bo preserved from the dostrinzl errors
which apostato or heretical Bishops might infro-

e

duea and impose on them, as the very teackings
of their Saviour. Without it, in the atsence - 'of
vesponsjbillity the rite essential for the ording-
tion of Priests, and the consecration of Bishops
'might be disregarded.  Without it, as we ssp
in England, a Prime Minister, even though he
should be himsolf an infidel, {which we have no
reasot to supposo is the caso at presenty} wuuld
become the sourse, (v.ccessarily tho barren sourey)
of spintual-power and jurnsdiction to persona still
calling themselves Bishops of the Chureh. of
God. Without it, the Episcopal body would:bs
soon divided among themselves, and preach-in
opposition %o one another, ovenas is the case
among the Privaie Reasoners. Whihoutit, an
Arius would have triumphed over an Athanssios,
and the great Confessor of Alexandria weuld
have been crushed by the factions of hergsy
which his zeal fut the truth had eaused to-rise
agamst lim, Without 1t the principle of Jogal
majarities would enable Bishops to iyranise oxer
minorities, and 10 the wantonness of irresponssble
pewer, which tthat principle secures, 10 ece¥es-
astical matters, enable them to degrade asd
traccpla upon therr weak and ernng brothdr—
leaving ham without appeal, without resoutes or
remedy ; an object of scora and of scoffing for
the profane ; an ubject of pity and commissera-
tion for the virtuous.  Without the Supremagy
of the Pope, in short the doctnines of the Chuveh
would degeneraid 1nto mere human opinions; the
government of the Charch into every species of
anarchy, tyranny, and confusion.

79. Our Blessed Lord, no doubt, could have
organised His Church on different principles, apd
could have provided for its safety and perpetua-
ton according to whatever principle he might
have adopted.  On the principle of the Private
Reasoners, the idea of a Supreme Pastor, in the
government of whai they czll the Church, would
be a supreme absurdity—and as they are very
wise in their own estimation, they, no doubi,
look upon Catholics as singularly blind, in not
regaraing the Supremacy of the Pope as they
do.  The authority of the Pope, howerer, does
not result from the advantages which the recog
nition of it secures to the Catholic Church, but
it results from the authority delegated 1o Si.
Peter individually 1n the first instance, and thro
hinto lus legitimate successors in al) ages. It
18 2 portion of His divine revelations to man. It
18 His 1nsuitution, as a part of an integral part of
the Church which He founded, 1o which all the

without which they would havo been not only
incomplote, but also 1neflective. Now, 2san
histoncal fact, it 1s beyond =l controvorsy that
the Bishops ot Home have, in 2ll ages of Chrs-
tanouty, been acknowledged by their cotem-
poranes, as the certamn and legitimate successors
of St Peter.  Nor should 1t be overlooked by yon
as something, which attests to Catholics thy cs-
pecial protection of God to the line of that pro-
tecuon of God to the hine of that succession, that
the Episcopal Sees, founded by the Apostles
have, 1n the revoluuonsofthe world, disappeared,
that ol possibillity of 1dentifying the Episcopal
succession as derived from 3oy othor ono of the
‘twelvs in partticular, has passed away, whilst
that founded by St Peter sull rcmmns, and the
direct successton of the principality which Chr:st
conferred upon him, 10 the government of -the
whole church,hzs descended from ane o snather,
1w tho hine of lus successors, nama by name, wih
as much regolaniy as is discovarablo tn tho hee
tory of anv temporal sovereignty m the world. —
Ncithor1s itns order distatbed by the rivalsiup
of different claimants which sometimes soasda

sed the Church, Al recognised, even thon, the



