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publication for sweet charity’s sake, of the facts
concerning my youthful surprise, and the

“ynlicensed” revelation of my almost infallible
. jgoorance—although, at the time quite woll
aware, that there were some alder in folly than
myself, and, of consequence, quite equal to tho
duty. Had there been, in this letter to wonder-
ing, youthful ignorance, a less'display of vindie-
tivencss than point, I might have been tempted
to offer a most sincere and ample apology, for
my regretted inadvertence of manner, in allud-
ing to a certain fact in my former letter. Ho
must have been stung by a point or two else-
where, to have swollen into such exuberant
charity and merciful judgment, as had led him,
even in the concealment of his own identity,
into such extreme of personal reference. Not
to troat, in the spirit of my ‘“‘unenlightened and
unreasoning prejudices,” the gentleman, who,
as I buve intimated, has sought so carefully to
hide my ignorance in the world’s universal
repository, and has so conscientiously striven to
lot no man despise my youth by proclaiming
my age, thereby turning aside every shaft of
redicule I must only offer a few brief words
in reply. Now in gathering myself together,let
me say, that I am sorry, that, in this ago and
ripeness, “‘Caritas” has been misguided by fail-
ing eye sight—it conld not be by any other
constitutional weakness—into seeing, reading
and replying to what never was written ; for he
makes me declare the “positive explicit state-
“ monts of the book of Articles of Religion, be-
“t side the Ratifications to be plausible,” a thing,
which I unqualifiedly deny. What I did say,
and his letter is the proof alike of my pro-
photic utterance and accuracy, was this, “I
 doubt not but some plausible defender will
¢ arise, a8 in the case of the Montreal Theolo-
“ gian, who has been raised up in defence of
<« Catholicus,” &e. It was “Caritas” therefore
or rather his method of dealing with a certain
question of theology, that was declared “plaus-
ible” for I am sure, although he had precedent
for it, nothing was ever cut more beautifully on
the bias, than his defonce of one, who fails as u
Churchman, to distinguish belween a sacra-
mental rite and a sacrament if-self. To tauke
the merest scrap from one of the Homilies of
the Church, and that too from an argument
favoring the two Sacraments of the Church, and
make of it plenary authority for the recogni-
tion and acknowledgments of other sacraments
in the Church besides, in a way to liconce those
and those only who desire to do 50, is to say the
cast of it, “plausible.” And what shall I say in
reference to the inference drawn from the state-
ment of the Catschism of the two sacraments of
divine appointment,which are “generally neces-
gary to salvation”—an inference which is by no
means original, any more than the argument
sbove referred to, relating to the statement in
one of the Homilities? The lors s2id probably
tho better. I thought that, possibly, I might be
taken for a low Churchman, but my views of ul
sacrament being so much higher, then theso
who seek to multiply them, it is just possible,
1hat thore is the use of a misnomer somewhere.
As to my letter, in re “prayers for the dead,”
the eircumforence of the guestion raised thorein
has been argued around without touching, or
harcly touching, its interior. Information was
not asked touching the “Communion of Saints,”]
far less the views of nohconformists on that!
important and fascinatling subject; but on a
question, which, though not wholly foreign to
it i3 but distantly connected with it ; viz “Doecs
“ the Church of England either hold or teach
‘that the dead can be affected by our prayers?
¢ If 8o where ?‘ ‘But surely Baxter is not accus-
ed by “Carvitas” of either offering, or recom-
mending to be offered, prayers for the dead,
taking s0 innocent a quotation as that present-
ed in his letter for its ground. How I envy the
the learned philologist who can make so much
out of so little | But if he is not, then what is it
all about? There is no relevancy in it. Imag-

ine Baxter praying for the rest of those at rest|

in the Lord ; but I will hazard the assertion,
that he did pray, as fow of us have learned to
do, for the *‘dead in trespasses and sins” still

within the realm of his influence, in the world
about him. To impute to hitx 80 unnocessary
a thing, as praying for the dead saints, might
almost mako the sturdy protestant tarn in his
gravo.

Taking the one quotation, given from the
Book of Common Prayer in its connection and
as used by us from time to time, I am satified,
that not one in fifty, were it not pointed out to
him fas possiblo, would give it my learned
critic’s interpretation. Tho prayor is too beau-
tiful in its use for evon privilegod abuse. Not
“they with us” is the order or tho sense, but
“we with them”; and very well, we all know,
that the answer to tho prayer is contingent on
present faith and conduct, while we also know,
that weo shall not attain tho end prayed for
without them.

Cerlainly, we have joincd in the hymn, and
will, please God, do so again, but always ve-
membering that that part of the family which
has already *‘crossed the flood” are beyond the
reach of adventitious circumstance and intalli-
bly beirs of salvation, whethor or not they
have entered upon the fulness of “the rest
that remainoth,” : but, that we shall live in the
midst of uncertainties and accidents, whoreby
it is possible to be oxcluded the sharing with
them tho “perfect consummation and bliss” wo
yray for. Even in tho kingdom of God, thore
is tho distinction between that of “grace and
glory,” or, as Caritas himself has it “the Church
Militant and the Church Triumphant.” It is
lamentable indeed, that one so pious and go
learned should speak of the Protestant olement,
however insignificant it may be in the Church,
as having “knowledge and reason dothroned
by ignoranece or blind prejudice.” The Church
of Xngland is a standing protest, if not as re-
gards the majority of her clergy, at least, as
regards tho vast majority of her faithful laity,
agninst a charge so vile; for they do not be-
licve in offering prayers for the deud, and
justly estcem such practice s essentially Rom-
ish. T have not said one word in any letter
which 1 have written as to its being eithor
right or wrong per se, and, more than this,
in what I did write, I did not question the
right of individuals to hold tho opinion; but I
protest in the interests of the Church, which,
while Catholic, is still protestant against error
wherever found, the crowding such things upon
our view as if of gencral acceplance. And
whoether but a clownish “three-year-old,” or a
ripened sage, a8 my learned friend, that his
personal reforences may have point, claims to
be, it is our right, not when our personal views,
opinions and ‘“‘prejudices are impinged” upon,
but any of the leading features of our Protes-
tant Christinnity (ov “Churchiamty” if the
word is preferred) to speak our mind plainly
and fearlessly, without, at least, intended in-
sult or shabby personal references.

There are too many things in this able letter
of “Caritas,” to notice with any degree of ful-
ness, and many, wanting timoe and space, that
must bo wholly passed by ; but I must offer a

L word of protest on the framing of any decirion,

in this important matter, on u mere supposi-
tion, even while the consensus of learned opin-
ion is in its favour, as it secms to be in tho
cage of the prayer of St. Paul for Gnosiphorous.
That one passage of Gods word isa very
slender thread on which to suspend a matter so
mighty as the offering of prayer for the dead.
That the Jews prayed and do pray for tho
dead, there is no denying; that the early
Christians, at least, in some instances did so,
we have ample evidence; that cither the ono
or the other had any scripture revelation or
authority in the ecase, we have no shadow of
ground for helieving. As to the bit of senti-
ment with whick the able 2rgument of “Car-
itas,”” o wholly beside the question ut issue,

closes, it is too offominate altogether for its
masculine purpose and connection.

If to pray for the dead werecommon custom,
no man could make of it common sonse, unless
possessed of some divine rovelation of its necos-
sity or requirement. Giving more diligent
need to prayer for the spiritually dead, at our
very doors, as woll as abroad, though not so
fascinating to a cortain class of minds, would, in
all probability, bring our efforts more into line
with their present good, and their subjoets into
intimacy with Christ their life and ours ; then,
should it please God that thoy should precode
us out of this world into rest, the fragranco
ghed by their lifo in God, down here in this
world, would linger about us in gratoful and
blissful assuranco that, dwelling now wirh God,
they needed mpo longer our poor unworthy
prayors.

No ono can better personally appreciate what
it is to tendorly cherish thought of and affec-
tion for departed saints than doos tho subscriber,
Itis & joy in the Holy Ghost to breathe with
them the same atmosphore of love and peace
and joy ; and it is tho ono assuranco, which,
through Christ, wo prove unfailing, in all tho
toils and troubles of life.

“ Thoy are not lost; thoy are within thedoor,
“That shats out loss and every hurtful wrong ;
“ With ar.gels bright and loved ones gone before;
“In their Redeemor's presonco KVERMORE,

‘“ And God, Himself, their Lord and Judgo nnd

King.”
Jno. C. GArreTT,
Lacollo, 11th June, 1857,

COLLECT FOR CHRISTIAN UNITY.

Almighty God, who didst send Thy only bo-
gotten Son into the world, that He might draw
all men unto Iim, gathor again, we beseech
Theo, Thy scattered people into one communion
and fellowship, that the world may believe that
thou hast sont Him, and Thy kingdom come;
through the sume ‘Thy Son Josus Christ our
Lord. Amen.

Toar sturdy old English Churchman, Arch-
deacon Denison, speaking of the recont alarm
of disestablishment of the Church, reecalled
one of his own witty sayings in Convoeation :

“My dear friends, wo shall all die some day,
and I hopo wo shall be buried; but when poo-
ple dig up our remains for the purposes of
scionco, it will astonish them to find so fow
backbones.”

A telling description of a crying ovil was
given by ono who was askoed for a definition of
sacred music. Mo answered : Socular music,
played slow.
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1. Any porson who tukes a paper rogularly
from the Post Offico—whether direcied to

his address or another, or whether he hasy
subseribed or not—is responsible to the pub-
lishers for the subscription price theroof.

2. If any person order his paper discontinued
ho must pay ull arrearages, or the publisher

may continue to send it until payment is
madeo, and collect the whole amount, whe-
ther it is taken from the office or not.

3. The following conditions form part of all
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(1) They are continued from year to year,
unless notico be given to the contrary hefore
tho expiration of tho current year und all
arrears be paid.

(2) Digcontinuanees cannotl be made at
any moment—tho subscription is annual,




