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uod, appl«u <u ami thank* from that *ugu«t l*xly m 
ouod*vu a'*«iuhli*l. I «hall my*olf r< j na, and your 
roa,l"r* will rvj hvo aUo, wlnm hariug p««aod tbu 
ftnaootal «top, 1 a*ooml to iut«’ll»otu«l and moral 
leiolie. Ttiow alooo give «tahility ao l pormaoenoo 
lo b K*at of triai loaruiug Again I eay. Au aavuia.

INCONSISTENCY.

gia,—In reading yoor oity oomtimiporary to day, I 
go extroundy «truck with tbo ino m*i-Uiuoy of the 
O oolof thought roproauoted by it. It «aye, " 1 he tin, 
po ole of Ritualism are eastward position, «liar light*, 
ve»Uncut*, wafer bread and mixed chain*. Paul <iov« 
got mention them, nor yet Peter, nor John. It to 
Bprro* they all vanish from U>e earth, the Gospel ol 
Joses Christ would be as complete, ■* effectual, and as 
gieciou* as ever it waa." To read thi* one would 
imsgtn * your comtemporary, bad a most profound con
tempt for all outward show. But a few pages on, 
referring to Cbrint Church, Lnamiogton, it rays, “ In 
Ihlseher.b. the Protestent, hâackgnwo with bands, is, 
consiste i ly with the Prow*taut Church, and the 
spiritual docilities of grace iu one."* Evidently yoor 
contemporary considers the black gown an outward 
■ten of Protestantism, and of the scriptural doctrines 
of grace. . If the Low Cborobman has a sign oLhi* 
belief, in the shape of a vestment, why should notlbe 
High Churchman have one ? Why i* the black the 
pace bar colour of the Protestant Church ? A friend 
neks, " Why should not a white silk vestment be worn 
at the altar, if a black ailk ou* can be worn in the 
pulpit." Your*,

Chahi.km Usant

HURON.

Sia.—Your excellent and pacific editorial of last 
week am nl the Church of this diocese, baa already 
borne fruit. The laity were much impressed with its 
earnest Christian tone ; some of them bave been at 
work issuing a lorm of petition addressed to the 
Bishop showing why a eprcial Synod should be called 
and sending it throughout the diocese for signatures. 
The feeling is strong in in favor, and those who wish 
for peace speak highly ol it. It helps the Bishop in 
bis difficult position, who la said to be in favor of peace. 
There are a few wboee selfish interests are served 
by strife, and who like " lego," professing devotion 
to hie Lordship, know be will be morefir lose dependent 
upon them by a state of discord and variance being 
Continued. May Uod frustrate their knavish trick». 
Every one who hives tho Chorob and her Head, ana i- 
infloenovd by good will to the Biebop, will assist 
heartily as unto the Lord, in bringing to a eloee con
tention*, which never should have beenoommeuoed,and 
aeter would but for the muapprenension of their true 
character, caused by debasing and intriguing mea 
•urea. The hour la coming when the diooeee will say, 
in review of this terrible calamity—“ An enemy did 
tine.*' ÜBSBBVKB.

THE SYNOD GREETINGS.

8ib,—1. The senes of sharp animadversions on my 
defence of the wotd " fraternal " i* rt Synod Greet 
logs, the last being Mr. W. J. MoCleary's, has pressed 
upon me the reflection—Never be too sure. I thought 
I was iu the company of good Catholics and loarued 
theologians, when I walked humbly in the steps of 
Augustine, and Hooker, and Liddon ; but Messrs. Cole, 
Seward and McCleary, obooée to think differently. I 
xrn far from censuring them for their opinion about 
lay-baptism. They have ‘'the last of oar great 
patristic scholars. Water laud on their side ; but it is 
a matter of fact that Western Christendom, ever since 
the time of Cyprian, has been oa the other side, and 
from the moment I became fully aware of that fact, I 
felt that as a Catholic Churchman, I should submit 
my individual logic, which was on the side of my 
censurera, to the settled judgment and practice of the 
Church, and I did so. In one word, the validity of 
lay-baptism is now the law of the Church of England, 
by which our practice must be governed, though our 
opinions are free.

3. I am sure that all your correspondents are sub
stantially agreed as to the Synod Greetings. We have 
Catholic claims which we should never allow to be 
put in the back ground, and we have a providential 
position which we should never compromise. This 

been recognized not only by the Ultramontane 
,U« Ma.stre, but by the Hibbert Lecturer, who says, 

1 ho Church of England has held, and still holds, 
» middle an,l » mediating place in Christendom." On 
this very ground Iwe are at once under obligation 

testify against the position of nnCatholio bodies, 
aut* to express the sinoerest sympathy towards them 

Christians and brethren. And for this sympathy 
how very large a basis is there! Take almost any 
i Unitarian Protestant Sect, what a large mass of 
Catholic truth do you find there. Even the besetting

!;r/l,Ü7r"î~UU^œ, Nsstoriau heresy, has 
iu " h ,IU hUU,tj * ““l 'lesperste development as
Cuh « V ‘P of ,tfae «-«red Heart," the favor.te 

Z t ,n Homan Church, tn the lace of her
uuien, hierarchy, r.tos and continuous descent, if 

rrotestaiu bectaiiamem is a principle fatal to tht 
Church « organised life, the histone Roman Chord, 
ha* largely injured that life by papalism and her arnaz 
mg corruption# in belief and worship.

•1. The only real question is, how may we best 
express the sympathy which is undoubtedly doe, with 
out any of our Catholic claims and position ? Good 
churchmen may naturally enough differ here, because 
practical decisions are often mnch harder than 
theoretical ones ; as the sects themselves painfully 
Dud when they attempt to work out their theory of 
imaginary unity. One thing is very clear, against Mr. 
McCleary, (no pan intended), that we were notnnder- 
*tood to be making any surrender. I remember the kind 
and discreet word# of Principal Grant, spoken with a 
tender pathos which, I confess toochod me very deeply:

This means much, bot I am aware it does not mean 
everything." I won't spoil tho words by any com
ment, bui;they express exactly my ovjn feeling. Ttit 
words of Mr. Justice Rose too were very much to be 
commended. And surely, su, it is not for os, English 
Churchmen, who occupy such an isolated position iu 
Christendom, the sense of which once drove so many 
weak men to Rome, proudly to keep at arm's length 
any of the baptized who wonld approach os under the 
»euse of awakeued brotherly feeling.

Rather should we thankfully hail so hopeful an 
action and pray for its perfection in unity, meanwhile 
declaring with all humility our obligation to maintain 
those treasurers of Catholic faith, order and unity 
which God has providentially continued in the English 
Church, for no deserts of ours, but for the benefit of 
Chisteu lorn and the world. If oar “ mediating 
position is to be of any use in the purposes of God, we 
most tut it.

4. I am not guilty of half the “ absurdities " that 
Mr. McCleary fathers on me. Acquitting him of any 
idea of malicious disparagement, I cannot imagine 
bow he could make such charges. I won’t discuss 
them. But I must hold that as there is but “ one bap
tism," the brotherhood it originate» is indissoluble in 
this world. Even excommunication does not abolish 
it, as Mr. McCleary seems to hold, but interrupts the 
manifestation of it; as the fact of absolution and 
restored communion shows. And so Keble :

“ No distance breaks the tie of blood ;
*• Brothers are brothers evermore."

Without approving Mr. McCleary's vehement langu 
age. I allow that he has some ground for saying, “ To 
s*y that the other great sacrament of the Church is the 
very bond of brotherhood would be much nearer the 
truth." But “ distingue ; " bund is an equivocal word. 
It means that which creates an obligation and also 
that which actually does bind. In the first sense. 
Baptism is the great bond of brotherhood, because it 
creates it ; in the second sense the other sacrament is 
the great bond of brotherhood, because it maintains, 
continues and expresses it. So in oor earthly life, a 
common paternity is the indissoluble bond of brother
hood ; hot a common life under the same roof and 
arooud the same table is the security and expression 
of it Mr. MeC. is so jealous for the unity of the 
Church, that he holds me “ incorrect " in saying 
ihat schism •• breaks it up." I should have said it 
seems, “ the abandonment of the true brotherhood. 
Well, 'when three brothers out of six forsake the 
father’» house in anger, they don't, «wording to tins, 
break up the family, they only abandon it 1 So when 
a sekuma, “ rent," is made in a garment, it is the 
piece torn away that suffers, and not the garment I 
Not so thought St. Chrysostom, who says at the 
revolt of one to schism, " I grieve, and weep, and wad 
and am cut to the very heart, as though deprived of 
one of my own members." Alas, in vain do we thus 
defend the unity of the Church. The Church s unity 
as well as her sanctity is actually violated, and there 
remains for us but an ideal not yet reahzsed. I am 
not surprised at Mr. McCleary's alarm. The same 
feeling led later ages, as Dr. Swameon has shewn, to 
drop out of St. James' Liturgy pauton ta ,chu,nata 
,nm ,kk!,*inn “ out an end to the schisms of the cbQlubw/^'Mr.ÏÏcClwrj T»inly - lea,." .b.,I ba
lieve that everything that oertain wise men ; have on

your'e^Trs wiïï n~t"thffik J.*H. Newmm, in his 
Anglican days unworthy of notice, I beg to refer them 
for^thtTpresent subject to his “Sermons 
nf the dav.” No. xxiv, where they will perhaps De surprised^ well as edified ; also I refer the Newman s 
worthy antagonist, W. A. Butler, Sermon*

THE STATE OF THE SOUL AFTER DEATH.

Bib,—Your correspondent J. R„ “ Brockville," m 
his article 11 Protestant Purgatory,"’ in Dominion 
Chubchman, October 1, bas not, if I aid any judge, 
made out a very clear case. Iudeed, wbat he says on 
the subject is far from being the Church’s utterance, 
and th,s is wbat we are to be anxious about. Purga
tory, as represented by her, and which is undoubtedly 
the true explanation, is as Dr. Staunton says, “ a 
supponed place of temporary ponisbment, where the 
hOois of the departed are purged by fire, previous to 
their admittance to heaven ; the pains of which are 
held to be expiatory, and are proportioned m decree 
and duration to the demerits of the sufferer." We 
know that the Cborch is very explicit in her dénon
ciation of this very erroneoos and corrupt doctrine of 
the Chnrch of Rome. In article 22, the Romish doe- 
trine concerning Porgatory, is declared to be a fond 
thing vainly invented, and grounded opon no warranty 
of Scripture, but rather repugnant to the Word of 
God. As to what yoor correspondent says about Pro
testants, (he evidently means ultra-Protestants) adopt
ing the Romish theory, I cannot understand. Most 
true is it that the body and spirit most be re-onited 
at the ressurection, as our Lord exemplified, and plainly 
taught, bot I deny that there is nothing in His teach
ing and that of His Apostles, to prove that there is 
no intermediate state whatever.

That there is an intermediate state into which the 
soul passes at death, it would seem, there can be no 
doubt of. No one would be guilty of the absurdity of 
affirming tbet the seal of the departed goes directly 
to heaven, the final abode of the righteous. Else 
what is to be done with the doctrines of the Resurrec
tion. As J. R. aptly and truly says, “ if the spirit 
alone can enjoy all the happiness of the blest, what 
need to resurrect the body at all ? Iu my flesh «Dill 
I see God." Yet after this, he goes on to assert that 
Protestauts, (he does not define which of the numer
ous bodies) accept the Romish doctrine of purgatory. 
As to the other doctrine of the “ invocation of Saints," 
condemned alike by the Chnrch, I think that it iz far 
more generally received and acted upon by ignorant 
unreflecting Protestants, so called.

The intervening time between death and the resur
rection, we know little about. Almost nothing is said 
in Revelations concerning it. It may be passed (as J. 
R. bay»), in a sort of slumber. That it is a period of 
rest ; rest from the labours and toils of this life is 
plainly revealed, see Rev. xiv. 13, and quoted by yonr 
correspondent. This is pretty much ah that we know 
»bout it. I contend, therefore, that m accepting the 
doctrine of an intermediate state, one is far from en
dorsing the Romish teaching on Purgatory. It is 
simply accepting the only reasonable and Scriptural 
theory that can be found for this somewhat obscure 
question. The human mind will, if possible, have 
oome bolution of the mysteries which surround it. 
And the fact that the Romish doctrine of purgatory 
does not answer the demand, makes nothing against 
the more Scriptural doctrine of simply an intermedi
ate state.

You will understand, that there is not the slightest 
wish or desire to do your correspondent any injustice, 
I am ready to acknowledge that his meaning might 
Dave been mistaken, yet it cannot be denied, he writes 
very ambiguously. If, as is possible, he holds to the 
doctrine of the Church, versus those who have adopt
ed opinions different to her teaching, there is no 
danger and no occasion for animadversion, bat, on the 
contrary, if the purpose was to overthrow the faith of 
some and drive them to the adoption of theories and 
doctrines subversive of what has always been held by 
the Chorob, the voice of warning should be heard.

Here and there in hie oommumo^tion, it is true, the 
assertion of truth is made, but so obscurely, it is diffi
cult to comprehend what the writer is aiming at.

Nothing, indeed, is truer than that which is stated 
in one place, viz : that our Chnrch teaches Catholic 
truth as revealed in the Word of God, and none other. 
Also that porgatory is an Italian exotic. Grafted 
upon the pore root of Christ's holy chnrch in Britain, 
and for a while (with other thing-), choking her spir
itual life. Well does he close with the admonition. 
“ Let Churchmen take warning from the errors of 
others who have no ancient and reliable guide, let 
them fully realize that the Church is Christ’s lamp to 
their feet that they stumble not, Ac.” So would we 
be ever admonishing our brethren to take heed how 
they hasten to any false doctrine, however spdbious 
and attractive, but constantly adhere to the faith 
onoe delivered to sainte. \ Snnx.

wortny atit^ou--, ---- -|WQ ^ ^ght
not make your Sers Stronger ohurchm bnt ,t
would be very likely to make some of them 
■'pA-,, Oot., ItitiS.

more

There is a good deal of religion in this world that 
is like a life preserver—only put on at the moment 
of immediate danger, and then half the time put 
on hind side before.

—God does not want our praises ; bnt the dis
position to praise Ham is essential to our happiness, 
and therefore required. \-


