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TRANSUBSTANTIATION.

To the Editor Catholic Record :

8in—Kindly allow me to make some
further remu’ku on the above subject
with special reference to your commenis

n my last lotier, ¥
. As yyou still ingist that the teaching of
the Fathers of the Church is in favor of
the change of one substance into another
in the Euchariet, and in your present
commonts nesert that my statement
“ your quotations from the Fathers will
be found to be iu perfect harmony with
the Anglican doctrige” is very In
sufficient, I will corfive mysell for the
presext o a brief consideration of their
testimony. ol

As it isylmpf)unible, wilkin thelimits of
the present leiter, to coneider each sep
arate quotation by itself, I will confine
myself to one or two of tne most 1mpor-
tant,

Lt us first take the one of St. Gregory
of Nysss, which you quoted twice, evi.
dently thirking it the stzopgest in your
fayor, The passsge is ‘' we 'nghtly
beliove that the bread is changed into the
Body of the Werd of God,” The Greek
equivalent of the word checged ie mela
styicheioun ; now those who tranelate this
by tke Latin transelementare think we
bave here the very word made use of
which exactly avswers to the doctriue
of Transubztantiation, viz , the chenge of
the elements into something different
from their original substances, Ye, first
of all, transelementare is not certainly or
probabiy a rignt translation, Secondly,
St, (regory speaks not only of a change
in the Eucharist but in the sacraments
generally; and whatever sanclifying
eflicacy may have been attributed to the
walers in baptism no change of its sub.
stance was ever believed to take place,
for, in the very next scntence after the
oue quoted above, he rays, * these things
he gives by virtue of the benediction
upon it, changing the nature of things
which appear.”

The same cbservations apply to the
pasiages cited from St Cyzil of Jerusalem,
where he sp2aks of Uhrlst's charglng the
water lato wine, acd then adde “where
fore with all cer'alnty let us recelve the
B)dy and Blood of Christ; for His Body
1s given to theo under the appearance (or
figure) of bread, and His Blood nn'dor‘ the
sppearance of wine,” Bat here St. Cyril
happlly explsins kimself ; for soon after
he sgeaks of the Capbarnalte Jews as
offended at Oar Lord’s eayiogs in John vl.,
53, and thls he tays was from tbelr carnal
futerpretation of His words : “They not
recelving Hlis eaylog spiritually, belng
offanded, went backward, thinking that
He lnvited to the eatlng «f flesh.” (Cy:ril
Hleros Catee. Mystagog, v 1.)

He then compares the Eacharlet to the
shew bread, and says that ‘“‘as the bread
15 fitted for the body so the word for the
soul. Look not therefore ason bare bread
and wiue, for they are, accordleg to the
Lord's asayiog, Hls Flesh and Blood,
(Myst iv 2). 1'he context plainly shows
the couversion to be spiritual not as the
Jews had understood our Loxd, as indlcat-
ing a literalbanquet on flesh.  Therelsa
famous paesege 1 am glad you have quoted,
and insisted on es plainly in your favor. It
comee from the tract De Coena Domini,
in former times attzibuted to St. Cyprian
(a8 you now do) but which the Benedlc.
tine edltors aseign to Arnoldus of Bona
Vallls, a contemporary of St. Bernard, It
spesks : * This breed which our Lord gave
to His disciples, belog changed lu nature,
not in appearance, by the Omuipotence of
the Word, waa meds flash,”

The words of our own reformer shall
explain that even if the langusge were
(a8 it is not) 8, Cyprian’s it would not
prove himasupporter of Trancubstantia.
tion, “Tne bread is charged not in
shape nor substance but in nature, as
Cyprian truly saith; not meaning that
the vatural substance of bread is clean
gone, but that by God’s Word there is
added thereunio another higher pro-
perty, nature and coendition, for passing
the na‘ure and coudition of coramon
bread, that is to eay, that the bread doth
shew unto us the same as Cyprian eaith,
that we be the partakers of the spirit of
(+od and most purely joined unto Christ
and epiritually fed with His Flesh and
Blood? (Oranmer Defence of Catholic
Doetrine Bk, T. Ch,, xi ) In like man.
ner I could take your other quotations
from the Fathers and shew that if inter.
preted by their surroundings they argue
rather in favor of the spiritual Presence,
a8 held by the Avglican, than in favor ot
the pross and carnal presence, as held by
tho Roman cominunion,

1fit will not add too much to the length
of the present letter, I would like to give
oneor two quotations, which on the very
face of them declare for a real yet spirit
ual presence, and,interpret them how you
may, they are plain witnesses against
Transubstantiation,  Theodoret epoaks
very pleinly : ¢ The object 18 plain to
those admlisted to the Divine mysteries
Tor He willed that those who partake of
the Divine myscteries ehould not attend to
the nature of things seen, but through the
change of mame should beiieve in the
ehange which takes place in them through

gieve, For be woo called the matursl

(pbusei) body, eorn and bread, and Him.
self also & vioe, honored the symbols
which are seer with the title of bread snd
wine—not changing the nature dut addin
grace to the mature (T iv. 25, Ed, Beb).
Again: Let us take 8t, Hilary, who, if any
one, used lang: most like the langusge
of loter sges ; stlll the very object of bis
reasonivg was to prove that in Christ’s
person there are two natures—one mnot
gtb ulshed because the other is added,

o illustzates thbis by tbe Bread of the
Eucharist, which still retaine the nature of
the Bread unchanged, lltllou%h the nature
of Chelst's Body s added to 18,” Mark, not
changed into it, as Tronsubstantiation
wou d bave/t. 'fho last [ shall give is from
the writings of a Blshop of Rome, Gelasius,
He writes : “Cortainly the sacrament of the
Body and Blood of Christ, which we re.
celve, la & divino thing, wherefore also we
are by the tame made partakers of the
divine nature, and yet the substance and
nature of bread and wine ceaseth not to be.”

In tne course of your srticles you
attempted to prove that Traneubstantlation
Is derived directly from the werds of Holy
Seripture, If it ie, will you kindly ex-
plain bow it 1s thatin the Hol{ Scriptures
in connection with the Eacbarist wherever
mentioned, the bread s from first to
last cslled * bread.” The bread which
we break s It not the commnunion of the
Body of Chuist? Agaln, the Apostle three
times calls the bread, efter consecration,
bread : “ Ae oft a8 ye eat this bread (which
had becn conseurated) ye do eshow tke
Lord’s death tlil He come,” Again,* who.
soever shall eat thls bread, .. . unwor-
thily ehall be guilty of the Body. . . . of
the Lord,” Agzain, “Let s man examine
himeelf and so let him eat of this bread ”
In all these cases the thing spoken of as
bread, and as therefore remalnlng bread,
1s that bread which had been consecrated.

Axd etlll more plaloly are we taught
that after coneecrailon the wine ln the
cus remelos in substance the eame as
before, for Our Loxd called {t, after con-
secrating it, “this fruit of the wine.”
So that respecting each kind in this,
words are said or written from which we
are bound to infer that both bread and
wine remain as to their netural sub.
stances what they were before the con.
secration,

Before concluding permit me to make
s remak on the philosophical theory,
You evidently still hold to the Realistic
philosophy. Now, if it be true (which it
18 not), how do you overcome the diffi-
culty that thers must be some residuum
of the breadness in which thé material
accidents of the bread and wine ichers?
As to my fixing two ditferent dates, up
to which time the doctrine of the Church
was one on this subject, I may say that
it arore cut of an oversight on my part,
I said the twelfth cenlury because in
that century Transubstantintion was
mede & doctrine of the Roman Church,
The theory of the chango of one sub-
slence into ancther wes first broached
in the ninth century by Paschasius
Radbert, I will set thingas right by say-
ing the dectrine of the Courch on this
point was one until the ninth century,

In conclusion let me say that the
Christisn student must not argue for
victory but gearch for truth, and this
search is seldom unattended by diffi
culties, and for this reason I write to the
Rkcorp to have the difficulties I meet
solved, for, in studying the doctrines
of the Roman communion, to obtain a
correch definition of what they believe,
one must seek help from the teachers
of that Obhurch,

Again thanking you most heartily, Mr,
Editor, for your kind attention to me so
far, and awaiting your reply to this
letter, [am, Yours, etc,

ANGLICIAN,

Toronto, June 21, 1890

Already in our treatment of thls sub.
ject, in answer to our correspondent
Auglican, we polnted out that praviously
to the time of the * Angellc Doctor,” St.
Thomas of Aquinas, the Fathers of tte
Church, on wheee testimony we rely to
prove that the doctrine of Traneubatantia-
tlon, as believed by the Cathollc Church of
to-day, was conetantly the doctrine,dld not
enter upon the subtle philosophical en.
qulry lnto the nature of substance and
form, They were contented to accept
simply the words of Chrlst, which implied
His actual presence in the Holy Eacharlat,
without uandertaklog to explain the pro.
cess by which He brought about the ineff-
able change. But the extracts which we
already quoted from thelr writings prove
abundantly that it was the universal bellef
that not merely {s Christ present in that
Sacrament, but that the bread and wine
are actually charged Into His Sacred
Flesh ard Blocd.

Our quotatlons to this effect might
have been much mors> numerous than
they were. As the statement made by
our esteemed correspondent was that
tke doctrlne of Transubstantlation s
founded on the “realfstic philosophy,”
and not upon the words of Seripture, or
the tradltion of the Church, 1t Is clear that,
by showing es we did that {t 13 the direct
teaching of Scripture and that it was
taught by the Fathers before the realistic
philosophy was applled to it, we suffi-
clently refuted the statement.

There is a case in point which illus.
trates well our meaning, Before geology
became a science, there were Christian
writers who o far penetrated the signifi-
cance of the creative words of Genesis i,
as to inform us that there is nothing in
that chapter to imply that the creation
of the universe out of noihing took
place, say four thousand years before
Christ. Sts. Augustine, Bagil aud Gre-
gory of Nzzianzum, pointed out that “in
the beginning God created heaven and
earth ” is not put down as the work of
the first of the seven days during which
the earth was prepared for man, Yet
the generality of Caristians undoubtedly
believed that all things were created
during that period, Not until geology
as A ecience was invented did it become

clear that the earth must have exzisted

thousands of years before man existed on
it. This discovery caused more atten-
tion to be directed to the almost pro-
phetic words of the illustrious writers we
bave nsmed, and it was since the de.
velopment of the science of geology thet
other Christian writers have bethought
themselves of methods of reconciling the
words of Soripture with the discoveries
which geology brought to the view of
mankind ; and they have succeeded ad-
mirably,

No one csn say truly that the Seripturl
degma of Creatlon is based upon any ove
of the many theories by which the history
of Crestion is shown to be conslstent with
geological dlscovery, The hletory of
Creation was written, and was under-
stood, at all evente, as far as was needful
for the making of an act of divine faith,
before geology was dreamed of as s
sclence, and before the theories of recon-
clllation, to which we here refer, were
thought of. And yet we are not bound
to accept any elvgle one of these theorles.

The dogma of Transubetantiation stands
in precisely the same relatlon to the
theory of St, Thomas regarding the nature
of sutstance and form. The dogma wae
belleved before the theory was put for-
ward ae an explanstion of it, and it in no
way depends upcn the truth or falsity of
the theory. Yet our correspondent, An-
glican, seems to have set h!s mind entirely
upon makipg the two stand or fall to-
gether, He eays, referrirg to the philes
opby of St. Thomas :

“Now, if It be true, which it is not, how
do you overcome the difficulty that there
must ba some reslduum of the Breadness
In which the matexial accidests of the
bread and wine inhere 9

We answer our frlend by eaylog that
he is altogether too positive in ssserting
an unproved theory himeself, ¢ There
must be some residuum,” And why must
there be? The infalllble word of God
teaches us that the Blessed Eucharlst is
Chriet's Body, not that Chrlst’s body is la
or under or with the bread, aa our friend
Avglican malotalns, The Fathers who
have written at all oa the subj:ct show us
that the Church of Chrlst hes conastantly
interpreted the words literally, and Angll.
can acknowledges that they speak o
clearly that it has certalnly been tha doc.
trine of the Church in all ages that, by
virtue of the words cf Christ, He ls zeally
present there, If these words have any
force whatsoever to show Hls presence,
they show His substantial presence, they
show not that thers are two eubstances,
but that there Is one substance, the body
and the blood of Chrlst : this s My body,
thkls is My blood.

Aro we to accept, In oppesltion to thls
clear teaching of Holy Writ, a fanciful
theory, that where our senses attest that
there are the outward appearances of
bread and of wine, the substances of bread
and wize must necessarily be preseat?
Thls may or may not be 80 whera merely
physical nature is concerned, We think
it 1s so where the Infinite power of God
does not Intervene ; but we cerialnly do
not accept avy fanclful theory which will
limit the power of God to opsrate within
the laws of physical nature. The rising
of the sun and moon are regulated by the
lawe of physical rature, but God ls the
author of those lJaws, and He can certalnly
not only suspend, but reverse them if it
please Him to do so.

We need not polot out here the rever-
sal of the ordinary laws of nature when
the Ieraclites passed through the Red Sea
and the River Jordan, or when at Josue’s
command

“The sun stood still in the midst of

heaven, and hasted mot to go down for
the space of one day.”

We can readlly concelve that the con-
nectlon between & substance and its acel-
dents 1s as completely subject to the will
of theAlm!ghty as are the real and apparent
motions of the sun,

Theorize as we may upon the relatlons
of substance and its accidents, we know
nothing whatsoever upon the subject.
Oar senses do not Inform us of the nature
of substance, but only of its exterior qual.
Ities, It would thcrefore be presump-
tuous for us to deny that a change of
eubstance has teken place when we have
the assurance of God that such has been
the case.

We cannot at present enter upon a
lergthy dlequieltion on the harmony
which existe between the dcgma of Tran.
substantlation and true philosophy, but
such harmony exlsts. Transubstantis-
tlon s above the reach of, but is not
agalost, reason, We shall content our-
selves with saying what must be sald
whenever Almighty God performs a mir-
acle, The fear which our correspondent
expressed In cne of hls letters, that if
Transubstantiation be admitted, all cere
talnty wlil be destroyed, ia groundless,
It does not follow that because Lazarus
was called by our Lord Jesus from the
tomb, that all the dead wlli appear some
day on carth to clalm from present pos-
sessors the property which was once
thelra, Tae prodigy of a substauce exist.
{ng under the forms of a substance totally
different cecurs only in the Eucharist,and
by the operation of Omnuipotence,

In reference to the difficulties which
Anglican raises from two Fathers of the
Church, we will merely add that these
Fathers state their thorough belief in the
Catholic doctrine of Transubstantiaticn,

Consubstantistion, the Lutheran doc:
trine, and that of Auglican, never entered
into their minds, It was not invented
when they wrote. 8t, Oyril does indeed
blame the Jews of Capbarnsum for their
carnal interpretation of Ohrist’'s words,
8s Anglican tells us, but it is quite clesr
that he meaus to tay that their mistake
lay in supposing that Obrist would give
His flosh to be eaten in the ordinary
manner in which men eat flesh, This
would be cannibalism, but Christ, by
giving His Flesh and Blood under the
forms of bread and wine, avoids the canni-
balism which St, Cyril condemns.

As Anglican quotes St, Cyril as if he
were against Transubstantiation, let us
quote some words of St. Cyril, which
will prcve not merely what that illustri-
ous Bishop held, but what was the be.
lief of the whole Church in St Cyril’s
day, St. Cyril states clearly the doc-
trine of Transubstantiation :

* Judge not of the thing by your taste,
but by faith sssure yourself without the

least doubt that you are honored with
the Body and Blood of Christ,”

8o far Anglican agrees with St. Cyri,
that Christ is really present in the Holy
Eucharist, But the next words of the
eaint are totally at variance with Angli.
can’s Consubstantiation theory ;

“This knowing, and of this being
assured, that what appears to be bread
is not bread, though it be taken for bread
by the taste, but the body of Christ ; and
that what appears to be wine is not wine,
though the taste will have it 8o, but the
blood of Ohrist,”

As we have already drawn out this
article to more than usuel length, we
can only add, regardicg our quotation
from St. Gregory of Nyssa, that, notwith-
standing our esteemed correspondent’s
play upon St. Gregory’s words, they can
have no other meaning than that the
bread is changed into the body of Christ,
nor does Anglican attempt to give them
another meaning, The doctrine taught
by St. Cyril and Gregory is simply the
constant and universal doctrine of the
Church,

Anpglican aks also why should the
Eucharlst be called bread, after the
change takes place, Sach a question
might be reasonable in the mouth of a
Low-Churchmsn who does not bslleve In
the real presencas of Christ in the Euchar-
lst, but it secems to us ont of place when
asked by Angllcan, We answer that it is
not repugnant to the usages of language
that, after a miraculous change, the thing
chacged should be called by the name of
the thing from which it 1s changed, Thaus
Aaron’s rod Is called in Holy Scripture, &
rod, after it s changed into a serpent
(Ex, vii, 12): ¢ Apd Aaron’s rod de-
voured thelr rods” So also the water
which Jesus changed into wine at Cana of
Galilee is still called water : * And when
the chief steward had tasted the water
made wine,” (St Johuil,9)

We propose to enter, in a future issue
of the REcorp, into an exposition of the
beautiful explanation of St. Thomas cn
the philosophical aspects of the Catho.
lic doctrine cn the Eucharist,

A TRIUMPH FOR JUSI1ICE.

Notwithstanding the pertinacity with
which the various Siates have hitherto
refueed to recogniza Catholle schools, the
justice of Oatholic claims that they should
be recognized by the law and rccelve
proportionate State aid from the funds
appropriated to education has at last been
acknowledged by the Rogents of New
York State, who have formally granted a
charter to St, John’s Catholic Academy
of Syracuse, which places that institution
on the catalogue of State-alded schools.
The Academies of Cohoes, Binghampton,
Troy and Ogdensburg have applied
to be elmilarly recognized, and, as the
charter was granted to the Academy of
Syracuse by a unanimous vote of the
Regents, it 1s expected that the other Insti-
tutlons named will be also successful in
thelz applications on complying with the
same conditlons,

To the remarkable successes achieved
by the Catholic schools in their competi.
tive examinations with the Public
schools during the past year is largely
due this great victory, for the public
have been forced by facts which cannot
bo denied, to acknowledgs that the
Catholic schools are admirably con.-
ducted, and are equal or even superior
to the best Public schools in the Siate,

The last objection to giving way before
the Catholic demands was that the
schools were in the hands of the Church,
To meet this objection they have been
placed under control of Boards of Trus-
tees,

The unanimous vote of the Board of
Regents proves that the people of some
States, at all events, are becoming more
and more animated by a spirit of justice,
The fanatics of Manitoba who have given
the present victory to injustice might
learn a lesson in toleration from the
example of the New York State Regents,
It is to be hoped that the good example
thus set will bear fruit in Massachusetts,
and especially in Boston, where the
bigots are just now carrying everything
with a high hand,

The German Catholic Congress will be
held this year at Coblents, The military
authorities will illuminate the Castle of

Ehrenbreitatein on the oconsion,

STATE AID TO DENOMINA-
TIONAL SCHOOLS.

A paper read by His Grace Archbishop
Ireland before the National Educational
Associstion which met recemtly at St.
Paul, Minnesots, is well caloulated to
give food for reflection to the people of
the United States on the subject of
religious education, and it bas indeed
attracted considerable attention to the
matter, The paper was entitled “ The
State School and the Parish School. Is
Wnion Between Them [mpossible ?”’

That religion can be inculcated in
conjunction with a secular education,
and that State aid to schools can be
made compatible with the union, is clear
from the system which has held in
Ontario and Quebec for half & century,
and, in spite of the many attacks which
have been made upon it in this Province,
the experiment has been a successful
one. The Separate schools of Ontario
are in a flourishing condition, snd

every euccessive year's report of
the Minister of Education shows
that their condition is improving

rapldly in every respect, aud this Is at-
tained without the lesst injustice done to
Protestant ratepayers, Yet Cathollcs and
Protestants alike aro enabled to glve to
their children just as much or as little re.
liglous lnstruction as accords with their
religlous convictlons. It ls such a eystem
as we have in Oatarlo that Archbishop
Irelaud sdvocates for the United S:ates ae
admirably sdapted for any mixed com.
munity,

Oze of the objections moet frequently
saleed by the opponents of Catholle
gchools here s that the dual eystem is
necessazily more costly than & single
school eystem. At fizst sight this might
appear to be a very reasonable objection,
but when examlned carefully it will be
found to be & mere sophizm, though it is
conetantly made to do duty whether the
question regard the schools of Oatarlo or
those of Maaitoba and the North-Weet,

Oar firet answer to this is that the
question of a few dollars of expense in
each echool gection is not worth con.
sidering in comparison with the import-
ance of giving a truly religious education,
This is admitted by Protestants equally
with Catholics. Nearly every Protestant
dencmination has prcnounced upon it
in its Assemblies, Synods and Confer-
ences both in Canada and in the United
States, and the last Goneral Assembly
of the Presbyterian Church of Oanada,
even while coneidering the question of
agitating for the abolition of Catholic
schools, declared itself in favor of religious
teaching. In fact, if such teaching were
not beneficial, why would these bodies
take £0 much pains to establish and sup.
port denominational colleges, which are
numerous both here and in the United
States? But the importance in which
Catholics hold religious education may
be estimated from the single fact that
in the United States, besides supporting
the Common schools, to which they are
obliged by law to pay their taxes, they
support Catholic schools in every city
and town of any importance, at a cost of
over fifteen million dollars,

To this we may add that it is notorious
that the Catholic schools are conducted
at much less expense per pupil than
the Public echools, In 1887 the Separate
schools of Oatario expended $12 52 for
every pupil, while the Public schools
cost $1547 per pupil, taking in both
cases the average attendance, Yet at
the same time the efficiency of the
Separate schools was not impaired, for
while the percentage of average to total
attendance at the Separate schools was
fifty.five, at the Public schocls it was
below fifty,

We maintain, therefore, that the treat-
ment of Oatholics in the United States
is & gross injustice—an injustice which
those who are agitating for the abolition
of Separate schools in Ontario wish to
repeat in this Province,

Archblshop Ireland, in the paper which
he read bofore the Eiucatlonal Assocla.
tlon, sald :

I declare most unbounded loyalty to
the Constitution of my country. 1 desire
no favors, I clalm no rights that are not
lv coneonance with the letter and eplelt of
the Constitation, The rights which it
allows, I do claim, and In dolug so I am
the truer and more loyal American,”

Ho malntalns that it {s the duty as well
a3 the right of the State to Inslst that
every child shall be educated, bnt the
primary duty of educating the child be.
longs to the parent, Itis, therefore, ouly
when the parent does not, or cannot, fulfil
his obligation that the State should inter-
vene to compel the parent to tend the
child to some echool,

Agalrst the secular education imparted
in the Puablic schools, the Archblshop has
not & word to say ; on the contrary, he de-
clares it be ¢ the pride and the glory of the
State,” but he holds it to be a grievance
that the Publlc schools completely elimin-
ate religlous teachlng from thelr curric.
ulam, The result of this, he says, must
ba the *ellmination of religlon from the
mindsand hearts of the youth of the coun-
try.” He declaresthat he speaks for the
welfare of Pzotestants as well as Catholles
when he claime that State echools should
be religlous, and he calls upon Protestants
40 joln 1n the demand that they shoald be

made so. The remedy which he proposes
is that the religion of the msjority in any
locality shall be taught after the minority
of the children are dismissed, or that State
ald be given to all schaols in proportion
to the amount of secular instruction im-
parted thereln,

The fact that the Archbishop’s paper
was listened to with great attention and
respect seems to us to imply that the
people of the United States are becom-
ing at last more willing to look with
favor upon the Catholic demand that
the parish Catholic schools be made a
part of the State school system,

There sre, in fact, already in many
clties of the State of New York and in
some of the other States where thls is
already the case, and the compromise is
found to give general satisfaction, The
Protestants are in those localities pleased
to find that they can educsate their own
cbildren in their own way without inflict-
g an injustice on their Catholic fellow-
cltizens, and the Catholles are eati:fied
because an Injastice under which they
bave long labored has been voluntarlly
removed by thelr Protestant nelghbors,
The result is that peace and good-will
have been restorcd where there was form.
erly that dlscord which must be expected
where & part of the community {s sub-
jected to grave injustice,

PRAYERS FOR THE DEAD.

A receut issue of the Now York Hebrew
Standard gives, an interesting account of
a prayer named the Kaddish which s
ordered to bs recited in the synsgogue
by chlliren on the death of their parents
every day io the morning and evening
during the year which follows thelr desth,
and elso on the annivereary of the death.
Tbis prayer hss been preserved by the
Jews from generation to generatlon, and
it 13 the Jewlsh tradition that it has
peculiar power with Almighty God,

The ftandard even eays that 1t was
taught by angels to men, aud it glves the
followlng beautiful ergument in favor of
prayer for the dead, &cd especially of this
beaatiful and poetical compozition :

“Coming from the mouth of the
orphacs, it bursts the graves and tells the
dead parents tbat thelr children revere
thelr memory ; then it steps medlatingly
before the throne of God and implores
for the eternal peace of the decessed, for
mercy aud grace, Truly If there is a
chord strong and indissoluble enough to
chain beaven and earth together, it is this
prayer. It binds the lving together and
forma the bridge into the mysterlous
realm of death. It might almost be sald
that this prayer is the watchman and
guerdian of the people, who alone recite
it ; within it alone is found the guarantec
of its perpctulty, Can a people perish
and crumble Into dust as long as a child
thinks of his parents? What storms,
corruption and mortification would
have to be preceded, what forces would
have to be to gnaw and thake the tree of
a natlon that roots in the rock of the
family ?

“ It might sound queer, In the midst
of the intoxication of the wildest dis-
eipation, this prayer of remembrance
has roused many a dissolute soul, that
it recovered itself, and for a time at
least roused itself supported by the
thoughts of the deceased parents, Such
a soul is filled with terror, when looking
back ugon the road it bhad travelled
and makes a comparison with the path
it bad trod, were the eye of father or
mother still lustrous with guidance,”

Protestantism, in rejecting prayers
for the dead as useless and superstitious,
has not only destroyed the link which
connects the living children with their
departed parents, but it also repudiates
a doctrine which was certainly held by
the Jewish Church, long before the
days of Corist, and there can be no
reasonable doubt that our Lord Himself
frequently repeated this very prayer
after the death of St, Joseph, in accord.
ance with the proscribed ritual of that
Church, a ritual which has been pre.
served even to the present day,

The books of theMacoabees are rejected
by Protestants as not forming part of the
canon of Scripture, but they were
accepted as sacred books by the Jews of
Alexandria, and they are largely quoted
by Flavius Josephus in his history of the
Jewish people, Even if they were not
to be regarded as divinely inspired, they
must be accepted as an authentlc history
of that people. When they attest that it
was the custom of the Jaws to offor up
prayers and sacrifices for the dead, thls
statement mast be accepted as correct,
It is to be found In the twelfth chapter of
the second book that durlng a battle of
the Jews wlth Gorgias, the Giver.
nor of Idumes, & few of the
Jewa were olaln, and that when
Judas Maccabeus came on the follow-
Ing day to remove the bodles of those
that were slaln and to bary them with
thelr klosmen In the sepulchres of thelr
fathers, they found under the coats of the
slaln some of the donaries of the idols of
Jamuis which the law forblddeth to the
Jews, 8o that all saw that for this cause
they were elain. Then they all blessed
the just jadgment of God who had dls.
covered the things that were hidden,

The sacted writer continues ;

“Aud 8o betaking thems
they besought Hm:z that th‘:al:le; ?h})c,l:}l,:e:;
been committed might bo forgotten, But
the most vallant Judas (Maceabens) ex.
horted the people to keep tHmeelves from
sin, forssmuch as they saw before their
eye: what had happened becauss of the

oins of those that wers elaln,”

=
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He next gathered mone
people, and sent twelve thous
of sllver to the temple at Je
sacrifice might be offared fo;
the dead. The lnspired writ
he did this “thinking ‘well ar
concernlng the resurrection ;
not hoped that they that wer
rise agaln, it would have s
fuous and valn to pray for t

In the last verse of the
added : “It 1s therefore a hol
some thought to pray for ti
they may be loosed from the!

It was evidently the pra
Jews to pray and ofler eacri
dead, for the High Pries
presume to introduce ¢
unheard-of religious rite
religion, ond indeed
of holy seripture also
practice to have existed,
Ki, iii we learn that after |
Abner, David said to the
were with him, “rend your g
gird yourselves with sack
mourn before the funeral
(v.31) A fast, which 1s one
of prayer usual with the Jew
fore instituted for Abner,
action was difterent when b
sick. lle then fasted durip
illnese, hoping that God wo
recovery, but on the death
he ceased to fast, knowing
infant it was unnecessary t
death for the remizsion of its
xii, 16, 23 )

Thece conslderations lead t
standlng of the words of ou
Matthew's goepel, xil, 32: ¢
ever shall epeak a word egain
Man {t ¢hall be forglven him
shall epeak agafnst the Holy (
not be forgiven him neither
nor In the world to come,”
dently a reference with op
the practlce of praylng for
the remieslon of thele sins,
ants, in rejecting it as supers
not only rejected a doetrl
plalnly inculeated In Holy W
elso done vlolence to that sacr
of the heart and effections
the liviog with the dead, t!
with thelr parents, relatives
who have deparied this life,
Communlon of Salnts which
in the Apostles’ Crecd as th
scteristic of the Church of Q

The dectrice of prayers fo
essentlally Interwovea wiik
dcetrines of the Church wh
rejected by Protestants, nan
tory, and the distinction bet
and venial sin, Prayer for
recommended, becauce our p
them and shorten their term
Thue it 1s establisked that tl

* gatory where ‘“‘some souls

time before they enter Into
follows aleo that there are
which do not condemn the
lssting prnlshment, for thot
mortal sin could not be rel
prayers which we might offur
The Jewish practice of
the dead is further show
practice of recording a prs
dead upon the monument
placed over the graves of
These prayers are to be seer
in any of their cemeteries.

OUR CEMETER
Since the close of the late
America Dacoration Day ha
institution in the United
general Loliday is proclaime
turn out in their thousands
the cemeteriee, preceded b
goc'eties in grand regalia
bands, At the tombs of |
perished on the battle-fie
are made, patriotic oration
and all the graves are d
flowers and wreaths of
This much-to-be-praised ot
corating the graves has ep
Province and of late a day
in each year for the purpos
in last Friday’s issue of the .

“That in Oshawa a half
prociaimed, and generally
the citizens with the deey
Several eocieties, with
banners, marched to the
flowers of the choicest kind
mto wreatha and bouqguats,
on the graves of friends
outside of the societies, e
Union and St. George’s cen
carried out successfully,
offered and appropriate |
sung at intervals.”

Now when all this cerem
sible with Protestants, wh
lieve in praying for the des
more Aappropriately wo
obeservances be held in Ca
teries, where there would }
gignification in the prayera
where hymns, almost as ¥
age as the Church itsel
chanted in memory of the
suppliant suftrage for the
parted friends? In the m
oring the remains of her trc
dren the Catholic Church
to learn from heresy.
has, from time out of mir
for honoring the gravesand |
dead, ocours on the 2nd N
is termed in Church nom




