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T CrercY RESERVES.”—At a dinner lately given
at Perth to the Hoa. M. Cameron, that gentleman
' made the following semi-official announcement of the
intentions of the Ministry, of which he is 2 member:

« A Rill would be read the first day after the meet-
ine of Parliament, for placing the Clergy Reserves in
the general revenues of the Pr:ovgnce. A measnre
would then be passed for reclifying an error in the
Franchise Bill of last Session, and the House would
be dissolved. In August, or September, there would
be a General Election, when the people would be ap-

esaled to on the Ministerial measure forthe ¢ Seculari-.

cation of the Reserves,” upon the success of which
the p:’esent ministry had staked its political exist-
ence.

Tt will be left then for the people of Canada, at
the next General Election, to decide upon this most
jmportact question. B_!," Elmt decision, either a great
principle—-viz.,—that itis the duty, as well as the
right, of every gov:'ernmenr, 19 set apart, of its reve-
nues, for the service of Almighty God—will be af-
firmed ; or a great wrong done. The issue raised is
not, whether the revenues so set apart by the law as
it now stands, are distributed in the best manner pos-
sible; whether this denomination receives more, or
that, less, than its due share of the proceeds ; but
whether any State endowment, to any denomination,"
shall be made for religious purposes. Coming be- |
fore them in this latter shape, we know how Catho-
lies should treat 2 proposition to secularise religious
endowments ; and whatever may be the fate of the
Clerey Reserves, we trust that ¢ secularisation,” if
come it must, will not he allowed to pass without the
strenuous opposition of the Cathalies of Capada.—
God forbid that, for the sake of upholding any Mi-
pistry, they should be guilty of a dereliction of prin-
ciple. God forbid that, at the next election, Catho-
lics should be seen applyingto Protestants a rule
which they would not have applied to themselves.—
Let not Catholics be the first to raise sacrilegious
lands against religious endowments ; they will yet
need all their strength, all their eneray and vigilance,
to preserve their own from the insatiable maw of
«prawling Pharisces,” and infide] democrats,

o

¢ A ProTEsTANT'S APPEAL To THRE Douavy Bisne.”

There is nothing easier than so 1o misquote, an
asthor—or by means of garbled extracts, and pas-
sages violently divqrced from their context, so to mis-
represent his meaning—as to make him preach any
doctrine one ltkes.  And il the anthor be tolerably
voluminous, and if he who quotes, be but careful ne-
ver to indicate where the passage quoted may be
found, or to give any references, whereby it may be
gompared with the original, and verified, it is not
easy Lo expose the disingenuous artifice.  And thus
itis with the work of Mr. Jenkins. Tt deals largely
in quotations from the early TFathers, and modern
Catholic controversialist writers 5 but ravely does it
refer one to the place where the passage quoted oc-
curs. In this we are more inelined Lo laud our author’s
prudence, than bis candor ; unless indeed, as we are
sometimes led to suspect. his quotations have been
taken up second, and third, hand, from the anti-
Popery eflusions of bis predecessors; thus enabling
Mr. Jenkins to acquive, at a very cheap rate, credit
for the possession of an extensive and profound ac-
quaintance witli the tomes of’ a St. Augustine, a St.
Chrysostom, or the learned Bellarmine—~writers who
are oftener quoted, than studied, by the occupiers of
Dratestaut pulpits.

Of the manner in which these writers fare at the
fands of our authar, we will give a specimen j from
which the reader may judge what reliance shonld be
tlced on Protestant quotations; and how far they
give a fair and complete exposition of the quoted
witer'’s meaning. I we give but one, it is because
space, anid not matter, is wanting.

Althaugh, properly speaking, no artiele of the Ca-
tholic’s Creed ean be said to rest upon any text of
Seripture—but solely on the testimony of the Chureh,
the ground and pillar of truth, and who alone can
terily as to the authoritative value, or meaning, of
the Sacred Seriptures-—still it is not uncommon for
Catholic writers to show the harmony betwixt the
ieaching of the Churen, and the writings which she
athenticates.  With this view, Dr. Milner, in his
“End of Controversy,” cites several passages of the
New Testament, in which the existence of a Purga-
tory, ov state afler death in which the penalty of
Snmay be remitted, is clearly alluded to.  Amongst
oher passages, Dr. Milner cites the well kndwn one
f{om St. Matthew, where our Lord speaks of the
nagainst the Holy Ghost, as of “asin that shall
not be forgiven, either in this world, or in the next.”
=4ii., 32,

Now, from this passage, as it stands, no one pre-
teuds that, uceording to the rules of logic, any con-
thsion can be drawn, that some sins—neoad peram
—my be remitted in the world to come. It requires
e addition of anofher term—viz.,—that our Lord
wser spoke one vain, or idle word ; when the argu-
ent of the Cathotic would stand as follows:—

Our Lord never spoke one vain, or idle word.

But it wonld have been 2 vain and idle thing for
‘ ouer-‘d to have said that one particular sin would

;‘;&l‘)e.iorgivgn, either jn this world, or in the next,
_/osins could be rewmitted—at least quoad penam

=i the next,

Cherefore, logteally concludes the Catholics—
:um the union of these two pre'mises, thongh aot

W the first alone—that some sins— quoad penam
~inay be remitted in a fature state of existence.

U this sense, Bellarmine, when treating of this

[;“‘Z'ge from St. Matthew —De Purgatorio, I. 1,

*t—admits ;}—

B . .- . .
imu:\:" equi secundum regudas dinlecticorum, id quod infer-
soverbis Donrini, sed tamen sequi secundum ragulam

LT : : . ¢ A
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Mgy 53’ quse alioqul faceremus Dominum tneptissime lo-

The meaning which we put. upon our Lord’s words

dinlectics, but of prudence ; for, otherwise, we should
impate to our Lord vain and idle words, in saying
that this particular sin would not be remitted, if no
sin whatever could be remitted, in the life to come.
Thus we see that, although admitting that the Catho-
lic’s interpretation of this disputed passage, does not
flow from the strict rules of dialectics, Bellarmine
stoutly contends for that interpretation, as the neces-
sary consequence of recognising in our Lord a wise
and prudent teacher, Who never spoke, one vain, or
idle word, Now, let us see how Mr. Jenkins, with
true Protestant honesty, treats Bellarmine.

He represents him as abandoning the argument in
favor of Purgatory, drawn from our Lord’s words,
altogether, as perfectly untenable :—

¢ Cardinal Bellarmine was candid enongh to allow
that the inference does not follow from the premises,
and therefore that any reasoning upon the passage for
{his purpose, is altogether illogical.”—p. 373.

And then he quotes— Non sequi secendum re-
gulas dialecticorum”—taking care however not to
add the conclusion of the sentence—¢ sed tamen se-
qut seeundum regulom prudentie.” And this is
the way in which Catholic writers ave almost invaria-
bly served when they have the misfortune to fall into
the hands of Protestant commentators! Upon the
same principle, the Psalmist may be cited as authority
that—* Tler= is no God.”

‘We have been thus particular in pointing out Mry.
Jenleins® dishonesty, or ignorance, we know not whicl,
in this instance, as a proof how litle reliance can be
placed upon his veracity in other instances, when he
quotes from other Catliolic controversial writings;
which lilke Ballarmine’s, are not within the reach of
the great mass of lis readers; and who are there-
fore too apt to place implicit confidence in the integ-
rity of the quater. Of such confidence, Mr. Jen-
kins is, as we have shown, altogether unworthy.—
Either he is grossly ignorant of the works of the
writers whom he quotes ; orif acquainted with them,
lie wil{ully misrepresents their meaning. In either
case he is utterly unworthy of credit. We will now
proceed to notice his arguments against the Catholic
doctrine of Purgatory, based upon certain passages
[rom the writings of the early Trathers, in which our
author pretends to find, that doctrine disavowed, or,
at all events, such discrepancies with other passages
in which the doctrine is apparently asserted, that
they * at once convict the Tathers of the Chureh, of
inconsistency with each other and themselves, and
therefore of being unworthy witnesses in support of
Roman Catholic pretensions.”—p. 398.

The manner in which our author accomplishes his
purpase is very simple 3 and will be casily understood
by the following explanation. The Fathers, when
treating of the condition of tlie souls of the departed,
speak, sometimes of theiv fulure, sometimes of their
Sinal, state. When speaking of the latter, or firnul
state, the state in which all shall be after the last
jndgment, they clearly recognise only zueo states, and
deny any third, or intermediate state, betwixtl heaven
and hell.  But, although the final, must ol course
be a future, it does not follow that a futuwro, is al-
ways the final, state of the departed; and hence,
when the Fathers are speaking only of a future, as
distinguished from the finel, they clearly recognise
a third, or intermediate state, in which the souls of
the departed, though sure of their ultimate salvation,
suffer severely for-a season; and in which they may
be assisted Dby the prayers of the living, by theiv
good works and alms decds, and above all by the

by simply applying what St. Augustine, or any one
of the other {"athers, says of the finaf state in par-
ticular, to a fueture stale in general—as il the 1wo
terms were synonimous—it is very easy fo find in
bis writings a denial of a third or intermediate state ;
and to convict the Father, thus barbarously treated,
of gross inconsistency with himself and his cotempo-
raries, when he and they speak of a future state,not
final, and intermediate betwixt heaven and hell.—
“\We will give an instance of oyr meaning.

In the 21st book of the City of God, c. 23, St.
Augustine thus speaks of the final state of the
departed: of course, as final, le recognises only
twa states, heaven and hell :—

4 8i in regni Dei possessione nunguamn erunt, aterne sup-
plicio tencbunturm ; quonia non est lacus medius, ubi non sit
tn supplicio, qui illo non tuerit constitutus in regno.”?

And so in many other passages; always when
speaking of the finnal state of the departed, St. Au-
gusline denies any third, or intermediate state, be-
twixt heaven and hell ; as does the Catholic Church
at the present day. But theugh the final is_future, it
does not follow thata futwure is always the final; and
thus in other passages, without rendering himself
obnoxious to the charge of inconsistency—which in
his ignorance Mr. Jenkins brings against him—St.
Augustine, when speaking of a future, though not
necessarily of the final, state of the departed, uses
very dilferent language :—

As, for instance, when comwmenting on the words
of the thirly seventh psalm, second verse :—

« Rebuke me not O Lord in Thy indignation, nor
chastise mo in Thy wrath.” .

Here St. Augustine recognises very distinetly a
future state, which is not however necessavily Sfinal,
for he says:— :

« Fatorum est enim ut quidam in ira Dei emen-
dentur, el in indignatione wrguantar.  Et forte. non
omnes qui argunntur, emendabuntor ; sed tamen fu-
rari sent in emendatione quidam salvi. - Fotorum est
quidern, quix emendatio nominata est; sic lamen
quasi per ignem. Futuri 20tem quidam qoi arguen-
tur, et non emendabuntur,”— Enarrat. in Psalm. 37.

As the whole passage is conclusive as to the belief
of St. Augustine in the doctrine of a Purgatory, we
will continue the quotation. .

« 7May I not be amongst those to w.hom.:l shall be
said—¢ Depart into everlasting fire which is prepared

Sy n oL
s Bdlmmme-——does not How (rom the rules of

for the Devil and his angels; ueither do Thou chas-

Holy and Tremendous Sacrifice of the Mass. Now |

tise me in Thy wrath.?
and make me like him, t
thal purging fire, in reserve for those wha shall ba
saved, yetsu as by fire. Wherelore—but because,
upon the foundation, they have built wood, hay, stub-
ble? lal they built gold, silver, precious stoues,
from either fite they would have been secure ; not
only from that efernal fire, which shall torment the im-
prous tuall elernily, bul from (hat, as well, which purges
those who shall be saved by fire.
shall be saved, yet so as by fire,’—1 Cor. iii. 15. And
because it is safi—¢ he shull be saved’—the fire is de-
spised ; though it is certain that, though Le shall be
saved by fire, that fire Is more grievous than anything
that man can sufler ia this life.”>— Enarr., Ps. 31.

From this passage it is clear that, in the days of St.
A_mgusline—long ere it may be said that the corrup-
tions of the Church of Rome had commenced—the
doctrine of a future Purgatory,and future Purgato-
rial punishments, fram which, however, there was
redemption, was taught and insisted upon in the
Catholic Church ; whilst at the same time, and by
the same Church teachers, the doctrine that the fincl
state of the departed, was twofold, and irreversible,
was equully strongly insisted upon. The same doc-
trines are taught by the Romish Church at the pre-
sent day; and as the one is perfectly compatible
witl the other, we need not tax the Fathers with in-
consistency, because they also held, and taught both.

By bearing in mind this distinction betwixt a fu-
ture, and the final, state of all men after this lite,
we can easily reconcile those passagesin which St.
Augustin speaks of Purgatory, and Purgatorial pun-
ishments redeemable by the prayers, alms-deeds, and
sacrifices of the living, with the following extract
given by DMr. Jenkins i—

“We read of heaven and hell ; but the third place

we are utterly ignorunt of ; yea we tind it not in Serip-
ture.??
This passage oceurs in the fifth book of the Hy-
pomnesticon, usually attributed to St. Augustine,
though its authorship is doubtful, and has been the
subject of much controversy. "L'he writer is arguing
against the error of the Pelagians, who aflirmed that
unbaptised children were the heirs of eternal life ; an
error which the author of the Ilypomnesticon meets
with the assertion that, in Seripture, we read but of
two fiuul, or cteraal, states, for man after this life
—heaven and hell.  And that he speaks of the final
state only, or of the state subsequent to the last judg-
ment, is evident from the context, and the wards im-
mediately following the pussage cited by Me. Jen-
kius, in which the Pelagians are ealled upon, if they
can, to tell in what place are the souls of children,
departed from this hfe without the Sucrament of
Baptism:—

¢ Iicce mon baptizatus, vitali etiam cibo poculoque
privatns, dividir a regoo e@lorum, ubi fous viven-
tium permanet Chistus.” Da mihi, preter hune loenm,
ubi vite possit requies esse perensis.’”  Then comes
the passage cited by Mr Jeukins; after which we
read—#¢ Lr dextern ipitne justi sunt constiinti, 3 in si-
nistra, eperarii iniquitalis 5 in regno requies baptiza-
tarurn, iy Gebenna pena ineredniorom. .
Qut baplizalus e1go rion est, in iis gqua sunt regni crelo-
rim non potest reperiri; et si non ibi, qoia vere non
ibi, puiasune, Pelugiane, jaum seutis ubi ? ant certe dic
ubi*?

From this, and the rest of the passage, which is
too long to transcribe, it is clear that the author of
the Hypomnesticen was treating of the final state
of all, after the day of judgment; and not of a jfu-
ture state, betwixt that day, and the day of the in-
dividual’s departure from this life. Iivea admitting
St. Augustine to be author of the work in dispute,
whicl is very probable, the passage quoted is in per-
fect harmony with other passages in which he asserts
an intermediate slate betwixt heaven and hell, before
Uthe day of judzment ; a future, thongh nat necessarily
i the finel and eternal, state. My Jenkins is unfor-
[ tunate in his selections from the Fathers; the one
;just quoted, though it does not contradict Purgatory,
jasserts in the strongest and plainest language the
doctrine of Baptismal Regeneration, and the neces-
sity of Infant Baptism ; dJoctrines which Trotestants
for the most part reject, as rags of Popery, and mod-
ern Romish innovations. Tor the unbaptised, there
is no Purzatory, or intermediate state, betwixt heaven
and hell, according to the author of the Hypomaes-
ticon; and the Catholic Church teaches that Pur-
gatory is for those only who die in a state of Grace,
and who therefore have been baptised. \Where then is
the discrepancy betwist her teaching, and the lan-
guage of the author of the Hypomnesticon?

But St. Augustine sometimes speaks of this inter-
mediate state, as of something Lthat inay be enquired
into ; therefore he did not hold, as an article of faith,
that there was sucl: an intermediate state.  Here too
we may admit the premises, without adopting the con-
clusion. For St. Augustine doubted, not of the fact
that there was a Purgatory, but only of the nature of
that Purgatory, and of the punishinents therein in-
flicted ; and whether the souls therein confined were
subject to corporeal affections.  On these points St.
Augustine pronounced no opinion, because the Church
has received no revelation thereon ; consequently at
the present day, whilst the Church teaches that there
is a Purgatory, wherein that Purgatory consists,
what its duratien, on the nature of its inflictions, are
points upon which she preserves a prudent silence, as
upon wmatters which the ingenuity of man may in-
quire into, but upon which he will never be able to
arrive ak any certain decision. In common with all
the Western Fathers, St. Augustine had, as we have
shown, a strong opinion that the punishment of Pur-
gatory was by fire; but he never presumed to pro-
pound that opinion as an article of faith ; learing it,
as the Chwrch does at the present day, 2 malter of
opinion, which, if no one can positively affirm, it would
be exceedingly presumptuous tor any one to deny.

¢ Could St. Jerome be 2 believer in the doctrine of
Pargatory, while he penned the following consolatory
words to Marcella on the death of Lea. ¢ Instead of

But so parge me in this life;

o whom there is no need of

It 1ssaid, ¢ he himself

her short trouble, she is alteady
sternal blessedness !’ ?—p. 379, :

Certainly e might; for it is not the doctrine of
the Church that a2 must suffer in Purgatory. -Mar-
‘l‘yr;, fxnd. they ,:vlm in this life have suffered the

sitort trouble”’ alluded 10 by St. Jerome, pass
from this mortal state to the « enjoyment of eternal
blessedness.”

¢ Chrysostom, in his second homily on Lazarus

says— When we shall be departed out of this life,
there is no room lor repentance ; nor will it be in our
power 1o wash out any spots we have coutractud, or o
purge away any one of the evils we have commilled. ' —
p- 397. Therefore, conelndes Mr, Jeukins, St. Chry-
sostom did not believe in Purgatery.,??
_ Here again we have to complain of Mr. Jenkins’
ru’npu(.lent falsification of the text of the author quoted.
The passage marked in Ttalies is not to be found in
St. Chrysostom, whase words literally translated
are ;—

 But when once we shall have departed hence,
there is to us no place 10 repent, or wash away crimes
committed.”

Which is the very doctrine of the Catholic Chureh
at the present day. After death, there is no place
for repentance 5 neither can he, who in this life has
neglected to wash away his crimes, committed after
Baptism, in the Sacrament of Penance, wash them
out in Purgatory. Betwixt St. Chrysostom, and the
Couneil of "L’rent, there is no discrepancy whatever.
Again, Mr. Jenkins is unfortunate ; even bis falsiti-
cation of St. Chrysostom, even his impudent trick of
putting words into the Saint’s mouth, which he never
uttered, will not serve his turn.

But both St. Cyprian, and St. Clirysostom condemn.
immoderate griel for the dead in Clirist ; for whony
we should rejoice, as called to a place of rest and
shelter from the storms of life, Yes; but it does not
follow that, because cailled to that calm laven,
all so called have already entered therein ; though,
that ultimately such shall be their lot, is certain. And
if St. Cliysostom discourages inordinate grief for the
departed, it is because the teavs, and mourning of the
living help them not. ¢« Weep for them,” says St.
Chrysostom—Hom. in Jomnnene, 51, al. 52—« hyt
moderately, modestly, and with the fear of God—
But weeping the departed is not enough, he adils
within a few lines; for the (ears of the living
profit not the dead. ¢ Rather”—suys St Chry-
sostom—*“ are those things to be perfoymed which
can profit the departed—such ax alins-siving, and
the oblations—eleemosanns kai prosphoras™  And
again, in his 41st Homily on I. Cor., the same
advice against immoderate, and useless tears is given.
“ Lt us have resonrce, not to tears hulilo prayers jsup-
plications, ahns-giving, and the oblations.  or, not
in vain, nor rashly, do we make commemoration, in
the Divine Mysteries, of the departed ; approaching,
and invoking for them the Lamb set forth to take
away the sins of the world; but (hat they (the de-
parted) may thereby receive consolation, pirainic-
thic.”  And he adds—¢"I'hese things are doue by
appointment of the Ioly Ghost.”

We have now passed in review those passages
from the Tathers, on which our author bases his ’ro-
test against the doctrine of the Catholic Church,
that there is a Purgatory—or state after deatl inter-
mediate betwixt heaven and hell—in which the souls
of the faithful departed may be assisted—or “ re-
ceive consolation,” as St. Clrysastom lus it—"by the
prayers, almsdeeds, and good works of the living ;
but, above all, by the Holy and Tremendous Sacri-
tice of the Mass. We have been compelled 1o do
so al some length 5 and our only exevse for our pro-
lixity is—that ¢ven a Jeakins ean start more objee-
tions, and ask more questions, in an hour, than either
a St. Augustine, or a St. Chrysostom, could solve, or
answer in a year.
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The Almoner of the Ivish poor begs gratefully to
acknowledge the handsome sum of £50 2s Gi., pro-
sented by the ¢ Young Men's St. Patrick’s Associa-
tion,” for the orphans of the St. Patrick’s Asylunn,
being the net proceeds of their Annual Soiree.

We have been requested to mention that the hours
of attendance of the medical stall’ at St. Patrick’s
Hospital, are from 9, a.m., to 10 a.m.

We are bappy to learn from the C'atholic Rir-
ror that the majority of the intelligent and honorable
minded Non-Catholics of Baltimore, are by no
means in favor of the petition, set on foot by some ol
their Protestant brethren, praying for legislative ac-
tion against the Couvents. The Mirror adds that
such a petition would not be received by the Mary-
land Legislature, with any degrae of respect.

The Cincinnati Grand Jury have refused to find a
Bill against the Police, who, by their courage, saved
the life of Mgr. Bedini from a savage band of Pro-
testant cut-throats.

ST. Patnick’s SociETv.—At the fast meeting of the
St, Patrick’s Society, the large sum of £30 was paid
into the funds, besides £12 10s, subsoribed and paid,
as a gifl 1o the Ladies Benevolent Society, in connec-
tion with the Catholic Church. Thirty new members
were enrpolled ; the Society decided upon. procuring
a new silk banner—#The Sun Burst.”” The Society
is now in a most prosperous. condition, It numbers
over 500 members, and expects an addition of 200 be-
fore St. Patrick’s Day. On that day there will be a
splendid turn out.. It is yet yndecided whether the
evening will be celebrated by a dinaer.or a grand St..
Patrick”s Ball.—Kingsion Herald..

Acknowledgments in our next j'also book notices.

Married.
In this city, on the 20th inst., at the French Cathedral, by
the-Rev. Mr. Connclly, Mr. John Auderson Burn, to Miss,
F Mary Henry, both of this city, .




