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NOTICES TO CORRESPONDENTS.

We must beg our friends to write the names of
persons and places as distinctly us possible.
This will sare much annoyance.

Communications received later than IWednesday
morning must stand over till our next issue.

We cannot undertake to return n;'e' manu-
seript ;

Back numders will be sent only on application.

* . *Subscriers are especially requested to make
complaint at once to the office of any irregu-
larity in mailing or delivery of their papers.

 VISIT A.J. PELL’S
" GALLERY OF ART,
345 NOTRE DAME STREET,

In rear of Post Office,
MONTREAL.

@hurch  Observer.

—*THIS PROTESTANT KINGDOM.” A

—Bill of Rights, 1688,
MONTREAL, 2250 OCTOBER, 1868. .

SARUM RULE.

An article which appeared in a recent
number of the Chureh Observer on SBarum
use, has proved, it seems, distasteful to the
Incumbent of Holy Trinity, Brome Weoods,
“where”—to quote the exact words of the
Church Advocate, and the correct description
as supplied by himself, of what occurred at
a recent important service in that church~
“the altar was vested in white according to
Sarum rule.” We are not surprised that we
have failed to please men whose tastes mani-

fest themselves in the introductien of such |

novelties into the simple and beautiful ser-
vices prescribed in our prayer book for the
Reformed Protestant Church of England.
We print the Rev. Incumbent’s letter i
another column, and shall here deal with its
arguments and objections seriatim

Mr. Fyles starts with an objection to the

name “ritualist.” The prayer book names |

and prescribes rites; every priest of
church is, of necessity, a ritualist, &c.

Fyles is well aware that this is a mere cavil- | ¢

‘mien of his own party. We
table a pamphlet forward-
_entitled “ Ritu

the author con-

Mot I T
devout and ning
&c., of the “ritualists,” with “the efforts of

! to lower the dignity of the
» We do not object to the term
I, 'even though it be applied in
conte believe the prayer bouk,

o _ with its included articles, to be thoroughly
’ v rﬁ' Evangelical ; and, with all its other articles,
" we heartily and unreservedly accept the

twentieth Article, which says: “The church
hath power to decree rites and ceremonies,”
but adds thereto the all-important qualifica-
tion, “it is not lawful for the church to or-
dain anything that is contrary to God’s
written word.”

Quoting from memory, we spoke of the
ugltar” of the church at Brome Woods being
“yested according to Sarum use;’’ we shall
discuss the question in the exact terms sup-
plied by Mr. Fyles immediately. Meanwhile
we note, in passing, his very becoming and
gentlemanly comment, that Dy this form of
reference our remarks were ‘founded on false-
hood.” Having thus acquitted himself as a
clergyman and a geutleman, he then pro-
ceeds to make this disingenuous—or, if we
were to follow the example he sets us, we
shouldgsay “false”’—quotation from our ar-
ticle: “It has been said by a recent writer,
« % % * withall its imperfections, the
Enghsh prayer book is a noble work.”
Taken in its context, no reader could pos-
sibly believe that this was the point we re-
ferred to. We then said :—

“ We cannot believe that the plain, honest
sense of Protestant, and, above all, Chrigtian
England, is t> be deceived and betrayed by the
substitution of superstitious rites, gaudy dress-
es and elaborate church ceremonial for the
beautiful, becoming simplicity of the reformed
worship as set fortlf in our prayer 'book. ‘ ‘It
has been well said \by a recent writer :—So
long as the service pf God is a reasonable of-
fering, it will be hard to persuade the great
body of English Protestants that return to the
rites and notions embodied in the Sarum Mis-
sal is desirable. ¢ mnation,has progressed
80 far within the last eight hurldred years that
it can never go back to medi@val opinions
either in politics or religiony ahd an ecclesias-
tical machinery, minute as the Lgvmcal one,
will not be sanctioned by men trained to think
in the school of St. Paul's writing. Wlth.all
its imperfections, the English prayer pook‘ is »
nobie work beside every old Latin missal.'’

Our own remarks spoke solely of “the
beautiful, becoming simplicity of the ref
worship as set forth in our prayer boo (9 £
quotation shewed how marvellous was the
contrast it presented, in the estimation of
others, to the Sarum or any other Romish
missal. We should not be surprised at some
designing Jesuit attempting so to misrepre-
sent our plain meaning; we are surprised
and pained to find a clergyman of our own
church doing 8o,

Let us now consider the significance of
the Brome Woods proceedings, taking the
statement of them as furnished by the In-
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cambent himself: *7'%he r was vested in
vhite according to Strum rule.”

1. We object to the word altar as alike
unscriptural and directly contrary to the
Bok of Common Prayer. “We have an
altar,” says St. Paul, “whereof they have no
right to eat which serve the tabernacle ;"
and they who inour own day are aiming at a
revival of the old Romish altar, of wood or
stone, with all its unscriptural and much of
1ts anti-scriptural ceremonial, are indeed en-
dangering, if not forfeiting, their right to
that altar, with its one glorious and per-
fect sacrifice, once for all offered for us, by

ir serving “ the tabernacle.” The prayer

k is very explicit in its rejection of the

rd altar, which is the invariable term in
the Sarum missal ; and gubstituting for it
the word “table,” or when In use, “the
Lotd's table.,” - It is no fixed “altar,” but a
wooden table, which is to “‘stand in the
body of the church or in the chancel, where
morning and evening prayer are appointed
to be said;” and in full accordance with
this, our Provincial Synod at its late meet-
ing, wanimotsly rejected the word “alcar”
in deling with the question of so-called
“gltar lights,” and forbad the use of “lights
on the Lord’s table.”

2. We object to the “vesting of altars” or
of Communion tables, according to Sarum
or any other “rule.” By “vesting,” as Mr.
Fyles very well knows, is meant the revival
of that symbolical ceremonial of the Romish
church, vhereby each saint’s day and holy-
day has its appropriate colour of white, red,

3, puple, &. The rule of the prayer

is explicit : “The table at the Commu-
E time, ﬁsving a fair white linen cloth
upon it.” This is the only cover authorized.
sanctioned the covering of the

table, pulpit and reading desk with some
decent gloth, to which no one objects. But
it is a qfbble about words to call this vest.
ing.’ Sarum rulc of vesting pre-

of a very different
le to a church with its daily
the Mass, so pointedly condemned
at the end of the Communion
as in the Articles —suitable to a
t has its prayers to the Virgin, to
to‘:m mediators; and not, as
e seriptural liturgy, to the one
Be God and man; or, as
licle expresses it‘—“M
ot, who by sacrifice of Himself
take away the sins ¢

v much as If 8
d to be one

. on which the 8arum
h the Incumbent of Holy Trinity,
ods, follows —prescribes blue, pur.
ple, or By other symbolical colour. The
changing ff the cover of the communion |
table, acprding to the calendar, with dis)
verse colo§rs adapted to different days, is
not only uauthorized by the **Book of Com-
won Prayer,” bat directly contrary to its rub-
rics and preface.
8. We object to vesting “according to
Sarum rule® which is just another name for
Popish rule. The prayer book is most ex- |,
plicit on this point: “The following Salis- |
bury (i. e. Sarum) use,” as well as various
other anti retcrmation uses, is expressly for-
bidden in the prcface. That portion of the |
preface devoted to the subject of ccremonies
is also most clear. Certain ceremonies |
having “at length turned to vanity and
superstition,” and others having been from
the first unprofitable and tending to obscure
the glory of God, have been “cut away, and
clean rejected.” Some are retained, but
“they/ie neither dark nor dumb ceremonics,
but are so set forth that every man may un-
derstand what they do mean, and to what use
they do serve.” But the preface adds an in-
fallible guide on the whole subject of cere-
monial gestures, postures, symbolic candles,
or any of those other matters on which, ac-
cording to the Incumbent of Holy Trinity,
Brome Woods, “in the absence of a prayer
book rifle,we have to look elsewhere for guid-
ance.” Yf the Rev. Incumbent ‘‘in the ab-
sence of prayer book rule” on any question of
clerical or Christian duty, turns to the Bible,
he will be acting in obedience to the require-
ments in the twentieth article of his prayer
book. Here, however, it is not necessary ; for
the preface “of ceremonies” says : “Christ’s
gospel is not a ceremonial law, as much of
Moses’ law was; but it is a religion to serve
God, not in hondage of the figure of -hadows,
but in the freedom of the spirit ; being con-
tent only with those ceremonies which do
serve to a decent order and godly discipline,
and such as be apt to stir up the dull mind of
man to the remembrance of his duty to God,
by some notable and special signification
whereby he might be edified.”

We will only hdd, once more, that our
“Book of Common Prayer” sets forth a form
of worship, rites and ceremonies, beautiful
in their becoming simplicity for a Reformed
Protestant Evangelical Church such as ours
is; and, as such, it is a noble work beside
every old Latin missal

RIGHTS OF CORRESPONDENTS.

We insert in another column a letter
from the Rey. T. W. Fyles, Incumbent of
Holy Trinity, Brome Woods. But in doing
80, it must not be supposed that we are ad-

mitting the right of such a correspondent

o\

W

to Npy space in our columns. On the con-
trary, a writer who so entirely forgets what
is due to himself as & clergyman and a gen-
tleman, as to write in the style hyp does, has
forteited every claim on our courtesy. The
letter speaks for itself, with As choice
phrases : “founded on falsehood,” *‘the sneer
on your editorial countenance,” “grandilo-
quent piece of clap-trap.” &c. We have
printed it without abbreviation, in order to
shew fortlwghe fallacies and errors which it
defends ; but it is not without reluctance
that we give the publicity of our columns to
a letter from a clergyman of the Church of
England in Canada, defending such erroneous
views by such feeble and incensequential ar-
guments, and in a style so little to be ex-
pected from an educated gentleman.

Oa the general subject of correspondence,
we beg to state that, as the Church Observer
is avowedly the organ of those who main-
tain Evangelical and Protestant opinions in
the church, we are not prepared to throw
open its columns to those who avowedly
aim at controverting and overthrowing such
opinions.  Ritualists, Anglican Catholics,
Tractarians, or by whatever other name
those who differ from us call themselves or
are called by others, have their own or-
gans, on which we do not intrude. We do
not expect our articles to be acceptable to
them. We believe their revival of Sarum
rule, their advocacy of eucharistic vestments,
and the teachings of which these are but
the outward symbols, are Gangerous and de-
structive to the Church of England and to
the pure scriptural faith inherited by us
from the martyrs and confessors of the Re-
furmation. We should be unfaithful to ouyr
duty, therefore, if we failed to write boldly
and undisguisedly against them. But if it
be suppesed, as some seem to do, that every
time such an article proves distasteful to

some sensitive ritualist, he has a right to | falschood
claim the insertion, even of a courteous and |

candid maintenance of his opinions, to say
nothing of the claim to assail us in dis-
courteous and abusive language, we beg to
say, once for all, that we acknowledge no
such right. We shall insert what we think
calculated to promote the great object we
have in view—that of maintaining pure
beloved churcb. If our opinions are uripalat-
able, those who differ frons us mast find or-
gans of their own for the publication of their

vays be ready to make. It is inevitable
in the most carefully conducted paper, that
errors will occur, Correspondents, on whose

‘accuracy we think we can depend, will at

times make ~or exaggerated state-
ments; ¢ nished by the most re-
liable writers may be found to contain errors.
We claim no editorial infallibility ; and if
at any time, with all our care, statcments or
opinions obtain insertion in our columns, in-
volving error, we shall always be prompt to,
correct them, or give space to any temper-
ate and courteous reply.

THE “ MEMORIAL” MEETING,.

On Thursday last, a large and influential
meeting for the purpose of considering the
propriety of erecting a memorial to the late
Rishop FuMord, was held in the rooms of
the Diocesan Synod in this city. Gegrge
Moffatt, Esq., was called to the chair, 'and
F. McKenzie, Esq., acted as secretary. Con.
siderable discussion arose as to what form
the memorial should take, when a motion
was made by 8. Bethune, Esq., seconded by
Dr. Smallwogd,

“That this meeting, sensible of the loss sus-
tained by the Diocese of Montreal and the
Ecclesiastical Province of Canada, in the death
of the late Francis Fulford, D.D., Lord Bishop
of Montreal and Metropblitan, cordially approve
and respectfully urge the erection of some
suitable monument to the lamented Prelate.”

On motion, a committee was appointed to
take up subscriptions in the city, for a me-
morial ; and again a lively discussion re-
vived, some being in favour of one thiug
and some of another. Finally a motion was
put by Rev. Canon Loosemore, seconded by
Rov. Dr. Balch —

“ That a Reredos, with a suitable inscription,
in the chancel of the Cathedral in this “city,
would be the mostappropriate memorial to the
late Metropolitan,”

Finding that this motion was not received
unanimously, it was moved by Mr. 8. Beth-
une, seconded by Mr. C. Geddes,—

“That the form of the memorial be not now
determined upon, but be left te the decision of
a majority of the subscribers present at a meet-
ing to be specially called for that purpose after
the subscription lists are closed ”

On motion, it was then resolved —

“That the clergy of this Diocese be requested
to co operate with this Committee in continuing
the collections which it is understood they
have already instituted in their respective
parishes and missions.” .

A vote of thanks having been given to
the Chairman, the meeting adjourned,

Mg. TorrinaroN 1IN Bosron.—The Boston
Saturday Evening (lazette says:—“Among the
many really fine performers omthe organ who
bave from distant places mAde’a):Igrimuge to
the Meacca of organists, appeared on Wednesday
last, Mr. F. H. Torrington, who displayed
skill, musicianship, and all the combinative
faculties sufficient for the mastery of oble
instrument. We congratulate Mr. Torri n
upon his highly successful debut before a Bos-
ton audience, and hope it was but the prelude
to many more performances before the lovyrs
of classic organ music,

)
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“We are mo responsible for any opniiou-upruud
& by our correspondents.

BARUM USE es. SARUM RULK.

[To the Editor of the Caurca OBSERVER.]

Sir,~ln your issue of the 10th of September,
1 ﬁnd'i( you published my name in connec

tion wilh vhat you were pleased to term, “a’
strikinginstance of ritualistic development.” 1
thank you The title of our prayer book is,
“The Bobk of Common Prayer and administra-
tion of the sacraments and othér rites and cere-
monies of the churgh according to the use of
the United Church of England and Ireland.”
Every pxal of the United Church of England
and Irelahd is, therefore, of neeessity, a ritualist ;
and the tern ritualist is an honourable one. 1
again thapk you for having helped to make it
t this honourable title may be ap-
I should have hesitated to thank
i thought thn?your remarks were

penaed in Yood will to my; for it is commonly
reported thit the Churth Observer has done
more to da i /
the influence of its friends, than any other
hobby they Lave taken in hand. But indica-
tions were not wanting tnat your information
conce me was given in no friendly spirit.
You withheld from your readers those portions
of the inal account which told of good ac-
complished, and difficulties overcome, and

ve them such as you seemed to think would

ruish food for alarmists, and excite the pre-
Jjudices of the ill-informed. You included,
moreover, with particulars furnished by me, a
very great deal of matter that I did not supply.
I might haye complained that your conduct

was disingduous, but I have preferredjto thank
you for service which you ungraciously
rendered. " In your 34th number, in an article

headed “Sagry Uss,” you allude to the recent
consecration of a church in the Didcese of
Montreal, where, acco: to the narrative of
the Chu Advocate, “altar was vested
according to Sarum use.” Youthen give quo-
tations from the “Sarum missal,” interlarding
them with couments, and adding : “The speci-
mens we have given will show how dangerous
are the s which some extreme men have
al ventared in Capada, where Sarum use

is the intention, and
yern themselves aceord-
ns, much more lasting
go¢ omplished ; for, with the
liberal subscriptions that would thus be se-

cured, alarger building may be erected so #s to

admit of a greater number of papils. That
would more likely secure sufficient patronage,
to gnake the enterprise self-supporting and in
evdry respect what it should be.
: order 10 carry out the design I have
always had—viz., to check the necessity of
sending Protestant children to Roman Catholic
convents, I would uuf est, if the plan now pro-
posed should mect ﬁe views of subscribers
and promoters of the memorial, that the French
language be a very prominent element of tuition.
By reference to my last letter to you on this
subject, you will observe the finaucial advan-
tages to be secured, if the enterprise is carried
out with feelings of brotherly love, having a
common end in view,
I feel that this is really the golden opportu-
nity for the work to be pushed forward to a
sucgessful issue ; and I am satisfied that it is
reggly the most worthy way of accomplishing
what will be most acceptable to the late Me-
tropolitan’s many friends, and prove a lasting
boon to the community, the origin of which
will be cherished by posterity while store
and mortar lasts.

Your obedient servant,

T.R.J.

Montreal, Oct. 22, 1868.

More Ritualism in England

A fresh Ritaalistic excvravaganza is reported
from Brighton. The occasion was sgsin a
harvest festival, and the pi ings, though
less riviculous that vhose Haydock, were
similarly wild, The crapel seems to havé
been couverted into a Floral Hall very pretty,
and as uulike & courch as posssible. A pro-
cession formed one of the principal parts of the
¢ function ;" but, as there were no ficlds it had
to be content with displaying itself in in bop-
gerdens and orchards into which tue church
was counverted. Here, however, were to be
pecn in all their glory the littie boys in scarlet
tunics under white surplices, and the singing
wen with blue heods, and the acolytes with
lighted candles, thurifer, the cross-bearer,
the * lectors,” tors,” the deacon, sub-
With cross

has y been in in. our midst.”
‘our remarks are le. Unhappily
your repmtatio upoun a
The Church . did not say

“the altar was vested according to

they paraded the aisles, singiog, no doubt to
good music, 8 most meaningless aad clumey
hymun. The service was not only adoraed witn
the usual “post ires and impostures,” but slmost
‘seems to betray a set design to flout the Prayer-

use
but “the altar was vested in white 8¢ 0
Barum rule. L ’ ¥ 4
A-onf 4r observations is this :—*
been well saidl by a recent writer J'— "’m*
* v+ witlgull its im the Eng-
l‘i::'rlyer is & noble work.” I can
“4 f then, to a charge of
y /r@n you, if | allow that the -
lhhpnyn has @ jons. Let us
it an im cf§ion that it does not supply a
rule for Bplication of colour in the de-
coration of ¢ hes. Colour !—decoration of
I see the sneer on you

R AP VLI

Msmaids were clad in the
be, it would do the . While
funerals, and white at wed-

black is used

the Roman rulp is; we know what the old
Sarum rule wa§. It was a different rule from
the Roman, Tlhe altar of Holy Trinity Ch
when that chufch was dedicated, was “ yes

in white” acdording to the “ Sarum rale.”
0, say you, they have introduced “Sarum wuse "
(.. service book) into our midst. A sensible
deduction, truly ! Let us see how this kind of
a gument will work :— ;

The * warming apparatus” of Trinity
Church Montreal, was, ona certain occasion,
hung with black, in the approved Genevan
style ; therefore, the Incumbent has intro-

uced the Knoxian “ Discipline.” The clergy

f8t. Luke’s have been ‘accustomed to preach
in the Benedictine black grown ; consequently,
they have been men noted for mortstic
austerity and sclf-denial. These illustrations
will, I suppose, suffice to show that your mode
of argument is somewhat extraordinary,

I must say, that, in your paragraph commen-
cing “these are the teachings,” and ending
“in the flame\ you have succeeded in present-
ing your readeys with a most grandiloquent
piece of clap-trap. It tells of “hundreds
dragged downward into the gulf of Romish
error and superstition.” Now it is said that
Romanism in England does not keep pace
with the increase of the Irish population in
England. We have some idea of what the
growtb of Dissent, in Evangelical times, has
been in that iand. I bave been a few years in
the Diocese of Montreal, and have not heard of
many clergymen of the Diocese turning Roman-
ists ; but I have heard (alas!) of five who
have been lost to us through drunkenness
want of natural affection, and infidelity ; and
THEY ALL BELONGED TO THE EVANGELICAL SCHOOL.
Note this,—* 0 ye who are 8o good yoursclves ;"
—who say we are the observers—‘ we see.—
(St. John, 1x, 41.)

You seem to think that the Sarum missal
could only have been translated in the hope of
making Roman proselytes. It does not seem
to have occurred to you that the expression of
faith and piety of our forefathers might be in-
teresting to the antiquary, the historian and
ecclesiologist, The Koran was printed in
English some years ago ; do you suppose that
the publishers of it intended to Mohammedan-
ize our race ?

“You have quoted largely from the Sarum
missal. Let me commend this sentiment
your consifleration :—"How dangerous are t
lenyths which some extreme men have already ven-
tured in Canada, where ‘‘Sarum use” has already
been introduced in our midst.”

Iam, Sir, yours obediently,
4 T. W. Fyues,
Incumbent of Holy Trinity, Brome Woods.
Oct. 8th, 1868, Prov. of Quebec,

MEMORIAL TO LATE BISHOP
FULFORD.

[To the Editor of the Cavrcn Opserver.)

Sir,—1 am pleased to notice the remarks on
the subject of the memorial to the late Metro-
politan, over the signatures of several writers
in the secular press of late, especially as they
sl’gest & scheme that has occupied my mind
fof some time past. One writer proposes mak-
ing the memorial an open school for all Pro-
testants, where they might receive a thorough
education ; but I would go still further, and say
that the subscription lists should be open to
all Protedtants and that a suitable building
should be erected, to b: called by an appropriate

- 8 Had'c f inceuse, the
sermon i8 reached, aud speedily dismissed ; a
kind of dumb show foliows, in wkich the ring-

ing of a little bell, a8 in Roman Cathollc

dings, men caffnot deny that there are pro- | churches, annou elevation of the H
prieties in the fapplication of colour. In the. and, ::" ; gone through the ::-
m off; p 3;edrull>ook l;"lt:: we have to look | formance to | iration of the spectators,
re for gu ce e application of | « : ¥ choir
colour for churfch decoration, Wl::pknow wh:t b - o g fn o )

clergy retire into the * sacristy, in solemn

processional order, while the congregation,
#8 they depart, are suppiied, in the most ap-
proved “ Catholic’ fashion, with holy water at
the doors:

What next ? and vext ? There is one ques-
tion we canuot refrain from asking very dis-
tinctly, Has the Bishop nothing to say to
such practices ? Is.it not his business to take
uotice of such infractions of the rubric. He
may wot be able to prevent Mr. Purchas from
dressing himeelf in barbaric gilt and tawdry
emSroidery, but he can, compel him to read
the Ten Commandments, and to see that the
prayers are all alike read by ordaiued minis-
ters. A clergyman the other day preached at
Brighton in a Baptist Church, Oaly a very
few days elapsed before the Bishop scrved him
with an inhibitiou. Now, the question 18 more
and mofe loudly asked why a similar vigour
canoot bs shown in expressing disspprobation
of Ritualistic outrages. If the Bishops
cannot do everything that might be wished.
there is all the more reacon they should

hat they can. Most of them.acknowledge
that Rituslism has become offensive, dangerous
and micchievous, but ne look in wvain for that
firm repression which is exerted against other
oti-nders. There is one Bishop, for example,
who pubiicly declares that he will suspord any
clergyman who administers the Holy Com-
muniou in the evening, -thongh this is a prac-
tice common in many other dioceses, perfactly
couformable to the institution and extremely
convenient to the poor - nd middle classes. Yet
the same Bishop is never without sn excuse
for the misguided men who are betrayed into
Ritualistic excesses, and ofters anything but
discoursgement to clergymen who transform
the Communion into a Bacrifice, and inculcate
n ne which the simple cannot distinguish
f Transubstantiation, If we saw the
Bisbops making & resolute fight against this
superstitious and dishonest nonasense, we
should feel some confidence in the issue ; we
should knew that the general body of the in-
stitution was sound, and we should believe that
the diséase of the moment would be thiown off.
Instead of this we behold  them apparently
shrinking from an open contest, aod displayiog
much greater reluctance to deal firmly with the
Ritualists thau to try the patience of Knglish
Cnuarchmen,

This connivance bas, however, now been
practised much wo Jong, and the time isat
baud when, if the Bishops will do nothing
«flectual, the public will take the matter into
their own hands and deal with it very promtly
Whatever may be the precise legal limits to
lighted candles and gay dresses, there is not a
shadew of doubt with respect to the general
character of Ritaalism, nor any excuse for ex-
t uding the slightest tendernees towards the
wovewent,  Lut the reader simply observe the
pecalinrity of all these * functions.” Thei*
sp-cial festures are scen in the flexions and
veuuflexions, crossings and spriokling, of
dresees and lights and odourr, of banners and

tion of obsolets ceremonies. In a word, the
wovement bears on its face ths character of a
revival of old superstitions

Tux Rev. Arthur Baker, vicar of Addington,
Bucks, England, who elicited from Mr. Dis-
raeli, some tim- since, an explanation of his
vigws on ritualism, is just d He died, the
h News tells us, & devout Cathiolic, sur-

name, for the purposes referred to; let it be

)

rounded by his relations, and fortified with all
the sacraments of the church,

crosses and processions, sad in the multiplica- \
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