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LETTER OF REOOMHKNDATIO!.
UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA,
Ottawa, Canada, March 7th, 1900,
The Editor of THE CATHOLIO RECORD
London, Ont.:

Dear Sir : For some time past 1 have read
your estimable paper, Tur CATHOLIO RE-
CORD, and congratulate you upon the man-
per in which it is published.

Its matter and form are both good ; and &
¢ruly Catholic spirit pervades the whole,

Therefore, with pleasure, I can recommend
it to the taithful, :

Blessing you, and wishing you success,

Beliave me, to remain o =
Yours faith.ully in Josus Christ,
+D. FALCONIO, Arch. of Larissa,
Apost. Deleg.

London Saturday, August 3, 1901
THAT OATH.

The discussion of the accession oath
whereby the Sovereign of Great Britain
is required, not only to declare him-
gelf a Protestant, but also to ingult all
Catholice in his dominions, has borne
good fruit inasmuch as it has brought
forth the acknowledgment from the
highest and most prominent statesman
of the Empire that the oath comprises
a mcg: wanton insult to Catholics,
which ought to be eliminated.

The gelect committee appointed by
the House of Lords, to consider the
matter has made its report on the sub-
ject of modification, and though this
report i far from being satisfactory,
it may be regarded at least, as a vague
promige that a satlsfactory modification
will be made in the neur future. A
great step has been tal i whereas a
committee composed of & .ch prominent
gtatesman, and which includes the
Premier of Great Britaip, has pro
nounced so positively that the ingult

clares that the adoration of the Virgin
Mary and other Saints i8 a practice of
the Church of Rome, which is not the
case. The Council of Trent declares
that we ‘‘adore God, and venerate the
Saints ;' and when the assertion {s
made that the Catholics thus adore the
Saints, a gross falsehood is told, which
is the more insulting when it {8
wantonly confirmed by the oath of
the king.

If such a falsehood is to be tolerated,
it might just as well be added that
such adoration is superstitious and
idolatrous, The euperstition and idola-
try are implied in the fact that this
teaching which Catholics repudiate, is
asserted to be the teaching of the
Catholic Church.

We are glad to notice that the Catho-
lic peers have already expressed their
indignation against the form adopted
by the Lords’ Committee, and we ein-
cerely hope that with one voice they
will oppose the proposed change. If
the future Kings of Great Britain are
to be still obliged by a Protestant ma-
jority in Parliament to take a false
oath, it 18 just as well that the perjury
should be as glaring as it has been
hitherto ; but it weuld not be well that
the Catholic peers or Commoners should
appear to approve the new perjury by
voting for it under any circumstances,
or on any pretext. By doing so, they
would actually incur the guilt of ap-
proving this perjury, a guilt which so
far is on the consciences of the Pro-
testant members of Parliament only to
whom the old oath is attributable, and
of those who support the equally ob-
jectionable new form.

There are certain Protestant papers
which formerly expressed themselves
in favor of removing the insulting
words of the accession oath, but which
now declare that if Catholics are not
satisfied with the proposed change, no
further satisiaciion should be oi¥ered.
This is the position which has been
virtually taken by the Montreal Wit-
ness, which says in a recent iscue that
in the first instance, the Catholics
“*Were load in their protests that
they had no thought of assailing the
purpose of the oath or reducing the
supposed safeguard to the realm which
it was designed to be. They only
wished to remove from it the uncalled
for cffensiveness of its form in denounc

ing as damnable certain doctrines
which were to them in the highest de-

should be abolished, even though that
Committee has noi risen to the im-
portance of the occaston which called
it into existence. The members of
that Committee are the Lord Chan-
cellor, the Marquis of Sallsbury, the
Duke of Argyle, Earl Spencer, Karl
Cadogan, the Earl of Crowe, the Earl
of Dunraven, and Lord Tweedmonth,

The resolution passed by the Com-
mittee recommends a new form of oath
0 take the place of the old one, and is
s follows :

“ That the declaration required of
the Soversign on his occasion by the
Bill of Rights can be modified advan-
tageoucly, and for the future should
be as follows, viz :

[, by the Grace of God, King (or
Queen) of Great Britain and Ireland,
Defender of the Faith, do solemnly
and sincerely, in the presence of God,
profess, testify, and declare that 1 do
believe that in the Sacrament of the
Lord’s supper there is not any transub
stantiation of the elements of bread and
wine into the bedy and blood of Christ
at or sfter the consecration thereof
by sny perton whatsoever. And Ido
belicve that the invocation or adora:
fon of the Virgin Mary or any Saint,
ina the Sacrifice of the Mass as they
are now used in the Church of Rome
are contracy to the Protestant religion.
And I do solemnly, in the presence of
Giod, profess, testify, and declare that
I do make this declaration, and every
part thereof unreservedly "

This is the complete report of the
Committee : but the change preposed
{8 in no sense less objectionable than
the oath which it {8 proposed to super-
sede.

It s true, the clause stating that the
doctrines above repudiated are guper-
gtiticus and idolatrous, {8 omitted ;
and 8o far there might seem to be a
glight improvement in the wording ;
but it {8 still stated that the Church of
Ryme uees ‘' adoration of the Virgin
Mary ” and “‘other Sainte ;" which is
wn {oiu tir g falgehood.

It may bo said that the term adora
Jon ik not always used for the supreme
or divios honor which is paid only to
(is1; nd tor this statement there is
pome cundation, Thus it has been
patd + V't perple of England adored
\' ctoria, and still adore her
yasmory . bat it 18 the present Usage
ot the word adore to refer it to the
bonor which is paid to God alone ; and
tiwus the books of synonyms In use
say ¢ ‘* Adoration can with propriety
be pald only to the one true Ged.”
(See Crabbe. )

And, further, it {8 in this sense of
gupreme adoration that the oath de

()1 a1

.

gree sacred. With this moderate re-
quest we were in the utmoet sympathy.
in the argument which asserted that
the oath of the Roman Catholic Bishops
ghould be remodelled before that of the
King, we saw no sense, etc.” . . .

‘“Carefully, however, as the advo-
cates of change guarded themselves
against being understood to object to
anything but the uncalled for offers
iveness of the form of the oath, it
could hardly be but that their real ob-
jection was to the thing itself. The
bringing in of the report of the modi-
fication Committee has consequently
been the signal for the throwing off
the cloak, and in same cases of the
coat algo, and roundly demanding that
the Protestant oath should be aband-
oned altogether. This is a quite differ-
ent thing, though there may be some-
thing said even for this."”

The first sentence of this extract 18
somewhat mixed, but we can under
stand what the writer meant to say.
He wishes to tell us that in the begin-
ning the Catholice who objected to the
oath professed to be quite willing that
the King should make a strong profes
slon of Protestantism as might be re-
quired of him by his Protestant
subjects, provided the insult to Catho-
lics were omitted ; but that in cur
captiousness and over-sensitiveness
we are now not to be satisfied unless
the profession of Protestantism be itself
abandoned : that, in fact, we are de
manding more now than we asked in
the beginning.

The Witness admits that even so,
there {8 some reason in this more ex-
tensive demand, yet it advances certaln
reason why this should not be granted.
In & nutshell, thes» reason are in-
cluded in the statement that a little
more than two centuries ago the Catho
lic King James ‘‘in epite of his oaths
and promiges did all he could to restore
Romanism as the one and only Church
in the realm.”’

If this accusation against James
were absolutely correct, the crime
would surely be no more grievous than
the Protestant Sovereigns Henry VIII ,
Edward VI., Elizabeth, James 1.,
Charles I. and II. and the Protector
Oliver Cromwell were gullty of in im-
posing thelr special forms of Pro-
testantism on the people. But in fact,
it cannot be shown that James I. in-
tended to establish the Catholic re-
ligion, The persecuting laws against
Catholics, and even against non Con-
formist Protestants, were barbarousg in
their rigor, and he aimed at moder-
ating them, and ultimately, we may
presume, at restoring liberty of con-

gclence to Protestant non Conformists
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as well as Catholics ; but there is no
good reason to believe that in the
temper of the English people at that
time, he had any expectation of re-
ectablishing the Catholic religion, even
though he might have wished to do 6o,
if there had been any fair proepect of
success.

However, it 18 not worth our while
to discuse what may have been the
gecret intentions of James II, They
have no bearing vpon the present fact
that the King takes an oath which is
grossly cffensive to twelve miilions of
his subjects. The truth is indisputable
that the accession oath i8 a surviving
relic of a barbarous age—the same
age in which the Presbyterians of
Scotland swore with easy consciences
that papistry is an idclatry which
ought to be exterminated by means of
the most cruel paine ard penalties, that
the Pepe is the Man of Sin and the
Antichrist mentioned in Scripture.
But as Presbyterians are now recogniz:
ing that their creed {8 too vigorous and
rigorous on these points, and propose
to modify it, so the Englieh people
might also well admit that the time
has gone by when their Sovereign
should be forced to commit a perjury
in order to secure himself on his throne.
It 18 a confession of weakness of
Protestantism if no way can be found
whereby the King can proclaim him-
self a Protestant without hurling a
wanton insult against the whole
Christian Church of nineteen centurles.
It is an admission that there could be no
Protestantism, if there were not al-
ready existing a Christian Church for
it to protest against,

We would sooner see this humlliiat-
ing confession of weakness and modern-
ness remain as it is, than have it
botchcd by the pretended conceesion to
Catholic sensitiveness which the Lord’s
Committee proposes. It {8 no conces
sion at all, and we hope and expect
that every Catholic in Parliament will
vote against it as anirjury added to the
contemptible insuit already existing.

i% Since the above was written, the blll
authorizing the new oath passed its
gecond reading in the House of Lords
by an overwhelming majority. We
have no doubt that most of the Lords
were well-intentioned in supporting
it, being convinced that it would im
prove the case ; but in this they are
much mistaken. We are pleased to
be able to add that the Catholic peers
did not support the farcical measure,
and cthere is every prospect that they
will continue their opposition to the
end.

AN EXTRAORDINARY MAYOR.

Mayor Morris, of Oitawa, is certain-
ly entitled to be so, termed. He gave
permission to have the pational em
blem hoisted on the city hall flag on
the 12:h July, on the ground thatit
had as much right to fly to the breeze
on that occasion as on the patronal
days of St. Patrick, St. Andrew and
St. George. To discuss this point
would simply be waste cf time. When
the occasion again arises we trust.the
pecple of Ottawa will place Mayor Mor-
ris where he properly belongs. Hos is
certainly a most unsuitable person to
hold the position of chief magistrate of
the capital of the Dominion.

In connection with this matter, we
have much pleasure in publishing the
following sensible and timely letter
from Mr, D'Arcy Scott, son of Senator
Scott :

Ottawa Citizen : In your issue of Monday
a person signing himself An Irishman com-
menting On my action in protesting against
the ﬂying of the flag on the city hall on July
12th, asks how it comes that I soidentify
myself with Irishmen, adding that I am not
an Irishman but a Scotchman, [t seems to
me that any citizen, whatever his origin, or
religious belief, who desires to see peace and
harmony preeerved in a mixed community
such as this, would have been justified in
pointing out to His Worship the Mayor how
undesirable it was that the flag shoufd fly on
a public building like the city hall on a day
set apart, as is July 12th, for the keeping
alive of sectional and religious bitterness
and animosity, The celebration of March
17th is far from being a parallel case—St.
Patrick is the patron of all Ireland, and his
day may be, and is, celebrated by Irishmen
of every denomination. I hardly flatter my-
self that my nationality is a matter of public
interest, but since your correspondent en-
deavors to make it one, let me say that I am
both by birth and feelings, a Canadian—by
origin, however, 1 am Irish, My father,
like myself, was born in Canada, but his
father belonged to the Scotts of Cahireon,
county Claire, Ireland—a family who have
been settled in that county for upwards of
two hundred and fifty years. If your cor-
respondent wishes to delve still further back
into the dust of history I may tell him that
80 far as [ can learn the family was never
Scoteh—back at least to the time of Edward
1st., Iam pround to say that a relative of
mine, Mr, Richard Scott, a Dablin solicitor,
was election agent for the great liberator,
O’'Connell, in the historic Clare elsctions,
which brough: abont Catholic emancipation.
Taking the other side of the house, my
mother was born in Dablin of Irish parents.

dian, I am in sympathy and feeling, intense-

ly, and entirely Irish, With apologies for

having been forced to make this lotter so

personal, I remain, D'ARCY SCOTT.
Ottawa, July 16, 1901,

Ha who is false to present duty

lbrm\ks a thread in the loom and will
! gee the defect when the weaving of a

lifetime is unrolled. s
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THE CHURCH IN FRANCE.

The Paris Univers states that the
Pope has sent a sympathizing letter to
the heads of the religious orders in
France, expressing regret at the fall-
ure of his efforts to preserve them from
the persecution with which they are
threatened when the new law against
religious orders is put into executlon.
His Hollness declares that this law 18
contrary to natural, evangelical and
ecclesiastical rights, and that the
cause of the persecution with which
they are menaced is the world’s hatred
of the Catholic religion, and that this
persecution is dictated by the desire to
cause nations to apostatize, The
Church must labor to counteract these
works of darkness, and the orders are
exhorted to conform themselves as far
as possible to the requirements of the
law, notwithstanding their injustice,
and to remain firm, dignified and faith-
ful to religion, overcoming evil by
good. He concludes his letter with
the words : ‘‘ The Pope and the whole
Church are with you. Remember
Christ's words: ‘I have conquered
the world. "’

ANOTHER HIGH LOW WAR.

Is it advisable that a Church which
s divided into twc such factions as
High and Low Churchism, which are
diametrically opposed to each other on
the most vital principles of Christian-
ity, should ignore their differences,
and by compromises made between
them make a pretence of being in
harmony and peace with each other?

That the difference between these
two parties of the Church of England,
and the Protestant Episcopal Church
of the United States, which is the
name by which members of the Church
of England call themselves when they
go to the United States, are most vital,
and concern the most important truths
of Christianity, can scarcely be denied
by any one, whether a member of that
Church or not: and in fact the most
prominent members of these Churches
openly admit that the dissensions be-
tween the two parties mentioned are
o important that no compromise is
possible or reasonable.

The leading High Churchmen main-
tain that it is most important that the
power of priestly absolution, which
they claim belongs to the priests of the
Church, ought to be exercised by them,
whereas by the Low Church party 1t
is generally maintained either that no
such power exists in the clergy, or
that, 1f it exists, it should be left to the
will of individual members of the
Church or Churches whether or not
they shall ask their ministers to hear
thelir confessions and give them abso-
lution.

in regard to the sacrament which
Anglicans call the Lord’s Supper, the
High Churchists maintain that Christ
is truly and bedily present therein, to
gether with His soul and divinity, and
that He must be therein adored ;
whereas the Low Churchmen assert
that there is neither Transubstantia-
tion nor a Raal Presenca of Christ in
the Encharist by any of the modes as
Consunbstantiation orimpanation where-
by Lutherans and some other sects
maiatain that Christ becomes present.
In consequence of this belief they as-
gert that the High Church teaching of
Christ's real presence is what it is as-
serted to be in the accession oath of
the British Sovereign, '‘idolatrous and
superstitious.”

Strange to say, thers are persons
both within and without the Anglican
and 1ts sister churches who maintain
that these two beliefs, so contrary to
each other, and so irreconcilable,
ought to be allowed to exist side by
side in the Church, and that they who
hold them should mutually tolerate
each other, and should continue to
dwell together in peace and harmony
as members of the same Church. Thus
only a few days ago the Rev. Dr. J. J.
Wilkins of Los Angeles, California,
Vicar of the Protestant Episcopal
Church of that city, declared in the
Pro-Cathedral of which he has pastoral
charge that ‘‘ there is 7oom and need
for the High Churchman and Low
Churchman both, in the university of
souls, and there is no need for either

Lot me add that, while first of all a Cana- |

of them to get worried or excited be-
cause the other thinke or worships
differently."”

There can be no doubt that in such
an important pronouncement, ¢fficially
made in the Pro Cathedral, Dr, Wilkins
had the approbation cf the Blshop of

Los Angeles, and we are indeed aware
| that this is really the view taken of the
' matter by ‘'the peace at any price
| party " both in the Anglican and the
American Episcopal Churches.

The oceasion which gave rise to tke
Rev. Dr. Wilking' pronouncement is

that there is at the present moment an
outbreak of bitter hostility between the
High acd Low Church parties in Los
Angeles, and the middle or peace
party is endeavoring to patch up a
truce between them ; but in epite of
these efforts, the outburst of hatred be
tween these two very distinct parties
bids Iair to rival even the hostilities
which resulted from the physical force
attacks made by John Kensit on the
Ritualistic churches of London, Eng-
land.

The present war between the two
parties was precipitated in the diocesan
convention of the Protestant Eplscopal
Church of Los Angeles diocese. The
convention was controlled by the High
Church party, who in the election of
delegates to the general convention of
the Church, which is soon to be held,
refused to choose a single representa-
tive of Low Church proclivities.

Naturally enough, the Low Church-
men are highly indignant at this state
of affairs, and on their behalf the Rev.
Dz, Dowling, of Christ Church, Los
Angeles, has, in consequence, sounded
the tocsin of war by a sermon preached
in his Church on July 14, in which he
attacks vigorously the High Church
position in regard toConfession, priestly
absolution, the Lord’s Supper, and the
movement to give a new name to their
church, rejecting the name Protestant,

He declares that the clergy of his
own Church and of his own dlocese
who favor these doctrines are guilty of
idolatry and superstition.

In another article in this issue, under
the title ‘'Sacerdotalism,” we have
something to say on the attack of Dr.
Dowling on the Catholic doctrine in
regard to the power and authority
conferred by Christ en the priesthood.
In the present article we confine our-
selves to the consideration of the peace
theory to which we have referred
above, and which has been advanced
by Dr. Wilkins.

This theory is evidently based upon
the principle that Christ has not re
vealed any definite doctrine on the
points at issue, 8o as to bind mankind
to any belief in particular.

This theory is ivjurious to God, de-
structive of all Christian faith, and
contrary to the plain teaching of Christ
and His Apostles.

It s injurious to Ged because God is
truth itself Who can neither decelive
nor be deceived. 1l3ason itself teaches
this independently of Holy Seripture :
for God 18 necessarily infinite in all
perfection, and as truth is a perfec-
tion, He must be ir finitely true. And
further, our r¢jaction of any truth re-
vealed by Him is a practical denial of
His truthfulness, and a grievous injury
to his essential character, which is
equivalent to a denial of His existence.
This doctrine is therefore practically
Atheistic. This Is everywhere taught
in Holy Scripture; but it will cuffice
for us to quote the following passages:

‘‘All the ways of the Lord are mercy
and truth, to them that seek after His
covenant and His testimonies.” (Ps.
xxiv, 10 ) (Prot. Version; Ps. xxv.)

This implies not only God's truth,
but also our obligation to belleve His
testimonies.

‘“For all Thy works are true, and
Thy ways right,and all thy judgments
true.” (Dan. {if, 27.) -

“For the law was given by Moses
grace and truth by Jesus Christ.” (St
John i, 17.)

From these passages it is also evident
that the Christian faith is true in all
its details. We may add here the ob
ligation of our unhesitating belief in
what Christ has taught :

‘* Without faith (belief in the truths
He has revealed) it is impossible to
please God.” (Heb. xi, 6)

‘* He that believeth not shall be con-
demned.” (St. Mark xvi, 16 )

From &ll this we learn the teaching
of Christ and His apostles. We need
only add that St. Paul teaches that
‘‘the Church of the living God is the
pillar and ground of truth.” (1 Tim.
iif, 15 ) It is therefore impossible that
God’s Church should permit the teach-
ing of the gross contradiction which
Dr. Wilkins declares ought to be tol-
erated in the opposing parties of the
Protestant Episcopal Church of Amer-
ica.

The whole dispute shows the state of
confusion in which the Protestant Epis-
copal Church is Involved, and places
in a striking light the absurdity of
which Dr. Dowling is gullty in taking
advantage of this state of affairs to at-
tack the Catholic Church. It is the
drawing of a red herring across the
track to put the hounds on a wrong
scent.

The choir invisible ! Who are the
members of it, if not all those who in
any quiet, simpie way are doing the
days' work, whateve. It may be, a3
they know how ; who are trying to
make life pleasanter and happier for
those to whom their lives are naturally

bound ? — Johu White Chadwick.

ey

“ SACERDO TALISM "

Th
Chur:h SA":;:M:‘:‘S':;!:O i o.f. the Loy.
{sm.,” This w o ar . SAcerdotl,
a8 the target for Ay h
deacon Farrer's darts whep a ;. |
years ago he aunounced himge|f o :‘w
champion of Low Churchism v, p "
alism, though since that time he ap.
pears to have fallen futo com paratiy
obscurity, inasmuch as {n the Churc:
of England the Ritualistic PRIty hag g
progressed that so far as ability an;
zeal and influence are coucurul-d it
has become the chief party ip ‘Khe
Church, leaving Evangelicals, Noolog.
ists and Erastians cempletoly i the
shade, g

In another column will be geep an
account of a Ritualist war which has
broken out at L.os Angeles, California,
in which & Rev. Dr. Dowling stangg
forth as the Evangelical chempion why
besides attacking ‘' Romanists and
Ritualists " for the doctrines thereip
mentioned, makes a special onglanght
on what he called ' Sacerdotalism,’

By Sacerdotalism he explaing
that he means certain powers which
the priests of the Church of God along
have authority to exercise. Among
these powers are the granting of abso.
lation to penitent sinners, the chang.
ing of bread and wine into the m,dy
and blood of Christ, and the ministry
of the sacraments which Christ has 11;.
stituted.

If these powers exist, Dr. Dowling
cays; ‘' the priest stands between you
and your God:" and this he regards as
a sufficlent reason for rejecting the
doctrines which, according to him, con-
stitute '* Sacerdotalism ;" and he ap.
peals to all of his fellow churchmen,
clergy and lalty, to fight agalnst this
innovation tn the Protestant Episcopal
Church of America, ‘' for purity and
freedom,” and agalnst ' Ilomanism and
the resulting priestly assumption of
undue aunthority.’

It would occupy too much tpace in
this issue if we were to enter into a fuil
and lengthy vindication of all the
Catholic doctrines included by Dr
Dowling under what Low Churchmen
term Sacerdotalism: but we shall point
out that to maintain the position the
doctor has taken, he appeals to the pride
of the laity, and demands that they
shall not permit the existence of a
priesthood in the Church of Christ, hav-
ing powers which the laity cannot ex
ercise.

This is exactly the reasoning of
Mary (Miriam) and Aaron when they
attacked the authority of Moses, say:
ing : ** Hath the Lord spoken by Moses
only ? Hath he not also spoken to us
in like manner ?” (Num. xii. 2.) But
God was angry becauze they ' were
not afraid to speak ill of His cervant
Moges who was most faithful in all
His house.” Mary was punished with
a leprosy for seven days, from which
ghe :as delivered only through the
prayers of Moses.

Core, Dathan, Abiron and Hon weré
also severely punished, together with
two hundred and fifty leaders of Israel
for rebelling against Moses, whose
authority was from God.

The authority of the Catholic priest:
hood is also from God, and it is not for
man to call it into question.

Christ chose His twelve apostles from
among all His disciples and gave them
powers which were not given to the
disciples generally.

To Peter alone he said, ‘' feed my
lambs : feed my sheep.” (St. Jobn
xxi, 15, 17.) This plenitude of auth-
ority could be exercised only by Peter’s
lawful successors.

To the Apostles alone Christ sald
*“ All power is given to me in heaven
and in earth. Go ye, therefore, and
teach all nations baptizing them, etc-

And behold I am with you all
days even to the consummation of the
world.” (St. Matt. xxvili, 19, 20)
To the Apostles alone it wag sald
“ Recelve ye the Holy Ghost, Whose
gins you shall forgive they are for-
given them, and whose sins you shall
retain they are retained.”

We might quote many other pas:
ages to show that the Sacerdotallsm
condemned so vigorously by Dr, Dow*
ling was established by Almighty God
both under |the Old and under the New
Law. We chall add only one moi®
text to show that it is a presumption
for any to assume the sacerdotal office
who do not derive it from God through
the priesthood which Christ {nstituted:
¢ For neither doth any man take the
honor to himself but he that is called
by God as Aaron was.'

The priesthood of the New Law does
not depend on the fancy of Rev. Dr.
Dowling, but on the institution d
Christ, and it is by succession from t! @
Apostles that the priests of the Cathc=

itu.

lic Church possess thelr authority. of
course, the socalled clergy of tke
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Church of England, and of the Pre
ant Eplscopal Church of America
not poseees the same prerogative
cause they have neither successio:
mission.

In answer to Dr. Dowling’s app:
popular pride, we need not say
than to quote the sacred book of
verbs, xv, 20 :

« The Lord will destroy the |
of the proud.”

THE POPULATION OF FRA!

For some years past there has
felt conslderable anxiety a
French statesmen arising out c
fact that the increase of the popu
of France had been growing les
less year after year, until it had
down almost to nothing, A num
gchemes had been proposed to re
this state of affairs, none of
were practicable. The latest of
proposals was to induce a num
“rench Canadlans to settle in the
try in order that new life sho
infused thereinto. It is needless
that this proposal was fants
But Mr. Waldeck-Rousseau,
French Premier, has now {nf
gsome French Senators that the
ing decadence appears by th
censusreturns to have ceased, |
the last five years there has be
increase of 112 364 inhabitants,
as during the five years previ
increase recorded was only 1’
and during the ten years endir

594 the increase was only 2
It is encouraging to know that
cadence, the evil consequen
which were & cauce of consterna
no longer to be feared.

LEAGUE OF THE SACRED H

General Intention for Augnu

'HE OBSERVANCE OF SUND

American Messenger Sacred Hi

Sunday is fairly well obser
the United S:ates. It {8 notabl
of rest from labor ; business
pended, cocial intercouree limit
the most necessary duties are pei
as privately and in as brief a
possible. The very atmoepl
still, even in our busy eities ;
legs hurry in the movements
care on the faces of the men and
we meet in our thoroughfare
calm demeanor and spiritual
most of them tell why they are
and whither they are going : t
than ususl self-restraint of oth
are not on the same errand is,
ly or unwittingly on their
tribute of respect to those w
the day religiously.

No one can witness the obs
of Sunday in America withou
ing the conclusion that Christ
still & most powerful influence
among our people; and this
sion is borne in upon us more
now that we are described by
and have come to regard ours
a materis], industrial and mc
ing nation. Truly it requir
super - human inflnence, 8¢
more than the craving for
sional day of rest or pleasure,
us, rich and poor alike, agree
a week to stop the vast and
systems of machinery, which
fortunes to set going again,
our markets, to cease from tofl
go in great measure the ep
and conveniences which wouls
the laborious services of other
discountenance the dispositio!
to pursus their dally avocatio
day or to spend it in boistero
seemly relaxation.

The extent of this Christia:
ance of Sunday in the United
all the mote remarkable when
lect that fully fifty millions of
ple are not active member
church, though they profess (
ity of one or other denomina
the twenty-five millions who
be active members of the
sects, very many, no doubt
Sunday in a worldly way al
worldly motive. Some Catholi
negligent in this as in other
their religion. Stiil, fully te
fill our churches from morr
night every Sunday, and ov
million members of the vario
ant sects meet in their chu
casionally, at least, for thel
ive forms of worship, and
multitude of fifty millions
nearly four-fifths of them
Protestantism, the remaind
ity, observe the precept of
that day, out of respect for
wish to keep it religiousl
can be no doubt that many ¢
serve the day plously afte?
fashion,

What makes this fact mo!
able still is that there is no
ordinance for the institutios
ance of the Sunday at all.
ly an ecclesiastical institut!
ating at the time of the A
would seem to be the ‘'L
mentioned in the Apocaly
The firgt day of the week w
day of meeting for commo
a3 we gather from the Act:
from the First Eplstle to
thians 16, 1. Such passag
report what was customary.
that the observance of S
obligatory from the first, w
cept the tradition of tl
From this source we learr
apostolic institution, a s



