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- ¥ Subscribers changing their places of residence
are requested to give the necessary information at
this office.. : .

TO OUR DELINQUENT SUBSCRIBERS.

It is with great reluctance that we find ourselves
compelled, 10 address ourselves once again to our
délinq\\ent subscribers: and 1o make this Jast appli-
cation to them, for an immedinte seitlement of their
‘accounts with this office. If after this notice, per-
sons iadebted for more than the curcent six months,
shall still delay in banding over to our ageats in their
respective distriets, the balance by them due, we are
delermined, in -every inslance, to institute Jegal pro-
ceedings against the said delinquents. To many of
our subscribers our thanks.are tendered for the punc-
tuality with which they have always paid up their
subscriptions as they became due. But there are
many, who seem to think that they may take a paper
for two, or three, years, without payinga eopper; and
that it is very hard upon them, at the end of that
time, to be asked for the money. W e beg it clearly
to be understood tbat we want the names of no such
sobseribers on our list; and that if this appeal will
not induce them to discharge their debts, we must
try the effects of an appeal to the Courts of Law.

We intend also to publish in a few days a list of
« delinquent subseribers.” But, in the mean time—
for the sake of avoiding legal proceedings, and for
the fast time—we again take this metliod of endea-
vouring to obtain payment of the large sums due to
this office. Our subscribers in tle Quebee district,
of whom we regret o say that great numbers are in
arrears, '"and to a very large amount—several hun-
dreds of pounds—are particularly requested to pay
attention to this notice. '

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

The arrival of the British mail of the 28th ult.
“puts us in possession of reliable intelligence from the
Crimea, down to the 191h ult. ; the aceounts are not
very flatlering. At 3 a.M. on ‘the morning of the
9th of April, during a violent storm, the Allies open-
ed fire fro 500 guns, on the Raussian stronghold.—
®ince then, day and night, has the storm of ¢hat and
shell continued falling upon the city, without, as yet,
producing any very decided effects; the Russians re-
pairiog in the night the injuries inflicted during the
day. * It would seem™—says the Times correspon-
dent—*#as if our fire was almost thrown away on the
enormons mounds of earth cast wp at the Redar,
and before the Rownd Tower and Western Bafte~
ries. . . o+ 'Thereal strength of the place is un-
timpaired § and, as long as the Russiass ean find new
guns, fresh supplies of ammunition, and men to fight
the batteries, we are not one inch nearer to the town
than we were in last October.”’ "Tle Russians have
made several unsuccessfu! sorties. cLL
The Vienna Conference is adjourned sine die ; all
Liopes of peace are atan end, and © war to the knife”
is pow the cry. Prussia ;scarce makesa secret of
her Russian predilections; and Austria-is’ wavering.:

A summer campaign beyond thie Rbine, to be headed |

by the Fwperor in person, is now spaken of ; whilst
the rumor, that he isabont to start for the Crimea
has also its supporters.  All accounts represent liu-
rope as on the eve of a long and general war.
The English journals are occupied with the- de-
tails of Louis Napoleon’s ovation in Liondon ; ow the’
21st, he returned to DParis,: ‘Tn Parliament, the pro-
ceedings had been of litlle interest.  Mr. Spooner’s
attack upon Maynootli' ‘had been deflerred until the
1st inst., when'a great Protestant fire was, it wisex-,
pected, to be opened uponthat<Popish fortress. It will
be seen that the Judges: have, without. hesitation,
granted -a.tule -for a .néw. trial in.the - case.of - Mr.’
Bojle against the Archbishop of ‘Westminster, upon
several grounds ; especially those of the reception @
improper evidence,” and excesiive damages. A péti-
tiou for the total repeal of the sentence against Smith
O'Brien is being signed by. mewmbers of ‘both. Touses:
of. Parliament ;. and -it is expected. that the  gallant
gentleman will soon -be at howme -again. ‘Mr. Deasy

has been-returned, by & large majority, for the County {4ill' loug after the deat
PR B ey donbutul whether, the said “ Record” be ot -3
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" "ANGLICAN “ORDERS”" . '
The. followiag cominunication Lins;been addréssed
to;us, over the signature:of:% One-of Pius:the Ninth's
‘obscure, but loyal-Spiritual subjects; s.eia Papist™.:
s g e Bditor of the True Wilness.

*Sir-For'the'sake of an” Anglisan.friend o
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;.with ‘whom I have béen conversing lately on
he 'subject of ¢ Episcopal’ Succession,” 1) slionld be
‘much:abliged fo you it you would answer me the fol-

* 1 lowing'question through the medium of your columns’:
I« For what reasins deés the Cathalic Church reject

the ¢Orders’ of the Anglicans, as invalid ; when, con-
cerning their validily, history is s conflicting and ob-
scure, even in the hands of the late eniinent Ds. Lin-
gard ; who, in his 5l volume, mekes some statements
relative to "the supposed consetration of Dr, Parker,
whieh, it seéms 1o me,’are hardly reconcileable with
his orthodnxy as'a Catholic priest? Since neither
¢ Baptism,’ nor ¢ Holy Orders’ can be administered
twice ‘to the same person without sacrilege—the
Church must have safficient grounds lor rejecling An-
glican ¢ Orders,’ seeing that she hesitatesuot to corfer
“unconditional’ Ordination upon cunverted Anglican
clergymen, when, as in the :casd of Dr. Newman and
others, they “join the. Cathelic Church and: desire 1o be
admilted to the office of the Priesthood ; whilst,in the
cage of. the same converts from the.Anglican heresy,
she is sp caretu! asto give them only ¢ conditional’
Baptism—¢ §i non baplizalus es.> Can you esplain
the reason of this difference, for the satisfaction of
your reader, and of
. %OxeorF Prus THE NInTH’s OBSCURR, BUT

, ' Lovar Seirirual Sussects.”

.Tle question kere propounded by our correspon-
dent involves several very important and -intricate
questions—but may perhaps be reselved into the {al-
lowing :— ’ '

¢ How can we reconcile the apparent discrepancy
betwixt the language of the eminent Catholic histo-
rian, Dr, Lingard—wlo seems to admit the fact of
D:. Parker’s consecration as Archbishop of Canter-
bury—and the discipline of the Catholic Church to-
wards_Anglican minisiers converted to Catholicity,
whose ordination she treats as invalid .

‘We reply—by paying particular attention (o the
language of Dr. Lingard, and to the amount of his
admissions. Dr. Lingard admits the fact of the con-
secration of Dr. Parker—but adds in explanation of
that admission :— . )

¢ Whether i>—1he said consecration-— was valid
or invalid, according 1o the Catholic doetrine, is a theo-
logival question, with which, as a mere writer of lis-
tory, I had ne concern.®~—Leller to the Editor of
¢ Catholic Diary.? _

Thus, with Dr. Lingard, our correspondent may,
if the weight of historical evidence so determines
him, admit the fact, that on a certain day of Decem-
ber, 1559, a certain quasi-religious ceremony was
performed upon the person of Dr. Parker ; but it does
not thence follow, that he will be logically compelied
to admit that, by, and in virtue of, the said ceremony,
any particular spiritual character was stamped upon
lum over, or upoe, whom it was performed.—
And so, the Catholic Church, which does not care ta
pronounce any opinion upon’the kistorical question, of
which alone Dr. Lingard treats, decides upon purely
theological grounds—grounds upon which, as a,mere .
writer of lhistory; Dr. Lingard did not venture to
trespass—that the religious ceremony performed tpon’
Anglican ministérs does npt confer the Holy Order of
Priesthood. . Dr. Lingard may have been hasty in
his admissions-—his reasons for making them may not
he conclusive—but, as they do not affect the “ theo-
logical” question—the validity of Anglican Orders
—his orlhodoxy, as a Catholic Priest and theologian,
is safe, even though his credit as an accurate bhisto-
rian be impaired. o
For, with all due respect to the memory of Dr.
Lingard—even the historical fact of Dr. Patker’s
consecration is not satisfactorily established. Of
course .we do not allude fo the old exploded: joke
about the # Nag’s Head.” We merely say—that,
admitting Dr. Lingard’s premises, they do - not con-
clusively establish the fact that azny form of conse-
cration, valid or invalid, was ever performed upon Dr.,
Parker—and that there still remain several facts, ad-
mitted by all Protestant historians, incompatible with
Dr. Lingard’s conclusicns. That historian’s reasons
far adwnitting the historical fact of tke coasccration,
may be thus summed up :— '

I. There was nothing to prevent it.

- IL. Elizabeth desired it, and De. Parker was wil-
ling to accept it ;
1T, The commissioners named in the Queen's
Writ ‘were ready, and bound by law—25th Henry
VIII—to perform it. . ‘
1V. That on the 18th of December, Royal Writs
were addressed to Dr. Parker, as Archbishop of Can-
terbury. » :

V. That before the 17th of the same month, he
had never been so addressed. o .
VI. ‘That, as Archbishop of Canterbury, he ob-
tained the restaration of the temporalities of the
Diocese ; took his seat in Parliament, and presided in
Convocation. - = . . R

Wherefare, concludes the historian, it must be sup-
posed ' that, on the 17th of Décember, Dr. Parker
‘was consecrated aceording to the Ordinal, established
by Law in the reign of Tuward V1., and as is attest-
ed by the “ Lambeth. Records.” . . ..

On the other hand, it is argued that ;—- - -

Though, during the lifetime. of Elizabeth, the con-
secration of Dr. Parker: was openly and constantly
‘denied- by :the Catholies of England—and ‘though—
if such an event'had ever taken place, it would bave
been the easiest thing in'the world. to silence. them,
by producing the” ¢ Records” and witnesses of:the
said pretended consecration—no attempt to do so was
.ever made ; and. the *:Jiambeth Record” itself, upon
which so mueh stress has subsequently beer laid as
conclusive: proof of Parker’s consecration on the 17th
‘December, 1559,  was 'never produced in evidence
Il loggz after the deatly of ‘Elizabeth ; thus lcaving. it

[fargery- For if genin, why way it not roduced

why “wis'it névér appealedt 16, in’ the'fifetime; of “co.:
Temporaries, abd’ during " the  controversies-of, the:
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«- How easy would.it.not baye been,-by appealing to
such:evidence,to-have silenced Bonner,the obnoxious
‘Catholic Bishop:of - Liondon,: who': bad: been: forcibly
expelled-from his Sée for his adherénce to-the'Catho-
lic:“faith, “and “for Fefusing to “acknowledgé in’ the
English*Messalina, thé-Supreme Head and Governor
of Christ’s Church upon_earth? = We give the story”
in the words of the Protestant -historian, Haullam.—
In, 1562—three  years afler the pretended consecra-
tion of Parker, aud wpon the.fact of whose consecra-,
tion depended that of the new Protestant Hierarchy
establishied by Elizabeth—an Act was passed:~

‘4 Entitled, ¢ For the'assurance of the Queen’s royal
peiver over all estates and subjects within her domi-
nions’—enacling with an iniquitous and sanguinary re-
truspect, that all persons who had ever taken holy or-
ders, -&c., shonld be bound to take the ¢oath of su-
premacy’ when tendered 1o them by a "Bishop, &e.—
The penalty for the first refusal of this oath wasthat of
a premunire ; but any person who, after the space of
three months from the first tender, should again refuse
it when in like manner tendered, inenrred the pains
of high (reason. , Upan the oceasion of
this new statute, Horn, Bishop of Winchestei”—one
of Dr. Parker’s batch of Bishops— ¢ proceeded to ten-
der him?*—Bonner— ¢ the oath of supremacy, with an
evident intention of driving him to high treason. Bon-
ner, however, instead of evadiug this attack, intre-
pidly denied the otherto be a lawful BishopP—and
therefore not- qualified to tender the oath ;—% and
strange as il may seem, not ouly escaped all further
molestation, but had the pleasare of seeing his ndver-
saries redoced to passan ¢ Act of Parliameni,—S8th
Eliz.,, c. i.—declaring the present Bishops 10 have
been legally ecusecrated.”~Hallam Const. Hisl.,c, iii.

carrr

Bonner, it must be remembered, was the most ob-
noxious of all the old Catholic Bishops ; and tie de-
sign of the new Protestant Llierarchy was, asis ad-
mitted by Protestants, to take his life. Vet were
these champions of civil and religious liberty foiled
by the firmness of their intended vietim. For so no-
torious was it in 1563, that the Protestant Bishops
had not been legally consecrated—even aceord-
ing to the new-fangled Protestant form—tlat even
the corrupt judges of the days of Elizabeth were
obliged to admit the validity of Bonner’s plea—that
Horn was 220 Bishop. If, afterwards, he, or his bre-
thren in the Anglican church ever did become so, it
was wholly in virtue of the Act, 8¢th Elzz.,c. i., which
the unexpected firmness of Bonner, and the unusual
regard for justice'displayed by a Protestant fribunal,
compelled the Jinglish Parliament to pass. 1lad the
Government, however, had it in its power te prove
that Horn was a Bishop, when be tendered Bonner
the oath—and this assuredly would have been in its
power, if Horn had been legally consecrated —whicl:
again would have been. the case had his consecrator,
Parker, been legally consecrated —not Parliament,
but the executioner would have been called upon to
vindicate the Apostolic Suecession of the new Pro-
testant Bishops. Thisone fact would therefore scein
to be conclusive against the -consecration of Parker ;
and destroys the whole force of Dr. Liingard’s argu-
ment. in support of its historical’ credibility. But.
there are other reasons, not conclusire imléed, but
still of great weight.’ o

Amongst these we must include the fitile regard
that Anglican Protestants of the XVI. century at-
tached to ¢ Holy Orders,” as may be deduced—from
the language of Cranmer—the numerous falsificalions
in the first Protestant (ranslation of the Bible, which
Protestants themselves have admitted by their subse-
quent alterations—and by their excluding # Holy
Orders” from amongst the number of the Sacraments ;
thus denying to the ceremony of Ordination all ob-
jective value.  For, by their own definition, 2 Sacra-
ment is:—

“An ontward and visible sign of an inward and
spiritual grace given unto us, ordaiaed by Christ Hime
self as a means whereby we receive the sdme.”—
Anglican Catechism. :

Now, as Anglicans deny Holy Orders to be a Sa-
“crament, it must be because, according to them, it is
deficient—in an outward and visible sign—or in an
inward and spiritual grace thereby given—or as not
having becn appointed by Christ Himself. ‘They can
not assert, in defiance of their senses, that in Holy
Orders there is no-outward and visible sign; they
must therefore deny—either that any grace is thereby,
and therein, given ; or that it is a rite ordained by
Christ Himself, And therefore it is impossible .lo
see how the Anglican, who denies the Sacrament of
¢ Holy Orders,” can attach any importance whatso--
ever fo the act of consecration, ar of conferring Ordi-
nation upon candidates for admission into the minis-
try. Seecing then, that diverted of its Sacramenal
character; Consecration, or Ordinatio, i$ but an idle
superslitions ceremony, we think it highly improbable.
that the early Protestants, who piqued themselves
upon throwing off all usetess ceremonis, as supersti-
tious and idolatrous, should have taken the pains.-to
perform what they must have believed to have beena
vain and idle ceremony upon Dr. Parker 5 the more
s0, as they well knew that it was not in virtue of any
act of :consecration:by them performed, but in- virtue

~ | of the Queen’s * lefters patent” and Act of Parlia-

ment, that he. could pretend to bear rule as a Bisliop
in"the Lord’s Vineyard, Thus, whilst we do not-deny,
we sée no conclusive evidence for, and,therefore are
strongly. inclined to.doubt, the Aistorical fact even,
cof DParker’s consecration. This however:is of the:
less. consequence ; as it does not in the slightest de.
.gree: affeet the theologival value of the character

validity’ of Anglican"Orders at the present day.. This
{@s “strictly. a theological, ani not a historical: ques-
Aign ; and may be easily solved by a definition of. thy:

word Priest, . . -

|andiwhere:we have the first, we my

thereby conferved upon Parker, or the qhestion of the | Wish A 1
at’ day. This [PoR beflore'fifteen days‘could .elapse ;from.. the 3let- :
‘Dicember fo'the 151h.of Janvary. following according -

" A.Priestyin the Cntino-!.ic-Cl‘:xxrcl!:,‘is bﬁe -ﬁho is‘d‘ulyh

2uthorised.to consecrate fhe, Bogy, ar;:l Blooy o
I,grd,",a:‘q__d to “offer. Sucrifice ,.fo’:- the ‘liri‘ngqa::-l-o;'n
.dead.” ;i Priest, Altar.and ‘Sacrifice are- co-‘relaiiv:g:';
TN H
the' st Naw, sh. Avgli minfter o 1. %
46ts not even preieid 1o’ be; auilorised to gy
crifice” . The' Anglican ordinsiion servive. e,
use, does 101 50 much as. profess to: Gonfar 2.
power 3 and the Anglican formularies fo:mhlly‘d’;q al“.‘“
it. . Now, as no. one.can- be a Priest i 1he Ca(c},m-“‘
Church, -who is not duly authorised to "“offer 5 Oh-.'
fice®—and-as an Anglican minister, no only i ot
authorised, 'but-as the Anglican church hasy n not 50
fice_ to offer, it follows that Anelican ministo saer-
not Priests; and that therefure their Orderg -\ *'*
}erly. worthless in the eyes.of the Catholic ('Ilu:e hm.
in-which . the distinctive and essential chamcmrc n
Priest' consists in-his power to « offer sncriﬁr (:,f !
as may be seen in the writings of St. Chrysosmff St
Augustine, and all the early Doctors of fhe Chr'i:zk‘“.
C_Imrch._ Our corréspondent will now underslandlwllm
an A'nghcm.i minisier, a convert to Calholicily m l
r.ecerv.e-ordm«tion before hie can officiate asa (.Zallmt
lic Priest, at a Catholic Altar, whereon 3 trye and o
ritable sacrifice is offered for the living and the dc.:ﬁ'

THE REV. DR. RYERSON AND Svos
: RATE SCHOOLS. ND SEPs.

We have been requested by the writer,

A ¢ to gire in-
sertion to the following communication :— Bire in

. Mr, !‘.mron,——'Phe numerons readers of your yer
interesiing and much esteened journal, will enql !

: ¢ : rnal, easily
perceive by the following communication, thay [3S
Ryerson wishes either to physic his step-chily i
Separate School of Braniford to death, or (g mmih"{”w
itulterly out of sight. How be has harassed the «lyam
tlemen wlo compose the Board of Trusiees for ‘;i‘
Common Schools of Brantford, and more p-'xriicularllu
William Johpstone, Esq., the Local S’ﬁperimendemy
for meting any justice at all, to hig step-child, t), 4
aforesaid Separate School, can be also gathered ’ﬁ-mg
the same communication :—

' EnvcaTior Orricr,
Toronto, 101h April, 18535, y

Sir,—1 have the honor 1o acknowledae 1he receint
of the Report of your Board of School Trustees for lalsl
year, and regret 1o have 10 return itagain. This return
again was the third and fourth one for more statistical
iuformation relative to the Separate School. The
Trustees of Separate School being under the same me-
neral regulations in regard 1o Reports, &c., as are [he
Trustees of Rura! sections, it is their duty by the 19t
chmse of the 12th seclion of the Actof 1850 to trans-
mit an annual Report to the Local Superigtendeny of
the Municipality withiu which svch Separate Schoot
is situmied 3 and the provisos of the 2nd clause of the
31st section of the same Aect, together with the 2ui
proviso of the 4th section of the Supplememary e,
prescribe the general conditions upon which Separate,
as well us Common, Schools are entitied to share in
the School Fund. You will alen please report the
schooi population of yourtown, required by the %
column. . -

: I have the honor to be, Sir,

Yoaur obedient servant, e
. : . .o ‘E. Rvessos. '
To Willinm Johnstune, Esq., Superintendent, Town «of - ]
Brantford.. e '

This afier-clap dose, Mr. Editor, prescribed by tho
Ductor ¢n the 10th April, for all whe had anything to
do with the Separate School, shows off his skill for
compounding, Itz frst effect was to oblize Willisnr -
Johnstone Esq., to resign hisoffice. Mr. Johnstone is
a genlieman, who wished to do justice to all parties ; .
bat his gentlemanly coudact and his tove of doing that
justice to which he was bound, were no longer to ber
tolerated between the step-father and his step-child ;
therelore, lie must be harassed and obliged to give up
his office, or sacrifice his honor and hlps couscience.
A Rev. Mr. Drummond, a Scotch minister, steps into
office in his stead. 1 is likely tha the sound of his
drum will be heard sweetly on’the other side of Lake
Ontario. His first visit, a1 have been told was lo
the female division of the Separate School on the 20th
of April. It was a Paul-Pry visit, and without anyjno-
lice.  The female children being in their every day
dress, and same even in their-bare-feet, were scared
to appear before the Rov.. gentieman, who introduced
himself as the new Laca! Superintendemt. They ob-
served that il they had:been informed of the vist, as
they had been accostomed ro be by Mi. Johnsions,
they would come in their Sunday dress, and appear
before his Reverence to hear the first sweet words from
Mr. Dromhead,— for so the children styled him,~ not
being. able to remember the gentleman’s name to be
Drummond. ] :

1 have always known it to be customary, thatz
gentleman aboul to make an official visit of the kiud,
should previously inform the Trustees or Teacher. It
is not surprising, therefore that the children should
call the Rev. gentleman, Drumhead. He also beat his
time so,skillfully, as to visit the male school on ocae
day out of two, Juring whicl the male Teachor lay in
bed from a severe cold, that there scarcely remains &
doul_):, but he will by a few more sounds of his drom,
be likely to cheer vp the step-father to a hope of vie-
tory over his step-child at Brantford.. The gentlemar
who presides as Chairman uver the Cominon Schools
of Brantford, being a lover of justice, [ fear he will fes!
mach annoyance from the Doctor if hie continues as he
has hitherto done, to do:justice to the Separate Schaol. -
TlheDoctor appenrs so entirely engaged seeking a loop-
tiole whereby.-he may clieat lis: step-child, that he
seems ajmost to forget himsell in asking ¢ for more
statistical information relative (o the Separate School” -
of Braniford,  He states thet the Trustees of the Se-
parate’ Sehovls have not sent an annual report ; and
qintes the 19th' elanse of the.12th section as obliging

‘them, and also 1he. 2iid proviso of the 41b section, sup-

plementary.” “The Dactor,ought to:kaow. that the Act
of 1850, which réquires’ Trustees to transmit an..an-

‘nual ‘feport.'is repealed by the Aet Supplementary,

which requires ihem to transmit 1wo semi-annval re-
ports, “one belore the, 30t of June, -and lhe other-be-
fore the 3im December of the same year.’ Now I
wish to know if the Doctor wanis another. annual re-

thy: 19tk clavse, of the 121k séciion, or.dues he s0.6008
forget " his'own' worka'of the 26th: section of the.Act::
Supplementary—¢ And be it enacted,.ihat.snch.of the «

 proviaiona of the Upper Canada Seliool Act of 1850, 85 ./



