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bach, and the translation of Rabign, recently pab-
hisbed in the * Foreign Theological Library,” we
do not at thus moment remember any work that
ocomes into competiwon with Mr. Cave's. The
idea of ii, ike » great many other ideas, comes from
our cousins, the Germans. The ** Encylopwdia of
Theology,” or * Theological Encyclopadia,”’ 1s,
with whem, & distincs branch of thevlogical discip-
line. Mr. Cave's uiile, ** latroduction to Tueology,”
is one wmich will probabiy be more intelhgible to
English readers, even 1if 1t conveys a less complete
ydea of the contents of the book. Ists aum, in fact,
18’80 give a general 1dea of the various depariments
of theology, of the *‘ smence " of theology in gen-
eral, and of she various sciences 1nto which 1t may
be sub-aivided.

Tone Prolegomna contains some admirable re-
marks oa tue iumportance of the stady of theology,
we wish that tnis could be read by every clergyman
and every layman in tne country. It is hardiy
po-8sibie w0 eradicate from the minds of many of
our peuple the falss notion that a maa may be as
§00a & preacher and pastor witnout theological
learning as with 1t. In tne first part, Mr. Cave
intenas thas toevlogy has fuil nght w the name of
science, and he nouwces the various daivisions of
sheoiogy adopted by different wniters on this sub-

ect.

! Referring to a very common division into Bibli-
cal, Historical, Systemauc (or Dogmaug), and
Pracial, 10 a ceriain extent he approves of it, but
adopts one more extended, proposing the following
divasions : (1) Nataral Theology ; (2) Ktnical Theo-
logy; (8) Biblical Theology; (4) Ecclemastical
Tneology ; (6) Uomparative Theoiugy ; (6) Pastora.
Theology. We quite agree wish Mr. Cave in pre-
fiing the two duvisions in Nataral and Eihical
I'neology, as they certainly have a full righs to a
piace unaer the general suvjeot, and could not pro-
perly be discussed under any of the other divisions,
unless, indeed, he had removed the * fundamental
theology " from its place under ‘‘ comparative theo-
logy,” and comprehended the two branches under
thas, as wigaot very wollbe done. Indeed, we can-
ROt qaite agree with Mr. Cave in the- posiion
which he aseigus to ‘‘ jandamensal theology "' or
* apulogetios,” under ‘' comparative theology.”’
Tue very name wpich he adopts would refer 10 a
fires piace 1n thevlogical discipline, otherwise it
wighi ve inciuded under ** pastoral theology,” or
uncer e gouerally used and moure compreueusive
term of * pracuocal tbeology.

We are nus sure that anytuing is gained by giving
*“ Evolomastical Theology,” instead of ** Historical
Theology.” It is quite true, as he says, that the
word ** bhistoricel ' may be applied for the then
Uhnstian Theoiogy. It 1s also true shat all Chns
tian Theology has had some relation to the church
or bond ot the churcnes: bus the term would sesm
wo exclude the speculations of iudiviaual Christien
teachers, unless thewr opinions are either accepted
or condemned by the Ouurch. 8o with regara to
‘ Oomparative Theology,” or even ‘' Dugmatic
Thevlogy” would have been betier. These are
small matters, and may be considered by Mr. Cave
before he briugs ous a second edition which will
undoubtedly be called for.

As rogards the book 1n general, we have nothing
bus commendauon to bestow upon it, and to young
theologians we give the advice to procure it at once,
unless they possess Rabiger, Hagenback, or R,the
A book hke this will give defiuitcness to their read.
g, wil save an ummense deal of time, and will
alsv guide them to the best suurces of 1nformation
on vanous departments of the.logy.

Tne ** literasure " is selectea with good judgment,
showing wide reasing aud knowleige onthe part ol
the wrjiter. We bave mussed a few favourites in
vanoas departments. Tne Abbo Hamon's Traite de
Predicatin shoula ceriainiy have been mentione.
ana pernaps also Coquerel's and sume other works
on the same subject. But we canno: have every-
thing. As regarus foreign works, 16 would be well,
in & subec queus edition, to have a little more un:
formity. Works uuntranslate1 should, of course,
have guheir nauve title. Ia regard to translated
works, we sbould have either the original aad the
Eogush ude, or the Eughsh alone. Here we
sume.umes Lave the oue me hod, and sumetimes
the other.
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On Sunday evening, November 156th, Ro'v‘. John
Laugtry, M.A_, rector of Ss. Luke's Cuurch, Torvuso,
delivered the sixth of a series of sermons in reply to s
lecture delivered recently by Arohbishop Lyuch, on
* The diffsrence besween the Catholic and the Pro
testant religions.” The rev. gentleman selected as
his text a portion of sthe 3cd verse of the goneral
Epistle of Smie 2

* It was needfal forfme $0 write unto you, and exhart you that

should earnestly consead fur sne falwun waloh wa\ ocucs de-
tvered unto the w"

The rev. gentleman said :

MarioLaTRY.—I¢ is just the same with the history
of she greas orying crime of she practioal system ol
she Roman Church—her obsouration, nay, overthrow,
of faish ju Jesus Christ as our only Mediator and Re
deemer—she culus, they oall 18, of the blessed Virgin.
1t has no place whatever in the faith or practice ol
she Casholic Charoh of the first ages. The first ap-
proaches to it ure rejected with almost turious indig
nation by the greas Church teachers. The vast ma
jority of the Coristian writers before the Council of
Nices, whose writings have come down to us, in all
sheir lustorical, doosrinal, and devosional stasemouts
never mention the blessed Virgin in any way whas
ever. Of the fow who do refer t0 ber in an hustoriosi
way ot one directs any devotion to be paid w0 her, or
assigus ber auy other place than thas of being she
bonored instrament of the Saviour's incarunativn.
Two, Ongin, and Tertullian, blame her for eusertaio
log unbulieving doubts. Irenmus says thas 4. Mary's
obedience counterbalances Eve's disobedience, so suat
she bas become the advoocate ot Kve. We have onl)
a barbarous Lastin translation of what he wrote, sud
18 18 evideat thas he 1s not thinking of the blessea
Virgin as the advocate of Eve in the acsive sense of
pleading for ber now, bas only of the one act of her
ready submission to the divine will, as farnishing »
coun ing plea to the disobedience of Eve.
And it 18 evident that he had no notion of the Rowan
dootrine concerning the Virgin mother, for in anosher
place be speaks of Christ having checked the unrea-
sonable haste of His mosher a¢ Cana. (Adv. Haev.
u1., xvi.) There is no obuu'ge in the testimony of the
greatest fathers eveun afser Nicea. In their catechisms,
prepared for the instruction of she people, there is
absolute suonce as 0 any religious homagedae w her,
and 10 their devotional utterances shere is noshing
that can be tortured into an address to ber of auy
kind. Bs. Chrysostom does not Lesitate to say thai
sbhe was ignorant of the full mystery of the incarua.
tion, and that she was moved by ambition and arro-
ganoe 10 sending that message o her son. (Hom. on
St. Mats. xii., 48). Ss. Basil speaks of ber as waver-
ing 10 belief as sue time of the Passion. (Epust. 260).
St. Gregory Myssen says nothing created is 0 be
worshippea by man. s . = . -

* We who are taught by the scriptures to
look to the true Godbead are instructed so
every created being as toreign from the Divine nature
and w serve and reverence the uncreated nasure
alone.” (Contre Eunomium), St. Epbauins (408), a
Doctor, says, Mary's body was wnoly, indeed, bas sne
was uot & Daity. She was a virgio, wo, and honored.
but nos given to us for worship. And be concludes,
** Chnst called her womau, as 1u prophecy, because of
the bervaies and schisms which were to come apon
the earih, lest any one, through excessive adoration
for that holy Virgin, should tall into she silly nonscnse
of shat heresy (shat of the Collyrideans). * »
For if Chbriss willeth nos that the angels should be
worshipped, how much more is he uawilling that
worsbip shoald be paid to her who 18 born of Anna ?
Let Muary be honored ; bat let the Father, Sou and
Holy Ghost alone be worshipped. Letnu one worship
Mary.” He says that this 1dolatrus heresy has ouly
for 1u8 promoters wesk, fickle, narrow-minded womeu,
prone to error, and thas they must be pus to silence.
With these agree 8t. Jerome, Doctor, 478 ; St Augus-
tine, Doctor, 430 ; Ss. Cyril, of Alexanuna, 440 Aund,
finally, nothing woatever implying shis cultus 18 to be
found in the copious writings either of Pope Leo the
Great, 461, or of Pope Gregory the Great. 604. And when
we firsy fiad tbe culvus of the blessed Virgio, or of the
angels, making 1ts appearance, it is at onoce challenged
#0d condemued a8 a novel heresy. Sach was the
doctrine, such the practioce of the Catholic“Church for
over 600 years with regard to the culuis of the blessed
Virgiu. Like the worship of angels, images and relics,
16 wWas 1ntroduced to oconciliate the heatben, and 1t
tound a soul ready prepared in the minds of those bar.
barous hordes who had been acoustomed to worship
tbe Qaeen ot Heaven and her attendants or rivals,
Anad »0 this custom which the fathers rejooted with
sbhorrence as an 1dolatrous heresy grew apace 1n thas
soul tll 1t reached at last 1ts truly appaliog propor-
tioos in the modern Roman Church. 1 have not time
to trace 118 history, but invite your attention to a few
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lustrations of the acreditod Roman toachingson the
sytjoot now. Queo of sthar most loarnod writers
Suarce, says it is & univorsal sonsimont in the Roman
Churob that the 1utercossion of Mary 1s not only nse.
ful, bat in & cortain manvoer uwoovssary, bocause Uod
bas determined to give us no grace exoopt through
tho hands of Mary. And 80 1t is taught 1o authorized
books that '* 1t 1s morally 1muposs:blo for shose to be
waved who pegleot the duvotion of the blessed Virgin:*
shas ‘1t 18 sheo will of God thas all graces shoald pass
shrough her hands ; ™' what ** LO orvatare obtaned any
racv from God save accordiug to the dispousation of
{is boly mother "' (quoted from Bemerdine by Liguori)
I'bat Josus has in teos said ** po ove shall be partaker
of My blood exoept surough the intsroessiou of My
mother.!' That ‘‘our salvation 1s in bor hands.
bat **18 is 1mposmble for sy 40 bo saved who tarns
away from her, or s disregarded by her.” Thas
* God Himseif is subjeot 0 tho command of Mary."
T'hat * God has resiguod 1080 hor hands His omuipo.
senoo in the sphere of grace.” That ' 1t 18 waler to
week salvation through her than directly from Jusus.
[t was necvssary that Christ should constisute His
wull-beloved mother a mediator between us and Hium,
shat she would appease the wrath of her Bon.”" (lao
de Valent en Eapos Magni ) Agsin, 18 1s saught that
“(God retaned justice vutwo Huaosel! and granted
mercy 0 ber.” * Toas she 18 tbe throve of graoce
whereof the Apostie speakeshh to which we are to
oume ; ' ' that sho appeasoih stho just soger of ber
Soun.” ' She s the ouly refage of those who have in
ourred the Divine indiguatiou.” (Blosius in Glories
ol Mary, p. ¥3.) And these are noi the mere opiuions
of private teactiers, but of Docitors whose teaching
bas been examived aud approved of, authorized books
of devouon aud 10struction, nay, of Popes themeclves,
¢.¢. ' Oo this hope,"” says Pias IX | ** we chicfly rely
that the most blessed Virgin, * * who by the foos
of virtue bruised the serpont’'s head, sud wbo being
oounssitated between Chnst and His Choreb, .
bath ever delivered the Chnstian people from calami-
Gies of all sorts. For ye know very well, venerable
brethren, that the whole of our confidence is placed in
the most holy V.rgin, sivce God has placed in Mary
the fulpess of all good, that, sccordingly, we may
koow that if there 1s any hope in us, if auy grace, if
apy salvation, 18 redounnds to us from her, because
such is His will who has willed shat we should bave
everything through Mary.” (Ep. Eocycl., 1849)
That is the way the last Pope inwerpreted and taught
this docsrine. We bhave beca told shat the present
occapant of the Papal throue is a liberal and enlight-
ened man, who has no sympathy with the super-
stitions of his predecessors. - And yet who of us bhas
oot been borrified at the pure and simple heathenism
shat pervades every line of that encyclioal of bis pab.
Lished about a month ago, calling the faithful to ob-
serve s uovena t0 the blessed Virgin, and promising
all sorts of indulgences for the mere mochauical rec:-
tation of prayers to her ? Neaither she nams nor she
dootrine ot Chrnat has the faintest recogoition. It is
in fact an entire endorsation of Liguorian teaching
about Mary. Again, de Salaxar (pp. 621-629) hesitates
not to say that ** Mary loved the world, and gave her
only otten Son for it; for with priestly piety she
offered Him aa a sacrifice for the world: Many things
wre asked from God aud are not granted ; theoy are
asked from Mary and are obtained.” ** At the com.
mand of the Virgin all things obey. even God.” ** The
salvation of all depends upon their being tavored and
protected by Mary ; he who 14 procected by Mary will
be saved ; he wuo 1s not will be lost. Mury has only
to rpuak and her >on executes all.” (Glories of Mary,
Liguon.) This is what i1s taugbt the people 1n the
popular manuals of devotion and instruction. Think
of this prayer fin the Recolta, to be used dariug the
celobration of the mass : * I acknowledgee thee and I
venerate thee, most holy Virgin, Queen o Heaven,
Lady Mistress of the universe, as daughter of the
eternal Father, mother ot His well beloved Soun, and
most loving spouse of the Holy Spirit ; koeclhing at the
feet of thy great majosty with all bomilicy, I pray
through thy divine charity wherewith thou wast 8o
bounteously eunched on thine assumption 1nto heaven.
to vouchsafe me favor aud pity, placing me under thy
most safe and faithful protection smnd receiving me
into the number of those bappy and highly favored
servants of thine whore names thou dost CArry graven
apon thy vu'tgin heart.” And thiok of this prayer,
pablished at Rome with licence of Superiors in 1825 :
I adore you, eternal Father; I adore you, eternal
Son; I adore you, most holy Spirit ; I adore you most
holy Virgin, Queen of the heavens, lady and mistress
of the umverss.” She is thus put on's virtaal level
with God as an object of worship, and as far as lan-
guage can do it is hovored above Him. Salazar calls
her * the complement of the whole Trinity, with body
und soul under the sacred species.”” 1 shudder even
to read what follows. Dr. Puse (Enenicon) says
there exists among the poor peop{e of Kome a belief
that 10 the Holy Eucharist not only our Lord but His
mother is present. And the beliet is defended by Os-
wald. one of their distinuguished writers. (Dogmat.




