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. “THBE CATHOLIC,

claim of being Catholic, is cmircly!a mat.
ter of historical fuct, which the Churck-
man may confute (rom history if' he can,
In order to avoid this diflicult task ho turns
aside to place the issus on a matler of
principle, and says that it would require
the Seec of Rome to be infallible. Ta this
we reply, that no decision of the church.

has declared the Popa to be other than

Cliristians, having or claiminy Episc upul merely sta‘es that during the great wes.
puwer, wie so muny branches ol ua imeg- tern schism, whilst all adhered to the
inary Catholic Church, But he forgets principle of communion with the Holy
that these locol estublishments buve noly See, some identified that principlo with
uul cunnot have, communion with each gpg competitor, and some, with another
other.  'The Greek Churea looks upon the —presenting onie form of those physical
Anglican  beresy, just ay the ‘Roman hindrances o whick wo had referred 5 in-
Church does,except us regards the single asmuch as they could not know- which in-
question of the Pope’s  supremacy — div,dual was the true successor of St, Pe-
T'he Churchof England veturns this judg- (or, Delahoguo himself, in the very quo- | infullible.  Neither has it declared him
ment vy joining the Pope neainst ‘the wiion which the: Churchman introduces, o bo infallible.  And yet, tho fact of
Gireek sehismatics, on the qui ativn of the remarks that none of these obediences communign with that See has ever been
procession of the holy Ghost from the ygie involvedeven in schism. How (he,,;nn indispensable condition of Catholicity.
f'ather and.the-Son.  Boih of them have cenn the Churchman pre[cnd-[o prove from‘hl this all the Christinn world had been
bishops, so called ; but both henr the stamp 4,4 quotation, that Cotholicity is possible-agreed, uniil after the rise of each suc-
",’l the province iw Wh'c',' they vrigwited, where enmmunion with Romo-has.been  cessive schism and heresy, when the unis
10!‘.\\'hlt:h they wero oeugn.cd.n"(: beyond yoken? The other witness, Dupin, does versal body rejocted the rebellious .mem-
which they wo mcaplnbl‘c of (:c;'e np'?e?]l"not pretend in the passage cited, to write bers and deprived them of the titlo which
O'nu may bed“l:’ ccc;esm;uc: SB“Y?:’ e s an historian,but only as a casuist. His, was theirs provious to their rebellion.—
uusslmn.bnu thootherol the "::“ MY° "y nsoundness, both in fuith and morals, , This, we contend, is history ; and we call
t;mc i dut l;"".m of c_c::lnmuxluon leth.e:: should render him in the eyes of the onthe Churckman, to show one single ex~
them iy utterly impossible,  [n what par ' ontd
Hem ¥ imp v Churchman, as of all honest nen, a sus~ ception to the rule.
of the world, then, can the prelates of the d . ic doctrino. i
English establishment. or those of tho pected authority cn Catholic doctrine, [lis;
~Nglis d\ ntah countey. exnect to Lo lercourse with Archbishop Wake of
a rder 18 CO f xpee
fama order 0Ly, exp ... Canterbury, showed but teo clearly how -
recognized on the grounds of Catholicity, . .
. . .7 ready-he was to betray Catholic truth for
except in the secular province to .which . .
sake of the advantages which he anucipa~
they belong? . . .
. o . 1. tnd'from. the spucious union of the two
Our contemporary in his last article, ds. Neitherdocs e bear the Church
regards the Church us .a corporation, or S7¢°U% ';']l '3' ous /e bear °r Uret=" \we shall mention one or two historical re-
man out, tle does not give any facts, but g, opo0g i which.truth is sadly perverted

** corporate hody, the powers of which A " hi .

have been cquully vested in all the aposs mc!'el_v expresses an opinion of TS 0w, ey o purpose of upholding an unsound

tles, and their successors in office.” Even which, even if it were correct, would not system. [le saysthut ¢ the African Bish.
ops, finding that the novel pretensions of

. se in hand. we ha
then, there shouid be some representation Ee;o the pur:)onf:' n ? d n l_;"' lhz b vo’
’ o | v ' - p
of the head, for the purposé of order and a¢ no opportumiy of verilying the quo ,the Roman Seo were unsupported by ec-
clesiastical authority wrote. a letter to

inati ] ation as it stands,
subordination. But has our contemporas tation - s . |
ry forgotten his New Testament? To, Ag?in werepeat, therefore, that to im- Pope Calestine, in which, afier alluding
10 the indepeadence of the African church

which of the Aposiles did Christ say, « to agine a partof the Catholic Church not in

xues [ will give.the keys of the Kingdom communion with the ioly §ue. has cver in the matter in question, they say,” &e.

of Heaven,” except to Poter alone?  To, been, and is now, a contradiction. Take &e. Then he.gives a quotation from

which one besides did he say, **1 have ®NY period of the Church, from the begin- Fleury's Ecclesiastical history, ‘s it nat

prayed for Tuer, that thy fah fail‘.m"g .dou'n lo.the commeancement of lh.e strang: ‘xlm.t the Churchman could allow

not, and thou being once converted, con~ Anglican schism, and our statement is the publication of such a statement, when
in fact-neither the African bishops nor

firm thy brethren I To which of them bx)fno out by universal tcstimo.ny.. 'l‘h.e .
did he say, ¢ fced my sheep 7*  These Arians called l)hemsch'cs E}a-lhohcs.m!he:r Fleury say one syliable about 1he indes
were privileges conferred on Peter alone, 48, 08 lhe,l rolestant Episcopalians do pendanco of the Afmcan Chureh, nor
Either ll:en, lhey were applucnble to all inours. Will lhl.: Churchmal.) agree that uboat novel prcte-nsiuns; but en.the contra~
the a!:oslles’ or [hey conferred.on Peler: they wurc‘calh()h.cs‘; -\"d if not, hOW‘ ry Fleury himself intmates that the bishe
personal and simgular prerogaiives which can-he claim the tile f(.)r hfs own t:omr:u:.‘o!,s of Africa had been accustomed to the
destroyed the: imaginary cquality of thef“’d and modera denomination ? exercise of the power against which they
Churchman’s Episcopal corporaliOn._} * But he says that ouc doctrine is hcld|remonstrm.:d, and “declared that they
Which of the Episcopal bishops can dis., 0nly in those churches which aie in com would suffer it no -more.” So that what
charge the office of St Peter-in confirming , munion with Romo.  So this we rcply,:is. in history and in truth, a vsage ** no.
his brethren? “In fact.they all feel the‘lhat it vas held by all Churches at the.longer,” -as they contend, **to be borne
nocessity, without having the nmhm-jgy“boginning of the rixteenth ccmury—lhatI\vuh." is perverted in the Churclhman to
for the exurcise of such-power. Heuce, [it was true, then, and that the opostacy of a novel pretension. They were preparing
the irregularinterferenee of certain soving , Geneva, or Canterbury, has not 1endered , the way for an African. .nstead of a Ca-

Apparently comprehending the difficuls
ty of such un undertaking, he has referred
us to a correspondent, and we are sorry
that the Jatter is not without his capacity
to mislead the incautious reader. Without
going at length-into & review of Ins aruicle,

bishops in-the internel sffirs.of dincesan
sdwministrations, over which they have no
Jarisdiction. By this equality, which the
words of out Saviour to St. Peter proved
him never to havo intended, our Protest-
ant Bpiscopal prelates: claim to teach in
opposition to cuch other 3, -and exhibit to
the world-the spectszie of a houserdivided
in itsell’ and which must. theretore,.(all.
Qur contemporary had state I, that even
Catholic writers acknowledged tho possi-
bility of & Cutholic Church in the absence
of communion with the holy'See. This
of courss we denied, und calledyfor hisau
thority. He relers.to two, taking them
secund haud from Mr, Palarer—the one
Dclohogue, and the other, Dupin. Tt is
diffi.ult 10 conceive hiow any-one could
give = quotulion to prove a proposition,
then Lie himsclf inust kuow that the quo-
tation proves no such thing. Dalahogue

it false since. Those whn have-revolied:

aguinstihe Church, and violated hor unity,
may-enjny the advantages ot sucha cuurse,
but as an oilset, they must remember the
privileges they -have forfened by the act ;
of those privileges cvery just claim to the
title of Catholic may be placed at the head.

1o says nextthat if allCatholic churches
were i communion with  Rowme, the
communjon .might be merely voluntary,
and that hence vur argsment would not
prove it to be'necessary.  We answer to
this, that ‘all" Cutholic ‘churches are in
communion with Rome, that.the commu-
‘nion s voluntury, though: founded on the,
conviction uf its being necessary, in.order
to comply with the ‘requircnicuts of our
Saviour, in the institation and orgnniza.
tion of Hig church. What we have here
stated fo show the necessity of communion
with Romo, in order to be catfiled: ta she

'tholic Church. .Where is the Africen
: Church now *—and where will the Engs.
lish Church be in a centary from this ¥—
whilst the .Catholic Church was from the
toginning, and.will be to the end, umver-
sal and in communion with Peter’s sucees-
sors. Butafter all, the procecdings of the
African lishops are by no means in-
consistent with n full recoghition. of the
Pope’s. supremacy.  They hod excoms
wunicaied an auworthy priest <Ramned
Apiarivs. He appealed 1o the Popo. Ehe
Popo restored him 10 communion,- and.
sent him back to Afiica with Faustinus,a
bishap, who had been the Legato of Pope
Zo imus iy thatcounry,  Un his arnval,.
the bishops essembled.in council, com-.

plained of the procced.ng,.and.during. the |

s

the exercisd of his ministey.” The coun®
cil then remonstrated with the Popo on
the subject, and * conjured him,” (in the
lnnguago of Fieury) ** not to restore thoso
whom they had excommunicated.” We
have known in this country a case some-
what similar. A clergymar is suspended
by hisbishop. e goes to Rome, angd on
his own representation of the case. is ress
tored. He comes back with letters of re-
commendation from the Holy See to lus
bishop, and his bishop immedintely sue~
peads him again. All this, without tho
slightest disrespect toward the [foly See,
or the slightest censure to the bishop for
what he had done,  These things are un-
derstood in the Catholic Church, and per-
fectly consistent with a recognition of tha
supremacy in the successo. of St. Peter,
without which the idea of a Catholic
Church is a pure fiction. Thisis the only
partof the layman’s communication which
could be -of service to the editor’s argu-
ment, and we have just seen that it does
no credit to.either.

We advise the, Churchman, then, to
give up all claim 10 the word Catholic,
or else to'quality himself to be-the thing
which'that word means. Lethim be a
Protestant i he will, and call himself by
his proper appellation. In either case, -
although-there 1 a great diff:rence, yet
he will be consistent, But whilst he is a
Protestant in facr, his yearing after the ti-
t'e ** Catholic” will be looked upon by
personsotall denominations as a harmless
but semewhat ludicrous affectation. Nei-
ther will bad reasoning, or perverted hiss
tory, help the matier, ™ Itis so, by the in-
evitable and controllicg influence of truth,
which has within itself a force, and a di-
rect bearing, that no sophistry, no talents,
uo, perverted ingenuity, will ever be able
to withstand,

- AP e et o)

“Hotr Sacrep axv Rout Divine
axD Boew.—Such is the blasphemous ntl.
ol'a book that hay been produced within a
few u.ombs among the  Shakers, purports
ing to have been dictated by anangel from
[leaven 1o one Stewart, as supplement-
ary o the revelation of the Bible, and an
improvement thereon!! A delrgation
from the.society, in Union Village, War-
ten corunty, (hio, wailed on us with a
copy dusing the past week, The Shakers
wisely ‘precend to-offer no evidence ol he
inspiration of this curiosity, but content
themselves with bemazning the unhappy
fute of all **in mortal clay” who when
they-read will not taste and see that the
book’s inspired! It divinese Morugr
ANN Lk, assumes that sitty vears of ex-
istence of her sect should convince the
wwild that she was not fed with new milk
shrongh thie key.hole of a prisan, in Engs
land, for nothing, and denies a futire judg-
ment and the resurreciion of thy body.
What wiih the books that-have been torn
out uf tho- Bibie,and ihe-forced interpre-
1ations put on those that remain, by secta~
rians, the golden bonk of Mormon, ot Joo
Swith, and Holy sncred aud Divine Roll
of the-Shakers, and wo shall Sce the ne-
cessity of snme such unerring security as
the -wisdom of tho Savioar has provided

{in,the Cutholic Chureh: Tell the Sha-

Kers,indred, that Mother Ann Lee wasnnt

greater than Moses and Paul,-and that the

*Roi* doeg unt taste more divine than
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sebates.the preest acknowledged his-guiit;,
and, says Fleury,. ¢ drew sobs from lbg!

council, but remained furever deprived of

Peterboroigh,— Revd, Mr. Butler §7;
being for.C: Crowley; 20s.,. Charles Mc~
Carthy, 154, Bernaid:Boyd, 7s. 64., and
balance Ci. 2¢,Gd, o



