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¢ LETTERS OF RECOMMENDATION.

Apostolie Delegation
Ovtawe, June 18th, 1906,
Mr. Thomas Cofley :

Dear 8ir,—8ince coming to Canada I have
::l reader of your paper. 1 have noted
with satistaction thativisd rected with intelll

and abllity, and, above all, that it is im
mwlhh a strong Catholle spirit, 1vgtrenu-
Jusly ‘defends Catholle principles and rights,
and stands firmly by the Leachings and author
1%y of the Churoh, at the ssme time promoting
she best interosts of the country, Kollowing
shese lines 11 has done a groal den! of good for
she welfare of religlon and country, and it
will do more and more, &8 ite wholesome
influence reaches more Catholle homes
sherefore, earnestly recommend 1t to Catho-
fio tamilies, With my blessing on your work,
and best wishes for 118 continued BUCCESS,

Yours very nlmmn-{)}; lr:\ (;h;l;tl Ll

TUR, Archbishop O OHUNA,
penane Apostolic ﬁelegnhe.

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA.
Ottawa, Canada, March 7Ub, 1800.
Mr. Thomas Coffey :

Dear Bir:1 For some time past I have road
your estimable paper, THE CATHOLIC RECORD,
and congratulate you upon the manner in
which 1t 18 published. Iis matter and form

a truly Catholic spirit
. Therefore, with pleas
wure, 1 oan recommend it to the falthful.
Bleseing you and wishing you 8uccess belleve

remsin,
by g Yours faithfully in Jesns Chriab

t D FALcON10, Arch. of Larlssa,
Avost. Delex.

LoNDON, SATURDAY, DEC 21, 1907.

OHRISTMAS.

This issue of the Recorp will reach
most of our readers on Christmas eve.
The festival of Christiras now so uni-
versally ovserved, brings with it to all
80 much of genuine love for God and
man that it may be justiy considered
an annual renewal of the covenant of
merey established by the mystery of
the redemption. The utter abandon-
went of man excluded from the regen
erating irfluences of Divine Bounty,
was, at the coming of Christ,
truly :appalling. The world had
then, we Jlearn from the best his-
torical sources, reached a state
of moral corruption snd degra
dation without parallel, without limit,
without extenuation. There was no
infamy that did not find toleration, ap
probation and encoursgement amongst
men. Wealth acquired by years of toil
or by ancestral merit and greatnoss was
soattered profusely—glory won by great
and varied civil talents, or by the just
renown of gigantic military achieve-
mente, tarnished heedlessly in the pro
curing of pleasures of the baser kind.
Stately temples and majestic statues
were raised in honor of deified vice.
Even the splendid civilization of the
Grooks and tainted by
the foulest corruption. The ivfluence
of the merely civie virtues in promot
ing national advancement, domestic
security, and individual happiness was
tound, alter long trial, to be utterly
wanting. There was neither honor nor
domestic peace in the world. Man
kind, drooping and withering through
the taint of the universal moral dis
order, had, but for the coming of the

Romans was

Redeemer speedily lapsed into hopeless
barbarism. Bat God's mweroy, being
above all his works, relieved, through
the coming of His Divine Son, the
whole human race from the bondage
of sin and deatn. Ohrist came into
the world to redeem and rejoice man
kind. We know how f{rom the erib

at Bethlehem to the Cross on Calvary,
this mission
complished.

of Ipfinite Love was &c
It is around the erib in

the obscure hamlet wherein Christ | tion to develop immutability, How is
deigued, amid privation and poverty, ‘ it that Christianity needs reconstruc-
to enter the world, that the thoughts 1 tion ? Such a Christianity is no Chris
and hopes of men gather at this holy ‘ tianity. Thereis nousein a philosopher
geason. The pre-occupations of life, | coming with a pr fessor's gown from
the viclssitudes and trials througl l,.m_\ university, and saying to us:
which we all have to pass every | Lo, here is Christ.,” We know
ear of our lives hero bel ke *-\‘X!Hll‘ e is : He is in the Vatican,
too frequently away from the reflec i'l':v Holy Father was not only quite
gions which spriog as if through ::w‘ hin his bounds in the Kneyclical
20Mme perennial source, from con | but he was the champion of all revela
templation, howove brief, of the & tion, for which other generations may |
ich the Chureh now invites ’, bs more grateful to his memory than
us to commemorate. But though pre .| The Ohurch Times seems to be. So far
vented, as many at other seasous are | from this Kocpelical being an *'abdica
from such contemplation, all at this ‘l tion'' it is one of the strongest vindica-
time seem intent on forgetting thet onb | ttons of revealed Christian religion.
lous scenes of every day strife and activ- l Its colearness and foroe, its unity of
ity for better thoughts, and a bearty | thought and variety of poiuts — its
moment of thanksgiving to a God of in- | authoritative tone and practical man
finite wercy whose wisdom reacheth from i dates show the thinker, thestudent and
end ghtily and ordereth all | man of power. For a generation, or
tl weet To all at this season \ more correctly npnukint, a century, the
we extend onr most cordial greeting | Bible has needed a protector. FProtes-
Bat to our readers and friends we es | tants, Church Times ineluded, might,
pocially wish s very merry Christmas. | for reason of their much boasting, been
Wa trast that for all of them it may be l expected to undertake the work. They
sson of geonuine happiness and \ had prided themeelves in it that it was
veligions rejoleing, for thus spent this | their only guide. They watehed in sil
sacred time will be a presage A"‘l(‘ll("‘ hiz her eritics tear away its books
brighter and happier days, and its | until hardly a chapter was left. Tho

anpnal recurrence ever looked to with
Lopefulness and fervid Catholic ex-
pectation,

MODERNISM.

We at length approach the subject

for which we made a long introduction,
viz., the view of Modernism as given
by The Church Times. It says in open-
ing :
“ The Encyclical is a far greater
disaster to the Church than the policy
of the Pope in regard to the Separa
tion Law, not only because it aflects
every country, but also because, by
placing the Roman Catholie Church
definitely and explicitly in opposition
to contemporary scientific and histori:
eal methods, and to contemporary
modes of thought, it practically throws
up in despair the Church’s mission of
evangelization, It is & manifestation
of faithlessness and impotence, a verit-
able abdication. Had St. Paul, face to
face as he was with Grmco Roman civil-
ization, adopted the attitude which is
now that of Pius X., Ohristianity would,
humanly speaking, bave ceased to exist
within & very short time. The Roman
Church says in effect that it has no
message for the modern world, no sola
tion for the problems of the twentieth
century, no answer for the millions of
anxious inquirers who are as sheep
without & shepherd.”

Invective is louder than argument,
ana mis statement more alluring than
truth, Nor is ecither of
wanting in the event of any Fapal 2c
tion. Modern thouglt is so carried
away by its own self sufliziency and s0
encouraged and lauded just now by
anti-Catholic prejudice that to chal-
lenge its statements or question its the
ories, or to defend the Holy Wather in
his well timed condemnation of Modern-
ism, is rash, gnorant and slavish.
What ¢ disaster ' can come to the
Church from protecting the Bible,
Christ, the Church, the supernatural,
we are not prophets enough to forecast;
but a greater disaster would be the
poisoning of the wells, the perversion
of Christian truth, the absolute ruin of
the Church. No doubt as with the
Master so with His Vicar: *‘ He is set
for the rise and fall of many in Israel.”
No Sovereign Pontiff issues an eocy-
cliecal or syllabus without necessity,
which in turn implies that some will
be disastrously aflected by it and
others sheltered from scandal. Far
mor - serious than the individual loss is
the guardianship of that sacred deposit
which makes and, keeps the Church
the pillar and ground of trath. Is the
Church going c¢ne way, and modern
society the other ? It may be 80 : 80
much the worse for modern society.
The path of the Church is the way of
God, the march of history, ¢ven when
the nations wander from it. As Card(
nal Newman tells us: * Both the
Mosaic and Christian dispensations
took the existing state of thought as it
was and only partially innovated on or
corrected it.’’ Never has the Church
dictated to the world itsline of thoaght
except when that thought undertook to
explain matters of religious import.
The Church would be acting most
illogically by entering into a philoso-
phical dispute, the result of which might
be indiffarent to her doctrine or her
discipline were she to claim by author-
ity that both sides mwust admit the
premises, What the Church cannot
is that other than her own ex-
planations be given for religion. Mod-
ern thought is no more to the Church
than was the Roman or Hellenle thought
when Christianity started its journey
through the centuries. We are not
astonished that St. Peter did not con-
fori to stole or epicurean philosophy.
Why should there be such a clamor to
day for conformity and eompromise
with modern thought?

thasa ever

allow

It is because it
Which
form of thought has been more lasting,
philosopkical thought as typified by
any of the schools, or religious thought
as oxpressed by the Cross, the Counclls
of the Church or the Supreme Pontiff ?
When all is confusion to whom shall we
go? We cannot expect Strauss to clear

is the Pope who has spoken.

away our doubts, or the law of evolu-

only man to defend that Word of God
is the Pope of Rome—and they with a
howl cry ** abdication.”” It is scandal

'

ous. The brightest, strongest figure
in the gloom now threatening divided
Christianity is the venerable Pontiff
bidding the winds and the waves be
still. If modern thought seeks salva.
tion it must come to the faith of the
immortal Church, the Church cannot
find life in its fallacies or go to it.

SOCIALISM.

Soclalism not only weakens the right
of property, if it does not expressly
deny it, it undermines the family tle.
Goods in common are to be followed
by wives in common and bhusbands in
common. Educativn in Public schools
is working to this end, designed as
they are for the maintenance, instruc-
tion and education of children from
their earliest age. These schools de
prive and relieve parents of all care
and responsibility, Presuming that
parents are incompetent to train up
their children properly it has all the
time been asserted and reasserted that
the S:ate sheuld take the whole charge
of the children. A double purpose
was in view, to remove from matrimony

indissoluble, and secondly, to bring up
children free from ali belief in God and
immortality, to make them believe thag
this earth is their only home, and the
State their only benefactor. Karthly
happiness has three enemies ; religion,
marriage and private property. Re
ligion is to be replaced by science,
private property by community of
goods, and marriage by its abominable
and unmentionable substitute of sc-
called free love. If children can be
taken care of by the State, from the
age of two years up to the majority in
public nurseries kindergartens, primary
and higher institutions, homes will be
emptied, and will be exposed to com
plete ruin and dissolution. We do not
imply that this is a novel tendency of
Socialism, a theory resu ting from the
desire of doing away with individual
owanership, or tha it was never before
advocated. Modern education may
have systematized it, bub its claims
were asserted a century ago by the
adwirers of revolutionary principles
who proposed it amongst otLer theories
as one of the great means to recon
struct society. Nor has this tendency
of Soclalism been the only force work
ing towards the loosening of the mar
riage tie. Religions heresy and
national pride, though they may not be
partial to Socialism, have afforded ex.
cuse and encouragement for the disso
laution of the family and the degradation
of woman, The only hope a thovghtfal
man can have is that bad principles
may not be carried to their logical
conclusions, for light still rests on the
hills ol society and its towers are not
yet entirely stripped of defenders.

Let us take up another — really the
third point — the stand taken by
Socialism with regard to the Church
and the Church with regard to Social
ism. Socialism is in essence and
actual practice opposed to religion,
which it regards as one of ils wosb ioi-
placable foes. We find, on the other
hand, writers claiming Christianity as
a typical form of Socialism and striv-
ing to prove that Christ was the first
Soclalist. It this argument be true
there ought to be no antagonism.
Both might well join hands against
modern Cgosarism. But it the theories
which we hear advocated by Socialists
be the test, we see no similarity be-
tween the economy proposed by our
Blessed Lord and the dissolving tend-
encies of Socialists., They are as far
apart as the two poles, One is super-
patural the other natural ; one canon-
izes the the other claims that
thers will be no poor ; one emphasizos
duty and sacrifice; the other insists upon
right and prosperity. There is no
reason why they are necessarily apart.
It is rather in its revolutionary parent-
age and its irresponsible talk that
Socialism has taken to irreligion. The
questions of property and fimily are
the Both
the amelioration of social condi

A complication has aggravated
the misunderstanding ; for many who

poor,

introduction of trouble.
wish

tions.

love Socialism have a greater hatred

of the Church. To none does the
Ohurch yield in her love of the work
ing poor. As one ol these writers

puts it : ‘I do not like the Oatholic
am working [for Socialism
when I attack a religion which is
hindering Socialism.'”” Here is some
more of the same writer's irreligions
teaching : **1 cannot believe that
Jesus Ohrist was God nor that Ha was
the Son of God."” Mr. Blatchiord
sweeps away not only our Lord but
the prophets and apostles : they either
never existed, or were no better than
ordinary people. Miracles, sin, atone-
went existence. Taere is
with him one ** blessed word ''—Deter-
minism—which destroys free-will, sin,
morality. Socialism so far, at any rate,
is decidedly materialistic and atheistic
in its teaching. ‘It is & noteworthy
fact,” says Count Soderini, *‘that there
is scarcely a speech or demonstration
made by Socialists in which they have

Church ; I

have no

abstained from making hostile utter-

the principal reasons for making it |

ances against God and agsinst Chris-
tianity.”” We walt again, to examine
tbe forms of Socialism fouud in Eng
land.

—_—
PROTESIANT PREACHING.

A correspondent of the Daily Witness,
of Montreal, makes a doleful complaint
that his ** theological leaders are fall
ing away from the teaching of the
Bible.” 8o far have matters gone and
80 ©C is the decad that he is
worried lest perhaps *‘ the Protestant
Church itselt is on the downfall.’
These preachers ‘* deny the Word of
God, saying that Christ never rose
{rom the grave, and there is no sin and
there is no bell, and no one is con-
verted. How can these men say they
ars ordained by God to preach the
gospel 1"’ He deplores the unrest and
confusion into which his Church is
thrown. What this writer describes is
only too true, and would be witnessed
in our vwn Church were it not for the
voice of authority. This correspondent
is portraying modernists. What he
says, with trembling voice snd in ques
tioning tone, our Supreme Pontiff with
cloarness, which is hegottea of

that
power, proclaims to the world, that the
QOatholic Charch will not have con-
fusion, The difference between the
faithful of our own Church and the
members of sectarian bodies is brought
out into bolder relief by letters such
as that to which we refer. Authority
is sorely needed nowadays in matters
religious, social and civil. Unrest and
confusion dis urb thought, industry,
conduct. They have invaded every
shore and have actually threatened the
sanctuaries of the Church and the halls
of the State. Where a vigilant pastor
«ith due authority commands attention
and obedience, unrest and coafusion
steal away worse confounded. Where
there is no such pastor, where due
anthority is detheoned and replaced by
private jadgment whatcan any man €X-
pect but that leaders—who are not, with
their good will, blind guides—will tend
downwards and stray far from the ful-
ness of truth committed to living teach
ers? Thecomplaint which this gentle-
man makes has a tone of sadness about
it with which we sympathize, but this
condition is the natural result of the
principles laid down by the heresiarchs
of the sixteenth century. Who kept the
resurrection, and hell and sin and all
other dogmas from injury and corrup-
tion through the centuries? Not the
Bible—for here in an age of so-called
enlightenment after the Bible has been
in possession for three hundred year
and after men’s private jadgment on
Biblical questions has divided and sub
divided we find the truths of Christian
ity, treated as fables and the Bible it
golf thrown away as the most fabulous
myth of all. The only power that could
save the fulness of revealed truth from
complete destruction as well as from a
minimizing tendency is the lawfally
established living teacher, whose
watenful heart wonld never rest, whose
power would never weaken and whose
clear voice would never be drowned by
the noise and cunfusion of self consti-
tuted guides. Night Is coming on; the
storm is growing worse—what consola
tion, what security to be in Peter's
ship.

THE ODDFELLOWS.

Oar correspondent who wrote us
some time ago comes again with the
game question: ‘“Why are the Odd
fellows condemned by the Church ?’
He complains that our argument was
‘‘very poor,’” and that we mis stated
the association when we put it down
as an oath-bound secret society.
“Then,' he adds, we stated thata secret
promise was of ‘‘as much importance
as an oath’’—and *‘it auswered his (our)
purpose as well.” Wo may as well be
candid at once. We never had an
argument, or pretended to bhave one,
The only show of an argument was that
the Churzh condemned the Oddfellows.
“And,” to quote an excerpt from the
Council of Biltimore, ‘‘whenever the
OChurch has spoken authoritatively
with regard to any scciety, ber de-
eision cugh’ to be final for every Cath-
He ought to know that the
Church has not acted hastily, nor ua-
witely, nor mistakenly: he shonld be
convineed that any worldly advantages
which he might derive from member-
ghip ir such society would be poor
substituse for the membership, the
sacraments and the blessings of Christ ;
he should have the courage of his
religious convieticns, and stand firm to
faith and conscience, There is one
characteristic which is always a strong
presumption against & society and that
is secrecy. When in 189% the Roman
authorities pronounced sentence against
the Oddfellows most strenuous efforts
were made to have the decree changed.
In one of its answers the Sacred Con-
gregation sald: ‘*‘This is not a ques-
tion of mere ecclesiastical law wiich
does not bind under serious loss, but
it is one of the natural and divine laws,
and of not giving scandal under that
law.” The case so far as concerns
Tae Catuonio Recorp is closed.

olic.

THE MONUMENTS
EUCHARIST.

Rev. M, M, Hasset, D. D,

Paper read by Rev. M. M. Hassett,
D. D., at the Kucharistic Congress,
Pittsburg, Wednesday, October 16.

The earliest uninspired writer who
clearly sets forth the doctrine of the
Real Presence is Justin Martyr. In
his First Apology, addressed to the
Empercr Antoninus (138-161) and the
Rowan Senate, Justin describes the
chief act of Christian Worship without
the least cquivocation. At this date,
a little more than a century after the
resurrection of Christ, numerous calum
nies were current relative to the con
duot of the Ohristians in their
periodical assemblies. Justin, being
himself a convert to the faith, fully
realized the urgent need of a clesr,
forceful explanation on behalf of his
bretbren, and it was, consequently, with
a view to removing the groundless pre-
jadices, which influenced even the
most intelligent section of Roman
soclety, that he wrote this treatise.
The Christiaps, Justin clearly shows,
have nothing to conceal, and one proof
of this is that he is at liberty to ex-
plain in the plainest terms what
actually vakes place in their weekly
meetings.

He then describes the celebration of
the Harcharist (1) in connection with
the soi-mo adwinistration of baptism,
and (2) as this took place in their
regular weekly assemblies. (Apol. 1.,
ce. 6567) In the former service the
candidates, after baptism, were intro
duced into the assembly of Christians,
and all jrined in certain prayer for the
neophytes. After this, bread and wine
mixed with water, were brought to the
President of the brethren, who, re-
ceiving them, gave thanks at consider
able length **to the Father of the
Universe, throngh the name of the Son
and the Holy Ghost.”’ The bread and
wine, over which tte thanksgiviog hai
been pronounced, were then distributed
to ail present by the deacons. N ove,
however, was allowed to partake thereof
unless he believed in the truth of the
doctrines tanght by OChrist and was
baptized. For this was no ecommon
food aod drink, but *the flesh and
blood of that Jesus Who was made
flesin '’

A few decades before this work was
written a Christian artist had depicted
in a chapel of the subterrarein ceme
tery of St. Priscilla, in Rome, a scene
in which we of the twentieth century
can easily trace the expression in pic
sorial form of the liturgical fanction
describe . by Justin. On the apse of
the capella greca, above the place
where onee stood an altar, may be seen
the dim ontlines of a paintieg, which
ra-ks among the most important of the
frescoes of the Roman catacombs, We
owe its discovery to Mgr. Wilpert, an
archaeologist who is beyond question
the greatest living authority on ali
that concerns the first period of Chris
tian art. The scepe depicted repre
sents seven persons at table, disposed
of, in a manner then customary, on a
semi eir -ular divan. The place o'
honor, in cornu dextro, is oceupied by a
venerabie bearded figure, who is in the
act of breaking a small loaf which he
holds with both hands. This is the
*‘President of the brethren;'’ in other
words, tae Bishop or priest, who is de-
picted performing the function des-
cribed in the azts as “*breaking bread'’;
hence the name ** Fractio Panis, ' so
appropriately given to the picture by
its discoverer. And, as thovogh to
leave no doubt as to the subjsct he
wished to portray, the aanthor of this
scene added another detail, which is
nowhere else represented in early
Christiar 2rt : he depicted directly in
front of the ** president '’ a two
handled enp—the Kacharistic chalice.

This remarkable pictore is shown by
Wilpert to belong to the first part of
the second century. One ndication of
its early date may here be mentioned
The *‘* moment’' represented by the
artist is that immediately belore
the communion, when the celebrant is
“‘breaking bread.”” Now the se'ection
of this particular act for representa-
tion is a strong indication thas the
fresco belongs to the time when the
term ‘‘breaking bread'’ was still the
proper desiguation for the Mass in
Christian terminology. Bat, in the
middle of the second century ‘' break-
ing bread” is no longer heard of !
Jastio Martyr employs a new term for
the Sacrifice of the New Law, ** the
Bacharist,” which, evidently, has
already been sufficiently long in use to
become quite familiar. Hence the in-
ference that the Fractio Panis fresco
is of an earlier date vhan the First
Apology of Justin, written about 150,
and consequently of the early decades
of the second century. Soveral other
chronological indications, enumerated
by Wilpert, confirm beyond doubt this
conclusion

A recent writer regards the I'ractio
Panis as representing the celebration
ot the FKEucharist in connection with
the funeral agape on the anaiversary of
the death of some person interred,
probably, in the chapel. The picture,
aceording to this interpretation, depicts
a priest, with the relations of the de
ceased, offering the sacriflcium pro
dormitione (Wieland, Mensa und Con-
fessio, p. 139).

In addition to the unique details
showing the actual celebration of the
Facharist the author of the Fractio
Panis fresco added certain other fea-
tares which appear frequently in the
symbolic pietares of the first period of
Christian art. In the center of the

0F THE

table he depioted two plates,
one containing five loaves, the
other two fishes, while to the

right and left of the divan seven
baskets of bread are distributed sym-
metrically. These adjuncts of course,
recall at once the miracle of the multi
plication of the loaves and fishes. The
represantation of a fish, you are aware,
was a favorite symbol of Christ in the
first age of Curistianity. The tamous
epitaph of Abercius of Hieropolis,
which tells of the journey of this
second century Bishop through vari
ous parts -of the Hmpire, as far as the
capital itself, speaks In the symbolic
language of the time of the delicions

food the traveler everywhere received

from his brethren in the faith, whici
consisted of * the fish from the spring,
the great, the pure, which the spotlesy
Virgin bore.”” The epitaph of Pecto
rious of Autun also, nearly contempor.
ary with that of Abercius, alludes to
Christians 8s the ** Divine race of the
heavenly Fish,”’ and Tertullian, in »
well-known passage (De Baptismo, ¢. 1
says that the faithfol are *'little
fishes ' born in the water (through
baptism), ** after the example of our
Ichthus, Jesus Christ.”” Our Lord wag
the Great Fish, the Ichtbvs of the
famous acrostic, which term was &
symbolic profession of faith meaning
Jesus Christ, Son of God, Saviour. g

The loaves and fishes of the Fractic
Paois, therefore, form & symbol of the
Eucharist of the most appropriate kind
suggested by the Gospels, and partic
ularly by the Gospel according to St.
John. In his famous sixth chapter thi.
evapgelist informs us that the promise
of the Eucharist was made by Christ
the day following the multiplication of
the five loaves and the two fishes. On
this occasion our Lord made a strikin;
contrast between the ‘‘ meat whick
perisheth,”” in allusion to the o
which the people had eaten in the
desert, and the ** living bread,” Hi:
very Flesh and Blood, which He in the
pear future would give them, an
thereby suggested the idea of regard
ing the loaves and fishes miraculously
multiplie as a symbol of the heavenly
food which wouid be the pledge
immor ality.

Thus, in the Fractio Panis we se
the real celebration of the Eucharist
side by side with this apposite eucha:
istic symbol. The guests at this
eucharistic funeral agape a1e partakin
of the ** delicious wine * * * mixe
with water, together with bread’’ of
Abercins, which have been mirac
uously transformed into the Flesh an
Blood of the Iehthus, Jesus Christ,

Four other frescoes of the copell
greca must here be mentioned, owir
to their close relationship with th
I'eactio Panis. Two of them refer t
the Sacrament of Regeneration. It
will be recalled that Justin Martyr
places special emphasis on the neces
sity of baptism as a prerequisite t
receiving IHoly Communion. The
eucharistic frescoes of the catacombs
are equally emphatic in this regard
in every instance they are closely
associated with symbolic or real repre
sentations of baptism. Thus in
capella greca two symbols of baptism
are represented, Moses striking the
rock from which water gushes forth,
and the paralytic cunred of his in
firmities at the Probatic Fountain, and
Wilpert rogards it as probable that :
real representation of the administra-
tion of baptism, such as those in othe
catacomb paintings, onee occupied
now empty space on the vaalt of th
nive,

The two other pictures alluded t
represent the Magi adoring Christ ir
the arms of His mother, and Abraban
about to offer the sacrifice of his son
[saac. The former picture is the
artist's profession of faith, in the real-
ity of Christ's incarnation, which wae
denied by the heretical sect of the
Docetse, Thre latter, on the ri.ht of
the Fractio Panis, was a symbol of the
Passion of Christ. The Passion of our
Lord was a subjict carefully avolded
in early Christian art. KEven as late
as the fourth century, when some
scenes from the sufferings of our
Saviour appeared on carved sarcophag!
Christ is always represented in =
triumphant, never in an humble, att
tude. This reluctance of the artists ¥
represent scenes from the last day of
the Lord's earthly life la attributable
to the horror which death by crucifix-
jon then inspired universally. But if
they avoided the Passion there was n
reason why the artists should not de-
pist & symbol of the Passion, and, at
hand, in the sacrifice of Abraham, was
a symbol entirely appropriate. Far
Isaac was a type of the Messiab.

This group of paintings, therefore
to the eye of a Christian of the seconc
century, conveyed a meaning some-
what as follows : As a member of the
Ohureh of Christ, to which he was ad
mitted throvgh baptism, he was en
titied to partake of the heavenly Ich-
thus, Jesus Christ, under the forms of
bread and wine. Moreover, this same
Lord had really assumed hnman nature
and in human form had been worshipped
by the wise men from the Kast. ¢
had really sacrificed His life for the
salvation of men, ard His flesh anc
blood in the Encharist were the pledgs
to all partakers of immortality : ** He
that eateth My flash and drinketh My
blood hath everlasting life, and I will
raise him up on the last day.’”” (St.
John, vi., 55)

Atter the Fractio Panis the most re
markable fresco in which the miracul
ous multiplication is employed as
symbol is found in the Crypt of Luciva
the most ancient part of the cemetery
of St. Calixtus. It consists of tw
fishes and two baskets of bread, on ¢
green fleld. At first view it would
seem as though the flshes were repre
sented, each carrying a basket of bread,
in the act, swimming. But such a feal
was & physical impossibility. A close
examination of the fresco made by Wil
pert has shown that the baskets are
placed very closely beside the fishes,
but not on them, and that the surface
on which both are resting is green in
color, instead of blue, as was once sup-
posed. The subject, therelore, is the
miracle of the loaves and fishes, the
green surface representing a fleld. As
a symbol this picture is particularly
striking from the introduction of two
glasses, containing a red subsiance,
into the center of the baskets. Kvi-
dently the artist intended to represent
the eucharist ¢ wine as well as the
bread, and consequently the whole
representation formed a remarkable
symbol, composed of the matter of the
Encharist, which, by consecration,
became the Ichthus, Jesus Christ.

In one of the Sacrament chapel®
there is a third representation of an
encharistic banquet which also is of
special interest. The first scene of
this fresco shows seven persons b
table, clad In the tunic and palliom
reserved to sacred personages, Par:
taking of a banquet which consist of

the

loaves and fiskes, This portion of the
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bread shall live forev
i, 59)
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nawely, the banquet
ciples on the shore of
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veals certain signif
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sufficient to show th
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this symbol in his c
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represented Christ
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meaning of the wmira
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which greatly wodi
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wmerely by touching
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