
Church cannot -be answerable for their errors and sins,Which are explained, though not excused, by the man- "
ners of the times, or by statecraft.

'
If, you wish toknow the tenets of the Churoh on this matter " youshould peruse the books which contain her authenticteaching. It"is

'
all comprised in one principle riot pre-sently invented to plead her cause, since' it goes backto the thirteenth century, to medieval times, when theChurch,' having supreme

'
sway,- could easily have ap-

pealed to
'
might ; it was formulated by St. Thomas,

the Philosopher of genius and the prince of theology.
Here it is: ' The civil government ought to imitateGod's government. Now God suffers, tolerates, permitserrors and vices on earth, because in His goodness
and justice He can draw from them a greater good;in like manner the Government ought to be tolerantfor the greater good of its subjects.'

Such is the Doctrine of the Church,
her authentic doctrine, what she always taught prior
to St. Thomas, what she always practised.' Let usillustrate these principles by citing some examples',which we shall borrow from certain facts on which
the Church nowadays has been most fiercely and wan-
tonly attacked. 'When Charlemagne waged those well-
known sanguinary wars with the Saxons to forcethem to embrace the Christian religion, one of hiscourtiers, a monk of wide renown, Alcuin, rose to re-mind the monarch of the rules of the true apostolate'Truth,' said 'he, 'is an act of the will, and not -ofrestraint. You attract men to the faith, you cannotforce them. Let the propagators of the faith be in-
structed by the example of the apostles; let them bepreachers and not plunderers.'

After the massacre of Protestants called in his-tory the 'Saint Bartholomew,' Pope Gregory XIIIhad the Te Deum chanted and ordered processions byway of thanksgiving. Intolerance, cruelty ! you ex-claim. No; a mere mistake, a mistake shared in by
the other European courts; for King Charles IX. hadby his ambassadors spread the news- of a conspiracy
which he had escaped. When the Pope learnt the truthhe ' shed tears,' says Brantome, both regarding hismistake and this abomination. And when, later, theCardinal of Lorraine presented to the Vatican

'
Mar-eueilles, the very man who had slain Coligny on the 22ndof August, Pope Gregory exclaimed': 'He is an ass-

assin ! '
Now listen to the words uttered by Pope InnocentXI., when he heard of the constraint put on the con-sciences of Protestants under Louis XIV., which pre-pared the fatal and impolitic 'Revocation of the edictof Nantes

'
: '

Christ never employed that method "
men must be 'brought, not dragged, into the Church ' ■
Such 'has been the invariable policy of the ChurchWhen the Jews, pursued and persecuted in all direc-

'
tions 'because of their exactions, were at a loss tofind a refuge, they found protection in Rome, the city ■
of the Popes; there, under the aegis of the Popesthey freely practised their religion. Like Christ theOhurch stretches out her motherly hands to all meninvites them all, proposes the truth to all, but im-poses it on none, out of respect for liberty.

(To be concluded in our next issue)..

'ORATE FRATRES'
AN ARTICLE FOR THE LAITY

(By the Bey.J. Golden,Kaikouba.)
In the Old Dispensation there were whole burnt of-ferings, sin offerings, thanksgiving offerings, peace offer-

ings. The Book of Leviticus abounds with directionsrespecting these different kinds of sacrifice. 'If hisoffering be a holocaust.' Again: '
And if his obla-tion be a sacrifice of peace-offerings, and >he willoffer of the herd.' 'Once more: "These are the sacri-fices which you shall offer.' In Ecclesiasticus weread: 'Do not offer wicked gifts.'

Sacrifices were offered to Almighty God from thevery beginning. '
Abel also offered of the firstlings ofhis flock, and of their tat, and the Lord had respectto Abel and to his offerings (Gen. iv., 4) St'Paul-

in treatingof the fruits and efficiency of faith refersasfollows to the sacrifice of Abel the just : ♥ByfaithAbel offered to God a sacrifice exceeding i/hat* ofCam, by which he obtained the testimony that he1

was just, God giving testimony, to his gifts. Theex-pression under review is consonant with altar andsacrifice. '
And he (David) built there an altar-to theLord, and he offered holocausts and peace-offerines'(i Paral. xxi). .InExodus we read: ' These:are the*"sacrifices which you shall offer.' And again: 'So

Jethro the kinsman of Moses offered holocausts andsacrifices to God.' 'Rising early in the morning, the
-Israelites offered holocausts and. peace-offerings.' Andthe people"^ of God were forbidden under penalty of#eath to offer their children to 'the idol Moloch.';!his was' an

"'
abomination which the Lord afohorreth,offering their sons and daughters and burning them.with lire' (Deut. xii,- 31). Those who wereguilty ofSuch heathehis-h abominations, ' dying let them die :thepeople of the land shall stone them.' One quotationmore. This illustrates the "ancient doctrine and prac-

tice of making oblations for the happy repose of thefaithful departed. The valiant Jewish captain, JudasMachabe^us; making a gathering, sent twelve thousanddrachms of silver to Jerusalem for sacrifices to beoffered for the sins of the dead, thinking well and re-ligiously concerning the resurrection. . . 'It is there-fore a holy and wholesome thought to pray for thedead, that they may be loosed from their sins
'

(ii.Mach., xii).
To sum up what has been so far advanced: Theword offer ' harmonises exactly with the idea ofpriest, altar, sacrifice. It is of ancient usage. It isthe very best conceivable. Another

Apt and Time-honored Express-ion
is 'celebrate,' which comes in as a valuable auxiliaryto express a definite meaning of its own. The priesthas celebrated Mass is an orthodox expression Buta sacrifice is

'
offered.' How forceful and appropriateare these terms in contrast with 'the T>ald expres-

sions 'read,' and
"

said.' It follows -that the soundand logical words should be carefully cultivatedwhile the objectionable modes of expression should beruled out of court.. When we consider the nature of the Adorable Sac-rifice offered on our altars, and when account is takenof the reverence, attention, and devotion requited onthe part of the congregation, how weak and inaptthe common expression, '
hearing Mass.' Evidentlyassisting at holy Mass
'

and
'

attending- at holyMass 'are far better phrases, being more consonantwith the obligation of the people. They harmonisewith the meaning of Sacrifice and offering, as well aswith the close connection existing between the con-gregation and the officiating priest. This intimatere-lation has already come under brief review It isexpressively set forth in the 'Orate Fratres
"'

of thepriest : '
Pray, brethren, that my Sacrifice and yoursmay be acceptable to God the Father Almighty ' Thewriter in the

'
EcclesiasticalReview '

bans the expres-
sion

' hearing Mass.1 Enough has now been advancedto show that he is amply justified in condemning
this phrase. But a more suitable mode of expressionhe does not supply or suggest, We venture to offerattending and

'
assisting ' as far more becomingand logical phrases. °

We now come to a brief notice of other modes ofspeech respecting holy Mass, but which
'
Layman ' hasnot mentioned. Possibly America is not afflicted withthem. Perhaps they are peculiar to this country Atall events, they are unknown in the land of St Pat-rick s inheritance. We venture to say they are

'

neverheard of in any Catholic country. But they areabuses of language very rife in this fair Colony Itis self-evident they are not of Catholic growth ororigin. They are aliens of a most undesirable na-ture. No Catholic should admit them into his voca-bulary.
_

Those who have adopted them should takeand expel them forthwith. They are the offspring ofan irreligious world and generation. Let them becastforth to their owners.
Here are some specimens to illustrate our conten-

.t.
tVon/~i1) ,9h'uroh, is in

'
: (2) 'CMiurch is out

' " (3)Late for Church
'; (4) " Missed Chu.rch.' If by

'
theword

'
Church ' is meant the people, surely the 'ex-pression is most unsuitable. The people or the congregation are not known by the name 'Church

'
Thephrases ' Cfcurch is in

' and" '
Church is out

'
are flip-pant modes of speech, bald attempts at expressingthe proper thing. What is this proper thing ? It ilthat the determined hour for holy Mass has arrivedor that Mass is concluded. Why not say 'It is timefor Mass

' ; 'The people are in the Church' ■ 'Thepriest) is on the altar
'

? Instead of 'Church isout 'why not use the natural expression, 'The neonle areout of Church
'

? or again, 'Mass in ftnfshed '? jn!stead of 'late- for Church,' why notsay 'late for holyMass '? Instead of .the slipshod phrase, 'missedChurch,' why not employ the more apt and correctexpression
' lost Mass,' or « neglected Mass,' or ' latefor Mass ? $

In the sense we are considering,. 'Church is neitherthe sacred edifice nor the .congregation. And surelythe Holy Sacrifice cannot be designated by the term'Church.' Neither is it apt or proper-to^alldivLeworship -by the meaningless name of "
Church.'
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