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whereas he might have charged a largesum elsewhere,
to show us that, while he is successful, he still remem-
bers his poorer brethren." Father Vaughan then
shook my hand heartily, asIwas still in my boxing
costume, andIthanked him and the spectators as best
Icould in a short speech for the very generous recep-
tion they accorded me.'

It is thus clear that there was noCardinal Vaughan
upon the scene, no

'
brutal contest,' and no

'blessing/
Burns concludes his letter by 'deploring the fact that
such bigotry exists in a civilised community.' Wi'take no stock in prize-fighting, although we shouldlike to see every youth trained in '

the noble art
'

otself-defence. -
But the Burns-Batley '

knock-out '
should teach even such inapt pupils as Grands, Semj-
Grands, and Double-Grands this 'wisdom '

of SanchoPanza :
'
Let evory man take.care what he talks, or

how he writes, of other men, and not set down atrandom, hab-nab, higgledy-piggledy, whatever comesinto his noddle.'

The Eucharistic Congress
A short time ago the London Daily Telegraph

wrote as follows on the
'
hundredth anniversary of thebirth of the great English Cardinal ' (Manning) :' Thechange which has taken place (in England) in thelast quarter of a cerffury is symbolic of much more

than the passing away of a particular controversy.
The principle oi religious toleration, theoretically es-tablished long ago,has only within recent yearsbecomeso much part and parcel of our accustomed mentalattitude as to be accepted without complaint or demur.. . . We recognise the rights of conscience. Weadmit the claims of the Roman Catholic body to beguided by priests of their own persuasion. Above all,
we discover that the power of "the Jesuit in our landis not so "mysterious or so all-pervasive as to threaten
the stability of the English Cnurch. In this bette.-mood we are able to judge with greater kindness thecharacters of the Churchmen whose secession to Rome'so greatly alarmed the public' This is, no doubttrue. But progress is a motion compounded ofmany. And in the grand march ot religious tolera-
tion in England, the rearguard is still far behind, andgroups of nondescript camp-followers are still glued
to the spot where they sat and clamoredagainst Catho-lic Emancipation in 1828. They live in another day.Ihe world has moved away from them. But theirinflammability is still a

' keeping' quality, and a littlespark of circumstance may send them off in whirlingCatherine-wheels of sputtering passion, as it did duringthe strenuous No-Popery times of the Ecclesiasticallitles Act; of 1851.
During the past week this combustible element wasfired by the notablemeasure of public attention whichwas attracted by the sittings, the splendid ceremonial,and the importance of the leading personnel, of theInternational Eucharistic Congress in London . Th*particular spark of circumstances which set them aliehtwas the proposal to have a Eucharistic procession

in the streets adjoining the new Westminster Cathe-dral. Iwo arguments—each in fiery speech— wereadvanced against this familiar act of religious worshbot old-time Catholic England. One was this: that itis superstitious and. idolatrous.' The ftother waspractically, the argument of the horse-pond " the pro-testers predicted a riot— which was an indirect way ofsuggesting one. But, as Bacon-says, there are somepeople so constituted that .they are ready to
'

set ahouse on fire an it were to roast their ee-°-«
'- <* *

The appeal to the King— on-the plea that the greatcentral act of worship .of the Christ's Eucharistic Pre-sence is
' superstitious and idolatrous '

brings forciblybefore the publicmind a
'
relic of barbarism '

that stilldisgraces the English"statute-book. - We rdfer to thefoul insult which the British Sovereign is 'by law required to fling,on his accession, at his Catholic subjects—and at them aione, of all the variedcreeds within thevast domain over which he rules.. He is called upon

to single out their worship and to fix upon it the foulstigma of
'superstitious and idolatrous.' This radical*- departure from the formand substance of the old Eng-lish accession oath was introduced after the Revolutionot 1688, when William of Orange and Mary came tothe throne. For the first time in history, the wordProtestant ' was then inserted in the oath

-
The,Sovereigns promised to

'
maintain the Protestant re-ligion established by law.' By the- Bill of Rights(enacted in October, 1689) it. was provided, saysMacaulay, that every English Sovereign should in full1arhamentand at the coronation repeat and subscribethe Declaration against- Transubstantiation. This wasdrawn up by, the Puritan-s infi643; it was, passed byParliament m the days of Charies 11., in 1673, inorderto exGlude Catholics from every office, both civil"andmilitary, under the Crown;, it was imposed, in anextended form, upon members of Parliament, for thesame purpose, in 1678; and by the Bill of Rights itwas, torced upon the wearer of the Crown TiVinterest nVthis .evil relic^of the penal days is revived'by the pager read at the Eucharistic Congress by\iseount Llandaff. The oath runs as follows

—
t r ', , o' by, the gTacc of God> King (or Oueen)o England, Scotland, France, and Ireland Defenderof the Faith, do solemnly andsincerely, in the presenceof God, profess, testify, and declare thatIdo believe'that in the Sacrament -of the Lord's Supper there isnot any lransubslantiation of the elements of breadand wine mto the Body and Blood of Christ at or aftertne consecration thereof by any person whatsoever;and that the invocation- or adoration of the VireinMary or any other Saint, and the Sacrifice of theAJass, as they are now used in the Church of Romeare superstitious and idolatrous. And Ido solemnfvm the presence of God profess, testify, and dedarethatIdo.make this declaration, and evef3

'
part thereofm the plan, and ordinary sense of the words rUd^ntome as they are commonly understood by English Pro-testants, without any evasion, equivocation, or mentalreservation whatsoever, nnd without any dispensationalready granted me for this purpose by the Pope orany other authority or person whatsoever, or withoutany hope, ot any such dispensation from any personor authority whatsoever, or without thinking thatTam?hisCa3^a<?UlttCd bef° rC G°d ° r man' or absolved ofthis declaration or any part thereof, although thePope, or any other person or persons or power what-soever, should dispense with or annul the saj ordeclare that it was null and void from the beginning.' '

wrS drT'"° lated;erC *!? ink -herLiVha
Wwrit could diy ;aperiod in which articles of caoitula-tion wereagain and again violated by the Puritan Parlhament; a period whose laxit-v in'regard to swornpromise or assertion was

'pinked 'bvSIS n , '

in the following lines of Hvdtras J? Butl<M
' '

?ath? I?
*

Ut,words> and words but wind,100 teeble implements to bind,
-

"

And hold with deeds proportion so,As shadows to a substance do.'
Hence the v^brd— even the oath nf th* v

his Enghsh Coronation Oath) to 'multiply phraslf hat

first ,0 take ftisbarba,oufoalh. QHasbTntapo^upon every British Sovereign since her day P" <

. If was taken by King Edward VII. on his acri■sion only The strong feeling manifested against this". rchc ofbarbarism ' by Catholics and fair-m£des Protestants and by great public "bodies, throughoutItEmpire eel to its revision ,by a Select Commirtee In1901. Ihe following- amended form was e^cted by
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'
Cock o1o1 the North 'Pure Ceylon Tea is as full of rf^i.vi,** i~^ "" ~

satisfaction as an egg is of meatl M' Ot dellghtful The tea that gained a Gold Medal at the PanVFvl^" - I' is 'Maharajah XXXX,' 2S. '^ondai Lanka' Exhibition


