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HISTORY OF OUR SAVIOUR JESUS CHRIST.

By the Abbé J. E. Daunas,
(Lranstated from the French for the NEw ZBATAXYD TABLYT.)

. . 23. IDENTICAL THSTIMONY OF TERTULLIAN.
THE peint is proved ; we might be dispensed from insisting further
on this guesiion, Neverthelens, the time is come to elucidute more
~clearly each of the points {hat sopbistry has tried to obscure. We
have cited the testimonies—Roman , Greek, and Jowish—of Augustus,
Tacitus, Suetonjus, Dion Cassius, Josephns; * they mean, in very
truth, what they have been made to say ; they do not barrow their
-statement from the Gospel of Luke ;” and yet they speak as he did.
But, auppnsing they naver esisted—that they are null and void—thers
would siill remuin & host of witnesses whose word would carry con-
~vietion with it, and whose inconvenient festimony rationalism in wain
tries to ri- itsclf of, by runking them in the suspected category of
¢ Christiun nutlors,” Every duy we hear of the tribunals aceepting
the evidence of the *Chrislinns.” Whiss right hus rationalism to
show more severity here than the magistrates? Lot us judge of it by
-o-single example. Towards the year 204 of our era, a famous lawyer,
whose ecisions figure in the Digess, hoside those of Papinian, Tre-
ponivs, and Ulpian, went from Carthage to Rome. He was born,
and had lived u long time in Paganism. The courage of the martyrs,
whose intrepidity in death he witnessed daily, made him a Christian.
is name of Tertulian—already illustrious, at a time whez the science
-of law was the highwuy to honour —became still more motorions by
the fact uf his conversion. The Roman world was euvious to learn
what there could be in the despised doctrine of Cheist .ty seduce an
eminent juris-consult. In this peculiar situstion we may feel assured
that the questions of faat will be put by Tertullian with the accuracy
familiar to Burristers. Now, here is whus Tertullian wrote ut Rome
in the year 204 ; “ The original documents of the census of Augustus
are preeerved in the archives of Rome. Their evidence relative to the
birth of Christ forms an authento testimouy.™  Thus speaks a
Roman lawyer to a whole socicty on the watch, .ready to lay hold of
and eriticige the emallest inadvertence in his language, It is thus he
exprosses himself ouly & hundred znd fifiy years alter the denth of
Angustus, when the remembrance of that glorious reign was still as
living in Rome as that of Louis X1V. ean be in France; when the
subject of debate wns u fact, sach as sn universul census— basis of ail
taxation, deeds of property, hereditary prerogatives attached to the
- title of citizen—of all the conditions of birtl:, fumily, or rank in the
empire. And our sophists pretend to beheve that Tertullinn crokes
here s “statement” wholly mew to the Romans, “ borrowed from
Luke! When the jurisconsult appeals to the public srchives of
Rome, to the original deonments of the vensus of Aungusrus, do our
-diterati take that to mean that Rome has no other archives, no other
original ~vritings thun “ the Groapel of Loks?” In trath, this would
be to make toc great a sport of haman renson on hehalf of ratioual-
vism,  The testimony of Tertullian of itself would sufics to overturn

the famons syllogism of Strauss, dereloped as it is by the paraphrasing
-ofhis new disciples. .

24. UNIXPECTED AND INVOLUNTARY TESMIMONY OF Moosan
RATIONALIEM,

But rotionalism has prepared a fresh surprise for us. Wo have
-just heard it affirm that * the texts by which it is sought to prove that
some of 1he operations fov statistics and tributs commanded by Augus-
tus must huve extended to the dominion of the Herods, either do no
mean what they have been made to say, or are from Christian authors,
who have borrowed this statement from the Gospel of Luke” Now,
shere, in the same paragrapl, without any transition whatever, we are
'told that the census of Judea was mades in the 37th year from the era
of Actiurm, by Quirinus, the Roman governor of Syria. Is it possible
. that rationalism should be ignorant that Augustus was still reighing in
the 37th year from the era of Actium P It is a well-authentieated fact,
however, that the first Roman emperor died, a septuagenarian, in the
year 44 from the ers of Actium: consequently, in the year 37, the
cepeus of Judea, nade by Quirinus, was efected in the name of Augus-
tus. But listen to the very words of the critic: such a coptradiction
ia rather too uaiikely. ““The census effected,” he saye, * by Quirinus,
“to which legend astributes the journey from Bethlohem, is 8t leust ten
years Iater than the year in which, avcording to Luke and Matthow,
Josus was born. The two evangelists, in effect, place the birth of Jesus
under the reign of Herod—{Matth, i, 1, 19, 22; Luke i, 5). Now, the
census of Quirinus did nob take place until afier the deposition of
Archelaus, e, ten years alter the death of Herod, the 37th year from
the era of A ctinm—(Josephus, Ant., xvii, xiii, 5, xviil, §, 1, 8, 1). The
inseription formerly brought forward to prove that Quirinna had levied
two consuses is recognised as false—{sce Orell, Tuserip. Lat., No, 623,
and the supplement of Hanzen in this number 5 Borghesi, Fastes Con-
sulaires [yet unpublished], in the yenr 742).” Impessible to be mis-
token here, The critic says positively that * in the 37th year from the
er of Actinm, after the deposition of Archelaus, not a partisl enrol-
ment, but a regular census, of Judea was made by Quiriuns,” Now,
Archelsue waa doposed by Augustus. Archelaus wus son of Herod ;
* his territory " was violted by Augustus. Quirinus was sent into
Judea by Augustus. Augustus survived for seven years the 37th year
from the era of Actium, Then, modern rationalism, which one would
not su-pect of borrowing * ita statement from the Gospel of Luke,”
and whose word “ impiies,” in very truth, a contradiction, tenches with
Tertullion and St. Tuke that there was a consus of Juden made under
Augnstus! What does it maiter that ordinary readers should not be
informed what emperor reigned in the 37th Yoar from the era of Ac-
tium? YWhot does it metter that they should uot even suspect Arche-
lnus of having enything in common with “ the Herods ™! They may
bo permitted to ignore the name of fhe prince who deposed Avchelans.
No one is obliged to know, as J. osephus @id, that the Roman procu-

* De ceneu depigue Augusti, quem testam fidelissipnnm Dominiem nativitatia
Romana archita custodinnt. (Tartull, lib, iv, eontrs Marcion,, cap, vii; Patrel,
lat., tom. i, col, 870.) '

| the town and its saunctuaries presentel on the 20th of

rator, Quirinus, was sent into Judes by Augustus ;
he held the rank of consul, that he was the friend
the preceptor of his grandsons. ‘These détails,

contradiction of the eritic. Bat tie silewee with which the critic sur-
roundy thom, stiests, at the same time, the sorupulous delicaoy with

which he seeks to veil the'spettacle of this contradiction from the sight
of his readers. ’

and as Tacitus, that
of the emperor, and
it is truo, prove the

THE ENGLISH WORKING MEN AND THE
CATHOLIC CHURCH.

TaE artigle-on *“ The Church of Rome,” which recantly appeared in
the Lovdon * Baily Telegraph,’ stated that for the past forty years the
boorer portion ofthe English people have been in the habit of attend-
ing Catholic places of worship, and judging for themselves of tha
character of the Ontholie religion. With reference to this, I remem-
her reading a book published some 30 years ago or more, on the con.
dition of the working classes of Bagland and some othar Ruropean
States. The author of the book was a Mr Kay, brother of the Sir
James Kay Shuttleworth, who took & lesding part in the Government
scheme of education in those days. Mr Kay mentioned, among other
things, that great numbers of the poorer classos were even at that
time “ going over to Romea,” that the priests in tho various larpe
mannfacturing towns were acquiring great inflnence over them. ]%a
had been told as much by an Eoglish clergyman, of ths Established
Chureh, who, he said, was neither s bigot in his own roligion, nor yet
indifferent to it. He added, if the Anglican clergy did not exert them-
selves the entire Tuglish poor, he believed, would ere long become
Catholics. Mr Koy endeavonred to acconnt for so strange & fact. -He
euid the English poor saw that the English Church was not the poor
man's ehurch ; and, moreover, the ritual or external form of worship
in the Catholic Church was lar more attractive to them, as it struek
the senses'more, and was not so intellectual as the English Church
service.  He mentioned, moreover, that one of the noblest buildings,
in 8 mere architectural poins of view, in Manchester, the commercial
capital of England, was a Roman Catholic Chursh, erected almosk
eutively by the pence of the paor. The English working -man is
naturally a wise and understanding man, and, when emancipated from
prejudice, almost cartain to form a sound jadgment ou what he hears
and sees. Tho only hope of keeping him from becoming a Catholic.i
to keep him in ignoranee of what the Catholie raligion reanlly is, and
what are the real motives or springs of sclion whieh .inflaence those
who profess it. But 1t is not easy, or rather impossible, fo keep him
in ignorance of these things now with so many Cutholic Churohes open
throughout the country, in muny of which sermons are being preached
by priests who at one time were wall known as zealous ministers of the
Established Chrels, and even in fome cases Nonconformiats. Not
merely the schoolmaster, but the Cathelio priestris “abroad ” in Eng-
land now-a-days, and they are playing into euch -others hands. Tt is
simply impossible to kesp any Protestants from becoming Casholics if
they be well educated, and &t the same time be sincerely religious, if
they have piety, nnd charity, and hwmility, such as befit trae Christians,
The English working men marks the conduet of the Catholic priest s
ho contrasts his self-denial and zeal with the love of ense, money, and
pleasure of the bulk of the Protestant clorgy of all denominations, and
lie naturally infors that the erred of the Casholic mwust be Lhe true one,
even without any leorned and cvitical examination into its grounds,
He feels as it wora by a sort of religious iustinet that a religion which
produces such fruits must be from God, and that, therefore, he ought
to embrace it. See an illmstradon. A simpla minded but most
ainiable Catholic priest, an Ttalian and chaplain of an English military
station in Tudin, whore I was onge gu wtercd, related to me the follow-
ing aneedote, A Protestant.soldier one day eame to him and asked to
be admitted ino the ‘Catholic Church. The priest said—* But do
¥ou know the tenets of tho veligion yon propose to embracs P’ He
replied—* o, sir, I do .not. I am no scholar, but a poor soldier.
My wife is a Catholic. When T sea her conduct, and observe her
punciuslity, and the fidelity with which she performs her religions
duties, ard all the duties of lier state of life as a wife, & mother,
and’ & neighboar, { cammot doubt but thut the religion she pros
feases is the true one, and that it is my duly to embrace ib.”
Now, here is an unlettered man, who knew the “ grammar of assent”
by 1nstinat, and even a greut denl betler than Dr Newmnan could
teach it to him. It is by such g process of reasoting as that, I
verily believe, tliat thoussnds of hyumble souls smang the working men
of Englund and Amerien, nnd some possibly in New Zealand too, are
being conducted —humanly speaking—iato the Catholic Church, but
ultimutely, of course, by the grace of God.  If we lay-Catholics gene-
tally wero to exhibit to others such sn edifying example B8 the poor
but honest soldier's pious wifs nbove reforred te did, we should soon
have the Catholic Church flled to overflowing. We wonder how
Protestants ean resist the proofs in fivour of the Cathelie raligion,
Our wonder ought rather to be how so mauny of them do embrace it,
seeing thero i3 often s6 much in the conduct of lay Catholies to rapel
ther, and eves to juatify their werst prejudices against it. By far the
worst enomiss of the Catholic religion are to be found not among
Protestants, but smong the Catholic laity themselves. Perhaps it is
wrong in me to say so, but such is my opinion, founded on much ob-

servation and experience im this and ether comntries, as well as on
what I read. .
I. W,

Auckland.
THE PILGRIMAGES TO PARAY-LE-MONTIAL.

THE population of Paray-le-Monial_ does not exceed four thowsand
soule. This fact wiil convey some idea of the wounderful sppearance
] incipall dJﬁn T e
enty-five thousand pilgeims, principally men, receive oly Come
xunioyn. On the Fem:apt gf 3.8, Peter and Paul, the pilgrima nu:ynbsmd
ower fifteen thousard, including nearly s hundred members of the
National Assembly, and the greater part of these alio received the
Blessed Sacrament.




