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-he khcyclical and modern
THOUGHT.

The Tablet.
Id soother column, • correspondent 

who signs hlmselt “ Perplexed M states 
41 objection which, he thinks, may be 
urged against the interpretation of the 
Knoycllcal *• Pascendl Oregie,M set 
forth In The Tablet and by given Cath
olic writers in other leading reviews.
We think that oar correspondent is 
evldendly too loyally Catholic am too 
well Informed not to be able to forecast 
fairly well the eolation of his difll^alty, 
and he will forgive us if we harbor an 
impression that he is coarteonaly per
plexed with the perplexity of others,
Mid desires an answer, not so much for 
himself as for the beoetl : of soma who are 
oatside the Cbarch, and are excasably 
aisled by the v oho meut campaign of 
misrepresentation watch has been waged 
against the Encyclical by a certain 
section of the non-Catholic Press. The 
objection of fchich he is the exponent 
may ba stated as follows :

The interpretation of the Kooyolioal 
given in the Tablet, and by Father 
#jdney Smith, 8. J., in The Month, 
and Father Gerard, 8. J., in The Hib 
bert J ournal, and by Mgr. Moyes In 
Tne Nineteenth Centary and After is 
that the Encyclical condemns certain 
errors which are glaringly heretical and 
obviously anti Catholic, and which by 
the fast can hardly be presumed to 
have had any very large following 
*T )Qgst Catholics, here or abroad.

Now, if this be really the object of 
the first or doctrinal part of the Bn- 
cyelical, bow can we explain the 
ieoond or disciplinary oart, namely the 
î'ope shoild take the trouble and have 
reconrse to quite elaborate and extra 
ordinary rapres-tlve measures for the 
detection and suppression of the errors 
in question in these and other conn 
Lrie ? Why snob eflor s to maintain 
ti e Faith which nobody denies?

Bat, on the other hand, if it should 
oe that the interpretation given by 
The Tablet and by the writers named 
is not correct, and that toe object of 
tne Pope Is really to extirpate modern 
thought, modern aspirations, and 
modern knowledge, then one would 
expect him to act as he has done, and 
to mass the fo'ces of the Church for a 
supreme effort of repression.

It requires but a moment's refaction 
bo see the non seqiitur of such a con
struction. First of all, wo may be 
allowed to repeat here what we have 
already pointed ont on a former occa 
lion, that the interpretation of the 
Kioyclioal given in oor o damns was not 
In the least a personal or peculiar one 
It was set forth, as our correspondent 
notes, by the three writers jnst named, 
and independently, as the plain state 
ment of w^at any theologian would hold 
to be the obvions content of the En 
cyclical. Taat interpretation was 
'•'arther confirmed by the fact that it 
coincided in every way with the much 
fuller exposition of the Encyclical 
which was given independently in a 
series of fifteen public conferences to 
distinguished audiences in Paris by 
some of the learned professors of the 
Institut Catholiqie, an institution 
wnivü rants as one of the most eminent 
theological schojls in Europe. It was 
still farther confirmed by being re
ceived with special approval in Rime 
itself, where it was even republished 
to; extenso in the columns of the affinal 
organ, the Oaaervatore Romano (It 
w_ald be vain to imagine that this was 
due to any tactical desire on the part 
of Rome “ to recede " or *• minimise,” 
seeing that this marked approval w%* 
given at the very moment when the 
Holy Father by a subsequent decree 
was enforcing the whole tenor 
of the Encyclical under the severest 
censures) Oar correspondent will 
agree with ns that an interpréta ion 
wnieb is made not only in London bat 
independently at Paris, and is accepted 
at Rome by the highest authorities as 
Biac:, has after all a string presump
tion of being the right one, and of re
presenting what the Pope Intended. 
Rat that by the way.

Now to turn to oar correspondent's 
induction. It seems at first sight to 
argue that if the Pope's intention 
were to condemn very fundamental and 
anti Christian heresies, it would be 
strange that he should take extra 
ordinary measures for their repression. 
To that the obvious answer is that 
hrst of all it is not in the least a 
matter of doubt or specn ation whether 
1 Pope Intended to condemn heresies 
«hich are both fundamental and anti- 
* aristian, and so macb so as to be sab 
versive of all religion. He himself says 
80 in the plainest possible terms. 
Ai:er stating, in the most painstaking 
way, the whole system which he con
demns, he declares it to be the “ syn
thesis of all the heresies,” and the 
' ?aP and substance” of errors against 

•il h, and “ the destruction of all re 
ligion.” And secondly, this being so, 
we cannot regard it as at all strange 
tiut the Pope sh mid take elaborate 
tneaaures for its detection and repres 
s’oa. We should think It strange— 
exceedingly strange—if he did not.

Bat this, we presume, is not quite 
“he point of oar correspondent. He 
woaU, no doubt, agree with ns that 
when the Pope condemns deadly her 
esies which are subversive of all relig 
•on, there is nothing remarkable in the 
1 ct that he should take every lawful 
®®*ns to protect the Church of God 
«gainst them. But] it might fairly be 
Contended thst if these errors are so 
glaring as those stated In our interpre 
”»tion and In the articles referred to, 

hardly be the same as those 
„*eh the Pope describes as subtle; aud 

ar® 80 fundamentally anti* 
■ristian as we have made out, then 

Presumably they are held by few, and 
9 Practically unknown, they cannot

ba those which are described as wide
spread and deeply rooted in the Ency
clical, nor could they be such as to 
induce the Supreme Pontiff to proclaim 
a state of martial law in order to cope 
with the offenders.,

Here, of eour-.e, the solution lies in a 
simple consideration of the facts. Pro
clamation of martial law means a sus 
pension of tbe Constitution, or at least 
of the ordinary law. There is nothing 
of the kind to be found in the Encycli
cal. Tùe disciplinary provisions pre
scribed leave the Constitution of the 
Church, and the ordinary working of 
Canon Law, absolutely untouched. In 
view of an existing evil, severe mea 
sures of a stringent character are 
adopted, and tbe ordinaries are required 
to inform the Holy See In their trien
nial report as to their fulfilment, 
much needed reform is Introduced by 
wbioh the episcopal Unties of vigilance 
and censorship are discharged through 
a di cesan commission. Bat there is 
nothing in all this which would bring 
to the mini of a theologian or a canon
ist the least resemblance to a proclama
tion of martial law, or even a massing 
or mobilisation of forces. They are 
simple and practical administrative pre
cautions dictated by the nature of the 
evil against which they are directed.

In the Encyclical, the Modernist 
system was wisely presented as a whole, 
and largely in the terminology, and 
often in the.very words, of the Modern 
ist authors. Very naturally, the errors 
are described in that elusive and subtle 
setting which was notoriously a part of 
the stoct in trade of the movement. 
Such errors, although plain and perni
cious enough in all conscience, are, 
like all fundamental errors, embedded 
in an element of mysticism and subtlety. 
ArianUm, which was in many ways much 
less subversive than Modernism (f>r it 
underlined certain dogmas, not all 
dogma and all extrinsic revelation), 
was undoubtedly a palpable heresy : bat 
that, as we know, dll not hinder it in 
the leait from being disguised in a tex
ture of infinite snbtledes and slippery 
evasions. Tne exposition of Modernism 
in the Encyclicals was addressed to 
ecclesiastics who,by their training,coal i 
hardly fail to apprehend its admirable 
bat technical statement, and to them 
the errors would be no leas glaring 
because they came forth in the nebn 
ions drees of the subtle philosophical 
system in which their authors had 
dexterously clothed them. But oar 
readers, and amongst them we hope 
our correspondent, will agree with ns 
that if a fair account of the Encycli
cal had to be given to the reading 
public at large, it was surely im 
portant that the errors should be no 
masked and stated sincerely in their 
plain significance and stripped of their 
native subtleti s of thought and spaach 
which naturally attached to their 
offical exposure The purpose of such 
an interpretation, whether in our own 
columns or in the pages of the Re 
views we have mentioned, was that 
the man in the street, as well as the 
man in the study, should know exactly 
what the Pope was condemning, and 
why he condemned it. If then errors 
which were rightly described in the 
Encyclical as subtle were found in such 
interpretations to be glaring, we can 
only say thst that is jnst the task 
which the writers had in view, and 
are glad to talnk that the authorities 
in Rome, who have the best right to 
know the meaning of their own words, 
expressed their approval of the manner 
in which the task was accompli hed.

Again, we mast remember that the 
system of error with which the Holy 
Father had to i*al was nut confined to 
this or that local diocese. It had in
sinuated itself into several centres in 
Italy, Germany and France, and It 
was certainly not unknown in the 
United States and in England. It had 
made itself felt not only in certain 
publications, bat had revealed its 
trend in the perversion of a given num 
her of the clergy and of ecclesiastical 
students who had fallen under its in
fluence. That, in such circumstances, 
the Holy Father should speak of the 
errors as widespread, or deep rooted, 
as compared to a mere local or specu
lative heresy, is obviously natural, al 
though it would be absurd to interpret 
his words as denoting any notable cor
ruption or defection, of the Catholic 
people. Bab the error had assumed 
quite sufficient proportions for the Holy 
Father to take cognisance of it, and in 
the wise fulfilment of his sacred trust, 
to deal with it sternly and effectively, 
ft is happily true that here in England 
we may congratulate ourselves on the 
faqt that the clergy and faithful, as a 
whole, were practically unfcouobei by 
it. At the same time, it would, of 
coarse, be simple fatuity to pretend 
that the evil had no existence whatever 
in oar midst. The leading band of Mod 
ernist protagonists, who have j lined 
hands abroad in courting the censures of 
the Church, cl im loudly—and not with
out some justification—that this o a itry 
has contributed its quota to the move
ment. Books, Modernist in.both mean 
ing and spirit, have been published, 
and have circulated amongst ns. Tne 
most andacions plea in favor of that 
very system of the mere sense origin of 
religion and revelation, and the human 
origin of dogma, which is oondemnel in 
the finoyolioal may be found in the 
pages of a non Catholic review pub 

, i is bed in this country more than 
two years ago. So nothing very 
like a propaganda, insidious in its char 
acter, and repulsively underhand in its 
methods, was carried on in carefully 
chosen centres in favor of such ideas, 
cloaked in false mysticism, appealing 
largely to religious minds of shallow or 
untrained mentality, while the more 
aggressive and advanced utterances of 
Modernist error on the Continent were 
made fairly wellknown in this country, 
These are facts which our correspond'

ont must bear in mind when he repre
sents the fundamental error* reprobated 
In the Eioyolioal as being practically 
unknown in England. Tney mast cer
tainly in jastloe b> taken into account 
in any criticism upon which we may 
venture concerning the action of the 
ll>ly Sae in urging the Episoop ,te to 
renewed vigilance, and to off active 
mess ares to obviate the extension of 
the evil. Undoubtedly, the Modernist 
following, if it may ba said to 
exist in England, is insignificant 
both in numbers and influence. It is 
not, however, at all nacessary that any 
large or important section of the pop
ulation should be snflering from an 
epidemic, that the sanitary authorities 
ba asked to be active and alert in pre 
venting the spread of the infection. 
Taat the Holy Father, in view of the 
deadly uaùüiw of certain anti- Jhristian 
errors, should prescribe strict régula 
tiens for the spiritual safety of his 
fljck, is no more unreasonable than 
that the Buard of Health, notified of a 
few cases of cab mio plague In London 
or Liverpool, shiuld require prompt 
measures of vigilance and prevention 
to be enforced throughout the Kingdom. 
Honce betwoen the fundamental nature 
of tbe heresies condemned in the first 
part of the Encyclical and the string
ency of the disciplinary provisions 
ordained lor their repression in the 
seond, there is very far from anything 
like incommensurability. Oa the con 
trary, there exists between the doc 
trinal condemnations and the iisciplin 
ary precautions, a perfect rational pro
portion, and the one is the natural out 
come and practical supplement of the 
other.

Finally, if we here in England have 
been so happily free from any consider 
sole impact of tue Modernist move
ment, we must not forget that some 
parts of the Catholic countries abroad 
have boen less fortunate, and that, 
though even there its folio ving has 
oeen relatively small ani is now dimin
ishing, yet, in view of the insidious 
activity urged in its propagation, the 
strictures and the repressive measures 
of the Supreme Pontiff have been more 
than justified. The errors which were 
pointed out in our exposition, and 
which oar correspondent rightly de 
noances as glaring and anti Christian, 
are to be seen described and con 
detuned in the Encyclical by all who 
will take the trouble to refer to its 
pages. All who have in any measure 
followed the movement during the last 
five years know perfectly well the 
books of the Moleralsi authors 
where these errors are to be found tn 
situ. Anyone wao wishes to assure 
bimaeli the fact has only to consult 
amongst other sources the carelnl and 
abundant references in the footnotes of 
the account of the public lectures 
given under the auspices of the In 
stitnt Catholique at Paria, which, we 
believe, are shortly to bo published by 
Canon G andean. Moreover, in order
ing the regulations of vigilance and 
reveatloi, wnoa were necessary for 
given countries or districts in which 
the Modernist influence was more 
active, it would have been invidious, 
and, in view of the far-reaching diffus
ion of literary communication, it won d 
have been certainly short sighted if the 
Pope had prescribed such regulations 
for those countries aud not for others 
It has been part oi the wisdom of the 
paternal consideration and good taste 
of the Huly Father that, in the dis
charge of his high duty of admonition 
and correction, he has made no dis 
tlnction between his world wide chil 
dreu, aud that the inculpating mention 
of a special person or a special place is 
not to be found in the Encyollcal from 
one end be the other.

With fundamental errors against 
Catholic Faith, clearly and carefully 
noted and stated in their system in the 
pages of the Encyclical, and with the 
categoric declaration of the Holy 
Father that it is precisely this system 
of errors “ subversive of all religion " 
that he condemns as heresy, one wonld 
have thought that all donbts as to the ob
ject of condemnation wonld have been 
impossible to any candid reader of the 
Encyclical. To close one's eyes to the 
whole tenour of its doctrinal statement, 
in which it set forth so minutely and un 
mistakeably what it does condemn, and 
to make oat that it is directed against 
the whole structure of modern thought 
and aspirations, which, as such, it no 
where condemns, would surely be a feat 
of perverse aad imaginative criticism. 
That the Modernist at bay, detected 
and unmasked in the exposure of the 
true inwardness of his system, should 
seek at any cost to evade the point of 
the indictment, and to involve the 
whole system of modern thought in his 
own ccndemnation, with the usual 
appeal to the gallery, may be 

matter of exensabie, if desperate 
principle. He could suffer without 
piterness, and stand firm without re
course to exisperating words or deeds. 
So it was that hie pastorals, whilst 
distinctly laying down the line of da y 
to be followed,ever counselled patience 
and hope. Vnd yet, because he wicn 
the other French Cardinals wrote a 
letter of appeal to the President of the 
Republic against the separation of 
Chnroh and State then threaten
ing, he was declared guilty of 
an abuse of his position. His 
eighty-eight years made him not only 
the doyen of the French episcopate but 
also of the Sacred .College. His last 
public act, his reception of the Sisters 
of the Hotel-Dieu, may be taken to 
stand as a summary of his life, as it 
most probably hastened his d ath. His 
loss can scarcely yet be realized. He 
had lived so long and labored so act 
ively in the public eue, that It seemed 
what had been would be ; he had in 
fact, become an institution in Paris 
and in the Church of France. Bat at 
last the blow, often feared and so often

deterred, ha* fallen ; and a great and 
venerable figure, full of years and 
honors, and followed by the love of his 
peuple, has been taken from amongst 
us. R I. P.

CARDINAL IN PDLPIT.

TBKPLE3 OK NATUlt«. OK SOLOMON 
AND OK THtt SOUL HIS 1HKMK 

Baltimore, M4., Feb. 4—Cardinal 
G.boons preached on Sunday on 41 The 
Three Temples.” Tue Mas*, which 
wan in honor of the Feast of the Puri- 
ffcation of the Virgin Miry, was cele 
brated by Rev. Dr. William A. 
Fletcher.

Tne Cardinal said :
” There are three temples which have 

been sanctified by the presence of God 
oar Saviour—the temple of nature, -he 
cam ole of Solomon and the living 
temple of the sonl.

*• Cnriit oar Redeemer sanctified the 
temple of nature wnen He descended 
from the bosom of His Father and be 
came manifest to the world which He 
hai created. On entering into this 
planet the choir that greeted Him on 
the eight of His birth were the angels, 
whin they sang: ‘Glory to God in the 
hignest, and on earth peace to men of 
go /d will.’

“ Tne first temple in which man ever 
worshipped his Maker was the dome of 
nature, under wnose mighty arch all 
mankind are assembled. It was only 
in tbi* Gjd-createl temple that the 
human family gave praise to their 
Heavenly Father for three thousand 
>ears—from Adam to Solomon's time.
It was nnder this majestic vault that 
Abraham, Isaac and Jacob offered 
prayers and sacrifices to the Lord. It 
was under this roof of heaven that the 
R>yal Prophet received his insp ration 
t a c jmpoae th^se immortal psalm-i wnich 
have been the delight and consolation 
of all succeed ing generations. It was 
wule contemplating the works of créa 
Cion that he uttered those sublime 
words: ‘Tne heavens declare the
glory of God and the firmament an
nounces the work of His Hands;' ‘O 
Lord, oar God, how admiraole is Tny 
Dime throughout the entire world! 
Aad if we would gaze upon the works 
of God, nut w.ci tne cynical eye of the 
agnostic or of tne undavoa; astron
omer, bat in the fervent spirit of the 
Psalmist, we would, like him, 4 rise 
from uatdre to nature's God.' Then 
all of God's creation would be a mirror 
reflecting His omnipotence. We would 
find ' tongues in trees, books in the 
ran-iing brooks, sermons in atone, aad 
good in everything.' Nay, we would 
find God Himself in everything, for 
wit* the Apostle of the Gcntiies, wo 
would be convinced that the invisible 
baud of God, His attributes, His power 
and divinity ‘are clearly seen, being 
made manliest oy the things that are 
created.’

LIKE TH jUGHTLESti CHILDREN.
“ Bit, alas! we walk the earth like 

thoughtless children, who move through 
parental halls without recognizing the 
ancestral portraits looking down on 
them from the walls. We fail to ob 
serve the portrait of our Father 
stamped upon the palace of nature 
wniob He created. Did we contem
plate the works of the universe with a 
devout spirit we would behold the 
image of oar Father snspeuded from 
the dome of heaven and marked on 
every star of the firmament and on 
every leaf of the fcrest. For they all 
cry oat with one voice : ‘ Thon, O 
Lori, hast made ns, and no: we our
selves.'

‘ The second temple erected to the 
worship of God was the Temple of Jeru
salem. The Gospel tells us that the 
Infant Saviour was brought into the 
temple by His pareats, to be conse
crated to the Lord in accordance with 
the Mosaic law. At the same miment 
an aged man named Simeon, devont 
and God-fearing, was admonished by 
the Holy Spirit that the promised 
Messiah was in His temple. Prompted 
by the same Holy Ghost, he entered 
the sanctuary aud instantly recognized 
the Infant Saviour. And taking tbe 
Guild in his arms and filled with holy 
j >y, he exclaimed in the memorable 
words which are dally recited by every 
priest in tie divine office: ‘ Now, O 
Lord, dost Thon permit Toy servant 
to depart in peace, according to Thy 
Word, because mine eyes have seen 
Tny salvation which Tnon hast pre
pared in the sight of all nations, a light 
to the revelation of the Gentiles, and 
the giory of Thy people Israel.'

LINKS IN CHAIN OF DESTINY.
‘ II Simeon hal not responded to the 

inspiration of Heaven he would have 
died without ever having contemplated 
the promised Redeemer. By obeying 
the secret voice of the Holy Ghost he 
was rewarded by beholding in the flesh 
the Saviour of Mankind, and thus he 
enjoyed a privilege which was not 
vouchsafed to Moses or Abraham, or 
Isaac or Jacob, or to any of the pro
phets. Tans it is that every grace we 
receive is a link in the chain of oar 
im aortal destiny. Lot us see that no 
link in tne chain be broken or lost 
tbrongh oar fault.

“ Tne same Holy Ghost that inspired 
SI neon to enter the Temple of Solomon 
has moved yon to come to this church 
to-day. The same Lord that greeted 
Simeon welcomes yon also. If yon re- 
oe 73 the hidden Lord into y our hearts 
with as much faith and devotion as 
Simeon had when he received Him into 
his arms, you will return home with 
God's peace and benediction upon yon.

“ Tne third temple in which the Holy 
Gnost dwells is the sanctuary of the 
devout soul. The noblest material 
edifice that ever was erected by the 
hand of man, from Solomon's Temple 
down to St. Peter's Basilica, in Rome, 
is butt a perishable monument com 
pared to the temple of tue soul when it

is Illumined with the light of faith and 
adorned with the jewels of virtue. 
Even the fcenple of nature itself Is as 
inferior In grandeur to the temple of 
the sonl as matter Is inferior to spirit 
and as time is to eternity. For when 
the great vault of nature shall be de
molished, when the stars shall fade 
away and the suo gr >w dim with years, 
even then the temple of the sonl will 
live and move and have its being.

MIRROR OK DIVINE GLORY.
“Of all material temples, in contrast 

with the sanctuary of the sonl, we can 
truly say in the laagoage of the the 
Ps lmlst : 1 They shall perish, but
thou shalt endnre, and all of them shall 
grow old as a garment, and as a ves 
tare. Tnon shalt change them, and 
they shalt be changed, but thou, im
mortal euûl, arc always tne self same, 
and thy years shall not fail.' Tne self- 
bame, indeed, in its essential nature, 
bat how different in eternal destiny l 
Tne sonl shall survive as a desecrated 
monnment of God's wrath, or reflecting 
his glory for all eternity.

“ It is this living temple of the sonl 
that the prophet Jerem ah speaks when 
he says, 1 Bohold, the days shall come, 
saith the Lord, when I will make a 
new covenant with tbe house ot Israel 
and with the house of Jnda, not accord
ing with the covenant which I made 
with their fathers in the day I took 
them ont of the land ot Egypt. But 
this is the covenant which I will make 
with the house of Israel. I will write 
My law in their hearts, and I will be 
their God, and they shall be My 
people"

‘ 1 will no longer write my law on 
pillars of stone or marble, as 1 did on 
Mount Sinai, but on the fleshy tablets 
of your hearts. I will no longer of 
of old, command Moses to come up to 
Mo on the mountain, bat I Myself will 
descend into the hidden recesses of 
yoar souls, and • All thy children shall 
be taught of the Ljrd, and great shall 
be the peace of thy children.’ I will 
no longer fix my tbrone in Jerusalem 
alone, bal I will establish My abxle in 
every righteous soul. There will I 
lovingly dwell. ‘ My eyes shall be 
open and My ears attentive to the 
prayer oi him that shall pray to Me 
irom his living sanctuary.

“ And a* the faithful Christian rec
ognizes the presence of the Blessed 
Sacrament in the tabernacle by the 
lamp that is burning before the altar, 
so are we made aware of the presence 
of Gcd in the temple of onr souls by 
tbe light of conscience that shines 
within ns—that 4 lignt which en
lightens every man that cometh into 
the world,' that light which enables ns 
to read God's law, and to discriminate 
between right and wrong. This law, 
written on onr hearts is immutable, 
and no priest, or b shop, or pope can 
dispense from its imperative behests.

SERMONS THAT ALL HEAR.
“ Not only do. we read God's law 

written in onr hearts, by means of that 
interior light, but we can hear the 
voice of the Lawgiver Himself, secretly 
preaching to ns. Who can say that he 
has not heard that Preacher, whether 
he be Christian or infidel, Jew or Qeri 
tile, civil zed or savage, learned or 
unlearned ?

“ Tell me, do yon not hear this in 
terior voice every day, every hoar, 
whispering to yon in the sanctuary of 
yoar sonl ? At one time he commands, 
exhorts, entreats and impels yon to 
noble and generous deeds ; at another 
He restrains, holds yon back, cautions 
you against the precipice to which 
your passions would imoel you. Now 
He thunders in yoar ears words of con
demnation ani reproach. He Alls you 
with bit:er remorse, and denounces 
you as a wicked and unfaithful servant 
Again you hear His sweet voice prais
ing and commending, and diffusing 
through via j y and consolation, and 
saying to you, 4 Weil done, thou good 
and faithful servant.'

“ 0 brethren, list.n with docility to 
the voice of the eternal Lawgiver 
speaking in the temple of your souls :
* To-day, if yon hear the voice of God, 
harden not your hearts.’ If you feel 
bound to listen with attention to mo, 
who am a sinful man, with what tev- 
erence should you hearken to the still, 
small voice of the Holy Spirit whisper
ing within your earthly tabernacle ! 
day then with the prophet Samnel :
4 Speak, Lord, for Tny servant hear- 
etn,’

THE SOUL A DIVINE TEMPLE 
44 It is the temple of the soul that 

the Apostle S.. Paul speaks when he 
says ; 4 Know ye not that ye are the 
temples of God, and that the spirit of 
God dwel eth in yon, for the temple of 
God is holy which you are ?’ Yon ob
serve that on the principal festival 
day* of the year, the altar is ablaze 
with lights ani is tastefully adorned 
with flowers. These decorations, as 
you know, are in honor of the B.essed 
Sacrament reposing in the tabernacle.

And is not the Holy Ghost also 
worthy of onr homage ? And does He 
not dwell in every chaste and devout 
soul? Try to be pure of heart, and 
the spirit of God will dwell in you. 
Adorn the tabernacle of your heart 
with spiritual fluwers, with the rose of 
charity, with the Ullies of parity, with 
the violets of meekness and humility, 
with the evergreen of perseverance. 
Lay them on the altar of your hearts. 
Their fragrance will ascend as a sweet 
odor to the throne of the Most High.

44 It Is of the temple of the sonl that 
the same rpostle speaks when he says : 
4 If any one profane this temple, him 
let God destroy. And what fellowship 
hath the temple of God with idols ? 
Once when onr Saviour entered the 
temple He found the money-changers 
there, and those that bought and sold 
victims for the sscrifloe. And seizing 
a scourge He drove the money
changers from the temple, exclaiming :

4 My house is a h juse of prayer, but yos 
have made it a den of thieves.'

44 When you enter the house of Gsd, 
my brethren, banish from the temple of 
yoar hearts all thoughts of trade and 
commerce, of purchase and sale, of 
stocks and bonds, of commercial and 
professsonal occupations. Above all. 
let your sonl never be desecrated by 
the demon of Inst, revenge or intern 
perance.

44 It is of the temple of the boil 
that our Lord speaks when he says 
4 If any one will love Me, My Father 
will love him, and we will come unto 
him and make onr abode with him. 
Mark these words : 4 We will come,
—the Father, Son and Holy Ghost. 
For where the Father and the 
Son are, there also Is tbe Holy Ghost 
oy concomitance. 4 We will make our 
abode.' God, It is t-ue, dwells in the 
souls of all men—of the sinner as well 
as of the righteous—by His knowledge 
which is omniscient, by His power 
which is omnipotent, and by His es
sence which is all pervading. But He 
dwells in the souls of the just in a 
special manner, by His grace, His 
friendship and His love, and it is te 
this kind of presence that onr Lord re
fers.

DIGNITY OF RIQHTEODSNEHH.
"How unspeakably transcendent is 

yoar dignity when you are in a state of 
righteoa*ne<s. Yon are honored by tbe 
true, real and substantial presence of 
the Holy Ghost. Yon posiese not only 
the grace of God, bat the God of all 
grace. Yon receive not only the gttt 
of the Giver, bnt the Giver of every 
gift. Not only is the kingdom of yoar 
soul permeated by the heavenly flower, 
but the root of the flewer itself is 
planted in your breast. All this we 
kn >w ana believe, though It is beyond 
oar comprehension. We can only ex
claim in grateful admiration with Solo
mon when he had finished the temple : 
40 Lord, God of Israel, if Heaven and 
the heavens of heaven can not contain 
Thee, how is it that Thun condescend- 
est to dwell in this house of clay 
which Thy hands have framed and 
faihioned ?'

44 ‘Behold,’ says onr Lord, 41 stand at 
the door and knock. If any man hear 
My voice, and open the door to Me, i 
will come in to him, and sop with him, 
and he with Me.' Christ knocks at 
the door of every heart, but how differ 
ently He is answered. There are some 
who absolutely rejezt Him, even as the 
inkeepera of Bethlehem rejected Mary 
when she knocked for hospitality at 
their doors. Tnere was no room for 
her. Tnere are others who give Him 
a temporary admission, perhaps after a 
mission, or a stirring sermon, or some 
grievous visitation of God. But His 
aoj >ura in these hearts is very brief. 
O.her guests enter with whom Christ 
can have no fellowship, and He quits a 
place where He finds no welcome.

"There are other* in whose hearts 
•Jesus finds a permanent home. He 
knocks and they open unto Him. He 
sups with them, and they with HIsl. 
They enj >y His familiar friendship.

4‘God grant that you may be of the 
number of those who thn« receive 
Him. May He sit upon the throne of 
your hearts. May He preside over 
your intellect, your affections, your 
memory and your imagination, and 
over all the congregation of your 
thoughts, so that you can say with the 
apostle ; 4I live now, not I, bat Christ 
Lvefch ia me.' May you never be 
divorced from Him. Sty, with the 
apostle : ‘Who shou'd separate es 
from the love of Christ ? Shall tribe- 
lation, or distress, or famine, or naked
ness, or danger, or persecution, or the 
svord ? I am persuaded that neither 
df-ath nor life, nor angels nor princi
palities, nor powers, nor things pres
ent, nor things to come, nor height, 
nor might, nor depth, nor any other 
creature, shall be able to separate ms 
from the love of God, which is Christ 
Jesus our Lord."

CATHOLIC NOTES.
Mr. L. A. Russell, for many years 

one of the ablest and most prominent 
attorneys in Cleveland, ha* been re
ceived into the Catholic Church.

Cardinal Gibbons has announced the 
appointment of Rev. William T. Russell 
of the Cathedral, Baltimore, to succeed 
the late Rev. Dr. D. J. Stafford as 
pastor of St. Patrick's church, Wash 
ing ton.

Dennis 0 Sullivan, Irish actor and 
singer, died at rhe Grant Hospital, Col
umbus, Onio, Feb. 1., alter an operation 
(or appendicitis performed Thursday. 
He was bora in San Francisco in 18Ô6. 
His greatest success was 44 Peggy 
MaChree."

In the presence of Archbishop*, 
Bishops, Monsigncrs and priests from 
all parts of tbe country, and amid a 
scene of wondrous beauty, Cardinal 
Gibbons, on Jan. 28, vested with the 
‘•acred pallium Most Rav. William H. 
0 Connell, D. D., Archbisaopof Bjston.

At a meeting at Archbishop Quig
ley's residence in Chicago the other 
day to name three men ai candi ates 
for the position of Bishop of Rock
ford, the new diocese which is being 
formed out of part ot the Catholic 
Archdiocese of Chicago, Rt. Rev. 
Peter J. Mnldoon was selected as one 
of the names to be sent to Rome, being 
first choice.

On Feb. 2, the feast of the Purifica
tion of Blessed Virgin Mary, William 
J. and Mary R. Doran, parents of Rev. 
Alvah W. Doran, of the Cbarch of the 
Epiphany, Pniladelphla, and f rmerly 
of St. C ement’s Protestant Episcopal 
Chnroh, were received Into the true 
fold by their son. The ceremony took 
place In the Church of the Epiphany, 
where Father Doran will celebrate a 
Mass of thanksgiving at an early date»


