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WILL FRANCE
In the December number of the 

•“Messenger of the Sacred Heart,” 
the Rev. Thomas J. Campbell, S.J., 

an admirable, closely reasoned ar­
ticle under the heading "Will France 
Turn Protestant?”' While no living 
writer is more competent than Fa­
ther Campbell to draw logical con­
clusions from solid syllogistic pre­
mises, yet, in the present instance, 
he has the tact to leave the forma­
tion of such conclusions to the in­
telligence of his readers. He places 
before us a series of statistics, which 
he takes the pains to verify; then he 
gives us a series of quotations from 
the writings and speeches of the 
most eminent and bpst instructed 
French Protestant authorities; again 
he exposes in a most powerful man­
ner the worse than dishonesty—the 
immorality—of the principles upon 
which the Protestant synods seek to 
propagate their ânti-Catholic Work 
in France.

Following these pointed passages 
we have the evidence that the French 
Catholic rarely becomes a Protest­
ant; when he leaves the Church it is 
to join the ranks of the Atheists. 
Then comes a clear-cut distinction 
between the so-called orthodox Pro­
testants and the Liberal Protestants. 
Ik) prove the decline of the former 
and the pure infidelity, or atheism of 
the latter, the writer quotes whole 
passages from some most remarkable 
addressee—amongst them the elder 
Puaux, commonly called the ” Old 
Huguenot of the Cevennes.” To 
clinch this argument we are given 
the words of the noted freethinker 
Yves Guyot, who declares that Pro­
testantism must be used to replace 
Catholicity, for it is necessary to de- 
Catholicize France, if ever Mira- 
beau’s formula, "we must de-Chris- 
tianize France,” is to be realized. 
Father Campbell then indicates how 
Protestantism and infidelity fratern­
ize in France.

As the principal object of Father 
Campbell’s article is to expose the 
nature of M. Merle d’Aubigne’s mis­
sion to America,, the reader must 
conclude that ail the respectable 
Presbjyterian churches which allow 
that pervert to occupy their pulpits, 
for the purposes of creating sympa­
thy and collecting money for the 
Protestant cause in France, are ac­
tually harboring an advance agent 
of the rankest Infidelity. As it 
would be difficult for me to reduce 
that able contributidn to a smaller 
space t-ha" I have done, and as cer­
tain passages therein are necessary 
for the proper understanding of the 
subject, I will simply add the fol­
lowing disjointed extracts from Fa­
ther Campbell’s article; they need no 
thread to connect them, beyond the 
simple one I have woven in the fore­
going few remarks. The following 
extracts will serve to explain more 
fully what I have just penned :

"Borne years ago there was an at­
tempt In Belgium to teach school 
ohildsea what was called ‘la morale 
indépendante. Le..” morality with­
out religion. In the "Independent* of 
Oct. 4, 1900, a broader Independent 
ethics is inculcated. That publication 
reports without condemnation cer­
tain methods adopted by * various 
Protestant provincial synods,’ to 
meet the emergency that confronts 
them of providing for ’the thousands 
of French priests who sire said to be 
ready to renounce Romanism for the 
Evangelical and Protestant religion.’ 
These priests are willing to make 
the step, but are only kept back by 
hunger. *> The ‘Chretien Français,’ 
which is edited by an ex-priest nam­
ed Bourrier, is of the opinion that 
French Protestants have no more 

important work to do than to give 
that army of priests who are tired 
of Rome an opportunity to earn, their 
bread.’ Evidently the synods are ap­
palled by the enormous requisition 
that would be made on their bread- 
stuffs, and they very cautiously and 
very properly profess to be in doubt 
about the motive that actuates these 
proselytes, and so have decided to 
go slowly. The doubters, they say, 
‘are to be encouraged to remain in 
the Roman communion as long as 
their conscience permits, and there 
to study the Scriptures and Protest­
ant theology, until arrangements can 
be made.’ This is strange morality. 
Catholic priests studying Protestant 
theology or even Scriptures with a 
view to understanding the signifi­
cance of the proposed step, while ar­
rangements are being made by the 
laity to provide for them, are noth­
ing but -full-fledged apostates al­
ready; To advise them to remain in 
communion with the Church of Rome 
as long as what is called their con­
science permits, is counselling a mode 
of action which may be good Pro­
testant theology and independent 

H find no warrant in 
They 

dly in-

»
with the enemy, to remain at his 
post until the opportune moment ar­
rives to complete his treachery, and 
thus escape with a safe skin to 
where financial compensation and 
dishonor await him ? In this the 
Christianity of the ‘Chretien Fran­
çais,’ and are the Evangelical Pro­
testant synods of France so bereft 
of common decency $hat they can 
solemnly prescribe such a procedure?

"If such is their standard of hon­
esty we know how to discount the 
figures they give us of the thousands 
of priests who are ready to apostat­
ize but who are held back because 
they could not get bread to eat. A 
good priest does not look for bread 
to eat but dies, if need be, doing 
his duty. He has other bread that 
these Protestant synods wot not of. 
However, we are spared the trouble 
of computing. The facts are that 
nineteen priests apostatized. M. Merle 
d’Aubigne, who is now in America 
in the interests of this movement, 
said the other night at the Collegi­
ate Church, New York city, that 
there were eighty. That is bad 
enough, indeed, but it is an extreme­
ly small fraction of the vast clergy 
of France who, thirty years ago, 
numbered 40,000 secular priests. Per­
haps there were 10,000 more in reli­
gious orders; 60,000 perhaps would 
probably fall short of the total now. 
Eighty out of that army is not 
many to have ambushed. In any case 
it is a far cry from the figurative 
thousands furnished by the ‘Chretien 
Français’ and the ‘Independent.’ 
There is a dullness of the moral 
sense in such methods and in such 
reports that is deplorable but not 
surprising.”

‘The fact is that at the present 
rate of decline there will not be a 
shred of Protestantism left in France 
in another decade. One century ago 
they numbered 2,000,000. Normally 
they should have increased to 3,- 
000,000. To-day, according to the 
‘Agenda Protestant’ they do not 
amount to 650,000; M. Merle d’Aubi­
gne claims only 500,000.

"What is the reason of this alarm­
ing falling off? The reason is not 
hard to find. It is sad, it is humili­
ating, it is shameful, but the Pro­
testant synods themselves admit it. 
It is the result of reducing to prac­
tice the doctrine of the Atoglican 
minister Malthus, and of the Protest­
ant philosopher, John Stuart Mill, 
who dared to say, that ‘ we cannot 
hope for any progress in morality 
until we consider large families with 
the same contempt with which we 
regard drunkenness or any other cor­
poral excess.’ The ‘Huguenot du Sud- 
Ouest’ of August 15, 1897, under 
the heading 'The Country’s Peril,’ 
says : ‘We can foresee the day when 
our old rural churches which have so 
valiantly withstood persecution will 
be nothing but memories. Protestant­
ism will be found in the cities or in 
the missions. It is distressing* to 
note our numerical decay, but— let 
us apeak plainly—we are demoralis­
ed and depraved, like those around 
us, and the people whose morality, 
austerity, simplicity and purity of 
life once distinguished them have 
disappeared, and only short-sighted 
egotists and «old and immoral cal­
culators are gathered under our 
standard.’ ‘Every year/ says an­
other Protestant preacher, ‘we lose 
in that way the whole population 
of a church, an entire congregation 
is regularly wiped out.’ See the Acts 
of the Synod of Bordeaux, 1899/’

"Protestants in France are divided 
into two irreconcilable camps, the 
orthodox and the liberal; and there 
is besides a small centre party 
which, howevoi*1, is nearly always 
captured by the popular and aggres­
sive liberal party, which is the par­
ty of young men.

"What the orthodox think of the 
liberals may be understood from 
the words of one of the greatest of 
French Protestants of this century. 
He is the elder Puaux, and is known 
commonly as the ‘Old Huguenot of 
the Cevençes.’ As long ago as 1878, 
he wrote tbus in the ‘Revue Chré­
tienne’ : ‘You tell me we are of the 
same family; that there is really no 
qualifying difference; our methods are 
the same, and that I only deny a 
little less than you.

"To that I answer : Our fathers, 
if you reached out your hand to 
them, would repulse you. 'You Pro­
testants!’ they would say. ’You 
have neither our Bible, nor our 
Christ, nor our God, nor our cult. 
Between you and us there is nothing 
in common. Your father is doubt; 
your mother infidelity.

" 'You have no Bible. It is melt­
ed and dissolved in the crucible of 
your criticism. Attila, battering with 
his hammer the monuments of Rome, 
disfigured the Eternal City less than 
you disfigure the Bible with your 
scribe’s .knife after the fashion of 
Jehoiakim. Revere the Bible! you re­
vere it as the Jews revered Chn»st, 
when they prostrated themselves be­
fore him, saying : Hail. King of the 
Jews, and then slapped Him in the

‘You have no Christ. You had 
. he has no resemblance with 

born in Bethlehem of 
: is the son of a man 

, I know not 
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niac, and of this monomaniac you 
make the great teacher of your 
church of the future.

" 'You have no longer any God. 
You Are, by your excesses, on the 
down slopes of pantheism. Deism is 
mental cowardice, and if you have 
any reason left, you must either re­
trace your steps to Calvary or go 
down with your ‘Our Father’ into 
the depths of the atheism of Re-

‘ 'You have no worship. God hears 
not your prayers, and I bid you re­
nounce your office of pastors, unless 
you wish to give up your honor and 
be of the school of the Savoyard vi­
caire who said his Mass though he 
didn’t believe in it.”

Then turning to his own party he 
said : "Be ye judges between us and 
the radicals. They offer you a reli­
gion without Bible, without Christ, 
without cult. Do you want it? If 
you do, then repudiate the men of 
the Reformation; turn away from 
your martyrs, and fling your Bible 
and your liturgy into the fire. Give 
your sons to these radical Protest­
ants and they will make them unbe­
lievers; give them your daughters and 
they will make them free-thinkers 
like themselves.”

"Christian socialism ! Such is the 
campaign cry of the Protestants of 
France. It is the Reform of the Re­
formation, a crusade against the 
wormeaten orthodoxies that are im­
peding the growth of the kingdom. 
'Another hour has struck on the 
clock of the kingdom of God,' says 
M. Fallot, and to the period of in­
dividualist Christianity, social Chris­
tianity succeeds. It is big with la­
bors and strife, and perhaps with 
benedictions.’ With labors and strife: 
Yes. That period has already begun. 
With benedictions : No. ‘M. Monod,’ 
says Koenig, ‘is striking with his 
axe at the roots of the old oak 
which shelters us yet. I fear that his 
strength is not great enough to pre­
vent danger in its fall. I fear, espe­
cially, that he has not material 
enough to build us a shed when the 
tree lies prostrate on the ground."

"M. Monod laughed at all these 
appeals. On the first of July, 1900, 
in a conference in Paris, the very 
citadel of orthodoxy, he prophesied 
the funeral rites of Protestantism. 
Here are his words : 'Every institu­
tion which has a fixed form, whose 
essential object is to prepare souls 
for heaven, and which does not be­
lieve in the triumph of the Messiah 
on earth, all such institutions are 
forever donc fôr. Pharisaic and Apo­
calyptic Judaism has exploded (a 
saute), Catholicism has exploded, and 
traditional Christianity, if it puts it­
self in opposition to Mesei&nism 
and Stands in with the social and 
ecpnomic iniquities of the day, and 
has lost faith in the integral renova­
tion of the whole earth, traditional

Christianity, I repeat it, will leap 
into the air like the rest.” In other 
words, it is all over with Protest­
antism. which, in Monod’s .mind, is 
traditional Christianity, unless it 
preach to the people a happiness 
which has no relation to what the 
Bible teaches about the reward 
awaiting us beyond the tomb.”

"Can there be a more unholy al­
liance than that? Is it not God in 
union with Belial. Let us bear in 
mind that this is not the wild cry 
of a frenzied fanatic. M. Reveillaud 
is not so considered in France. His 
official position precludes any such 
supposition. Nor is it an appeal that 
no one will heed. It is heeded. It 
is a part of a scheme whose details 
have been all prearranged in concert, 
with the worst enemies of Christian­
ity. The notorious atheist and en­
emy of God, M. Yves Guyot, an­
nounced it a year ago in the ‘ Siè­
cle.' His proposition took people's 
breath away at first, and after 
awhile they looked at it as a mere 
advertising trick for the circulation 
of his paper. But no! the Protestant 
papers are publishing his programme 
all over the land, and here it is. 
Listen to it.

"Protestantism,” says M. Yves 
Guyot, “is not a narrow creed in 
which every one is obliged to pass. 
It invests itself with every form and 
adapts itself to every mind. To those 
who ask. What are you going to put 
in the place of Catholicism? the an­
swer is ready: Protestantism. In de­
stroying the actual organization of 
Catholicism, and in building up 
against it a power of religious com­
petition, we ought to proclaim clear­
ly and without possibility of mis­
take that it is to the advantage of 
Protestantism, and that it is on Pro­
testantism that we count, to separ­
ate France from Cgtholicity. If the 
system of the separation of the 
churches and of the State has fright­
ened so many people in France, it is 
because the question had not been 
proposed to them except as between 
Catholicity and free thought. Why 
should not we, free-thinkers, be the 
first to express in a different fashion 
the formula of Mirabeau, ‘We must 
de-Christianize France,’ by that other 
one : We must de-Catholiclze France?’ ’

"M. Merle d’Aubigne has come to 
America in the interests of this 
movement. He is occupying the pul­
pits of the various Presbyterian 
churches of this city. Will he, in the 
face of those cries of his own co-re­
ligionists in France, dare to continue 
the fight, and still call himself a 
Christian minister? Will the Protest­
ant churches of this country counte­
nance, and further his efforts by their 
sympathy and their contributions ? 
Will they range themselves under the 
banners of infidelity? Will they an­
nounce themselves openly as enemies 
of Jesus Christ? If they do, we know 
where we are.”

WHAT A PEERAGE COST.
Without a doubt one of the most »»- 

markable speeches of the century 
was that delivered on the 6th in­
stant, at Glasgow, by Lord Rose­
bery, on the occasion of his instal­
lation as Rector of the University. 
In glancing hack, a century and 
quarter, the speaker drew a picture 
of what might have been had Pitt 
never become the Efcui of Chatham. 
The picture is fanciful, if you will, 
but it is the emanation of a mind 
moulded in the form of high states­
manship. Possibly no speech, since 
that of the younger Pitt, on Warren 
Hastings, has had such a wide­
spread and immediate effect upon the 
British people .Whether or not we 
agree with the leader of the Liberal 
Party, in Great Britain, we cannot 
but admire his wonderful gifts, and 
especially bis daring flights into the 
unfrequented regions of higher and 
imaginative oratory. The following 
extracts will suffice to give an idea 
of the speaker’s fanciful retrospect, 
and at the same time an idea of 
how much can be, effected by a com­
paratively insignificant event. In 
part Lord Rosebery spoke thus :—

"Never, saidffthe former Premier, 
did the empire so urgently require 
the strenuous support of its sub­
jects. because there was a disposi­
tion abroad to challenge both its 
naval and commercial supremacy. 
The twentieth century, he declared, 
would be a period of keen, intelligent 
and almost fierce international com­
petition, more probably in the arts 
of peace than in the arts of war.

"Therefore, he added, it was neces­
sary to undertake periodical stock 
taking, to remodel the State machin­
ery and educational methods, to be­
come more businesslike and thor­
ough as warriors, merchants and 
statesmen, and to look thoroughly 
to the training of first-rate men for 
the struggle ahead, as on those de­
pended the future of the empire and 
the race. He thought that the now 
antiquated methods of graining had 
almost resulted in commercial disas­
ter, and the time had arrived to re­
consider the educational apparatus.

Lord Rosebery asserted that but 
for the small incident of the accept­
ance of a Peerage the Empire might 
haYe* been incalculably greater. Had 
the elder Pitt, when he became first 
minister, not left the House of Com­
mons, be would probably have re­
tained his sanity and authority, and 
he would have prevented or suppress­
ed thd wreckless budget of Towns- 
hend, induced George HI. to listen 
to reason, introduced representatives

V

of America into Parliament and pre­
served the thirteen colonies to the 
British crown.

*Ts it fanciful to dwell for a mo­
ment on what might have happen­
ed?" continued Lord Roeebery. "The 
Reform bill of 1832 would probably 
have been passed much earlier, for 
the new blood of Ain erica would 
have buret the old vessels of the 
Constitution. It would have provid­
ed a Self-adjusting system of repre­
sentation, such as now prevails in 
the United States, whereby the in­
creasing population is proportionate­
ly represented.

"And, at last, when the Ameri­
cans became a majority of the seats, 
the Empire would, perhaps, have 
been moved solemnly across the At­
lantic, and Britain would have be­
come a historical shrine, the Euro­
pean outpost of the world empire.

"What an extraordinary revolution 
it would have been! The greatest 
known without bloodshed. The most 
sublime transference of power in the 
history of mankind. Our conceptions 
can scarcely picture the procession 
across the Atlantic of the greatest 
sovereign and the greatest fleet in 
the universe, ministers. Government 
and Parliament departing solemnly 
for another hemisphere. Not, as in 
the case of the Portuguese sover­
eigns, emigrating to Brazil under the 
spur of necessity; but under the vig­
orous embrace of the yodyger world.

"America would have hung on to 
the skirts of Britain and pulled her 
back out of European complications. 
She would have profoundly affected 
her foreign policy in the direction 
of peace, and her influence on her 
domestic policy would have been 
scarcely less potent. Probable she 
would have appeased and even con­
tented Ireland. The ancient Constitu­
tion of Britain would have been ren­
dered more comprehensive and more 
elastic.

‘On the other hand, the AoMrican 
yearning for liberty would haTO tak­
en a different form. Would have 
blended with other traditions and 
floated into other moulds. Above all, 
there would have been no separa­
tion, no war of independence, no 
war of 1812, with all the biter mem­
ories these have left in America.

"To secure that priceless boon I 
could be satisfied to see a British 
Federal Parliament sitting in Colum­
bia territory."

OUR CURBSTONE OBSERVER ON MARRIAGE BANNS.
There are many kinds of "calls” 

known to the world of to-day — 
some of them are pleasant, some 
irksome, others obligatory and so 
on to the end of the chapter. My 
attention was drawn to this subject 
by a few remarks I heard on the 
street corner, the other day, which 
a gentleman made on "calls” — or 
the publication of marriage btmns 
in the Church. The remarks I heard 
led me to reflect a little on the sub­
ject. The person to whom I refer 
said that "calls” wore "an unne­
cessary annoyance,” and only served 
the purpose of drawing dollars to the 
church. He also stated that "there 
would be far more marriages if 
there were no "calls,” or if therp 
were no need of a dispensation from 
the formality.” At first I thought 
they were talking about social 
"calls”—such as ladies make, by 
leaving a card, on a given day, at 
the door of a so-called friend, or 
such as young gentlemen are wont 
to make on New Year’s Day, when 
there is a prospect of wine and cake 
ahead of them. If such had been 
the case I would not have been sur­
prised to hear the practice character­
ized as an “unnecessary annoyance"; 
but when I discovered that the sub­
ject of the conversation was noth­
ing more or less than the " calls" 
from the pulpit that, as a rule, pre­
cede a Catholic marriage, I soon 
changed my opinion.

Now I wish it to be thoroughly 
understood that if I am not a poli­
tician I am much less of a theolo­
gian; I have no guide in such mat­
ters but what appears to me to be 
common sense—illumined by the 
ray of Faith. So far I have never 
found that Faith to clash with 
common sense, consequently I have 
not much fear of erring, even though 
I am not versed in the secrets of the 
"Mother of all Sciences.’’ This week 
I will trouble the ever indulgent 
readers of the "True Witness" to 
bear with me while I briefly express 
my personal views concerning the 
two points raised by the gentleman 
whose language I have quoted. He 
stigmatized the practice of "calls ” 
as an annoyance; and he declared 
that only for that practice there 
would be much more marriages to 
record. In both cases he is wrong; 
yet to a certain extent, and in one 
sense, he has some reason for his 
statements.

I have not the slightest doubt 
that "calls.” or, in other words, the 
regular publication of the marriage 
banns from the pulpit, constitutes 
an annoyance for some people. The 
man, or woman who has a very 
good reason for keeping the intended 
marriage a secret must surely find iti 
inconvenient when the Church or­
dains three public "calls," or else 
a regular and valid dispensation 
from the same. In fact, the dispen­
sation is nearly as bad as the 
"calls/’ because it cannot be had 
except for the very best of reasons— 
and I may add that while a certain 
stipend is charged in case of dispen­
sation. still all the money on earth 
could not purchase that privilege un­
ies the Church is convinced that the 
grounds are reasonable and neces­
sary. For example, the young couple 
who want to get married without 
the consent of their parents, and de­
spite the warnings of their best 
friends, cannot but feel it an annoy­
ance to be obliged to have their in­
tention published before the congre­
gation, or else to furnish sufficient 
reasons why the dispensation from 
such publication should be granted. 
They know well that if they go to 
the priest and ask to be dispensed 
from the usual "calls," he will make 
inquiries that may not suit their 
plans. The one who has trifled 
with the affections of another and 
who is in danger of a breach-of-pro- 
mise suit, may naturally consider 
the "calls” to be an annoyance. The 
same for the still more criminal 
person who runs the risk of being 
condemned some day for bigamy, yet 
who would set the moral law at de­
fiance were it not for the annoyance 
of the Church’s banns. In a word, I 
could fill a column 'with instances of 
intended marriages in which the 

calls” constitute a very great an­
noyance—in fact, a hindrance.

It seems to me that the possibil­
ity of the existence of such cases 
has been the very reason why this 
practice was instituted by the Church 
from time immemorial. It may bo 
argued that not in one case out of

every hundred, or even every thou^ 
sand, do we find any person coming 
forward to dolare the existence of 
impediments. In the "call” the priest 
calls upon the members of the con­
gregation to make known, at once, 
any impediments that exist to the 
proposed marriage. It is rare that 
any person ever does declare the ex­
istence, to his or her knowledge, of 
any such obstacle. The" reason is 
that, us a rule, between Catholics, 
no real impediments exist; and if 
uny does exist, it is of. such a na­
ture that few, if any, know* 
of it. But the practice of 
the "calls” still ffas its effect. It is 
a strong preventative of wrong and 
error; and the Church, in her disci­
pline, has eVer been more prone to 
prevent than to furnish sin. The very 
fact of such a rule being in force, 
causes many an intended wrong to 
be left undone, many an intended 
sin to be left- uncommitted. In this 
connection the Liverpool Catholic 
“Times” in a recent issue, remarks ;

Rochester has just been celebrat­
ing its Diocesan Conference, and one 
of the subjects discussed was the 
Marriage Law. During the conversa­
tion the Rev. C. S. Wallace com­
plained of the laxity which the cler­
gy often showed in neglecting to 
make inquiries about unknown peo­
ple who put up banns. As things 
were, he said, anybody, Jews, Turks, 
infidels and heretics could get mar­
ried in church if they wanted to. We 
are glad to find the ministers of the 
establishment waking up to a long 
suffered neglect of duty. And we 
should be just as glad if the State 
woke up too. Mere proclamation of 
the names in church, or the display 
of them on a crowded board in the 
registrar's office is not sufficient to 
prevent fraud or deceit. It would bo 
well if the law and the practice tin­
sisted most peremptorily on the sev­
eral authorities concerned with the 
celebration or the registration in the 
freedom of the contracting parties. 
Such a course is insisted on in the 
Catholic Church: and we are old- 
fashioned .enough to maintain the ad­
visability of banns as a safeguard 
and a protection to that legality of 
marriage, and failure in respect of 
which may easily prejudice a girl’s, 
happiness for life.

To my mind the gentleman to» 
whom I refer, made a far inore se­
rious remark when he said that on­
ly for the “calls” there would be 
inore marriages amongst Catholics. 
It may be the case. But, for the same 
reason, there would also be more 
divorces, more separations from bed 
and board, more unhappy families, 
more domestic quarrels, more miser­
able lives, more cruel tragedies. 
Were it not for the "calls ’’ there 
would be a multitude of marriages 
that could not be said to have been 
"made in heaven,” but which, being 
the mere outcome of passion, would, 
of necessity, end in discord, mutual! 
recrimination, and possibly worse. 
If it were not necessary either to- 
obtain a regular dispensation or els» 
to have the intended marriage an­
nounced in the most public mannetv. 
I can safely say that thousand» 

•would allow themselves to be car­
ried away by sentiments of envy,, 
jealousy, hatred, and the like, and! 
be thus suddenly swept into the- 
vortex of matrimony, without for a. 
moment calculating the inevitable re­
sult of such a step. In a word, 
there would be more of the ” many 
in haste and repent at leisure” style- 
of matrimony—even amongst Catho­
lics—than can ever possibly exist 
under the vigilant eye of the Church- 
and under the strict rule of her dis­
cipline.

It may be said that instead of 
"observing” I am preaching; but 1 
consider it my privilege to express 
my personal views upon this, as well 
as upon any other subject, provided 
I can find readers sufficiently inter­
ested in what I write to spend the 
time necessary to read what I have 
to say. What I have " observed ” 
most frequently is that Catholics too 
often criticize and condemn prac­
tices. and regulations, precepts and 
forms of the Church, without being 
at all aware of the reasons why 
they exist, or the necessity that a 
superhuman wisdom be held for their 
establishment. To my mind ff you 
take all the Idoctrines of Catholicity 
and all the practices of the Church, 
and seriously study them, you will 
find that they are, one and qll. in 
perfect harmony with ordinary com­
mon sense. At all events such is 
my humble experience, and I an> 
very grateful for it.

A MILLIONAIRE IRISHMAN DEAD.
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Cast forth thy act, thy word, into 
the ever-living, ever-working uni­
verse; it is a seed grain that cannot 
die; unnoticed to-day, it will be 
found flourishing as a banyan grove 
—perhaps, alas! as a hemlock forest 
—after a thousand years.liSfe

Marcus Daly, the Copper King, 
whose wealth is estimated at be­
tween #40,000,000 and $50,000,000, 
died in the Hotel Netherland, New 
York, Nov. 12.

This is the introductory paragraph 
to a story of the success Achieved by 
an Irish miner, which we give be­
low, but it is the record of one 
among the unsuccessful millions of 
mining speculators of all classes.

Mr. Daly, the report proceeds to 
say, was seized with his last sink­
ing spell early Monday morning. All 
day he ’ay in a semi-comatose con­
dition. Similar spells had been fre­
quent since he returned from a * 
less hunt for health in Europe-.

he always rallied in a way that 
surprised the doctors, and gave hi® 
family hope.

He revived in the night and asked 
that Father Lavellc, of the Cathe-; 
dralt bo summoned.

When he arrived the dying 
airo at once recognized him.
Lavclle administered the last 
monts.

“Q^y a little while 
bit more.” he said to 
lor. when asked if he 
Death came so peacefully, 
physicians alone kne' 
over. They said Mr. 
scions and realized 
near until a few mil


