
that the intellectual activities of 
man apd hia moral nature have to be 
explained.

himself in a coarse sack. his girdle en from its home, and cravings take

REVIEW

■

In the May number of the 
songer of the Sacred Heart." ap- 
l>cars a lengthy contribution under 
the heading “Some Scientific Super
stitions; " the author s initial»— T. 
P. W.—alone are given. It is a pity 
that we could not reproduce the en
tire article and at the same time 
comment upon it; but even were I to 
have space at my disposal for such 
reproduction I doubt if the general 
reader would not find it rather dry 
reading. Except for a student of 
mathematics there is nothing so un
inviting as problems in geometry, j 
conic-sections, or trigonometry; so is ( 
it with philosophical theorems, espe
cially when they arc worked out with 
■aU the rigor of syllogistic exactness, j 
So complete and conclusive is T. I*. I 
W.'s article that one scarcely knows ; 
how to summarize it. There are j 
chains that cannot be divided with- | 
out the utility of every link 
destroyed. Howcv 
to convey n fuir idea of the subject 
as treated by this learned writer.

Before, however, touching upon the 
question which 1 find thus set before 
us, I niust admit that the title of 
T P. W.'s essay was the source of 
a great disappointment to me. I na
turally expected that he was going 
to unfold for us a list of the super
stitions that science engenders and 
to contrast and compare them with 
the matters of religious belief which 
the incredulous style superstitions. 
To my mind it was a splendid and 
deeply interesting subject, one in 
which 1 could revel with delight. Im
agine my surprise when I discovered, 
on a careful perusal of the article, 
that the author was ofT on a very | 
different track. In fact. T yet am.un
able to account for the title; still I 
am thankful for it. as it has sug
gested to me the idea of taking up 
that same question on some future 
occasion. It will be qn easy and j 
pleasant task to show that outside 
the pale of Christian teachings there 
is more superstition tlmn the scien
tists are prepared to admit .

But t o come back to the matter 
now in hand! It is thus our author 
investigates what science has to tell 
<is of the origin of the universe, and 
■what it has to offer in place of the 
sublimelv simple statement in the 
Book of Genesis; “in the beginning 
God created heaven and earth.”

I believe that the Ilaeckel theory, 
adopted more or less by Herbert 
Spencer, which is the most advanced 
Rationalism, suggests that the be
ginning of things is found in a “ho
mogeneous nebular mass of matter, 

-acted upon unequally by certain 
forces” and that, by the continued 
operation of these forces upon this 
matter everything that is was 
ebrought into being.

£Ut this theory postulates two 
things—viz.. the “homogeneous mass 
of nebular matter" and tbe "certain 
force" acting “unequally" upon it. 
and thus it postulates the very 
things whose origin we want to have 
explained. It is admittedly impossi
ble that matter can be eternal, for it 
is of its very nature dependent and 
determined, and the eternity of any
thing determined is a contradiction 
in terms. Herbert Spencer when in
vited to explain matter and force ad
mits that their origin is lost in the 
"unknowable," whatever that may 
mean, which is tantamount to “giv
ing it up" altogether. No one else 
has bettered this explanation from 
a scientific point of view: there is no 
other hypothesis than God on the 
one side and the “unknowable" on 
the other. All that science has done 
is to shift its ground ns far back as 
possible, but when pushed to the final 
ditch it can only say Nescio, and the 
hypothesis of creation and the Cre
ator is the only working hypothesis 
that stands upon a philosophic basis 
so far as the origin of things is con- 

- corned. Creation is classically defined 
as "Productio roi ?x nihilo sui et 
subjecti"—that is, “production of a 
thing in the sense that before its 
production neither the thing itself 
existed nor did any subject matter 
exist from which the thing could be 
fashioned" (Driscoll). Christian phil
osophy teaches that there is in crea
tion no causal connection between 
nothing and existence, but only a 
•succession. Creation and a Creator 
are the necessary logical conclusions 
from the facts of the universe unless 
the actual existence of the universe 
is denied.

Science, therefore — " modern
science" as people love to call it—is 
silent on the subject of creation. It 
lays hold, however, of the created 
universe in its earliest form and de
mands all that comes after as its 
own—all that comes after the "ho
mogeneous mass of nebular matter" 
and the "certain forces acting un
equally" upon it. Let us see whe
ther from these it can fairly claim 
to account for the universe and man.

We mav freely admit that granted 
matter and certain forces (the na
ture of these forces not being de
fined) it is a very simple matter to 
account for the solar system, for all 
that we have to do is to postulate 
certain matter and such forces as 
arc necessary to produce the system 
as it exists. And this is all that 
science docs, except that it claims to 
possess a certain glimmering of cer
tain laws under which these certain 
forces probably acte<. Let us grant 
that science can. starting with the 
nebula, explain the earth before the

appearance Of life upon it. How does 
science explain life?

Science explains life as Spencer ex
plains nebula, with a plain "Nes
cio." Hear Mr. Spencer :

“The ultimate reality behind this 
manifestation, as behind all other 
manifestations, transcends concep
tion. It needs but to observe how 
even simple forms of existence are in 
their ultimate natures incomprehen
sible to see that this most complex 
form of existence is, in a sense, 
doubly incomprehensible."

For awhile the idea that the prin
ciple of life might be chemical led 
Haeckel, and even less superficial 
thcorizers than Ilaeckel. to hold that 
nbiogenesis was possible; but with 
the absolute demonstration of the 
purely mechanical nature of the or
ganic cell, and of the non-existence 
of unorganized protoplasm, together 
with the acceptance of the great 
principle expressed by Virchow in the 
words omnis ccllula e cellula, it is 
frqnkly admitted by every scientist 
worth the name that the nature of 
life becomes "the more inexplicable 

being the more it is studied." (Conn.) On- 
I xvill attempt Iv Haeckel clings to the wreck of 

“spontaneous generation" or the 
thcorv of abiogenesis. and Haeckel’s 
reputation is not in the ascendant of 
late years, thanks to his rash guesses 
and hasty generalizations from insuf
ficient facts.

After all, what is it that evolution 
is trying to explain? It is evidently 
the variety of species. But when we 
consider the matter of abstract ideas 
and the power to form them at once 
an abyss opens between man and all 
other animal creations. That abyss 
is still more enlarged by the difficul 
ties arising from man’s moral na
ture. These two alone indicate that 
the difference between man and the 
dumb animal is one of kind, not one 
of species. Consequently there may 
be varieties of animals and varieties 
of men; but not being of the same 
kind there can exist no varieties be
tween them. And evolution says 
that the origin of species is to be 
found in the properties of proto
plasm. Reproduction is a function of 
protoplasm. Let us now follow T. P. 
W. to the end, commencing with this 
quotation from Mr. Conn :—

So science has found life to come 
from "matter" and "force." This 
brings us to the now very important 
and pertinent question : “ Whence
came that matter and that force ?" 
This question is answered by the 
everlasting and ever present “Nes
cio." “1 do not know." How then 
explain, apart from the Christian 
hypothesis, the existence of life ? 
"Eureka," cries the man of science ; 
we have found the secret. Life has 
been produced by evolution. Very 
veil! Since science cannot trace to 
its origin either matter or force, at 
least it makes an attempt to discov
er the origin of life. Let us take 
Mr. Conn's definition of evolution ;

“As ordinarily used in most scien
tific books to-day
evolution and the theory of descent, 
are practically synonymous terms, 
and each of these is used to indicate 
tiie theory that all species of ani
mals and plants existing to-day have 
been derived from others living in 
the past by direct descent and that 
they will themselves give rise in the 
future to other st.ill different spe-

“It is a function of protoplasm 
and is, as yet, unintelligible to us." 
("The Method of Evolution," p. 
395.) Of protoplasm itself and it’s 
origin, “we know nothing except 
that, being a mechanism, it could 
never have been produced by purely 
chemical forces" (p. 395). In fact, 
naturalists know little or nothing 
about protoplasm at all, and, as Mr. 
Conn points out, all they do know 
is that solution of the secret of what 
is culled evolution must be sought in 
that direction. Up to the present 
time no satisfactory results have 
been forthcoming and the champions 
of evolution arc unable to give any 
explanation of the method of evolu
tion except that the vacieties of spe
cies result from some unknown pro
perties of protoplasm.

This is the evolutionary hypothesis 
of to-day stripped of improved the
ory. This is the “modern science " 
which the half-educated “man in the 
street" thinks has destroyed the su- 
pcrnatdral in the universe! These 
arc the facts underlying the beliefs 
which even fifteen years ago Herbert 
Spencer points out had “assumed 
too much the nature of n creed." but 
which now are a gigantic "toad
stool'’ growth of superstition, fed bv 
man’s passions which demand aboli
tion of the court of judgment and 
seek to secure it by destroying the 
foundations of the law.

was a rope, and he walked barefoot. 
Civilization had already brought 
with it complexity of habit. Luxur
ies became necessities, and the free 
action of the soul was hampered by 
artificial restraints. St. Francis was 
called to bring home to men, by the 
example of his own way of life, that, 
after all, life need not have such mul- 
tip:ied needs, and its real necessities 
are very few. The merest covering 
for body, the simplest food for nour
ishment, and the barest shelter from 
the air, these were sufficient for St. 
Francis, and he was content with 
them.

Simplicity was not a characteristic 
of the nineteenth century; it is not 
likely to be a distinguishing feature 
of the twentieth. Wants and needs 
multiply apace. Every game among 
the young expects a costume all its 
own; the different periods into which 
the day is divided claim each its own 
garb in grown-up life. Food is varied 
to an extent that was rivaled only 
in the days of the greatest extrava
gance of Pagan Rome. Men are rest
less, and will not* bide long in one 
place. The rich travel to the ends 
of the earth in search of new adven
tures and new excitements; the poor
er must have their day excursions to 
relieve to some extent the tedium of 
their lives. Minds' can no longer fix 
themselves on books which need con
tinued thought, and illustrated pa
pers and pictured magazines must be 
ever forthcoming to give some new 
thought and passing sensation to 
jaded brains. Every season must pro
duce new novelties, new comforts — 
all adding to the complexity of life.

These things are not evils in them
selves,» they are the outcome of the 
activity and the inventiveness which 
the Creator has given to men. And. 
were our minds so evenly balanced 
and our wills so well controlled that 
we could use and enjoy them with
out fear of abuse or loss of self- 
restraint, we might welcome them 
without a moment’s fear. But. prac
tically, they bring with them a very 
host of evils, and obscure and dwarf 
the real in<nost life of men. They 
lead to endless longings, which, un
satisfied, breed great crops of dis
content. Peace of heart is soon driv- ,

its place. Simple joys lose their at
traction; the fireside of home is too 
quiet and uneventful to keep the 
young beside it. They want to have 
their share in the excitement that 
is around. They long for money to 
obtain it. They toil and strive, and 
sometimes take any means at hand 
to multiply their having what they 
come to regard as the very needs of 
lift). There are few who can with
stand this whirlwind. God is easily 
forgotten in its turmoil, and men be
come engrossed entirely in this world 
which is so rapidly passing away.

We have much need in our midst of 
those who recall to us the image of 
St Francis, of those of his Third 
Order who, in the measure of their 
strength, are striving to lead his life 
and to be simple as he was. It is 
not given to any to make their lives 
so absolutely simple as was their 
Founder’s, but they have to set up a 
standard of simplicity before the 
world and by their example show 
how far more simple life might bo 
than men are making «t at the pre
sent day. In food and clothing ih y 
can show men how to do without 
many things which serve neither for 
comfort nor for happiness. In such 
matters there can bo no one abso
lute rule, for health and upbringing 
vary so much, and one man’s luxury 
may be another's need. It is not our 
duty to scrutinize and criticize our 
neighbor’s way of life,, but still less 
is it our obligation to imitate it, 
whether it be God’s way for us or 
not. This, then, is a noble aim for 
the children of St. Francis of Assisi 
to make their lives as simple as they 
can, consistently with the station in 
which Providence has placed them. 
Let them strive by their example tq 
stem the rushing tide of luxurious 
fashion which carries so many as
tray from the better things of life. 
Let them teach their neighbors that 
there are higher aims for men than 
comfort and excitement, and lead 
them back to a quieter, calmer, and 
more peaceful view of life. It is a 
lowly, hidden mission, but a voca
tion peculiarly appropriate to those 
whom God has called to be in a spe
cial way the children and imitators 
of the Poor Man of Assisi.

and Saviour Jesus Christ came 
earth to teach, paring it down, mak* 
ing it acceptable to all, so thatit 
would give offence to no one. Lib. 
eral, it might be said, meant be in* 
generous and open-hearted, and sure- 
lv it was good to be Liberal; but, m 
the name of common sense as well 
as justice, did it not depend upon 
whether that which they, were liberal 
with belonged to them or not ? Tf 
they gave him (the rev. preacher) 
charge of their money, and he gava 
it away to charities, or allowed 
people to take it, and some one said 
he was very generous and liberal 
they would hardly know in what 
moderate words to express their feci 
ings about it. They would call it 
robbery. Yet he would have as much 
right to be generous with their pro
perty as they had to be liberal with 
the truth which our Lord came on 
earth to teach. u

CONSTIPATION
When Chronic 
I* DAME» by

GATARRfl
lIb.

THE CONVERSION OF ENGLAND.

Here it is that our author comes 
in with a sledge-hammer argument 
that fairly pulverizes the evolution
ist’s theory :

Evolution is in its essence a pro
cess of modification or development 
capable only of producing differences 
of degree. It is admittedly incapable 
of introducing differences of kind. Its 
cardinal assertion respecting the or
igin of species is not that it has 
produced different kinds of living 
tilings, but that there is essential 
unity in species. In other words, its 
aigument is that there is an essen
tial bond of union between all spe
cies. and it. frankly admits that the 
introduction of any single factor ab
solutely new in kind cannot be ex
plained by its laws. If it can be 
proved that in any single living 
thing there is soniet

To resume the whole subject, I 
evolution, organic | will quote, firstly, from the Holy 

Father’s Encyclical "Providentissi- 
lf.us Dens," the following :—

“It need not be pointed out how the 
nature of science, just as it is so ad
mirably adapted to show forth the 
glory of the Great Creator, provided 
it is taught as it should be, so if it 
be perversely imparted to the youth
ful intelligence, it may prove most 
fatal in destroying the principles of 
true philosophy, and in the corrup
tion of morality."

Let us now sec how the respective 
hypotheses stand with respect to the 
main problem of the universe and 
life

With regard to the origin of “mat-
*r" and “force" the Christian hyp

othesis is—“God the Creator.”
Science answers : "Nescio!" " I 

don't know anything about it."
With regard to Life the Christian 

hypothesis is—“God the Creator."
Science again takes refuge in “the 

unknowable."
With regard to the world and its 

denizens, i. part from man. the Chris
tian hypothesis is—"God the Crea
tor."

Science invokes the “qualities of
no elemunat ry representative' in'kinil l-rotoplasm" which it admits thatit

can be demonstrated in the general 
scheme of lower organic life, evolu
tion cannot fairly claim to have de
monstrated that living thing as its 
product, and rhust admit that its 
explanation of that living thing is 
insufficient.

Thus, at the outset, evolution dis
claims the slightest creative power.

Evolution having so fur failed, let 
us follow it, with the author, to the 
origin of man's existence. He says :

Consequently we start with the 
axioms that evolution docs not ex
plain the beginning of things, cannot 
create, but can only modify or deve
lop already existing and living mat- 

and is obligated to account for
everything in the world of life 
pain of having its hypothesis com
pletel'- rejected as in any way bear
ing upon Christian doctrine.

For the purpose of this argument 
only we will concede as proven the 
fact of evolution in the entire world 
of life up to man—but not including 
man—and examine only the fact as 
regards man and the methods as ex
cluding the intervention of the Crea
tor. The first question is whether 
man is a product of evolution, and 
to save time we will consider it only 
as affecting man’s soul. If evolution 
cannot demonstrate man's soul to be 
a product of its laws, its hypothesis 
fails absolutely as against religion J 
this is a necessary conclusion from 
the principles laid down.

Man’s soul is a simple, substantial, 
spiritual principle. It is simple be
cause it has no parts and is not ex
tended; it is substantial because it 
exists per sc (which is the definition 
of substant iality) ; it is spiritual be
cause it is immaterial and is the 
seat of spiritual activities, and it is

principle because it is that from 
which something prqceeds. (See Ma
her's ’Psychology.",) Now, evolution 
must do one of two things : It must 
either deny that man's soul is any 
such thing, or it must show that in 
the earliest forms of life there was a 
simple, substantial, spiritual prin
ciple, capable of development into 
the soul of man. If it does neither 
of these things it must admit a 
break in its continuity at man.

It is admitted by evolutionists

-"God

does not understand.
With regard to man’s 

Christian hypothesis is- 
Crcator."

Science again calls upon proto
plasm and its “incomprehensible 
functions."

The author closes with this cutting 
paragraph ;—

But the average man thinks — if 
wo may use the word—that science 
has explained everything; that rea
son is enthroned on the ruined altars 
of religion and that there is no 
God!

Truly the devil has an easy job of 
it in these days of enlightenment! In 
the days of real scholarship and real 
philosophic knowledge he had to 
work and work hard for one little 
“iota" in a theological definition 
(ouolovolos) ; but nowadays he finds 
no difficulty in getting a man who 
styles himself “Rev." to mount 
pulpit on Sunday and “solve the 
great enigma" by identifying God 
with—Ether!

"What fools these mortals be!"

On Easter Sunday evening last 
Rev. Father Bennett, C.SS.R., deliv
ered a most powerful and practical 
sermon in St. James' Church, Span
ish Place, London. His subject was 
the mission given by Christ to His 
followers to go forth, preach and 
teach all nations. After dwelling up
on the special significance of that 
mission for the clergy, the reverend 
preacher came to the share the laity 
had in that tremendous work. Zeal 
for the salvation of souls is a duty 
imposed upon every Christian. In 
view of the fact that we. in Mont
real, arc being treated to another of 
Father Younan’s effective missions 
to Protestants, it seems to us oppor
tune to give further publicity to the 
portion of Father Bennett’s sermon 
which deals exactly with the work 
now being done by the Paulist Fa
thers, and by them suggested to the 
laitv. It will be readily seen how 
applicable are the words of the great 
Redemptorist preacher. Leaving aside 
all the introduction and first part 
of the sermon we come at once to 
that portion which suits our present 
circumstances. Father Bennett 
said :—

BISHOP BOURNE ON SIMPLICITY.
The following beautiful article was 

written by the Right Rev. Francis 
Bourne, D.D.,- Bishop of Southwark, 
and sent to the editor of the “Fran
ciscan Annals." It is a paper of 
thoughtful and wise words on the 
luxurious tendencies of our days 
which Franciscan simplicity is called 
upon to battle against. The bishop 
who, by the way, is a member of the 
Third Order, says :

The image of St. Francis, as we 
are accustomed to picture him to our 
minds, is one clothed in simplicity. 
In his early life, before he gave his 
heart to God, he had followed all 
the fashions of the world. He was 
clothed in livery, and delighted in Us 
excitement. But when his conversion 
to the better life was complete, he 
seemed determined to reduce his use 
of the things of earth to the abso
lutely necessary point. He covered

If they were to ask him (the rev. 
preacher) in what ways they, as lay 
people, could and ought to practise 
zeal for the salvation of souls it 
was hard to answer the question, be
cause to answer it fully one would 
have to go through the whole list 
of a priest's duties. He could not 
think of a single priestly duty in 
which they could not have a great 
port. There was one form of zeal 
which they were all called upon to 
practise in a special manner in their 
own country at the present day. 
They witnessed at the present time 
a most marvellous change in the re
ligious disposition of their fellow- 
countrymen. They saw a movement 
amongst them towards Catholicity, 
towards Catholic doctrine, towards 
Catholic practice, towards Catholic 
devotion, towards Catholic ideas, 
which could only be accounted for 
through the action of God’s holy 
grace. Truly, “the finger of God is 
here." When they saw this turning 
towards Catholicity on the part of 
many of their fellow-countrymen they 
could not afford to look on as though 
it was something of no interest, of 
no concern to them. He (the rev. 
preacher) would venture to sum up 
their duty as lay people towards 
their non-Catholic fellow-countrymen 
by saying that they were bound to 
pray for them, they , were bound to 
edify them, and they were bound to 
instruct them.

Praver was one of the mysteries of 
God’s providence in His dealings 
with men. It was a mystery of God 
that He required their prayers for

was no doubt Catholics placed seri
ous obstacles in the way of the con
version of non-Catholics when they 
did not live lives according to the 
faith in which they believed.. A Cath
olic who lived amongst tfyose who 
were not Catholics was closely 
watched. There was something mys
terious about him, and consciously 
or unconsciously non-Catholics 
peeled him to live better than the 
common run of men. He (the rev. 
preacher) now came to their duty of 
instructing others in their faith, and 
lie almost hoped they would be in
clined to dispute it with him. They 
might say, “Now, at any rate, you 
are going to lecture us on your own 
duty." But he took special pleasure 
in insisting that it was their duty 
as Catholic lay people to instruct 
non-Catholics in their religion, and 
by that he certainly did not mean 
that they were to force their reli
gion upon non-Catholics, that they 
were to parade it and drag it into 
ordinary intercourse with non-Cath
olics. Far from it; but they should 
be ready and able when an opportu
ne presented itself, and they found 
people anxious to know something 
about the Catholic faith—they should 
be ready and able to instruct them 
in it. The more they had to deal with 
non-Catholics in this country the 
more thev would find that what they 
rejected, what they refused to accept 
was never (he Catholic faith or Cath
olic teaching or practise; it was al
ways some travesty, sonic distortion 
of Catholic truth, something the 
Catholic Church would be 4he first to 
condemn. Their duty was not to ar
gue and dispute, but the duty Cath
olics ojyed to the Church and to non- 
Catholics was to explain their faith 
to them. There was no reason why 
a well-instructed layman should not 
do that just as well as a priest, for 
his opportunities might be more fre
quent.

In all this, however, they must be 
alive to the dangers, and there were 
dangers. There was danger in zeal 
if zeal was not according to know
ledge. They must be sober— perhaps 
he had used the wrong word, and 
vet it might be the right word to 
use. The Apostle said they must be 
wise unto sobriety, and so must they 
be zealous unto sobriety. Let them 
alwavs remember they were dealing 
with the Church of God. the change
less Church of God, and they must 
not in their folly or conceit act to
wards her as if she were not divine 
or the Church of God. They must 
always remember that the Church 
was not a compromise, as Were the 
sects. She was not a compromise 
between truth and error, between 
light and darkness; she was the wit
ness for God, established by Him, 
and thev must never dream in their 
zeal that they could improve upon 
her, make her better than Christ 
made her. make her a more fitting 
instrument for His divine purpose 
than He made her. They could do 
nothing of the sort. Let them ever 
remember how sacred the Church of

Few Doctors know this. They think 
the trouble is too much bile.

THE BILE IS NATURE'S pm, GATIVE. It is extracted IroJThe 
blood by the liver and poured into 
the bowels. But when the Bilo has 
done its work in the bowels, c-rtain 
of its elements should go back mtn 
the blood to enrich it. This is „o* 
generally known, even by good phy
sicians. 1

Purgatives prevent the return of’ 
the Bile. They irritate ,.nc bowels 
so that these organs, instead of re
absorbing the bile, throw it violent
ly out. It passes away in the evacu
ations, often burning and smarting 
on its way out. The blood becom's 
gradually impoverished from the 
drain. Each time it is harder for ,he 
liver to extract the bile f.oui the 
blood. Thus stronger and slr.-ngcr 
purgatives have to be us?d.

The blood grows poorer and poor
er. It is CLOGGED WITH IMPUU- 
I I\IES. It lacks the rich lifo-giviug 
properties. The sufferer, because of 
the poor state of his blood, feels dull 
and heavy, without energy, or ambi
tion. His appetite is variable 
has a tendency to the “blues.' 
all the time the constipation 
steadily worse.

He
And

THE LIVER.
allWith Dr. Sproule’s treatment 

this is changed. The liver is gently 
but surely cured of the cause of the 
trouble—CATARRH OP' THE LIVER 
which prevents it from doing its 
work. It begins to produce bile in 
small natural quantities. Easy regu
lar movements are thus established. 
At, the same time the bowels are 
toned up. As a result they no long
er eject the bile. The'- re-uLsorb it. 
It goes back in the system, ft car
ries with it new health and strength; 
NEW LIFE from the food which it 
has come in contact.

The whole system feels the change. 
The dull heavy feelings disappear. 
The weakness vanishes. The circula
tion imnroves. The mind grows clear. 
The “blues " depart. The patient 
“feels like a new man." Best of all, 
the cure is permanent.

Dr. Sproule has done this for thou
sands of others, who had suffered for 
years.

HE CAN DO IT FOR YOU.
1. 
2.
3.

4.

Are you constipated?
Is your complexion bad? 
Are you sleepy in the

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

10.
11.
12.
13.
11.
15.
16. 
17.

Are you irritable?
Are you nervous?
Do you get dizzy? •
Have you no energy?
Do you have cold feet?
Do you feel miserable?
Do you get tired easily?
Do you have hot flash?s?
Is your eyesight blurred? 
Have you a pain in the back? 
Do you have hot flashes?
Are your spirits low at times? 
Is there bloating after eating? 
Havé you a gurgling in your 

bowels?
18. Is there throbbing 

ach?
19. Is there a general feeling of 

lassitude?
20. Do these feelings affect your 

memory?
21. Are you short of breath upon 

exercise?
22. Is the circulation of the blood 

sluggish?
If you have some of the above 

symptoms you have CATARRH OF 
THE OVER.

Mark and send the above symp
toms for free diagnosis to DR. 
SPROULE, B.A., 7 to 13 Doane St.. 
BOSTON.

the salvation of their own souls, but I God must be to them. She was the 
it was more divinely mysterious that (bride of Christ—that was God’s own
He should require to wait upon their 
prayers when it was a question of 
the salvation of the souls of others. 
But that was what God did. It was 
also their duty towards non-Catho- 
lics to edify them, to lead them to 
God by their own good example. 
There was no doubt the conversion 
of many who were now outside the 
visible fold of Christ depended upon 
the good example given them by 
those within It. Not, of cgurse, that 
the good example of any Catholic 
would be enough of itself to change 
any man’s will to change his mind 
and heart, and convert him. No; but 
there was no doubt they did much 
to help, to facilitate the conversion 
of others when they lived before them

word for her—and the bridegroom 
would never NVow his bride to be 
insulted. They had been warned 
quite recently by tha highest ecclesi
astical authority in this country, 
and his warning had been confirmed 
by the highest ?cclesiasticàl author
ity on this earth, of what was a 
danger for all of them.

The'- had been told that when thev 
were dealing with the Church of God 
and the law of God there was no 
room for what was called Liberal
ism. He need not say he was not 
speaking of politics, about which he 
knew nothing, and it was a pity they 
had to use the same word. Rut there 
was such a thing as Liberalism in 
religion, and it consisted in making

lives worthy of their faith, and there little of the truth which

W. Geo. Kennedy,
...Dentist...

Ho. 758 PALACE STREET,
Two Door» Weet efBeever 
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