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THE CATHOLIC RECORD Cnholle education both In the United 
Pnbli.beJ|Weeki^o.ti48j end ««Richmond State, and Canada, that the public school.

are non-sectarian, and that therefore 
i Catholic .chool. are unneceieary, but now 

we hare the Mail .nd the bigots of Bo.ton 
throwing off the mark and declaring 
openly that they with to force upon Cath
olic. a theological teaching which we know 
to be a falsehood, and they moreover raise 
the cry, ‘ the public school, are In danger,” 
because Catholics refuse to submit to their 
bigotry.

To protest against the very proper 
course taken by the School Board, two 
meeting, were held in Boston on the 11th 
ult, one in Tremont Temple In the 
afternoon, the other in Faueull Hall In 
the evening. The speeches were, of 
course, violently anti Cvthollc. A woman 
read an appeal to voters under the title 
“Who shall rule the Public School 
Americans or the Pope of liome ?” This 
appeal called upon the voter, not to 
elect Catholics to the School Board, 
any Protestant, who would sympathize 
with Catholics, and not to allow any Cath
olic teachers to be employed In the Pub
lic Schools. The resolutions which* 
passed at the evening meeting breathe 
throughout of the same diabolical spirit 
as this appeal. The speeches delivered 
were full of insult and misrepresentation 
against the Pope, the Catholic priesthood 
and the laity, the cry was raised that the 
Jesuits are aiming at the destruction of 
the Public School system, and Catholics 
were denounced as a foreign population 
who desire to subvert the “Government, 
the education and the religion” of the 
people of the United States. As a matter 
of fact, the Jesuits had nothing whatso
ever to do with the whole matter. The 
priest who laid the complaint Is not a 
Jesuit, but a secular priest, and instead 
of almlr g at the destruction of the school 
system, bis letter is a firm, but respectful 
appeal to the good sense and toleration of 
the school board for protection against 
wanton and ignorant assaults upon the 
Catholic Church. We have stated above 
the prove cation which called for his 
letter. The letter begins by his assertion 
of his tight as a clergy man and citizen to 
protest against Injustice, and he demands 
‘‘a remedy in the name of every Catholic 
in Boston against any repetition of Mr. 
Travis’ insults.” lie concludes by point* 
lng out lhat the disjointed sentences 
which he quotes from Mr. Travis' teach
ing ‘‘show the drift of the teacher’s 
object to be to throw contempt upon the 
Catholic boys who endeavored to defend 
their religion from calumny and insult.” 
He continues : “I submit that such treat
ment of history Is an encroachment into 
the domain of theology which the 
sectarian school cannot justifiably per
mit.”

repeated did Father Metcalf make hit 
complaint. If the like of this had 
occurred In one of the Public Schools of 
Quebec, a Protestant being the victim, the 
air would be filed with loud decuncie 
lions of the Protestant press of this 
D minion. Y et in such a case none would 
be more ready to make atonement then 
the generous Lower Canadian people— 
but in the Boston case we are virtua'ly 
assured by the Baptist pareoni and the 
Mail that the Catholics have obtained 
redress, only because they are 
strong enough to make themselves 
respected. And these are tfce people that 
are forever pratieg about Catholic egg res’ 
sion.
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To the credit of a Urge section of the 
Boston Protestants, we must record the 
fact that there are many who refuse to 
respond to the No* Popery cry which the 
fanatics have raised. The Milford Timts 
criticises keenly “those blatant ministerial 
busy bodies.” It remiuds them that the 
United States are no more a Protestent 
than a Catholic country, and that even 
seven years before the sanctimonious Pil
grim Fathers landed at Plymouth Hock, 
the abused Jesuits had established the mis
sion of St. Saviour at Mount Desert 
Island, and that pioneers from Catholic 
Spalr, Portugal, and France had shown 
fully as much endurance In the settle
ment of the greater part of the ante- 
colonial territory, as had done the Pil
grim Fathers alluded to. tie reminds 
them that the signature of Charles Carrol 
to the Declaration of Independence was 
none the lees legible btcause the band 
that wrote it was directed by a mind 
strong In Catholic faith. He tells them 
that it was the Pope’s legate who Induced 
King L)uis to recognize the American 
efforts for liberty, a diplomatist who by 
the fanatics of Faneull Hall would be 
stigmatized as Jesuitical.

Father Metcalf, who first called public 
attention to the outrage, is no alien, as 
the parsons and the Mail would wish us 
to believe, tils ancestry have lived In 
Massachusetts over 200 years. His grand
father was Judge of the Supreme Court, 
and his great gratdfather was a Brigadier- 
General durirg the Revolution, tie was a 
personal friend of Gtorge Washington, and 
afterwards a Senator of the United States. 
In whatever way the matter be looked at, 
he and his fellow Catholics have just as 
much right, and perhaps more, to have 
their voice in deciding what are the “In 
stitutions” of the United States, as Teacher 
Travis, Parsons Fulton and Diming and 
others, who spoke so boastingly and over
bearingly at Faneull Hall. It is even said 
that the meeting was not American. <The 
Transcript, one of the journals whose 
bigotry is constantly exhibiting itself, and 
which is In full sympathy with the Par
sons’ meeting, acknowledged that a 
“British-American streak could be detected 
in the enormous crowd.” It was a meet
ing of decidedly Orange mould, and a 
Boston paper, the Republic, states that “it 
was a motley throng of Englishmen, 
Scotchmen and Nova Scotians, with just a 
sprinkling of American Know nothings 
“Hear, hear,” was a much used form of 
applause, which is not American. Yet 
such ate the men who dare tell the Irish 
Americans, and Native American Catho
lics, “if you do not like the treatment of 
your children in our schools, you had 
better return to your hovels in Ireland 
with your (j,000,000 paupers, as you are a 
nuisance here.” This is a letter which 
was actually written by H. Armstioug to 
that American of Americans, Father Met
calf.

(SNitijolit Bccorb.
Lonilou, Mat.. Annuel 4ik, 1888.
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The Toronto Mail cf the 2lit ult. re
turn to the «abject of the schools of Mm» 
ebueetts, with special reference to the dl«. 
pute which took place concerning Bolton 
High School, and which terminated In i 
cotuple* e victory for the C.tbolica of that 
city. Oar reader, will remember the 
grow outrage which wu perpetrated upon 
the Catholic» of Boaton on the occision to 
which we refer, aa we gave . abort state 
nient of the cue In our Inane of the 14th 
ult. Wo may, however, give 
here, with some circumetaucea not then 
mentioned, A teacher named Oharlea B.
Travis, aa teacher of history, not 
but several times persisted in teaching 
that an Indulgence in the Cathol c Church 
means “a permieelon to commit fia.” He 
added, "yon pay so much money in ad- 
vonce for leave to commit certain alna, 
and “thould a murderer be brought be. 
fore a judge, he would only have to put 
hie band in his pocket and produce hie 
Indulgence papers to be pardoned ” Every 
Caibofic child knows that these assertions 
are lie*, and Mr T/avis had In hla class 
acme children who 
enough to correct him on every < cession 
when he made this exhibition of his big
otry ana Ignorance. On the last occasion, 
to which publicity has been given, aa far 
aa we am aware, Mr. Travis replied to the 
brave little boy: “There are two opinions 
on that subject, the Protestant as well aa 
the Catholic. I have taught f,,r thirty 
years, and don’t talk of what 1 don’t 
know.”

When the little boy told him what an 
Indulgence is, giving the explanation 
which is In the Catholic cathechlam, the 
ignoramus aeeme to have been somewhat 
nonplussed. He answered, “Well, you 
would make a kind of penance out of an 
Indulgence. I may be wrong, however.
I was not there, and did not go to Mr.
Telzel and ask how much I would have 
to give him to kill Mr. Jackson’s cow, or 
to put an Iron staple (he meant staple), 
before a railway train and throw a num
ber of people into etirnity.”

After them npeattd Insults, the Rever 
end Theodora A. Metcalf, Hector of the 
Gate of Heaven Church in Sjuth Boston, 
addre-eed a letter of complaint to the 
City tilthool Committee, and his letter is 
our authority for the above statement of 
facts; and that the statement is correct is 
evident, not only from the dignified let- 
ter of Father Metcalf, hut also from Mr.
Travis' own defence, and from the action 
of the School 0 -mmlttee, which, though 
a rni-j irity of the hoard Is Protestant, 
gave Father Metcalf all the satisfaction he 
demanded, by more than a tiro thirds vote 
of th whole Hoard, notwithstanding the 
ahietii e of several members, who, under 
the iparatlon of the school law, 
were held to have voted in the negative, 
though only two of the members actually 
present , uted in that way. The nv j irlty 
consisted, as we understand, of eleven 
Catholics and seven Protestant!. We must 
add ih.v. the School Committee, on text 
hooks, unanimously recommended the 
removal of Mr. Travis to another depart
ment, though it consisted of two Catholics 
and three Pruts; tints, one of whom was a 
Presbyterian Minister, the lteverend Dr.
Duryea. This Committee said in their 
report: ‘ Our schools are established for 
the education of all our children. Auy 
language, the refore, by our school teachers,
.j ustly tll'enslve to any class of our citizens, 
whether rich or poor, Citholic, Protestant, ball 
or Jew, white or colored, cannot be two 
severely censured. . . . We condemn lu 
the most unqualified manner both Mr,
Travis’ definition of an indulgence, and 
bis explanations in illustration thereof.”
Then b:eldee recommending the teacher’s 
removal, they recommended the removal 
of Swinton's “Outlines of History” as a 
text hook of the school, as this book 
ms lies the slanderous statement which the 
teacher repeated to his class. The Mail 
takes occasion, from these and other cir
cumstances, to say that this is part of a 
warfare which is waged by the Oalhollc 
Church of the United Slates against the 
public school system. If a refusal to sub
mit to insult and lies against their religion 
constitutes a war upon the school system, 
we must Infer that insults and Ilea are an 
essential part of the system, and if this be 
the case, it deserves that war to the knife
should ho waged again,t it, It has been school which was the scene of the olienee, 
hitherto the excuse given by opponents of and not until the outrage was obtrusively

were

a resume

once,

were courageous

non-

Father Metcalf’s demand was perfectly 
reasonable, and every lover cf justice will 
acknowledge that it was couched In duly 
respectful language, which does uot justify 
the abuse which the bigotry, stupidity 
and ignorance of the fanatics who spoke 
at the two meetings have heapid upon 
him and his fellow-Catholics. 
reasonable was his request that it com
mended itself to the spirit of fair-play of 
even the Protestant members of the 
Educational Board. We believe, and the 
Catholics of Boston believe also, that 
there is enough love of justice 
among the Prostostants of that city to 
make the bigotry of the two meelioge 
harmless.

The Catholics of Boston form nearly 
one-half the population of the city, and 
an actual majority of the children attend
ing the Public Schools of the city arc 
said to be Catholics also. It is not likely 
that the voters of the city can be Induced 
to pronounce that under such circum- 
staucfs the Catholics are desirous of de
stroying the school system. Neither Is it 
likely that the Catholics will permit 
themselves to he ostracised from their 
lawful share in the management of the 
schools, and the si lection of teachers, 
though there arc, especially among the 
Baptists, Habhakuk Mucklewraths and 
(Irace-be here Hum gudgeons, plenty who 
quote Scripture to justify their 
heaitiesaneae and malice. We mention 
the Baptists, because foremost 
the demagogues who advocated Intoler
ance and persecution at Faueuil Hall 
were the confreres of Justin D. Fulton, 
W. W, Downes, and 0. D. Kim- 

whose
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The Mail, In treating of this matter, en 
titles his article ‘‘Church against State.” 
This Is a misnomer and a deception, It is 
intended to imply that the Catholics acted 
against the laws of the State. Father Met
calf’s complaint was perfectly the lawful 
thing for him to do, and the action of the 
School Board was also according to law 
It Is the Baptist parsons who advocate the 
unlawful and anti-American course of 
making a distinction between the rights 
of Catholic and Protestant Americans. 
The Mail should have entitled its editorial, 
‘The Parsons against the State.”

We may remark, further, in reftrence 
to the ixclusion of Swinton's libels from 
the school, that the committee on text
books found is grossly inaccurate In other 
respects, besides its falsehoods against the 
Catholic Church. If, however, the bigota 
should succeed in their iffurts to replace 
the book, and to reward teacher Travis, It 
Is pretty certain the Catholic pupils will 
be withdrawn In bulk from the Public 
Schools, and this, It Is said, will leave two- 
thirds of the city schools almost empty. 
However, they are not at all likely to 
succeed. The Catholics know their rights, 
and will assert them fearlessly. They are 
not Intimidated at all by the threats of the 
parsons. They know that teachers have 
no right to Insult the religion of the chil- 
dren, and they intend to insist that their 
rights shall be respected. They are per 
fectly loyal to the laws of the country, 
but they are not disposed to yield to the 
arbitrary measures of the blatant fanatics 
who fret and fume With the desire of per
secuting them.
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and others names
have become a hy-word for hypocrisy and 
disgusting crimes “which cry to hea
ven for vengeance.” Such men make 
excellent No Popery orators.

The Indecent intolerance of these 
la acknowledged covertly even by the Mail 
while approving of their conduct. The 
Mail puts it very mildly when It 
"Few of those present were in a judicial 
frame of mind Ou such exciting occasions 
how many are ?” These fanatics may find, 
however, that the government of Boaton 
and the education of the Catholic children 
are not going to be placed in their keep
ing. Throughout the whole of this 
pleasant transaction the Catholics 
ducted themselves with admirable forbear
ance and charity. Even the Catholic 
papers of Boston, though they published 
the facta when they first occurred, with
held the name of the offender and the

men
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More Catholic churches, schools, 
vents, colleges and hospitals were erectid 
In Tennessee, Alabama and Arkansas dur
ing the last two years than in the pre
vious ten years.
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nor the eternal punishment due to it. 
These must be forgiven before an indul
gence can be gained. Thus Cardinal 
Bellarmme, the illustrious doctrinal ex. 
positor, and interpreter of the Council 
ol Trent, says (on Penance c 13), “It is 
certain that indulgences require that he 
who obtains them be already in the 
state ol grace, and free of the liability to 
eternal death, and that he be sul jeot 
only to make the atonement ol temporal 
penalties; for indulgences free men from 
temporal penalties, if they are already 
free from those which are eternal.”

The Apostle St, Paul granted 
dulgeuce to a Corinthian who had been 
previously suhjscted to the penalty of 
exteommurlealion for the awful crime of 
incest. “I indeed absent in body, but 
present la spirit, have already j rdged as 
though I were present to deliver such a 
one to Satan for the destruction cf the 
II -eh, that the spirit may be saved in the 
day of our Lord Jesus Christ. ” 1. Cor. y. 
3 5. About a year afterwards he 
(2 Cor, II.,) concerning this same sinner, 
“lo whom you have pardoned anything, 1 
also; for what I have pardoned, if I have 
pardoned anythli g, for your takes have I 
done it in the person of Christ."

Tertullian declares that it was in his 
day the practice ol the bishops of the 
Church, on the intercession of the 
tyrs, to remit in pert or entirely the pen
ances imposed upon those who bad fallen 
into idolatry, or who were otherwise 
notorious sinners, and St. Cyprian gives 
similar testimony. It appears, therefore, 
that this doctrine of the Catholic Chnrch, 
founded on Holy Scripture, taught by 
the early Fathers, and practiced by the 
primitive Church, is no new doctrine of 
to-day, nor was It new in the days of 
Martin Luther.

an in-
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The superabundant 
merits of Christ, the merits of the saints, 
and especially those of the Blessed Virgin 
Mary, which exceeded what was actually 
required of them to gain salvation, form 
a treasure of the Church of G,.d, from 
which she can draw acts of satisfaction 
for sin, applicable to the souls ol her lees 
heroic children. By the application of 
this treasure she can remit the penances
imposed upon certain tinners, and this 
constitutes an indulgence. Yet these in
dulgences are not granted without the 
performance of certain good works, such 
as prayer, fasting, alms, etc, so that indul- 
geacss arc lu practice a commutation of 
the penitential sentences, rather than a 
total cancellation of them.

That we may show that the doctrine of 
the Church Is what we have explained it 
to be, we may here make a few quota- 
tioca In addition to those given by Dr. 
Court.

In reply to the questions "What Is the 
use of an indulgence ?” and "has an in
dulgence any other effect?” the answers 
given In the catechism used for the in
struction of youth are the following :

“It releases from canonical penance
enjoined by the Church on penitents for 
certain sins. It also remits the temper 
ary punishments with which God often 
visits our etna and which must he suffered 
in this life or in the next; un'esa 
celled by Indulgences, by acts of penance 
or other good works,

Q To whom dues the Church grant 
Indulgences ?

A. To such only as are In the state of 
grace, and are sincerely desirous to amend 
their lives and to satisfy God’s j rstice by 
penitential works.

Q An Indulgence is not then a pardon 
f r sins to come nor a license to commit 
sin ?

can

A. No; nor can it remit past sin, for 
sin must be remitted hy penance, as to the 
guilt of it, end the eternal punishment 
due to mortal sin, before an Indu'gerce 
can be gained,”

The treatise on indulgences by Bishop 
Bouvier, concerning which Dr. Court ex
presses his regret that he cannot quote 
from It, thus defines an indulgence :

‘The remission of the temporal punish
ment due to actual sins already remitted 
as to their guilt, made outside of the Sac
rament of Penance, hy those who have 
the power to disburse the spiritual trea
sure of the Chuich.”

We have already quoted the explana
tion of Crrdinal Bellarmme. We shall add 
the definition of another learned Jesuit 
whose Institutions are used as a text book 
In most Ecclesiastical Seminaries, Dr. 
Perrone :

“An Indulgence is the remission of the 
temporal punishment still due to sin, 
after sacramental absolution valid before 
God In the court of conscience, made 
through the application of the treasure of 
the Church by a lawful Superior.”

There Is nothing in all this to justify 
the dtfinition given hy teacher Travis of 
Boston, and approved by the Protestant 
ministers who met In that city on the 11th 
Inst, to insist that Catholic children must 
be taught in Boston schools that an “an 
Indulgence Is a license to commit sin.”

The Toronto Mail, however, has another 
defence for teacher Travis. It states that 
he claims that the teacher treated of tke 
subject "as belonging to medieval his
tory, and made no effort to connect It with 
the Roman Citholic Church of to-day.”

It will bo seen by reading the state
ment of the Boston case in another 
column, that this defence of Mr. Travis :s 
a perversion of the facts of the case. How
ever, from what we have proved above, it 
Will be seen that the doctrine of the Chuteh 
to-day Is the same as it was In the days cf 
Tertullian and those of St. Paul.

Of course the Mail's defence means that 
in the time of Luther the Church dis-

GREAT HOME RULE MEETING IN
GLASGOW.

A most Important meeting was held on 
Glasgow Green on the 7th ult, which was 
convened by the Glasgow Liberal Conn 
cil for the expression of popular opinion 
on the imprisonment of Mr. John Dillon. 
Seven constituencies were represented en 
music, and all the Libel al Associations of 
the city and the I-'th National League 
branches took part In the arrangements. 
A force of thirty policemen was present, 
but as the meeting was in Scotland, not 
in Ireland, their aervlces were not called 
into requisition. The Chairman, Mr. 
Wilson, said they were there assembled to 
make known the popular grievance!, and 
no policeman dare put a finger on them, 
aod no cavalry dare li trade upon them- 
If such a meeting were held in Ireland, 
especially in the South, they would be In 
peril of the lives, for the forces of the 
Government would surround them to 
break it op He stated that Mr. Wilfred 
Blunt regretted that it was impossible for 
him to be present, but he sent a letter ex- 
preeelog that he entirely sympathized 
with the object of the meeting. Mr. 
Blunt said also ; “Mr. Balfour's assump
tion of personal authority In Ireland, hit 
capricious exercise of power, and his vin
dictive persecution of individual members 
should be clearly brought home to him, 
and I hope at some uot distant period 
may be formulated against him In Parlia
ment.” Mr. Blunt especially stigmatized 
the iffort to cruth the National movement 
In Ireland by crushing the public leaders, 
and he hoped that the conduct of the 
Government towards Mr. John Dillon 
wouli be closely watched,

Mr. M’chael Davltt denounced the 
tyranny of the Government in suppressing 
liberty of speech and In vindictively per
secuting the Irish leaders In the most 
scathing term*. He said It is the duty of 
the pec pie to disobey such laws as have 
been imposed upon them, Loyalty to a 
law which ass»5:iu»tes 
treason to freedom. The Irish 
glad to know they had found out 
the ksy to the British people’s sympathy 
and assistance, and it ia the solidarity of 
England, Scotland, and Ireland that the 
Government most dread.

liberty is

In reference to the accusations of the 
Times and zVttorney-General Webster, he
ef«tr4 4 V «4 * V — — — al? ---aSj - - . * < a •
~v4ava.it its saw fctieoc Mittg&ltUUS ftgiilUHt £11 111

and Mr. Parnell are cowardly as well as 
slanderous. They have together failed to 
prove a single one of all their statements 
The “Thunde-er,” the employer of for 
gers and salaried liars, had at all events 
been forced to show its hand, and this 
would be au Important service rendered 
to the cause of truth What was the 
Attorney-General's plea for not producing 
witnesses to prove the genuineness of 
the forged letters ? He said he feared the
consequences to such witnesses. Has then 
the great Empire that holds India In sub
jection and holds vast possessions all 
the world neither the strength nor the 
means to defend Its own witnesses 
in London ?

over

There Is a danger 
to these witnesses. The danger is 
that they would soon fiud themselves in
the dock charged with forgery,

Ho further stated that If these 
charges were true, It Is the duty of the 
Government to see justice done, and that 
the guilty parties should be punished. He 
therefore then and there challenged the 
Government to place him and 

Parnell in the dock. The 
Government know where both may 
be found, and neither Mr. Parnell 
himself had any Intention of running 
away. Should the Attorney-General not 
take up this challenge, he would repeat It 
in a letter next M indsy, and would com
pel him either to admit the falseness of 
the charges, or to put him iu the dock, 
where he ought to be if the charges be 
true. The reason why the Government do 
not do this Is because they know they 
have merely been using the weapons of 
cowardly moral aesassluation.

Mr.

nor

Mr. Davltt admitted that crimes had 
been committed during the Nationalist 
agitation, and that h-df a dezsu members 
of the League had been guilty of crimes 
too, which had been proved against them. 
The League embraces nearly a million of 
men. Has it ever bsen heard of in any 
nation that In so large a body struggling 
for liberty, there were none driven to 
desperation hy deeds of infamy which 
were far worse than the deeds which those 
men committed ? But Is it j-rst to Infer 
that Mr. Parnell and every other League 
lr guilty of similar crimes? There ia not a 
tittle of evidence to j ratify such an accusa
tion, and there never was a more 
a trous and unjust charge made against 
any number of men than that contained 
in the Times.

As parallel cases Mr. Dillon asked “is 
there no record of crime iu the history of 
Scotland’s tight for religious liberty? Had 
they not read of the French Revolution 
and the Reign of Terror, the result of 
turies of oppression against the French 
people ? Were there not conspiracies to 
murder carried out in Great Britain In 
connection with Trades Unionism? Did not 
thousands lose their lives in the war waged 
by the Irish against oppressive tithes for 
the benefit of a religion which waa not 
theirs? Yet It Is admitted that the Gov-

mon-

cen-

ernment wu the criminal then, and the 
people were right.”

A strong resolution wu passed con
demning the Iniquitous administration of 
the Crimes Act, and calling on the Gov- 
erment to release M-. Dillon from hla 
unjust imprisonment.

INVULGENCES.

What is an Indulgence? This question 
is agitating the Protestants of the 
United States at the present moment, 
especially those of Massachusetts, and 
through the columns of the Mail an rffort 
is being made to induce the Protestants 
of Canada alio to believe that the slan
derous definition given to the word Indul
gence by some Protestant controversial- 
lata ia correct. It may be seen by an 
article In another column that a school 
master of Boston defined an Indulgence, 
u understood In the Catholic Church, to 
be "a permission to commit sin.” Id a 
timely article by a prominent Protestant 
minister, which we copy elsewhere under 
the title “What are Iudnlgeuces ?” we are 
Informed that “men who ought to know 
better have thus defined it : A license 
granted for money, by Roman Catholic 
eccleeiutica, to people who desire to 
mit sin, enabling them to do so with Im
punity. In shorter phrue it is called 
‘leave to commit eln.’ "

The Rav. Dr. Robert Court, the minis 
ter in question, takes care to tell ua that 
“he does not believe In the power (to 
grant indulgences) claimed by the Church 
of Rome,” j et he adds : “that Is no 
why 1 should lie against it, or lecture 
against it, without taking the trouble to 
know what It really does claim. Dr. 
Court gives so many standard Citholic 
and Protestant authorities to show what 
an Indulgence really is in the estimation 
of Catholics, that it is not needful 
we should dwell on
of the subject. Wo shall, 
ever, give a few additional authorities 
to tbo-.e a noted by the doctor. In fact all 
Cathouce agree perfectly in the matter. All 
agree that it Is no license or ptrmisiion to 
commltt sic; nor is it even the remission 
of past ein. Past tin Is ordinarily remitted 
by the Sacrament of Penance ; but 
after the remission of sin there most fre
quently remains an obligation for us to 
undergo some peniteutial acts of atone- 
ment, called salie faction. Thus St, Augus
tine says ; “Man ia bound to endure (a 
penalty) even after his sins are forgiven, 
although sin waa the original cause which 
brought him to this misery. Fox the pun 
ishment Is more luting than the fault, lest 
the fault should be esteemed lightly If the 
punishment ended with It.” We read in 
two Kings (Sami, xxiv ) that when David 
ordered the numbering of the people of 
Israel, sinning through pride, he acknowl
edged his sin, and besought that his people 
should not be punished for it, but that 
God’s anger should be turned against him
self. After this manifestation cf his con
trition he offered to God sacrifices, holo 
caosta and peace offerings, “and the Lord 
became merciful to the laud, and the 
plague was stayed from Israel.”

In two Kings, (Sami, xti.J we have 
another example of this, still in the i istoty 
of David. This monarch had been guilty 
of two great crimes, but on his repent, 
ance, the prophet of God said tu him: “The 
Lord also hath taken away thy sin.” 
Nevertheless a temporal punishment is 
imposed upon him In consequence of It; 
"the child that Is born to thee shall surely 
die ;” aud though David fasted and prayed 
In atonement, "on the seventh day the 
child died.”

corn-

reason

this part 
how-

There are in Holy Ssrlpture many other 
examples of this, but we need no*, quote 
them here, as our object is merely o make 
clear the doctrine of the Catholic Church
on this subject, as distinct from the doc
trine attributed to her by dishonest polem.
Isis.

The next point to be considered is, 
has the Church authority to impose pen
itential works on account of Bins which 
have been committed ? The words of 
Christ addressed to St. Peter in St. Mitt- 
xvi,, 1», and to all the A post lea in xviii., 
IS, settle this conclusively : “Whatso
ever thou shall loose upon earth, it shall 
be loosed also in heavnn,” and "what
soever you shall bind upon earth, shall 
be bound also in heaven.” That these 
penances pleased God and atone for ein 
is evident from Daniel’s advice to Nabu. 
chodonosor : “Wherefore 0 King, redeem 
thou thy sins with alms, and thy iniqui 
ties with woika of mercy to the poor.” 
Daniel iv, 24. We are also told (Prov. 
xvi., 0 ): “By mercy and truth, iniquity 
is redeemed," and in Leviticus iv., v., vl., 
various sacrifices are prescribed accord
ing to the nature and enormity of the 
sins to be expiated.

Has the Church the further power to 
remit the temporal penalties inflicted 
on account ol sin ? The sequel of the 
passages above quoted from St. Matt' 
xvi., xviii., show that she has. Christ says 
to St. Peter : “Whatsoever thou shall 
loose on earth, it shall be loosed also in 
heaven,” and to all the Apostles: "What
soever you shall loose upon earth, shall 
be loosed also in heaven.” It is this 
loosing from the temporal penalties due 
to sin that ooustitutea au indulgence. 
Au indulgence does not remit the sin,

a

4 the catholic record.1
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