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Rev. Father Pardow, ST, the eloquent
Jpreacher {rom Washington, delivered
his cloeing aermon on Sunday, the 21st
inst.,, at the Gesu, on Bleury street.
There was an unususlly lnrge attendance

" present, every available portion of the
-sacred editice being taken up long before
the reverend preacher ascerded the
pulpit.

Previous to entering upon the subject
©of his discourse, Rev. Father Pardow re-
ferred to certain correspondence with
which he had been favored, in the fol-
lowing terms :—

T have received, in the past week,some
very friendly communications from
ihose who are uot of ,our faith. I would
that time allowed me to explasin more
fully the points that have not been made

sufficiently clear to them. Time, how-
-ever, perunits me only to refir to one
point. In speaking of the Bible | have
-said that the Church, in the olden times,
befcretheinvention of printing, chained
.8 Bible in every Cathedral Church, in
-order that the peopls who could nct get
«gopies of the Bible for themselves could
hg enabled to read it. My correspond-
ent says : Would it not be much better
to have a free Bible in every bouse, as
free as waltcr, inetead of having one here
and there—a fountain with a chained
cup? And [ answer: It would, unhesi-
tatingly, be better, very much better;
but my contention was, and is, that our
Divine Lord and Saviour never intended
that there should be a free Bible in every
house before the invention of printing.
1t s bad intended that His children

~should receive the life-giving waters o’
faith through the Bible fountain alone,
it was absolutely necessary that He
should have invented printing. He did
not, and for 1400 years it was impossihle
for ordinary people to proeure the Bible,
however rapidly the Church was increas-
fng the numberof them by means of her

~ oloisters and monks, giving their time
to writing the Bible, letter after letter

..and page after page. Consequently, our

"..Lord placed another fouutain, namely,
+.the fountain of His Church, and {rom
wthis fountain the free water was trans-

-ported to every honse, but reason abso

ately condemos the assertion that the
Bible and the whole Bible, and nothing
but the Bible, was the teaching of our
Divine Lord. Hae gave no commission
to His disciples to print Bibles, but He

“did give them a commiesion to teach.
The moment jrinting was invented

* ¢he Catheolic Church availed itself at
once of this powerfu! means of having
4he other fountain, viz, the fountain of
the Scriptures in every house. ‘Chat is
gll that time allows me to say about my
gorrespondents, whom I thank for their
friendliness and sincerity.

The subject for to-uight is

fhe Intallibility of the Pope Befcre the
Tribunal of Reason.

- Not many months ago I was convers
Iog with one of our separated brethren,
_and after we had gone over a good part
of the-field of controversy, he turned to
me, suddenly and said : * But you must
_ admit that, after all, your Church calls
" for a great deal of credulity on the part
" of its children, when it asks them to ac-
- oept the doctrine of Papal Infallibility,
by which you teach,” he continued,
¥ that, man though he is, he cannot sin,
and that, therefore, practically, you
make & man equal to God.” “Mr. X.,,”
I aaid (he was a graduate of a distin-
guished college, and a lawyer), **in your
well-stocked library no doubt you have
an_English dictionary, and he pleaded
guilty to that charge. I venture to
assert,” I continued, “that you have
never opened your dictionary at the word
-~ # Infallibility.’ He pleaded guilty to
that charge likewise. Now,” I said,
* please, when you go home, look into
your dictionary ; otherwise our discus-
* -mion will only be a question of etymology
. jnetead of theology, and when you have
drushed up your definition, then come
pack and zee me and we shall turn our
attention from etymology to theology.”
- He agreed.
I have often heard it said by those
who are not of our faith : I can. admit
~averything your Church teaches with
. .one exception, that is the Infallibility of
the Pope; for my reason refuses to give
in to your claim, but if you do away
with the Infallibility of the Pope, then
_we may hope to unite with you, and
- % .Jrave, once more, & united Christianity.”
‘. Thave been amazed, my dear brethren,
~amazed more than once, more amazed
#he:more 1 think of it, that the people
‘who make this great difficalty about the
4nfallibility of the Pope must, as Chris-
ve, ‘admit that Infallibility has been
onferred on: many men without makin
hem" practically equal to God. Forj

" The Teachings of the Church an (he

the.words. do,
? y ‘fallible men? By fsllible
men.  Therefore, one' of two things,—

| either it is possible_to confer on fallible
men the power of infallibility, or else

when you r:ad the Qi1 I'estament you
are’ not sure that you are reading the
word of Gud, becaus+ God, who, accord-
ing to you, is the only one who can be
infallible, did not write it.

AS REGARDS THE NEW TESTAMENT,

Did cur Divine Lord ani Saviour write
the beautiful G .apels that we read ? He
did not, he wrotc nothing; he wrote
something, that is true. He wrote o' ce
with his finger on the floor of a Temple.
We do not know what he wrote., When
vou read the New Testament, or the
G ispel, nre you reading vhe word of man
orthé word of G d? And the 0ld time
Protestantism always answers, the word
of God, of ¢ourse, written by human, sl
lible men.  Therefore again, one ot two
things,—eitber it is possable ta confer on
falli-ie men the gilt of infallibity in the
writing. or else, when you read the New
Testament you are not sure that you are
reading the word of God, and therefore,
you cannot make an act of absolute
laith. My dear friendas, there can be no
porsible answer to this to the man who
thinks. It cannot be done. and therefore
again, of advancing trutbs, the Agnos
tica and Infidels say to our separated
Protestant friends :— Yon admit that the
men who wrote the Gospel were fallible
men? Wedo. And yet you say that it
is certainly the word of God. And if it
is the word of God, it can contain no er
ror. This isillogical, and therefore it
cannot be true, for anything that «flends
againat the rules of reason. right reason,
must be false. If God is the author of
right reason, and were He to telt us by
rigut reason, something that is false, He
would contradict himself, and therefore
there wuuld be uo God. Now this is ex
tremely serious, dear friends, extreniely
serions,—the question of our muintain
ing the truth of God ; the question of
our maintaining revelation, in th
magnilicent, Qid Testament, and in tne
magtificent New Lratament, that we
honor and love, and are willing to die
for, and that the Catholic Church up-
holds n.\w alone, as contuining no érror
In spite of so called *“oigher criticiam »
But in the Gospel asin the Oud Testn-
ment, as it is the Word of God, there can
be no errcr.

WE COME XOW TO THE POPE.

Remember that two o” those who wrote
the G spel were not cven Ap atles. St.
Luke was a Doctor, a pnysician, doctor
oimedicine, and St M rk was n diaciple,
and yet we necept the G spel ol St. Luk.-
and the Gospel of St. Mack us we accept
that of St, Matthew and St. John., Was
St, Luke 1wofallible? Are phyasicians
always infallibl: ? And was St. Muark in-
fallible? Aredisciplesalways infallible ?
Your answer must be,—that whilst tuey
were writing the word of GoJd they were
infallible. Did they by that become
equal to Gud; practically, Gods ? Not at
all. But when they had ceased being
nonder the influence of the Holy Spiriu
in the writing, they were fallible iuen,
s you and I. The Chuxch teaches that, it
the Liord had to protect these fallible men
from error when they wrote, so if He
wishes us to understand what He wrote
by their fingers, hie must protect the one
who interprets what he writes. Did the
Catholic Church ever ask anyone to be
lieve that the Pope could not sin?
Never. Cun the Pupe sin? He can.
The Pope goes to confession every week.
If he could not sin it would be absolute
ly wrong for him to ¢o to confeesion.
Hence he is the fret to admit that he ia
a sinner, as Peter was. Did the Cath-
oli¢c Church ever a k any of her children
to admit that the Pope was always io-
fallible? Never. Can the Pope there-
fore make a mistake? He can. What,
then, becomes of this much disputed in-
fallibility ? It is so extremely simple
that were I to speak only on the plain
ductrine of the infallibility, the sermon
would be over in ten minutes. It isso
extremely clear and unanswerable.
What does the Tribunal of Reason say
about all this? It says: 1st. The
power of infallibility may be conferred
on men for a purpose and for a time,
without making them Goda, Therefore,
it is not against reason. The Tribunal
of Reason says, 2ndly. That if the Lord
wished you and we of today to accept
His teacbing because he taught it, then
it is absolutely necessary that the one
who interprets this teaching should be
a8 infallible as those that wrote it, be-
cause the Bible is what the Bible means.
Is that wrong ? - If I write a letter to my
friends, my letter is what I mean by my
letter. They may misunderstand me.
We can never write so carefully thal we
shall not be misunderstood ; then he
writes again and aske me did I mean
this, I ssy, no! You misunderstand
my words. Here is what I mean, as
plain as the words cau make it. Now,
our Divine Lord, dear brethren, came on
earth to teach you and me just as well as
He came to teach those who had the
happiness of clustering around Him on
the mountain and on the sea shore in
Galillex 1800 years ago..

HE OAME €0 ILLUMINE EVERY MAN,

every human being coming into this
world, Therefore, He was obliged to
protect His words, and I call attention
to the great want of logic and consist

ency in those of our separated brethren
who refuse to accept the infallibility of
the Pope. I underatand.that wtiereas,

_our Loxd never said “ write,” yet, when

they -did write, that He - so protected

! y:Dave mace

in” bis Gngering of the machine” snd
so I have it repeatcd -from thinside. It
orosses the ocean again; then when it
comes back: the. third time, I am abso-
lutely sure that however painiul-the
news in it is certajnly trae - Why? Bé
ciuse the wite is in'allible. The wire
transmita; that is all it does. The
wire dces not crzate orconcoct; it trans-
mits. Now, that the world should have
been s arpused to indignation because
the Cath Jic Church teaches that & man
sometimes in his official capacity only
when he is teaching G d’s trath, when
defining & doctrine of faith, he is teach-
ing revelation as Corist gave it, that that
man is intallible, passes my nnderstand-
iog. The one that confers infallibility
on & piece of copper wire refuses not to
give 14 to & man who has back of him

THE DIVINE CHARTER,

giving him the power to teach until the
+nd of time. Iy matters not to say that
the distance separating him from Eng-
1.ndis very great. Thedistanceis noth-
ing; the wire is infallible. And ro
ic matters nothing to say that the dis-
t-nce sepirating him from Christis very
great —18.0 years or more. It matters
oot ; the wire is infallible, and that
gives the power and the oonso

lation to the Christian soul that here in

this corner of the world where we have
the bappiness of living that we can know
just as truly as those who heard our
Loxd’s worts, and when they did not
undrratand what He said, asked Him
what He meant. You and Ito-day can

know just as truly as though we bad

listened to what the Lord taught. The
docirine of the Church thus far ex

plained illustrates that text which |
g ioted the other night. How can a
usn preach unless he be sent? and I
said, us I repeat, thatif preaching means
propusing a doctrine; it I were to come
nere and propose something to you to
be nccepted by ¥ u if you wished or re-
jected 1f you did not like it. Any man
can preach, and [ do not see really why
any woman counld not preach. But the
tepching means that I am not to propose
the doctrines, but that I am to impose
it; that I am to come and preach with
anthority, telling the people that they
are tu accept the Trinity which [ cannot
prove, telling them that they are to ac-

¢-pt the whole of the doetrine of the
Sacrament of Daptism as a Divine re-
generation, which I ¢innot prove; then
I cunnot preach unless | am asent.
T'here must be some one Lyndsman for
me, and a8 there muat be a bondsman
f. r the Binle, 80 mus. there be a bonds-
man fur the preacher, and to define my
wluostration,—what doeas St, Paul mean
when he saiys, ‘“How could a man
preach unless he be s-nt? Hesimply
menns this:—That if I wish tosend a
mesgige to my {riends in some other
purt of the country, [ must first commy-
nicate with the Central Office, and it f“i
only then, when the proper connection
is mad=, that my message is transferred
from the Central Ottice and goes to my
friends. How can [ send a message
otherwise? Impossible. So

EVERYONE THAT PREACHES IN THE CATHOLIC
CHURCH MUST BE SENT;

he must beapproved of. He must know
what be is going to teach, and the
Bisuops, who represent the Pope, must
approve of his teaching, and if any man
ente:ing a Cath.lic pulpit were to rise
up and preach something which is not
in accordance with the catecbism, it
would be known in Rume in less than
an hour and the word would come to
this man that’ he cannot preach that
doctrine, because it contradicts the
word ot Gud. Now. dear brethren, I
huve known in New York city this case—
I only speak of what I know—in which a
minister was preaching what hia Bishop
disapproved of, and whereas the minis-
ter was called High Church and was far
advancing 1owards Roman teaching;
the Bishop was Low Church—low in
the same denomination—Episcopalian,
and that therefore the Bishop could not
make him teach what the Bishop him-
self believed to be true. Hence, all the
parishioners who came to him to speak
about it said :—*“I know what this pres
ent preacher, giving his name, Father
S and-So, I know what he teaches, and
Ilike hiv teachis.g, but how can I be as-
sured of what his successor will teach ?”
“ Why,” said the Bishop, “no one can
preach unless he be sent, but I, answered
the Bishop, have not got the power, al-
though he contradicts the teaching of
the pulpit, I bave not got the power to
stop it.” Is that Christianity? Then I
renounce it all, for if the Loxd has so
deceived me that, whereas, he aaid no
one can preach unless he be sent, here
is a man who is teaching a doctrine
conirary to the one who sends him to
preach. - The Infallibility of the Pope
18 therefore extremely simple. It does
not make the Pope God; it does not re
quire us to believe something against
our reason, On the contrary. the only

the matter of revelation is the Infalli-
bility of the Pope, and therefore when
when our earnest and sincere separated
brethren ask us to give up the Infulli
bility of the Pupe and yet form oae
Church; they are asking us'to give up

logically, remember, logically, in the
w.rld.. There will be: truths in -the
world and there are truths in various

longer, but .we ‘must all have nnticed
that within"the last 25 years all the

solution of all doubts and difficulties in’

THE ONLY ANCHOR THAT KEEPS REVELATION,

sects logically, but- they .are there no
doubt, and they wiil stay for some time

Zin

were t0 . make a new doctrine, which’
:ero ncl-t(.i contained hli!:‘ Reve!ahtcim. theﬁ‘
e would give up hia prerogative, an
Christ would have failed, and the Church:
would have failed. and  Christianiry.
would be no mera. You will-tell me at
once—I can almost scé it on your taces—
that there bave bren two doctrines
added by the Catholic Church, Roman
Church ; two doctrines added of recent
years. The Infallibility of the Pope is
# recent definition apd the Immaculate
Conception of the Blessed Virgino Mother
of God. It is true these definitions : re
recent, and therefore, if thess definitions
are not found in the Deposit of Faith,
they cannot be true.

NO POPE CAN MAKE THEM TRUE.

That is a very important part of my sub-
ject, and I aek you to follow closely.
We are all keeping, dear brethren, as I
sxid the other night, we are all keeping
holy the Sunday, are we not ? This is
Sunday night ; weabould be keeping holy
the Sabbath Day, according to the Serip-
tures. Why should we not. We are all
wrong. If one does not keep holy the
Sabbath Day according to the way men-
tioned in the book of Deuteronomy, let
them fall on him. Are we alraid of
these curses? We are not. Are we
zoing against the written word of God ?
We are. Isthere any declaration in the
written word of God that the Sabbath
has been revoked and replaced by the
Sunday? There is none whatsqever.
Why. then, are wedoing it? Because
the Church, the Infallible Church, has
told us that the word of Christ haa
changed the day from Saturday to Sun-
day. Can you prove it? No. Can I?
No. Therefore, it is absolutely illogical
for any of nurseparated brethren to keep
the Sunday and to refuse the Church.
The human mind must be logiesl. or it
sins. I do not say it is always a guilly
ein. They may not think of it; there
mey be reason forit. The truth, then,
may be contained in revelation without
being contained in written revelation.
The Lord Himself said, rather, St. Jobn
says: “ Not one-bundredth part of the
things that the Lord did are written in
the book, not one hundredth part. And
our Divine Lord Hirosell tells us that
during the forty days atter His resurrec-
tion, He conversed about the Kingdom
of God, and there are not twenty lives
that tell us what He said in the Bible.
Might He not have conversed of other
things, and if He wished that these
other things should be handed down to
us, was He not able to doit? If He
could keep men only that wrote. fallible
men. ignorant men; if He could keep
them trom error when they wrote, waa it
not possible for Him to

TRANSMIT THROUGH THE LIVING TRAIN

a truth that was never written? If it is
not so, then all Christianity is a farce,
because we are all going ngainst God’s
Word, and we are not keeping holy the
Sabbath day. There is, therefore, a
clear distinction between defining &
thing and creating a thing. And be-
cause .we know the date when certain
definitions of faith were procl-imed, re-
member, please, that that does not prove
it is the date when they began to be be
lieved. Anexample: It was only in the
year 325 that the Church of Gond, at the
great Council of Nice, declared—what do
you suppose? The Divinity «f Christ,
In the yvear 325. So to argne, as some of
those Irefer to do argue, whea a tnirg
is defined it proves it only begins to be
heligved when it is defined, But the
Church defined the Divinity of Christ
only in the year 325. Therefore, the
Church began to believe the Divinity of
Clrist only in the year 325, and there-
fore, again, it did not believe in the
Divinity of Chriat from the beginning,
and that is only & new doctrine. Christ
is not Divine. The Church defines the
matter only when some dispute arises
about it, and in the fourth century the
disputes arose about the Divinity of
Christ, and notice, please, dear brethren,
that there are those who call themaselves
Christians today, there is quite a
numerous sect calling themselves Chris
tiapns, believing in the Bible, that re-
ject the Divinity of Christ—the ¥ni
tarians, who believe only in one person,
and th ¢ therefore,although they accept
the Gospel, and they see there the
wonderful things said of Chbrist; they
say that is very true, that is the Son of
God; so are you. I was conversing
aome time ago with a Professor of & Col-
lege in Boston. In speaking about the
Divinity of Christ, to know where to
start from I said: “Sir, you believe it 7’
“Ot course Ido” “OI" I said, “ very
well, then; we can start from that.”
Bat be said: “What do you mean ex-
actly by

THE DIVINITY OF CHRIST?"

“Imean,” said 1, “just what I say—
that He wes God, equal to the Father.

“No,” he said, *“you go too quick; I
do not belive that; I believe that Christ
was divine as you are divine.,” Iasaid to
him; *1, divine!” “Why, yes; you
are teaching the people; that is a divine
work ¥ AndI say: “That is all you
believe of Christ?” *That is-all,” he
says, “ Heis divine in that senee.” - And
80, when the disputn ‘eame about the
meaning of divine, bringing clearly be-
fore us the fact that the book cannot ex-
plain itself, »nd we have to 2o to the liv-
ing teacher when you see divine. 'What
do you mean ? And that wasstill the dis-
pute that arese in the fourth century.
What does * divine” mean? and those.
who were beginning (o leave the Church’
said:. We belitve in Christ's Divinity ;

Revelation. 'And therefore, if the Pope

BW 2. N L The di-%nu
not arisen before. 'All .that the P
fon T iy s s o
in e osit of Faith and protéct it
by the great Charter, that he is 10 go
and teach, and teach what Christ taught.
Then he says, this particalar doctrine

FORMS PART QF THE PRIMITIVE REVELATION,
and theu his power is paesed, as regards
definitions of faith. Another example :
—Suppose there is a dispute about s
necklace worn by Her Maj-sty the Queen.
Bomeone savs there are 50 magniticent
diamonds in the necklace. Anotherone
says, no, there are not more. than 40
diamonds ; the otber gems are saphires.
How can the thing be settled ? Yeu and
I cannot go to the Queen's jewels.
You will not be allowed ; t ey are pro-
tected; this is a special duty. What
shall we do; how can we settlethe ques:
tion ? Either it can never be settled by
us. we sball never know, or, if we have
some friends, we will ask the one who is
charged with the custody of the jewels
to look into the casket and tell us, and
he opens it carefully, and aays :—There
are 650 diamonds. Did he put themthere?
Did the pronouncing of this thing that
settles the dispute,—~did that -put the
dismonda in the casket ? He only veri-
fied the existence of these jewels in the
casket. Is that against reason? Any-
thing wrong in thet? And that ia
all that the Pope does. Is it true
that in the diadem of the Mother
of God there is the jewel of immaculate-
neas jrom the very first instsnt of her
conception ornot? Ido nnt know. Do
you know? No. Canwe find out? The
only way to find out is to conesult the
one who is the custodian of the Deposit
of Faith God Himself addiessed the
Virgin Mother with the wor s: “ Hail,
full of grace” Does that mean im-
maculate conception? I could not say
for certain that it does. It might,if the
person was alwaya full of grace; always,
as the Lord said. That wouid mean,
therefore, no sin at any time. Very trae;
your are reasoning now; yoir are reason

iong uboutit. Butis it a matter of faith ?
I will ask the custodian, and so we ask
the Sovereign Pontiff is it true that that
pearlor gem is in the diadem of the
Mother of God, that she was always
pure. And he looks in the casket, the
Deposit of Faith, and then heis going to
teach the whole Church; the intaliible
power is back of him, and he says: |
declare in the name of Christ that that
doctrine is part of the Degosit of Faith.
Is that inconsistent? It is consistency
itself. We read, dear brethren, in the
Acts of the Bible, Chap. 15th, something
that gives us

A PICTURE OF WHAT THE CHURCH DOES
TO DAY,

as it did then ; the Roman Chburch, the
only Cburch that speaks that way :
every other Church refuses even to claim
infallibility ; refuses to claim it. There
is only one Church that claims infal
libility, and as, if my reasocing hus been
correct, the Church of Christ must claim
infallibility, and as there is no Church
but the Roman Church claims it, I leave
the conclusion to you. The Council of
Jerusalem met and there was a great
dispute. The question was: Do the
ceremonies of the Old Law still bind?
Must we tell all those who enter the
Church now that they must submit to
the ceremonies of the Old Law? Of
course they must. Where has it been
repealed? The Lord said: He came
nut to repeal, but to perfect. Are
those ceremonies repealed?  Nc-
where. Therefore, everyone that
enters the Christian Church must sub-
mi$ to the ceremonies of the Law as it is
written in the Book. They said, it is
hard to impose that upon all. Itis hard.
But what are you golng todo? There
itisin tbhe Book. They discussed it
again. The Scripture says there was
much discussion. It i« soin all councils
of the Church. I thank God that there
is. The Lord does not work miracles
every moment, and so there are warm
discussions, as there were at the great
Council. Let & man speak out what he
thinks. Let the other side argue, as in
every case of law, and finally the judge
nronounces. So was it here. Peter
arase and they formulated this wonderful
seatence: ‘It has seemed good to the

'Holy Ghost and for us.” Seemed good

to the Holy Ghost and to you. Why, it
sounds like - blasphemy. How do you
know that the Holy Ghost said that?
How do you dare rise up and say.
You are the poor fisherman, who did not
evenunderstand the Lord when He spoke
to you, but now you dare-to say: It has
seemed good to the Holy Ghost and to
you, as if you and the Holy Ghost were
in partnerahip.

I8 OUR DIVINE LORD PRFSENT IN THE
BLESSED SBACRAMENT OR NOT ?

You bave numbers of people nowadays,
outside of the Catholic-Church, who are
longing foxr the real presence of Christ,
and I would ask them: Do you really
believe that our Lord is present there
really ? They say ; I do, but my min-
ister does not. And then théy are grop-
ing about What are we to - believe?
Who sball tell us? In the 11th century
the Church declared that our Iivine

that when I receive the S«crament of the
that of which He said: * This is’ my

mice; my Protestant friend- réads “his,

those words : ‘This is . My b -and:.

‘| one of the'
-§ rouse tL.

1 my mind.

Lord, body, soul and divinity,is really |
present in the Blessed Sacrament, and

‘Altar I do not receive bread, but I receive |-
body.” You read your Bible, and I read

and he is sincere, I have no doabt.  ‘He:
s, and so am I, sincere, and-['come- t(}

Ll

e human: mind. “This v

. an e ay
o brilliant expresai Ons used {q
8 o: le vali na.l the Catho]ic
Church, a\njlre_pea.t Sgain, that if the
Church is fettering the human ming I
renounce the Chursh ; I will not renoun,

WHEX THE LAWS OF GRAVITATION WgRg
) DI:COVEKED

and approved. and imiposed upon m. .
kind, was that fettering tbepohux:x‘m?‘
mind? If we have to build a &tately
eghﬁoe. acoording to the laws of gravitg.
tion—*" why,” I say to the architect
“you are s slave; you tell me that yeu
bave to build this church according 4
certain laws that yon never made ; thys
your mind is fettered.” « Well» he
says. “ if you wish me to build it with.
out regard to these laws, I will bui'd it
provided you bear-the expense.” Dear
brethren, I implore you. for God’s rake
to think of it. I am indignant that the
buman mind of those who pride them.
selves on the mind should ever have
made that accusation againat the Churely
of God,—that Chriat fettered the buman
mind when He said : * You must believe
the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost
aze one God.” Wag that fettering the
buman mind? If He were not God it
was; if He were God it was not, because
I can admit that God's mind must be
more capable than mine. Are we fetter.
ing our human minds becanse we regu-
late our timepieces by the stand.rq
time? Oh! it is_childish. Truth can
never fetter the buman mind. Never
will my mind be fettered until I am led
away by error. Truth 18 my lawful liege,
tord and sovereign ; error is a tyrant, and
only error takes possession of the mingd
and then is the mind a slave. ’
Concluded on third page,

Irish Workhouse Cruelty,

The British Medical Journal in a re-
ceat issue has a terrible arraignment of
the brutalities practiced in Irish work
houses. It says: When our Cominis-
sioners inspected a number of Irjeh
workhouases two years ago, nearly every
report contained references to the bar

barous treatment of young children in
these institutions, That things have
not much improved since then, a case
that recently cropped up in the Ban.
bridge Union goes 10 show, According
to the report in the Banbridge Ciironicle,
the medical otficer report. d to the Boacd
of Guardisas that he had found an in-
fant seven months old in the nursery
with its arms broken,and in bis opinion
it had been broken for a fortnight., The
master and matron were sent tor. The
former declared the nursery was not his
department. The matron stated that
though she went to the nursery daily
sne knew nothing about the accident,
and only called the infirmary nursetozee
the infant because it was crying so much.
In reply to further questiona she stated
that the children wbere in charge of an
idiot woman, who was the only person
she had to look after them, and that the
child could not have got the injuries by
falling out of the bed, because the beds
were all on the floor.

SAVE THE BABY!

A mother will risk het
own life many times
over, to save her babe
from the horrors of hy-
drophobia. There are
graver perils from which
a mother should protect
her child. A mad dog is
a rarity, but thousands
of children die daily be-
cause of the seeds of

disease implanted in
i their little bodies be.
fore birth. .
A woman may in.
sure the health of
. her babe if she
I Sces to it that she

¥ is thoroughly

strorng and
healthy in a wo-
manily way dur.
ing the period of
gestation.  Dr.
Pierce's Favorite Prescription cnres all
weakness and disease of the delicate and
important organs that sustain the burden of
meaternity. It makes them strong, healthy,
vigorous and elastic. It banishes the
squeamish spells of the expectant period
and makes baby’s introduction to the world
easy and nearly painless. It rids maternity
of peril. It insuresthe newcomer’s health
and an ample supply of nourishment. It
transforms sickly, nervous, fretful, despond.
ent, childless women into healthy, hagpy,
helpful, amiable wives and mothers. Over
90,000 women have testified to the benefits
‘derived from this marvelous medicine. 1t
does away with the necessity for the em-
barrassing examinations aud local treat-
ment upon which most physicians insist,
It substitutes certainty for the doubtful
treatment of obscure physicians, who sel.
dom correctly diagnose these troubles, All
medicine dealers sell it, and Dr. Pierce will
cheerfully give free advice to ailing women
who write-him, .

Scores of women who have been perma-
nently cured of obstinate and dangerous
diseases by tlis great medicine, have
permitted their names, addresses, expe-
riences and photographs to -be printed in
Dr. Pierce’s Common Sense Medical Ad-
viser. This book is free and contajns 1008
pages, telling the home-tieatment for most

- diseases. ~ Send 3r one-cent stamps, to cover
mailing and customs only, for paper-covered
cop¥y. - Cloth binding 50 stamps. Address

Dr. R. V. Pierce, Buffalo, N. ¥, )
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lines have been' driwu more: sharply.
Did those who really wished to believe
and wish to'belngical at.the same time

x

sk, —Did God Almighty write the Bible;
nd the anewer is, He did not. He wrote
be  Ten: Commandments on tables of

them that they wrote infallibly, what
they meant.  Hea did say *‘teach’ and
“teach “all things woatsoever I have

‘H islike His Father and like:to His | believe the Lord’ mieani
- Father. 'The Church says, no! Heis| My + Th
‘more tha that; He is  the -selfsamé | -

one, and that is all He wrote in the Old taught you;” yet, this' our separated | find that it is imponsible’to. base tlhieir | substantially ; Father to His Father-or:|1 both langusgeshs

estament.: I ask my friends, secondly, | brethren refuse to belizve; that, where- | faith ooly on' the Bible, and -therefore.| substantially to the Father. - They said; ‘»Y'?ﬁ“‘-‘"“;i%g '

- ; d the O1d Testament, are: as, He gave the. power to teach and had | that they ' are’ ravitating: steadily |'no; werefuse'to admit- that. - And the Lo Bxperi-
ord-of God'?, Aud the:[-given no:command: to, write, when the'/ many - of: . ‘them: towards:  Rome? | Church'arose in its might, and’s : .. Separal
antism before’ what:is | men wrote they  were .infallible ;' when |.The:Infa libility; therefore; of .the :Paope, [ coun g den .

“be
o

0.:sacrifi

1
-they. tauight they were. not: :The Infal:. b8l
libility - of - the - Pope  is 80 extremi A
af

le:that] u

I
extremely,




