| Dark Grey Cheviot
, finished in (Raglan-
uffs, side pockets and
well made and good
ng.  Price,

.00, $15,00.

ol Gray ‘and Brown
acque and double-
eatly finished, silk
ers’ satin lining. Price

100, $13,00.

HAS FURS.

URS — New Black
Caperines, trimmed
2 heads and 4 large
fancy lining, perfect
Carsley’s special
$6.55
'URS—New Alaska
ted skins,with 2 neat
taiis, semi-iong, cx-
Carsley’s Special
e .$825
URS — Men's Fur
zes, lined with be;t
German Otter collar
> skins, Worth $45,
offer. ......$88 00

ND SASHES.

> of All-Wool I'uques
lack. scarlet, royal
seeeineannn B8 each,
‘uques and Sashes, in
f best Scotch Finger-
cesnenns e @80 cach
, Mitts or Stockings,
atch. knit to order on
notice,

MBRELLAS.

Jas, best quality silk
el frame, steel rod.
horn, pearl, natura,

ited 2 50, $3.00, $4
las, 1n all the latest

:, silk covered, para-
od. silver mounted.

..82.50 to $14.00

WATCHES.

, solid silver case,
inder and set, engine
engraved, fitted with
nt. Special...$8.66

 kt. gold case, fancy
case, fitted Waltham
uaranteed.  Special.

$18.75

MAS SILK.

, Silk in all shades,
Ladies’ wear. Per

1lks 1n a large variety
esigns.  Per yd. 950

ilk for Blouses in all
d patterns.  Per

P e ) I 1)

Co.
LIMITED.

'Street, Montreal

Today is the anmiversary of the
death of Father Dowd—second past-
or of St. Patrick’s Church, Mont-
real. The ‘“True Witness’’ cannot
Honor the occasion tn a more fitting
manner and offer its tribute to the
memory of the noble and affection-
ate spiritual guide of the good old
days than in publishing extracts
from the sermon which he delivered
on the last New Year’s Day he oc-
cupied the pmipit ‘'of his beloved
Church. Tt is as follows:—

Our passing time, said the
saintly pastor, brings us to-
gether once more to reflect
on the solemn fact, that an-
other year is gone by, and
that we have hion another
step towards the grave.

It is very proper for us to rejoice;
aud to congratulate one another on
 the promise of a new year: we may
- €¥en make pro and plans for its
 happiness; e ‘the  serious fact
18 there, that ome of the few years
 °f our life is gome for ever, and that
" We are brought :
. 8Taves, Thj,

REV. P. DOWD.

clear; we must know that the new
year is given us in order that we
may repent of, and cancel in the Sa-
crament of Penance the sins com-
mitted during the past year; in the
intentions of God the new year is
given you for no other purpose. All
time is given to prepare for eter-
nity.

The first duty, therefore, of our
time is to employ it in renouncing
every obstacle to a happy eternity.
Sin is the only obstacle. Sin has
therefore to be removed; it must be
cancelled—destroyed in the Sacra-
ment of Penance, on the condition
that we have a true and sincere sor-
row for having committed it and a
firm resolution to lead a new life.
This newness of life will consist in a
sincere determination to redeem our
lost time by a regular, constant,
and fervent discharge of all our dut-
ijes to God. In this way alone can
we maintain this newness of life,
and make atonement for the sins cf
omission we have committed bv the
frequent abuse of the richest gifts
and graces with which we were fav-
ored by God.

The use we are expected to make
of the present year, must be deter-
mined by the use we made of the
past year. Hencs it is our duty to
enter upon a strict examination ef
our conduct during the past year.
It is true that past time cannot be
recalled in order to use it again;
past time is beyond our reach; it is
no longer ours, and can never .be-
come ours again; it has passed f"‘f

ment of God. Yes, brethren, this is
true. In giving us the use of the
present time of the new year, God
also gives us an extraordimary pri-
vilege. By the proper use of the
present moment, you can change all
the past. P

Is it not true That judged by your
conduct during the past year you
would have been condemned as guil-
ty.

In reality what was your comduct
during the past year? You commit-
ted not one, but perhaps many mor-
tal sins; you abused not one day,
nor one week of the past year by
living in a state of sin, and in the
habit of committing sin, but per-
haps you spent the great part of the
past year in the state of mortal sin,
all the time an enemy to God. Al
this you can now change; employ the
new year which God gives you in
sincerily repenting of these faults,
you can blot them all out, your
sins, no matter how numerous will
be forgiven, the judgment that hung
over your head on account of them
will be reversed, and from having
been the enemy of God, you will be-
come his beloved friend.

Arnd to effect this wonderful change
to blot out your sins, and to make
you friends from having been the en-
emies of Giod, how long, how much
of the new year will be required? A
moment, a single moment of time.
No longer is required. The new year
‘comes to you, as Ohristians, teem-
ing with all the merits of the death
and ion of our bl d Red

the hands of God to be
and judged. Yes, this is exactly the
nature of past time. It has passod

God, to be examined and judg:d.
But by giving us the use of the pre-
sent time of the new year, God per-
mits us to act on the past time of

4 ;the‘ old year in the same manner He

can examine and judge it.

nation is well mads,

out of our hands, into the hands of .

er, ‘A moment of Christians’ time is
worth an eternity in heaven. You
are guilty of mortal sin, of a mil-
lion of mortal sins; by a moment of
true repentancy. of sincere . sorrow
for your sins with absolution, all is
blotted out, and from being victins
of hell,
Heaven,

you become the childsen of |
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past life, Value therefore the time
of grace that is given you in this
new year. Don’t lose a moment of
it. You can make of every moment
of it the price of eternity.

You were created for eternity, you
were created to live for ever in
heaven. The good use of the new
year can secure for you a  hanpy
eternity, can make you worthy of
the bliss of heaven.

Besides the immense value
of the time of this Chris-
tian new year, you have an-
other urgent motive to
spend it well,—the uncertain-
ty you are in whether this
will be your last Year, or
not. And in regard to this
uncertainty also, you can re-
ceive instruction from the
old year. Where are the
many well known faces that
were to be met with this
day last year,—some of them
were present in this congre- ¢
gation? How many gaps
have been in " your family
circles since this day twelve
month? And they who have
left us, were not all old;
some were in thé prime life,
even some had not yet
reached the prime of life; all
of them, on this' day last
year were as full of hope
that they would enjoy the ¢
whole year, as you are 1o-
day. Yet, it was not to be
s0. They were beginning
- their last year, and they did
 mot kmow ‘it. And so it is
‘to-day. There are many am-

ongst us, and some of them

[he Catholic Church
And the Bible,

——

“Critic” writes as follows in the
New York “Freeman’s Journai' :—

I have just read an article, contri-
buted by the Rev. David Tice 1o the
‘Christian Advocate,’” entitled, Ay,
Archbishop’s Mistake.’”” As the arti-
cle deals with the position of the
Oatholic Church in respect of the
reading of the Scriptures, some oc-
count of it may prove of interost to
your readers. The initial paragraph
is as follows:

‘‘Archbishop Ryan's article in ‘“The
Baltimore Tablet” in May contains
what must be regarded as an aston-
ishing statement, contrary to
well-known history of the Roman
Catholic Church. These ave his
words as published: ‘'I'he Church
does not hide the Scriptures from
the people. She does not and never
did forbid the people to read the
word of God, On the contrary, she
recommends her children to read the
Scriptures.’ ’’

the

The Rev. David Tice considers this
statement Truth,
however, is indeed often stranger
than fiction. The fiction industri-
ously propagated by a certaln class
of our separated brethren is, that
Catholics are forbidden to read the
Scriptures; the truth ig, that
are encouraged to do so. Mr. Tice
héverth(-lcss is determined, as he
says, to ‘‘furnish the proof at once
from his (the Archbishop’s) own
Church’® that Catholics are forbid-
den to read the Seriptures, The
proof consists of quotations from
the Council of Toulouse (1229), the
Council of Trent, Cardinal Bellar-
mine, Gregory XVT., Pius IX. and
of references to the Council of Con-
stance (1415), and the University ot
Copenhagen (1418),

The statement of the Archbishop
is threefold:

‘‘astonishing.”

they

1. The Church does not hide the
Scriptures from the peopre,

2. She does not and never did
forbid the people to read the Word
of God,

8. On the contrary, she recom-
mends her children to read the Scrip-
tures.

It No. 3 can be satisfactorily prov-
ed, it will follow that ‘““The Church
does not hide the Scriptures from
the people’”” (No. 1) ; and that ‘‘She
does not * * * forbid her  chil-
dren to read the Scriptures’” (part
of No. 2). The assertion that the
Church ‘‘never did forbid the people
to read the word of God'’ will then
remain to be answered,

First, then, let us see if it be true
that ‘““the Church recommends her
children to read the Scriptures.’”” Mr,
Tice must be aware of the fact that
the Catholic laity have a number of
translations of the Bible into Eng-
lish, such as the Douay version, the
same version revised by Dr. Chal-
loner, the excellent translation of
Bishop Kenrick; and that Catholic
publishers are advertising and sell-
ing translations of the Bible to
Catholic laymen who, therefore, pre-
sumably read these translations. He,
perhaps, is aware that the Bible is
also translated for the use of Cath-
olic laymen into the other tongues
of civilization; and that translations
into Middle English and German
were made before those of Wyeliff
and Luther, If Catholics are forvid-
den to read the Scriptures, it surely
must seem strange to Mr. Tice that
the prohibition has met and is meet-
ing so much opposition from author-
ized Catholic publishers and even
from an Archbishop of the Church,,
Should he not, in simple prudence,
ask himself whethér his view or the
prohibition is correct? But perhaps
Catholics are evading the law and
acting contrary to the spirit of the
Church? One little fact should dis-
pel such a notion. When Archbishop
Martini, of Plorence, had translated
the Bible into Italian, Pope Pius VI.
wrote to him in the following lauda-
tory terms:

““At a time wnen a ‘vast number of
bad books, which most grossly at-

lated among the unlearned, to the

| should be excited to the reading of

the Holy Scriptures. ~For these are

tack the Catholic religion, are eireu- |

every possible danger of abuse. Thus
you have not swerved either from the
laws of the Congregation of the In-
lished on this subject by Benedict
XIV., that immortal Pope, our pre-
decessor in the Pontificate, and for-
merly when we held a place near his
person, our excellent master in ec-
clesiastical learning; circumstances
which we mention as honorable to
us. We therefore applaud your emi-
nent learning, joined with your ex-
traordinary piety, and we revurn to
you our due acknowledgment for the -«
books you have transmitted to us,
and which, when convenient, we will
read over. In the mean time, as a
token of our Pontifical benevolence,
receive our Apostolic Benediction,
which to you, beloved son, we very
aflectionately impart. Given at
Rome, on the Calends of April, 1778,
the fourth year of our Pontificate.””
Can anything be conceived as
approbation than this?
Uould any more thorough reply be
made to the fiction that Catholics
are forbidden to read the Scrip-
tures? The commendation is mot
languid and perfunctory, but warm
and energetic; and the Pope declareg
that the translator has judged “‘ex-
ceedingly well that the faithful
should be excited to the reading of
the Holy Scriptures,”” He further
declares that in translating the Bible
into Italian, the learned Alchhishop
Martini had not ‘‘swerved  either
from the laws of the Congregation
of the Index, or from the Constitu-
tion ]'mhliahr-d on this subject by
Benedict XV, »

warmer

And now there remains but the
Question: “Did the Church ever for-
bid the people to read the word of
God? The question might be an-
swered in the same way as an Am-
erican would answer this duestion :
Did the United States ever forbid its
people the right of trial by jury? In
both cases the reply might very well
be ““No.”” And yet, in some
cular instances, the United Stateg
did and does forbid the use of the
prerogative of trial by jury; namely,
where martial law hasg been pro-
claimed in some particular locality,
In the same way the Church did for-
bid the people to read unauthorized
versions of the Bible, Against such
versions a Catholic has surely g
right to protest; and 1 presume that
Mr. Tice would not be diligent in
encouraging his flock to read the
Douay version of the Bible, and
might be heard from in protest a-
gainst the reading of that Catholic
version in the public schools. Would
such aetion of his be fairly described
as a prohibition of the Bible to his
flock, or to their children?

The position of the Church on the
whole question might be summarized
as follows:—

parti-

I. Catholics are encouraged to
read the sacred Scriptures.
II. In some authorized version,

III. With due reverence for the in-
s8pired text, with humility, with a
desire to profit spiritually,

To return to the Bible societies. It
would be surprising, indeed, it the
Church did not protest against the
industry of men whose avowed ob-
ject was to pervert the faith of sim-
ple Catholics by translations which
omitted some of the Sacred Books,
and corrupted the text of the others,
Luther added the word ‘“‘alone” to
the text of St. Paul (Rom., ii., 28):
‘““We account a man to be justified
b\y faith,”” making it read, ‘“We ac-
cqunt a man to be justified by faith
alz‘me"'

Wab, this reverent? Was it not
tricky?, Tyndal rendered “‘anoint-
ing’’ by “‘smering"’ (smearing), “‘con-
secrate’’ “‘dharm,”” ‘‘priest’”’ by
‘‘senior,” “‘church’’ by ‘‘congrega~
tion,”” ‘‘sacraments’”’ by ‘‘ceremon-
ies,”” and ‘‘ceremonies’”’ by ‘“‘with-
oraft,” and all this because he so
hated ‘‘popery.”” !

Beza was a' master at corrupting
the text; in changing punctuation,
and' thus trying to alter the mean-
ing; in su‘uu_tit'u'u'h'g a wrong word
for the ome in the Sacred Text, and
80 on; he frankly confesses his pur-
pose of dealing in a spirit or secta~ .
rian apologeti 8. The story of the
obloguy h ‘by- the Reformers on
one another’s versions is ‘as inter-
esting as it is instructive. A Cath-
olic may well be 'pardoned if With-
out taking trouble to scrutinize the
infinite possibilities of error g
by the many Protestant versic S

| the Bible, he prefers to forbid them

in general to his children. And the
Church may very well adopt a simi.
lar attitiide toward Her children




