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in matrimonial cases. Liberal Catholics confine
to the State the superintendence and direction of
primnary schools, ta the detriment of the Çhurch
and fathers of farnilies . Liberal Catholics grant
ta the State the right of intervening in the erect-
ing of parishes, independently of êny autho-
rization from the 11-oly See. These errors
were gaining ground in the country, wvere
causing the Church ta lose its independ-
ence, and threatening soon ta placé her an the
samne footing as the so-cafled Church created by
Henry VIII. And the Christian people, accus-
tomned ta the encraachments of the State, were
beginning ta think that ail these sacrilegiaus
encroachments -%vere real rights of the State,
and that it was a duty for the Church ta recag-
nize them. One must fijght with ail the arms
of doctrine against these fatal errs which
threaten ta, pervert ail minds. Among the most
valiant defenders of the rights of the Holy
Church, wve shall always see our venerable
Pontiff. Whilst t.hese false doctri..c.3 are spread-
ingy and gaining strength everywhere, the vene-
rable Bishops of Canada assemble in Council
at Quebec. Wbat wvill be their first thought?
their first effort? The shacles of the Church
must be riven asunder, its independence niust
be proclaimed in the face of the country and of
the Catholic world, and the Bishops, assisted
by the Haly Ghost, animated with a holy zeal,
burning ivith love for the Church, issue this de-
cree: De obed*intid Summo Pontifice, af abe-
dience ta the Sovereiga Pontiff : a decree which
wvill be ta, the end of time, one af the finest
monuments of the history of the Catholic Church
in Canada, and -41i. be for ever the glDiy of the
venerable Fathers of the Council wvho were its
authors. They profess the znost entire abedi-
ence ta, the Savereigu Pontiff, by procIaiming
that the laws which they malce cancemningr the
general discipline of the Church are binding in
this country, independently of the sanction of
civil autharity. Therefore, we adhere with aur
whole heart ta, ail the Constitutions -vhich con-
cern-the dogn2a, and ta, each one in particular,
and alsa ta, those which cancera-the general
discipline of the Church; and we declare and
teach that, not depending an any sanction of
the secular power, they must be recognized by
ail the Saithful as the rules bath of faith and
conscience. H-is Lordship hastened ta, make
1kpolwn ta hjj Glergy and people this decree of

the Council, whir'th is ta put an end ta those
divergences of opinion which ivere dividing
Cathalics. This decree, says he, settles this.
grreat question, ta wit : whether thue Apostalicai
Constitutions, when once published in Rame,
in due farmn., are binding in this country. The
clergy and the faithful share the Bishop's sen-
timents, ail are unanimaus in repeating the
uvords af the Council: Toto animno adizaremits
omnibus et ingudis ajpostolicis Constitutionibu..
In future every upright and logical mnan, en-
lightened by the zeal af the Bishop and his
clergy, will say : Yes, we mast heartily adhere
ta the Constitutions af the Cfiurch. YVes, they
bind in conscience independently ai the sanc-
tion af the State. Therefare the Church is an
independerit saciety. Every one admits this.
principle. The State is subordinate ta the-
Church. This truth is admitted. No one now
dares ta deny these two Catholic dagmnas. But7
many, for want of a logicai turn of nuind, do flot
see the cansequences which flow from these
principles, and dare ta daubt them. But the
day we trust is near at band, when Gaverament
repudiating their errars, will at length recognise
the truths proclaimed by the first Council af
Quebec. The ]aws of the Church itseli enact
the ecclesiastical laws, withaut any recourse to
the State, and it is the duty ai the State ta re-
cognise those laws and submit ta them. The
Church can, inasmueh as it thinks proper re-
quire from the State a civil sanction for the
lawvs. This sanctian adds no new obligation to
the law, but helps the execution thereof. In
this case it is flot a bill, a draft af a law, which
the Church proposes ta, the exaniinatian and
discussion of a Parliament, it is a law allready
muade, and wvhich the Church alone has a right
ta nuake, a law which is a]ready binding on the
conscience> independently of the sanction of
the State, and for wvhich th.a Church dlaims a
purely civil protection and sanction. The State
does flot enact the law, nor does it discuss the
saine ; this is beyafld its jurisdiction. It sinuply
sanctions it civilly, just as the Churcli proposes
iL, without luaving the right ta, change, omit or
add anything. Would you pretend ta submit
toyour judgment and discussion the legislative
autharity of the Holy Church. If the State is
Christian it will grant ta these laws this civil
sanction which the Church requires. This is the
only manner in wvhich thue State can interfere in.
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