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bis TUE JESUITS. tloned le to make the moit cf ell extenu- 

Atlng circumstances, each ie the occasional 
nature of the tin, Ignorance of the conee 
qfier ce», Ignorance or forgetfulness of the 
Jaw, in opacity through drink, nature of 
the provocation and euddeuneee of the 
temptation. Of course, it !« perfectly 
fair that some account should be taken 
of theee circumstances. Some of them 
would certainly mitigate the punish­
ment in A cted by uuy civil judge. 
But the civil judge would rarely allow as 
much weight to them a' is commonly 
done by these casuists. The conscience 
of the average individual if left to lUelf 
would generally take higher ground. In 
illustration of this may be quoted the 
very first esse given by Gury in hie great 
work on “Cases on Conscience.” Arnulfe, 
an honest nun, but of a

qüABRELBOMi: DISPOSITION, 
meats his enemy. Harassed by him with 
insults and blows, he is Inflamed with a 
desire to kill him and springs upon 
him with a drawn dagger. He, 
however, masters his passion and runs 
away. On cooling down he is troubled at 
the thought of having committed the 
deadly assault, at once throws himself at 
the feet of his confessor and avows his 
fault.

Again : Though he has made earnest 
efforts to check a bad habit of cursing 
and awearing, in a quarrel with au op­
ponent he breaks cut into blasphemy, 
and rgatn betakes himself to the confee 
sor to clear hie conscience.

Oj another occasion, knowing that he 
is apt to be quarrelsome when intoxicated, 
he takes care to avoid drinking to excess 
But being urged by his companions to 
drink more than usual, he becomes intox 
icated before thinking of bis danger, and 
in a rage quarrels with the othei s. O j com 
lng to himself he hurries to do penance and 
goes to his confessor.

2 Has Arnulfe sinned in these three 
instances ?

A He does not seem to have tinned in 
any of the three cases, at least seriously, 
because he bad not a full and perfect 
kuowledge of the evil, and thera was no 
premeditation, as may be gathered from 
the circumstances of the cases.

2 A second method adopted Is to give 
the penitent the benefit of every possible 
doubt that can be raised in bis favor.

This again is a recognized principle of 
jurisprudence to wh ch some place may be 
given in morals If properly restricted 
But instead of restricting it within the 
narrowest limits the Jesuit extends It as 
far as he possibly can and no lawyer ever 
displayed greater ingenuity in raising 
doubts than the average Jesuit. He 
raises doubt) as to matters of fact, and 
wherever there can be any uncertainty 
always presumes that state of the case 
which la most favorable to bis penitent. 
He raises doubts as to his responsibility 
for consequences, end If there Is any way 
of accounting for these other than by the 
direct act of his penitent, whatever his 
intention may have been, it is used in his 
favor. He suggests doubt as to tbe 
amount of deliberation that preceded an 
act and if in any way it can be made out 
to be unintentional or the result of a 
sudden impulse

ITS HXINOU8NK8B DISAPPEARS, 
and it becomes a venial sin. He suggests 
doubts as to the obligation resting on his 
penitent to fulfil Inconvenient promises 
that have been given, or inconvenient 
contracts that have been agreed on, 
doubts as to the obligation to tell the truth, 
even on oath, when there Is any eeiious 
lessen for concealing it and for misleading 
the Interrogator, doubts as to the obliga­
tion to make reparation for wrongs done, 
or restitution for damage inflated. In 
most of these cases a high cense of honor 
or a tender conscience would lead a man 
to decide theee doubts against himself 
The Jtsuit always allows them in favor 
of the culprit. And with such an array of 
possibilities it would need to be a clear case 
indeed in which some loophole of escape 
cannot be found.

H. Closely allied to this h the free use 
of the doctrine known as “probablllsra.”

On many points there la room for differ­
ence of opinion as to whether certain 
things are allowable or not, and the 
various writers differ in their conclusions, 
which are expressed, therefore, with more 
or less hesitation. Toey are given as pro­
bable, or more probable than the opposite 
view. Now of course any one who is 
really serious in desiring to keep a good 
conscience can always do so by avoiding 
whatever Is of doubtful morality. But 
that would ba too high ground for the 
Jesuit to insist upor, and the only ques 
tlon la as to how far one may go in doubt 
ful courses. There has been some dis­
pute even among themselves on this 
point, many of them have held that any 
course which has ever been declared pro 
bably lawful by any acknowledged au hor, 
and for which any defence whatever 
could ba set up, was allowable and could 
be followed without censure, however 
doubtful it might bo, even though the 
confessor disapproved of it, and the man’s 
own conscience might condemn it. Such 
lax views, however, brought down the 
condemnation of Rome, and in words at 
least they now confine license within 
somewhat narrower limits. A course 
must ordinarily be declared probably law­
ful by some onsiderablo number of 
authors before it can be taken without 
sin. Even yet, however, one may have 
the gravest doubts himself about the pro 
priety of it, and the confessor may wholly 
disapprove of it, but he is bound, never 
theless, to give him absolution. One is 
not bound even to be consistent with 
himself, may act on one opinion to-day 
and on its opposite to-morrow as best 
suite his Interest, and still claim the bene 
fit of the doctrine. Of course many men 
have always acted on this principle, but it 
remained for the

more familiar with ecc’eeiastlcal Latin, 
or tbe technical expressions of canon law, 
he would not, 1 am persuaded, lave 
grossly misinterpreted the meaning of 
one parage of the constitutions t f the 
Society of Jesus. Let me recall the 
quotation as given lu the Mar :

‘‘Alth- ugh the Bocltty de-lres all Its 
constitutions, declarations and order of 
life to ba observed accord log to 
Institute, in no wise deviatii g in any 
matter, it Is ueveitluk-ed ti.ting that all 
Its members should be secured, or, at 
least aldtd, a;atust falling Into the 
snare of any sin which may arise from 
the force of Its constitutions or in­
junction). It reams got d to us, therefore, 
in tLe Lord, besides the express vow 
whertby the S >ctety is bound to the 
Supreme Pontiff for the time being, and 
the three other essential vows of poverty, 
chastity aud obedience, that no constitu­
tions, declarations or order of living can 
involve obligation to sin, mortal or 
Veuial ; unless the supeiijr command 
these in the name of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, or In virtue of holy obedience, 
which may be done in those matters or 
persons wherein it shall be judged that it 
will conduce greatly to the private or 
public good ”

The f iregoing purports to be a tranela 
tlon of the 5'h chapter of the Oth part of 
the Institute. If we are to take it as 
meaning that the Super! >r may enjoin on 
his inferior a sinful action in virtue of 
holy obedience, it is a monstrous perver­
sion of the plain meaning of the text, 
which is naught else than that nothing in 
tbe Constitutions, rules, or order of living,
Induces an obligation under pain of sin, 
venial or mortal, In virtue of the rule 
itself But that, lu some special case, the 
Superior may command what falls within 
the scope of the Constitutions, in virtue 
of the vow of obedience made to him.
The only txceptlous to this are the ester, - 
till vows of the religious state, poverty, 
chastity and obvdlevce, and the vo w made 
to the 3 jpreme Pontiff himself In the 
matter of missions ; for any wilful viola­
tion of these vows would be necessarily 
sinful.

One m'ght have thought that the very 
heading of this chapter 5 ,h would have 
been sutthltmt to clear up a*»v doubt ha4 
there been room for one : (Juod Conititu 
tioncs peccati obligationem, non inducunt ; 
i e, T'm C JLBUiuilons involve no obil 
gation c f sin.
explicit. . , ‘‘it Is nevertheless fitting 
that all its members should be secured, or 
at least aided, against falling Into the 
snare of any sin which may arisu from 
the f irce of its Constitutions or injune 
lions” (Professor Snlmger’a translation)
The marginal references all point the 
same way : (Declaration B chap lit, 0 h 
part) : “Hujumodi sunt ilhv. omnet, in
quitus null urn maivfestum ett peccatumg i e , 
wùHtein there Is uu maniLst tin.”

The blunder lies In rendering “obilgatlo 
ad peccatum” Into English by “an obliga­
tion to ala,” aj If it were a verb, * ad peccan 
dum :” while on the contrary the Latin 
preposition “ai” is frequently and class! 
cally used for “usque ad.” Consequently 

etltutione, declarations oroide: of living I it should be rendered “an obligation 
can involve obligation to sin, mortal or (urque ad) unto, extending as far os, 
venial ; unless the superior command rescuing etn. Conanlt any respectable 
these in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ dictionary, Laverett’s for instance, 
or in virtue of holy obedience, which may bul “ad.”
be done In those matters or persons Whatever may be said of “obllgatln ad 
wherein it shall be judged that it will con- peccatum”&j a classical phrase, it was cer 
duce greatly to the private or public talnly used In theological works fully 
good.” three hundred years before the Constitu-

In face of these facts denial Is simply an ttons of the Society of Je«us were written, 
equivocation. If they make so little open 8t. Thomas Aquinas was born in 1220; the 
use of this maxim it is not because they Society of Jesus was in its infancy in 
do not believe in it, but simply because 1534 St. Thomas uses the Identical 
they have so many other methods of let- phrase with identically the same meaning, 
ting down the standard which do not at Had the exponent of the Ministerial Aeeo- 
once revolt the conscience, that they have ciation followed a course of Catholic 
not much need for one which mott Theology, no doubt he would have been 
assuredly would do so. aware of this facf. and not have ventured

The paper was received with applause bayond hie depth Since he has gone to 
and the views expressed were generally some paina to read up Gury, etc , let him, 
upheld by the speakers who followed, out of pure love of truth, consult the Sum 
The report of the C immlttee on Indeceut ma Theologies of St. Thornis, tiecunda 
Posters, including the memorial to Coun- Secundae, Qiaest. 186, art. 9. : “Utrum 
cil, was read and adopted. Rdigiosus semper pecct.t mortaliter trails-

g red tend» ea quae sunt In régula ?” i. e. :
Dots a religious always sin mortally In 
transgressing what is prescribed by the 
rule ? St. Thomas solves the question 
negatively, and, in answer to the objec­
tions he himself proposes, ho says : The 
religious state is more secure than the 
secu ar : hence Gregory (In pilnclp 
moral) compares secular life to a 
troubled sea, and religious life to 
a tranquil haven.” Sed si quaell- 
bot tranegressio eornm qvæ in ré­
gula continentur, religiosum obligarct ad 
peccatum mortalebut if every transgres 
si on of wnat is contained in the rule 
obliged the religious (ad peccatum mor 
tale) under pain of mortal sin, the 
religious state would be most dangerous, 
on account of the multiplicity of observ 
aoces, therefore not every transgression 
of what ia contained in the rule is 
mortal sin (est peccatum mortale).

In the solution of his second objsctioa 
he proceeds to say : “Sicut ergo in lege 
civili non facit semper digoum jooaa 
mortis corporalis transgreseio legalia 
statuti : ita nec in lege Ecoles æ 
ordinatioaes vel publica statute ohligant 
ad mortals : et similiter nec omnia statute 
regu iu,” i. e.f “As therefore by the civil 
law the physical transgression of a legal 
statute does not always render one 
worthy of the death penalty ; so, by the 
law of the Church, not every ordinance 
or public statute obliges under pain of 
mortal sin (obligent ad peccatum), and 
likewise not every prescription of the 
rule.”

The conclusion of all this is obvious, 
namely, that by every canon of interpre­
tation, were interoretatiin needed, the 
impugned passages from the Constitutions 
of the Jes ills should be rendered in Eng­
lish as follows :

“It seems befitting to us, therefore, in 
the Lord, besides the express vow whertby 
the Society is bound to tha Supremo Pon 
tiff for the time being, and the three other 
essential vows of poverty, chtetlty and 
obedience, that no constitutions, declara­
tions or order of livieg can oblige unto elu 
(under pain of sin) in jrtal or venial ; 
ltsa the superior command these In the 
name of our Lord Jesue Cinlet or in virtue 
of holy obedience, etc.

The zeal of the Ministerial Association To the Editor of the Montreal Star : 
may to themselves appear praiseworthy, Sib—It ia somewhat reluctantly that I
and the efforts of their exponent sincere ; again bespeak a place In your columns 
but please let It be expended on some for the present communication for I am 
Uudahle object, revising, for in.tance, aware that 1 may be crowding out more 
their Confession of Faith. With this they Interesting matter. I have all the more 
•hould have their hand, full for «orne time ecru pie In thu. trespassing on your 
to soma. But when they go beyond their I patience, a. I am not particularly anxloua

to excuse silence even when this leads to 
the moot serious consequences for inno­
cent victims.

Again It is a general role in law that a 
man la bound to make restitution only 
for damtge actually caused. Father 
Gury uses It to excise a man who ha» 
killed tbe head of » family from tusking 
any restitution to the family, because as 
be was wasteful and it.temperate they are 
really better off without him.

Generally epoakiog, a mau is held re­
sponsible only fur what be ioter.de to do 
Gary uses this principle to acquit from 
responsibility for any unforet-ea couse 
quenco of a man’s crime. A burglar 
enters a store to steal and accidentally sets 
fire to the place, lie is under no obliga­
tion to make restitution because he did 
not intend to burn it down. 0«i the other 
hand he is not responsible for the goods 
he meant to steal, because he failed to get 
•way with them. A murderer shoots at 
one man and kills another. He is under 
no obligation to his family as ho did not 
intend to shoot him.

To this same class belongs the famous 
maxims about which there has been so 
much controversy, that the end justifies 
tbe means, in the sense that it is lawful to 
do evil that good may come. This is a 
principle Uiat holds good within certain 
limits in time of war and perhaps within 
still narrower limits in the detection cf 
criminals. The Jesuits have always

REPUDIATED THE CHARGE 
of using this principle in any improper 
sense. Their denial is both true and fshe. 
So far ai my knowledge of their works 
goes they do not directly appeal to it, ex 
cept as warranting a prisoner in using 
deception and violence In making his 
escape from prison. But many of their 
worst conclusion! practically involve it, e. 
g., dissimulation and even falsehood are 
♦ xcused In the Interests of the Church, 
clandestine baptism Is permitted in order 
to make sore of a prominent convert, who 
world otherwise suffer great incouve 
nience ; mental reservation aud equivoca­
tion may be employed by almost a ay body 
when there Is any strung reaeuo, legiti­
mate or otherwise, for concealing the 
truth ; secret compensution or stealing is 
permitted when a man cinnot easily get 
what he considers his rights in any other 
way ; forgery is excused if it be com­
mitted to replace a valid document lost or 
destroyed that Is necessary to make good 
a claim. It is also clearly involved In the 
following pat-sage from tbelr Constitution», 
which on the face of it purports to forbid

sphere, and attempt evilly to interpret re­
ligious Constitutions which the Catholic 
Cuurch has sanctioned aud declared holy, 
they makethemielvea unnecessarily offen­
sive, or, much worse, they, the preach­
er» of a gospel of 
lellgloue strife, 
that ignorance, like charity, covers a mul 
tltude of id us, but according to the "lax 
morality of the J vaults’’ it at least dimin­
ishes tbiir guilt ; and may tbli ore day 
be their txcuse b?f ire God : they knew 
not what they did. When convicted, 
however, of such ignorance, a< in tbo pre­
sent lubtarce, but one thing Is lift for nu 
honest man to do, aud that Is to repair the 
Injury done thtir neighbor by their slander. 
By not so doing, if they be in gond faith, 
they openly espouse the principles they 
condemn. If, on the other hard, they 
maliciously circulate evil reports, with a 
view of Injuring a relfgtoi s body, they 
father on themselves the nitxlui which 
they have never found In any Citli die 
theologUn, that “the end j tstiii »s the 
means ” A. E Junes, 8. J.

8t. Mary’s College, 25 Februaiy.

to have the last word when the object of 
mv writing is suffislently attained.

Let me tir»t assure my amiable antagon­
ist that l am not attempting to divert the 
attention of the oublie from the real 
Issue, namely : Wbat Is the prevailing 
tone and character of Jesuit teaching ? 
That prevailing tone and character Is, in 
fact, the prevailing tone and character of 
the teaching of the Catholic Church. 
When a Jesuit, or any other Catholic 
moarlist, goes astray, his teaching is de­
nounced to the Holy See. Should he not 
humbly submit, ho ceases to be both a 
Jesuit and u Catholic Now, Gury Is 
taught In most of the Catholic theologieal 
seminaries throughout the world, aud dur­
ing the lait qu*rt*r of a century no author 
of moral theology has been more widely 
known to Catholic theological students. 
Wo have yet to hear of hie having in. 
curred any censure by his teaching.

1 can but vaguely surmise what tfleet 
this argument tuny have on the Minister- $ 
ial Aen ciation. but for a Catholic it Is 
peremptory. So that my first point re­
muas unshaken, viz , that the attack on 
St Llguorl end on his hum bio follower, 
Gury, Is but a blind, and the report of 
l’rofeisor Scrlmger’s paper thould have 
been headed, not the “Morale des 
Jésuites,” but the “Morale de l’Eglise 
t atholique .” Professor Scrimger may 
care very little, as ho asmres us, whether 
•Jesuit teaching be better or worse than 
the rest cf the Citholic Church. I am 
not sorry to differ with him in this, but 
am quite satisfied to have it said that it Is 
no better and no worse. Tbe Professor, 
however, iu this Burning Indifference, is 
fearcely In touch with his fellow religion­
ists, else why all this outcry egaluet Jesuit 
teaching In the sister Province?

Iho second point is sulticleutly covered 
by the admission lu yesterday’s letter: 
“AH he (F Jones)ha« shown t* that, iu 
view of tbe usage of St Tonmss, three 
hundred veats before, the expression 
’obligati.) ad pn eatum* may mean an obliga­
tion under pam of sin, etc,” which Is not 
at all a bul «bowing in the

A few minor difficulties, however, yet 
remain. To e'ear some of these away I 
must remark Ü a because peccatum 
sin it does not follow that “olblgntlo ad 
peccatum” means an obligation to com­
mit sin. Why not gracefully admit that 
“ad,” being used by both L'.vy and Cicero 
for “urque ad” In the tense of unto, when 
used with that signification, Is quite clas­
sical. 1 o prove this 1 made a reference 
In my last to Laverett’s dictionary, of 
which, I am sorry to say, no account has 
been taken since Professor Scrimger now 
lnsls’s that It has not evui the merit 
of being good Latin. Theologian 
generally not particular to a degree as to 
the elegance cf tbelr Litlcity, but it is 
quite discouraging when they are to bo 
rated for following Tully.

What, however, is more grevioue is 
that the marginal references have been 
set at naught. This I Bhall endeavor to 
remedy, though I already quoted one in 
my last. I do not impeach the profes­
sors fairness, for very likely he has been 
quoting at second hand, 
has a copy of tbe institute, it is but 
another proof of the perversity of things, 
that his eye should not have fallen on 
the 31st number of the summary of the 
constitutions where we are exhorted to 
conform our will and judgment, “wholly 
to the superior’s will and judgment, in 
all things where there spears no sin ”

Lut ma. lu the second place, assure Pro- 
feEsor Scrimger that the interpretation of 
the Society’s constitutions were as much 
in keeping with sound morality in the 
paët as they are to day. II * has been 
kind enough to take my word for the 
present, and It will not be dtflhult to 
satisfy the most fastidious as to ages gone 
by. Sithz, one of thi Society’» g~**ateit 
thaoluglatm.^ who wru born iu 1549, and 
died In 1617, wrote several large volumes 

the Society’s constitution», and ho may 
bo taken an a safe expounder of thtir 
meaning. The following citation is from 
Book IV. De VoVs etc., ch. XII, § 7: 
“Portia parte (constitutlonum), ÿ 3, dtcitur 
obedlemium eiwe superior!, licet dlllidlla 
et secundum sonsuahtatem repugnantia 
jubeat Er< Infra dicltur : In omnibus 
rebus, ubi peccatum non ccrneretur. Q ito 
exceptio deciarot, omnem actionem honestam 
sub materia hujus vutl comprehend! ; et 
lta ibl concluditur, voluntatem snperlorla 
pro régula propriae voluntatis habendam 
esse ; ergo haec obedient!» non llmltatur 
per aliquam regulam ecriptam, sed per 
regulam vivam, quae est voluntas super­
iors intra latitudinem materiae honestae. 
Idem sumltur ex sex ta parte constltu- 
tiunuin, cap. 1, § 1, Ibl : Ita ut omnibus 
In rebus, ad quas potest cum charltate se 
obedlentla extenders, Id est, in guibus 
nullum est mamfestum peccatum (ut ibl in 
declaration? expilcatur) ad «jus vocem. . • 
obedientiaui praeetamus, etc.” which may 
be rendered thus :

“In part third, §, 3 of the constitutions, 
it is declared that the superior is to be 
obeyed even though he command what 
is arduous .und repugnant to 
And further on : In nil things wherein 
appr/irs not Which exception implies 
ttiai every righteous actim is comprised in 
the matter of this vow ; so that the con- 
cluoion is there drawn, that the will of 
the superior is to be held as the rule of 
our own will ; hence this obedience is not 
limited by any written, but by a living 
rule, which is the superior’s will within 
the scope of a worthy object. The same 
is drawn from the sixth part, chap. 1, js 
1, it is then stated : ti j that in all thing» 
to which, in the spirit of charity, obedi­
ence may extend, that is, in which there 
is no manifest sin (as is there declared 
in explanation) we yield obedience to hia 
(the superior's) voice ”

Therefore, In the past the Interpretation 
of the Impugned parssge was just as un­
objectionable as It ii at present.

And let the Professor have no qualms 
of conscience, since it is said “wherein 
there is no manifest sin” or because Gury 
decides, that when there Is doubt, the 
superior is to be obeyed, for practically 
the Inferior has every facility for clearing 
up such doubt. Supposing, however, a 
case where the doubt persists, which of 
the two does the Professor think would 
be In the right, the inferior or the super­
ior ? Let him look to his own household 
aud see how he would brook any such 
hesltaicv on the part of one of his sons.

But Gury says, in the place found at 
random, “obligate ai rem Imposaibilem, 
etc.” ? Certainly, nor did I ever contend 
that “obligate ad” wai never used. “Ad,” 
indeed, is used In more than one eenaew 

G2NTINUKD ON EIGHTH PAGE.
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PROP. 8CUIMGER ATTACKS AND 

FATHER JONES DEFENDS THEM.log
m*B.e Montreal Star, Fee. 24.

At a meeting of the Prote.ta&t Mint., 
terle! A-eoclatlon tkla morning the R.., 
Prof Scrimger read a neper on the eub 
jeet of "Errnra In the II <ra! i etching of 
the Jeinlta ” For convenience of pre­
sentation the paper won divided into four 
beads, namely :

1. Those errora atldng from the errone- 
oui theological doctilnea of the Church of 
Rome each ae trananbetantlatlon, baptla 
mil regeneration, oidtii, confession, pen­
ance, Indulgence, purgatory, lnteiceaslon 
of aalnte, etc,

2 Thoae errora atlalng from extrava­
gant political principles of which they are 
the chief advocatea.

8 Errora which may be «aid to be In­
herent In the confewlonal at a ayatem.

The fourth and moat aerioua clues of 
errors In Jeault teaching, however, con 
aleta of thoae which arise from the almost 
constant tendency to laxity In tbelr jndg 
ment of actione and intultione when 
tideted In the actual circumstances of life. 
Under the first head, error, Mr. Scrimger 
lay a, la due to files meumptlon. Religious 
duties are multiplied which Scriptural 
authority does not jnetlfy. Tbe eecond 
commandment le Ignored, although the 
decalogue forms a large part of their works 
on Moral Theology. The second head 
t.eat» of the
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Rev. Mr. Krrlmgpr to Father Jones.
To the Editor of the Montreal Star :

SlB—I trust you will allow me space 
for a bri®f reply to tbo auimatlverKious of 
Father Junes ou my paper before the 
Ministerial Association concerning the 
moral teaching of the jésuite.

It is hardly worth while to repent his 
reflections on the Association itself or 
the somewhat gratuitous advice he is 
plensed to tender it. I have no doubt it 
will continue as heretofore to use its 
influence in restraint of immorality and 
indecency, even though it should be 
necessary sometimes to expose it to the 
public eye. 1 am not aware that it is re 
sponsible for the distribution of either 
Oimquy’s “G1 mfesficnal” or Paul Bert’s 
“Morale dee Jeeuitfs” But 1 think I 
can eafdy promise that it will advocate 
the suppression of the latter whtn Jesuit 
suthorilles consent to puuprees or dlecard 
all works like those of Gury, of which It 
Is simply ai exposure by giving a fair 
translation of fairly chosen selections. 1 
made no personal charge t gtlnst Father 
Gary and cm glad to know that he 
such au estimable man, but to me his 
writings are limply abominable—need­
les1 ly so, even for a cssuiet

1 apprécia’e Father J »nes’kindly words 
about un self aud hope 1 shall always con­
tinue to deserve them. But I cannot con 
sent to lie under hie charge of Ignorance 
in my rendering of a Latin phrase such as 
that referred to in the constitutions of the 
Jesuit order, that these constitutions are 
not to “involve obligationcm ad peccatum 
mortal or venial, unless tbe Superior com 
mend these.” All he hoo nhown is that in 
view of th'i usage of St Thomas Aq llnas 
throe hundred years before, the expression 
“obligatio ad peccatum may mean tin obliga 
tion under pain of sin, and that thus the 
passage would lose its sinister character as 
authorizing a superior to order that which 
Is sinful. But I submit that it Is not the 
natural meaning of tbe phrase. Peccatum 
means sin, not the penalty of sin, and 
“obllgatto ad peccatum” means obligation 
to sin In this verv chanter It is used as 
the c 
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’SUPREMACY OP THE POPE 
over all other ecclesiastical authorities In 
the world, and over ell temporal sover 
signs, the supremacy of the Church over 
the State, therlght of the Church to ditioe 
Its own sphere as «gainst the State, the light 
of the Church to control education aud 
marriage, the Immunity of all ecclesiasti­
cal persons from civil jurisdiction, the 
right of the Church to control the use cf 
the fritcblie In its own Intorcrt. Theee, 
too, all Involve corresponding duties 
which they are not slow to urge upon 
tbelr adherents.

There has been much discussion as to 
whether they teach that the Pope bas a 
right to depose a sovereign who Is dis­
obedient to him, or absolve his subjects 
from their alttglai.ee The earlier Je.nit 
wrltere, such as Bdlarmtue, undoubtedly 
did eo ; the recent onee maintain a some 
wbat prudent reserve on that point, 
though asserting principles that would 
-eem to involve It If carried out to their 
logical conclusion. But altogether apart 
from that, they teach quite enough to 
overthrow all free Institutions and 
seriously endanger the public well being

3 A third class of errors are those 
which may bo said to be inherent in the 
confessional ae a system. Of the confis 
elonal the Pope says :

‘ Owing to the establishment of this In­
stitution as an essential part cf lta 
chlnery of discipline the Church Is under 
the necessity of training ail lie priests In 
the special business of judging the moral 
quality of acts and states of mind iu de­
tail and of advising as to duly under all 
clicometauces. Instead of laying down 
broad general principles of morality and 
leaving It to the individual coneclence 
to apply them in detail, the priest is 
called upon to make the application and
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“Although the Society desires all Its 

constitutions, declaractions and order of 
life to be observed according to our insti­
tute, in no wise deviating in any matter, 
it Is nevertheless fitting that all Its mem 
here should be secured, or, at least aided, 
agaiuat fa'llng into the snare of any sin 
wnhh may arise frem the force of its con 
stiValions or injunctions. It stems good 
to us, therefore, in the L^rd, besides'the 
express vow whereby the Society is bound 
to the Supreme Pontiff for the time being, 
and the three other essential vows of pov­
erty, chastity and obedience, that no con-
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It indeed he

qulvaient of obbgatio peccati, which 
a Father Junes renders “obliga ion of 
” His explanation Is not in harmony 

with the usage of Je»uit writers of the 
present day. I open Gury almost at ran­
dom aud I find “obHgire ad rem Impossl- 
bilem” “obligare sd rem llllcitam,” in the 
obvious sense of obliging to do something 
Impossible, unlawful. Nor in s: he of 
Father Jones does it seem to me that the 
conttxt suggests hi» rendering. The head - 
lng of the chapter acc irdlng to his 
correct translation Is : “The constitutions 
involve no obligation of sin.” The first 
part of the chapter is simply an expansion 
of this admirable limitation of obedience, 
and then au exception is added : "U'lless 
the Suverlor command these” (nisi Super­
ior ca juberet), l a or prepared to admit, 
however, that Father Jones la fn a better 
p »el ion thou 1 can possibly be to know 
what ii the interpretation put upon this 
famous passage In tho constitutions at the 
present time among the members of hie 
( )rder, and am gla 1 to learn that, whatever 
may have been lta original intention, it Is 
now understood in an unobjectionable 
sense.

Bat in that case I am somewhat

v catoQ
h PRONOUNCE JUDGMENT 

accordingly as the representative of Qjd 
by granting or refusing absolution. It is 
this neces ity which has given rise to the 
whole system of casuistry.”

Touching the question of confession we 
quote the paper in full from the case of 
adultery which is cited.

Anna, who is guilty of adultery, when 
questioned by her suspicious husband 
answered him at first that she had not 
broken her marriage bond. Then, having 
received ebiolutton for her sin, she 
answered : “I am Innocent of any such 
crime,” A third time, on being pressed 
by her husband, she absolutely denied the 
fault. I have not committed it, said she, 
metnlng such adultery as I am obliged 
to reveal, or, I have not committed an 
adultery that must be revealed to you.

Q. Must Anna be condemned ?
A, In oil three cases Anna may be 

excused from any lie, because, In the first 
place, she could say that she had not 
broken the marriage bind, since it still 
continued to exist ; In the second case she 
could call herself innocent of adultery, 
since, after having been to confession and 
having received absolution, her conscience 
is at rest, having the moral certainty that 
her sin was pardoned. She could, accord­
ing to S. Llguorl, even affirm it on oath ; 
in the third case she could also deny her 
sin, according to a probable opinion, 
meaning she had not committed it in such 
a way that she was obliged to reveal it to 
her husband in the same way ae an accused 
person may say to a judge who interro­
gates him irregularly : 1 have not com­
mitted any crime, meaning In tush a 
manner that he is bound to declare it. 
This Is the opinion of S. Llguorl a id of 
many others.” Similar cases could be 
cited to almost any extent excusing dis 
simulation, clandestine baptism, defama­
tion of character, secret compensation or 
stealing, guilty co operation la the sin of 
another, forgery. Many of their earlier 
writers excuse murder under various cir­
cumstances, but Gury Is not so bold.

We may now consider the methods by 
which these outrageous conclusions are 
reached.

It need ecately be said that they are 
not reached by any direct refusal to ac 
knowledge the plain laws of right and 
wrong. Neither their own consciences 
nor those of their penitents would allow 
that to be done without instant protest. 
In fact, the

JESUIT EXPOSITION OF THE LAW 
in theory is generally all that the most 
rigid moralist could ask for. What could 
be better, for example, than the following 
definition of a lie in Gary : “A lie is a 
word or sign contrary to the thought with 
the Intention of deceiving.” Aod even 
in their practical decision of any particu­
lar case they generally start out by taking 
high moral ground—high enough to sat­
isfy tho most exacting conscience. But 
the Jesuit has various devices which he 
applies regularly and systematically for 
the purpose of reducing the sin to the 
smallest possible dimensions or of making 
it disappear altogether—-just as the crim­
inal lawyer has certain well-understood 
methods of defeoca which he may employ 
according to the nature of each case for 
the purpose of securing the acquittal of 
hie client.

(a). The first of theie that may be men*
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Father Jones to Professor Scrimger. 
To the Editor of the Montreal Star :

Sib—l atn sorry to s<ce the Stxr can- 
descending to become the echo of the 
Ministerial Association in its attacks on 
the code of Catholic morality ; for the 
heading “Morale des Jesultes” is a misno­
mer, and to all intente and purposes might 
a) well have been : “Morale de 1 Ex Use 
Catholique.”

Llguori was not a Jeaait, but was the 
founder of the Order of the Holy 
Redeemer, worthily represented in this 
city by the Redemptorlet Fathers of St. 
Ann’s parish The teaching of St. 
Alphont-us L’guorl has recalved at the 
bands of the Holy See the most solemn 
approval, when the saint himself 
honored with the title of Doctor of tho 
Church.

Gury was indeed a Jesuit, personally 
known to me as a venerable, God-fearing 
man. But the exponent of the Minis­
terial Association has not thought fit to 
point out in what Gury, the Jesuit, differs 
from 3 Llguorl, or from other approved 
Catholic moralists. Uatll this 
every Catholic will look upon the attack 
as directed, not against the much-mal 
igned order, but against his mother 
Church.

The columns of the daily press are not 
the place wherein to dlscuis intricate or 
delicate questions of ethics. Men, who 
very commendably and with righteous 
indignation, tear down the objectionable 
poster at the street corner with one hand, 
and distribute with the other F. Chlni- 
quy’a “Confessional” or Paul Bert’s 
“Morale des Jesultes,” can scarcely be 
looked upon as seriously in earnest-

Furthermore, tbe general public, not 
having had any special training in the 
matter, are as liable to blunder in the 
interpretation of the language of the 
“Schools,” as our well-meaning fellow 
citizen, Professor Scrimger. And where 
is the wonder, for other and abler men 
have done so before him.

I say this in a Christian spirit, as 
personally I deem him an amiable, kind 
hearted and upright man. In no case 
more than in hi«, would one be more re­
luctant to judge intentions harshly, or 
more willing to condone shortcomings, 
with all that excessive leniency with 
which he supposes Jesuit moralists are 
instinct in the case of repentant sinners.

I instance the

)

puz­
zled at the following passage in Gary on 
the obedience due to superiors In religious 
orders, which looks to me marvellously 
like giving the superior the right 
ride the ncrunlea of his subordinate). “Is 
a member of a religious order bound to 
obey when In doubt whether a thing Is 
lawful or not? Yes since, etc.” (An 
Religioous teneatur obedire in dublo, 
utrum res praecepta sit llcita, ntene ? 
Affirm, quia, etc).

1 agree, however, with Father Jones In 
thinking that the columns of the daily 
press are not the place wherein to discuss 
Intricate or delicate questions of ethics 
and will not enlarge upon this point. 
Oaly I am the more surprised that hold­
ing this opinion he should have selected 
that point for discussion which the general 
public Is perhaps least capable of 
prehendlng, turning as it does upon the 
meaning of a Latin phrase which has not 
even the merit of being good Latin. It 
looks like an attempt to divert the a.ten 
tion of the public from the real issue in 
which alone it can have any permanent 
Interest, viz., as to what is the prevailing 
tone and character of Jesuit teaching. 
My description of that rests upon too 
many passages to be the result of any mis­
translation of nice phrsflas and remains as 
yet untouched.

As to whether that teaching is better or 
worse than that of the rest of the U >man 
Catholic Church, I care little. But were it 
worth the pains, I think a considerable 
amount of difference might be made out. 
I am no admirer of Llguorl, who I am 
well aware was not a Jesuit, but I am not 
prepared to accept the position that even 
he ii virtually at one in bis teaching with 
the bulk of Jesuit authors.
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JESUITS TO JUSTIFY IT.

We cm hardly conceive of anything 
more fitted to debauch conscience and 
destroy Its sensitiveness.

4. A fourth method consist s In the In- 
discriminate use of general principles 
which are true only within certain limits 
and can be safely followed only under 
certain conditions. Principles, for ex. 
ample, which hold good In ordinary juris 
prudence are not neceaforlly true In 
ethics. But by the Jesuits they are freely 
allowed.

Thus for Instance In law a man Is not 
bound to criminate himself—an Impor­
tant principle which la Intended to protect 
the Individual against possible judicial 
tyranny, bat wholly oat of place In the 
court of oonaelenee. The Jeenlt uses It

#1I
wyJohn Scrimger. 

Montreal, February 26, 1890,
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Mt
only point In the two 

columns of yesterdayStar which bears 
directly and excluii.ely on the Jeenlt 
Order. Had oar worthy ptifeieor been
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