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the Church of Christ as our guide to
divine truth, which will never lead us
astray .

The infahibility of this Church,
which i8 clearly taught in these pass-
ages, i8 questioned by Protestants, in-
deed, but few are rash enough to deny
that at least during the first three or
four centuries she retained the purity
of doctrine which was handed down by
the Apostles. If she did not do 8o, the
promises of Christ to remain with His
Cnurch to the end of time, and that the
gates of hell should not prevail against
her, were vain and meaningless—
which it would be blasphemous to as-
sert tojhave been the cage.

It was with this conviction that the
High Church clergy searched into the
records of the past, and found that
the doctrines which Protestantism re-

ected were taught in the ages when
the purity of the Church’s teaching is
andeniable. Even from the writings of
the three early Chiistians, Tertullian,

izigen, and St. Cyprian, all the doc
trines which Protestants have main-
tained to be innovations and corrup-
tions, may be shown to have been the
teaching of the Church in their day *
Transubstantiation, Prayers for the
dead, the Invocation of saints, and
‘hat the saints pray for us, the Sacrifice
of the Mass, the priestly power of ab
solution, the infallibility of the Church’s
teaching, are all unequivocally taught
by these Fathers of the Church, not
as merely their own fanciful

sheories, but as the undoubted belief
»f the Church from the time of the

Apostles. When to these testimonies
thosa of other Christian
writers of the same period, and of the

ourth century are added, we Fave a
mass of testimony which

jemonstration the apostolic origin of

‘hese doctrines. It was by the study
¢ these writings that the High Church
clergy discovered that Protestantism
swept away the fundamental truths

f religion which had been taught by

Christ to the Apostleg, and which they
smitted to their successors.

nnmerous

proves to

1tis for this reason also that the
High Church party find the name of
rotestantism to be odious and un
Christian.

positive doctrine, and not upon pro

.esting  against such teaching, and

e need not be surprised that the
Milwaukee said re

the title of
I.piscopal

Bishop of
that
otestant

hat it had not a single defender in the
recent Episcopal Church Congress held
n I'hat Church is tired
{ a name which is self-condemnatory,
though the Guardian speaks of it as if

ashington

t were the greatest glory of the Chris
tian. This is surely the height of in

stency in one

tor. and the conviction of things tha

negation.
The Guardian’s article next says

kind of half-apologetic interpretatio
f some of its glorious scenes an

ictories.”

Dentecost is the fulfillment of Christ
Jise that He wounld send the Hol

{, the Comforter, to

sstles all truth, It was certainly

livared to thaeaints 7"

Sefore concluding our remarks upon
this subject we must enter our protest
against the custom of the so-called

vangelical Churchmen to abuse Cat

Christianity is based upon

the | v
Church ” of
‘he United States has become so odious

who professes to
1 his religion on the Bible, which
ks indeed of the necessity of faith
as the substance of things to be hoped

appear not, but never as a protest or

‘there is a growing tendency in some
uarters to belittle, or at least to at-
tempt to apologize for Pentecost, a

and expectency for anything like its
¢m of power and its marvellous

teach His

narvel of divine power, but does not
the Guardian fall into the class of be-
littlers of that glorious coming of the
Holy (ihost, when it denies that the

lescent of the Holy Ghost upon the
Apostles had any effect in keeping the
Church of God in the * faith once de-

ics whenever they have a word to say

AURICULAR CONFESSION.

Rev. Father Drummond Replies to Ven,
Archdeacon Fortin, of Holy Trinity
Church, on the Subject of Auricular
Confession.

Winnipeg Tribune, January 16, 1500,

St. Mary's church was crowded to
the doors Sunday evening by people
anxious to hear Rev. Father Drum-
mond, S. J., reply to the sermon of
Ven. Archdeacon Fortin, of Holy Trin-
ity church (church of England) on the
practices ot auricular confession. The
text and substance of the sermon are
as follows :
John xx,

: ““ Whosoever sins ye
shall forgive, they are lorgiven unto
them ; and whosoever sing ye retain
they are retained.”

Having undertaken to defend the
practice of auricular confession, I feel
like & boy that figured in a fairy tale
I read in my youth. He was straight
and well-made and as he passed
through the land of the hunchbacks,
where every man, woman and child
had a hump on his or her back, they
pointed their fingers at him and called
out jeerivgly ‘‘look at the straight-
back.” Similarly considering as | do
the practice of auricular confession to
be one of the most admirable traits of
Catholic life it seems to me very odd
that it should be singled out ag a point
for atteck. The hump of sin which
confession smooths away is treated as if
it were something to be gloried in,
while the process of emoothing away is
condemned ; and curiously enough
those who condemn the **straight
backs,” to keep up our parable, do 8o
with very serious limitations. They
seem to say that ** straightbacks ' are
all very well once in a while, but that
if they were to become too common it
would be a terrible misfortune.
PROTESTANT INCONSISTENC)

Here is a case in point. A little
more than a month ago Archdeacon
Fortin preached a sermon on auricular
confession, the first part of which con-
sists in the praise of confession
He quotes the Church of Kogland
morning and evening prayer :

“ If we say that we have nosin we
deceive ourselves and the truth is not
in us : but if we confess our sins, He is
faithful and just to forgive us our sins
and to cleanse us from all unrighteous-
ness. "

In confession the archdeacon in-
cludes (and in doing so contradicts
himself) not only confession to God but
also confession to man. ‘' Somebody,"”
he savs, ‘‘has wronged a neighbor it
may be, and he does not see how peace
is to be restored. He wants advice—
he wants a friend, a mediator, who
will hold out the olive branch to the
companion of happier days. He goes
to his clergyman and opens his grief to
him “ Or again,” contiuues the
archdeacon, ‘‘ some doctrinal trouble
xes his soul. He caunot harmonize
the providences of God with the doc-
trine of His infinite love and goodness
What 18 the proper course in such a
ease ? Clearly it is to seek the aid of
those who are familiar with such ques
tiong. Now the confession that isal-
lowed in the Cnurch of England pro
ceeds on these lines. It isthe most
natural thing in the world.’
Sy far I agres perfectly with the
archdeacon. It is the most natural
thing in the world to confess one's sins,
but what I cannot for the life of me see
is that, being such a good thing, such
a blessed thing, it should suddenly be-
come immoral because it is done regu
t|larly and scientifically. The arch
deacon’s argument may be summed up
in this way. Auricular confession is
sometimes excellent because it is per-
formed sporadically and under the im-
pulse of sentiment, but as soon as aur
icular confession becomes obligatory
and covers the whole fisld of sinfuiness
it straightway becomes ‘‘ This pernici-
n | ous and monstrous custom which we
d | rejsct and repudiate with abhorrence.”
& What would you think of & man who
should say ‘ roast beef is delicious,
provided you eat it after a week's fast

jection to it.
clergy claim the right to have revealed
to them the most secret thoughts and
feelings, ‘‘however female modesty
may shrink from the recital.”
presently explain that the Catholic
clergy claim no right in this matter
except what Scripture lays upon them,
but before proceeding to state the
proofs of the Catholic position, I must
clear away, first of all, an objection
which to superficial minds may have
seemed a rather plausible one in the
Archdeacon’s mouth.

standard Roman works,such as Liguori,

He says that certain

I will

He says :
“ Some of the questions contained in

to be propounded to penitents, are such
as I dare not mention before this con-
gregation. They are polluting in the
extreme, and the marvel is that self-
respecting men can allow their wives
and daughters to be dragged through
this mass of filth, (Questions are often
asked of young people which are & per
fect revelation to them, and open up a
vista of corruption, a depth of iniquity
hitherto unknown to them."”

A SERIES Ol

The first remark I would make on
this passage is: The Archdeacon’s
knowledge of 1.'guori and other stand-
ard Catholic theolcgians is extremely
fragmentary and appareutly borrowed
at second hand from authors whose
anti-Catholic bias makes their books a
series of misrepresentations.

My second remark is that itis a fun-
damental principle, taughtin all our
books of moral theology,that in matters
of purity no question should ever be
asked that teaches the penitent any-
thing as yet unknown, and if there is
any doubt asto the prudence of the
question, that question should not be
asked.

My third remark is that the very
same exception has been taken by
atheists to the Bible as is taken by the
Archdeacon and his fellow maligners
to Catholic theology. There is no kind
of crime treated of in our moral theol-
ogy but such as is miuulely described
in the authorized version of the Bible.
There is this difference, however, that
in Catholic theology such wickedness
is specified in chastly guarded Latin,
whereas in the authorized version it is
set forth in what to over sensitive
minds appears a8 too painfully explicit
Eoglish. Bat the Bible and theology
are protected by the same spirit that
pervades both. Nowne but the per-
versely reprobate could derive harm
from the language of either. Vice in
both is depicted in a manuer which
makes it, not attractive, but loath-
some.

MISLEADING
My fourth remark is: Books are
very misleading especiaily when mis
understood No man living in a
country, amidst people who can teil
him all about it, will rely on travel
lers’ tales related in a language which
he only imperfectly understands. He
will question the natives. This the
Archaeacon has evidently failed to do,
or he wonld never have made the ab
surdly false assertion that ‘‘ questions
are often asked of young people, which
open up a vista of corruption, in depth
of iniquity, hitherto uvknown to
them.” Tne Archdeacon has many
Roman Catholic acquaintances, 1le
was once a Roman Catholic himself,
and no doubt frequently coufessed his
sins. Why did he not give us a leaf
from his experience or consult some of
his Catholic friends 7 How is it that no
Catholic ever complains to the world
P that ha or ;h<: h;{; thns: heoan cor

NDERSTOOD BOOKS

neither should it shrink from the con-
fession thereof. Thanks, however, to
the physical and moral safeguards of
the priest's life and the laws governing
the confessional, the danger of contam
ination is far less for the priest than
for the physiclan. If Archdeacon Ior
tin and men of his stamp were consist-
ent they ought to institute a royal
commission to examine what questions
physicians put to their patients

IS THE WILL SURRENDERED ?

The Archdeacon proceeds, ‘' One of
the worst features of auricular aund
gystematic confession, is that the mind
and will are slavichly surrendered and
placed in the keeping of another. The
man gradually becomes the tool, the
mere shadow of another.”” This again
is, to any average, honest Catholic —
and I invite those who are not Catho

lics to test my agsertion by questioning
their Catholic friends—is absurdly un

true. The priest to whom the confes

slon is made very often does not know
his penitent and it frequently happens
that the penitent does not know the
name of the priest to whom he confesses.
He confesses to one priest here in
Winnipeg one day, several months
after to another in Montreal, later still
to another in london, another in Bom

bay, another in Melbourne. Of which
of all thesa confessors is he the slave?
Of none. They all give him the same
advice, because they have all studied
the same theology. They are all act

ing as impersonal representatives of
God. If the penitent is the slave of
any one, he is theslave of God Himself
and ot His law, which he finds every

where the same. I am fifty years old
I have been at confession at least three
thousand times to fifty or sixty differ-
ent priests in different parts of the
world. Most of them are dead. Of
which one am I the slave? No, they
have each and every one brought to
my soul a fuller measure of that truth
which alone can make me free.

UE STATE OF LATIN COUNTRIES

Ooncoanpntle  all
{ nlly ad

3 the Archdeacon’s
tirade about the ‘' crumbling away ’
of Latin countries is mere rhetoric, If
Latin countries are crumbling away
it1s because a large part of their popu-
lation is giving up the practice of con
fession, through the influence of athe
ism and immorality. For itisa fact
which anyone can ascertain for him-
gelf, that Catholics who go to confession
regularly are remarkable for their
morality, while those who give up the
confessional are liable to lapse into In
fidelity, or at least, carelessness about
morals. And, after all, the Latin coun
tries, which the Archdeacon abuses 80
round'y, are still the happiest people
on the globe. There is more cheerful
ness, sprightliness and general peace
of mind at this very moment in Mex
ico, the United States of Columbia,
Spain, the Catholic parts of Ireland,
the Catholle parishes of Canada, than
in all the P’rotestant countries of the
world. The supremacy of money aud
of armies is no scriptural test of virtue.
(ia the other hand the countries that
have given up auricular confession
are a prey to divorce, child murder
and suicide. In the very number of
the Tribune which contained the re
port of the Archdeacon’s sermon the
announcement was iade that io a
Protestant party of Germany, in the
¢pace of ten years, 100 children had
commitred suicide. These were public
school children, who never confessed to
a priest. Such crimes are extremely
rare in Catholic countries

BETWEEN MORTAI

DISTINCTION AND

rubtcd.‘ No Catholic,

dioceses for immorality or drunkenness,
or both.

rHE EXCEPTION ONLY PROVES TIHE RULE

these last words. There are unfortun-
no doubt always will

could not be abused. In fact the hol

and only very rarely, but if you make
a practice of eating it regularly, say
.. | once a day, and egpecially it your
S

¥ | day, it becomes rank poison.”

a | archdeacon’s argument, but it is real-

term argument could be applied.

EVIL BPFECTS CATEGORICALLY DENIED
But what reason does the Arch-
deacon give to support so extraordin
ary a contention? These are his
words : ** we rejectdt (obligatory auri
cular confession) because its tendency
and uniform effects are deeply injuri
ous to morality. God has wisely so
constituted the human mind that its
h- | thoughts and feelings can be known to
others only by its voluntary acts. In-

physician obliges you to eat it once a
This
may seem a ridiculous travesty of the

shows that thare is not in bis conten-
tion any rational process to which the | of this abominable

iest of things are those that can be
most abused. ** Corruptio
sima.” Religion itself has been, is
and always will ba prostituted by bac
men to the vilest ends. Must we, there
fore, condemn all religion ! As wel

serupulous ex-priests are the author
and ubiquitou
slander against the confessional
They know that a certain class of Pro-
testants will believe anything about
Papists, and so they stuff them with a
congeries of lies like ‘‘ The Priest, the
Woman and the Confessional.” and
Fiity yeais i the Church of
books in which the author generalizes
his own secret crimes and draws his
facts from his own lecherous imagina-
tion. Doubtless the ministry of the
confessional has its dangers, but the

Vama
nome,

I say, except
the disreputable horde of ex-priests
who have been expelled from Catholic

My fifth remark is suggested by

stely, as there always have been and
he, some bad
priests, who use the sacrament of con-
tession for the damnation of souls, but
there never was a good thing that

ptimi pes-

might we ask, if all bank notes should

" | natura by the grace of Christ, and can
not therefore admit that one who is in
friendship with a holy God is guilty of

VENIAL SINS,
The Archdeacon proresses to quote
from Liguori’s moral theology. Has
he ever seen it 7 1 have my doubts, or
he would surely have given some ex
plicit reference. The work isin six
volumes. How am I to find the pass
age he pretends to quote? However,
I will examine his passage, for what it
is worth, premising a few remarks
about the difference between mortal
and venial sins.
When the Archdeacon exclaims in

y | does not seem to
flying in the face ol
. | Common Praver, which, in the Visita
i|tion of the Sick, says: ‘‘Here
the sick pergon be moved
conscience troubled  with

his any

ly a mere translation of it into other | be burnt because there are many W:'H:hz‘\_' matter.” Now this *‘ weighty
terms. Of course that translation counterfeit notes in circulation. Un matter,” which the Archdeacon obj:cts

8
5 | that are not weighty and thus implic
itly recognizes the distinction betweer
mortal and venial sin.
** The Catholic Dictionary,” a recog
nized authority, says :

consists in & real renewal of man’

same penalty as burglary or forgery.

the greatest of crimes with the smallest

evils after mortal sin, worse than phys-

ill-feigned horror at this distinction he
be aware that he is
his own Book of

shall

to make &
1 | special confession of his eins, if he feel | anoint them

to, implies that there are other offences

“The Church holds that justification
s | when he had said this he breathed on

basis of the distinction between mortal
and venial sins.”

The principle of this distinction is
recognized in the courts of law. Pal-
try larceny is never visited with the

Nothing could be more immoral in its
tendency than the lumping together of

misdemeanors. But it must not be
forgotten that venial sin is, in the eyes
of Catholic theology, the greatest of all

ical death,
LIGUORL'S MORAL TIHHEOLOGY,

Now for the quotation from Liguori :
“If a man has stolen a valuable thing,
then he is guilty of mortal sin, but if
he has stolen a small amount at differ
ent times, it is only a venial sin ; but
if all these small thefts in the aggre
gate amount to a valuable thing, he is
bound to restore the last theft, whilst
he may retain the former oncs

I have searched in vain through the
six volumes of Liguori for this pass
age It would have been easy for the
Archdeacon to give us the number of
the paragraph, but he has done no
such thing. Consequently all that I
can do is to examine the passage on 118
merits. To steal a valuable thing is
certainly a mortal sin. To steal a
small amount from a very poor man
might also be a mortal ein, though if
stolen from a rich man it would be a
venial sin, because the harm done to
him would not be great. So far the
quotation is not very much astray, but
the last part of it is quite unintelligible,
and neither I nor any other Catholic
priest will take the responsibility of
it.

Another passage which exercises the
Archdeacon's soul is this, ‘* When
thefts are committed by children or by
wives, a much greater quantity is re
quired to make the sin mortal : and
rarely are these held under strong
obligation to restore.” This I hold to
be true and reasonable, because hus
bards and fathers are not supposed to
to ba go incensed at appropriations by
their wives and children as to ex-
pect them to restore what they have
thus appropriated. Ol course it would
be better that children and wives
should so restore and they are always
exhorted thereunto, but what Liguori
means is that the obligation in these
cases i3 not generally sostringent.
The Archdeacon's little joke about
the Neapolitan 1ug hardly needs refu
tation. There are more places than
Naples in which a cabman cannot keep
a rug in his carriage. Petty larceny
is unfortunately common all over the
world.
PASCAL'S

ETTERS ANSWERED

Archdeacon Fortin makes much of
Pascal's Provincial Letters against the
Jesuits. He says itis ‘“ a book which
has never been answoered, which is in
tact unanswerable.’ |'nfortunately
for the Arcndeacon’s knowledge of lit
erature Joseph de Maistre, a writer on
the same plane as Pascal, proved that
his Provincial l.otters were & tissue of
garbled quotations, 80 that he calied the
whole work *‘Les Immortelles Men
touses the immortal liars), and Pas
cal himself regretially admitced that he
had trusted to a deceitful friend wto
manufactured most of his quotationsy
The only example given by the Arch
deacon is manitestly false. The Jesu
it l.assius never taught that a man
coult kill another for the theftof an
apple. Thefact is ascal was in favor
of the Jansenist heresy, and therefore
very much afraid of the Jesuits, who
successiully combatted that

I'HE POSITIVE SIDE
The rest of the Archdeacon’s sermon
may be dismissed as irrelevant decla
mation. But now that I have done
standing on the defensive, let me say
a few words on the positive side of the
Catholic doctrine. We think it unrea
gonable to go ou recommending the

heresy

obvious lessons. For instance,
Archdeacon gave as his text
vour faults one to another.” (James

H:16 Now this is evidently a com

these words come immediately after the
passage in which sick people are tol
to call in the priests of the Church te
with oil in the pame o
the Lord. It comes as a corollary o
this command, ‘!Confesgs your fault
one to another that ye may be healed.

ary course of providence.
the uncovenanted

Seripture and yet not learn its most
the
** Confess

mand not a mere recommendation If
you read the context you will see that

But there is another passage of much

window or some underground passage.
Thus the

words of Chriet confer a
power which is exclusive in the ordin-
To be sure,
mercies are open to
all sinners who are unconscious of this,
His provision, but the ordinary course
of His providence is that gins ghould
be submitted for remission or retention
to those whose power Christ thus de-
seribes. But who are these persons?
The apostles to whom He spoke, but
not they only. The same power must
be co-extensive with the objsct for
which it is given. The object i8 the
remission of sin. There will aiways
be sin. Therefere the power must re-
main untlil the end of time. But where

is that ministry 7 Not among our
separated brethren, for we have just

seen that the Anglicans who claim this
power, reject it in their practice, and
do not make it obligatory as Christ
does. Evidently this ministry is no-
where in its perpetuity, in its univer-
sal practice, except in the Roman Cath-
olic Church
WIY A DE LED CONFESSION IS NECES-
SARY
The priests who exercise this power
must kuow the sins that are to be for-
given or retained. This gupposes that
the penitent makesadetailed confession.
A confession in general terms will not
suflice. We are all sinners, but what
the priest must know is, if the peuitent
is sorry for his sins, determined to for-
gake them, and to avoid the occasions
of relapse. Now this he can only know
if the sins are mentioned in number
and kind. For instavce, if a man ac-
cuses himself of drunkenness, it makes
an immense difference whether he has
got drunk once in a year or once in &
day. In the former case there is no
confirmed habit ; reform may be com-
paratively easy. In the latter case all
the resources of prayer and self-denial
will be needed to effect a veform. If
the penitent is evidently still under the
influence of drink, no priest would
think of absolving him, He would re-
t hig gin, §. o, he would tall him to

come back when he was sober.
Nevertheless, just here it may be
well to explain a fact which our
separated brethren do not seem to
understand.  Although the penitent
must state the kiunds of sin aud the
number of times he has committed
them, he need never mention any cir-
cumstance that would make himself or
any other person known to the con-
fessor. lLspecially must he avoid all
useless or dangerous details.  In point
of fact, when it can be done many
Catholics prefer to remain unknown to
their confessor, and he has no right to
inquire their names, nor can he in any
way, by word or gesture, by act or
omission, let the penitent see outside
of the confessional that he remembers
anything he has heard.

s to the moralizing influence of the
gsional we have the testimony of
Mr. W. T. Stead, who says thatthe
superior purity of Catholics in the
slums of Edinburgh and Glasgow is
due to the practice of regular confes-

sion A Protestant gentleman once
said to me ] knew in one of the

large cities of the United States a set of
students who made a practice of laying
stege to the virtue of women, and one
of those who was the most skilled in
this diabolical art, said there was no

hope of succeeding with Catholic
women because they went to confes-
gion.” Ounly the other day DBishop

Grimes,of Now 7 aland, passed through
Winnipeg, and related to me an anec-

dote quite in point. When he was par

1sh priest in ireland, the Prolestant
parson said:  ** Father, have my two
gervant girls been to confession?’
“You had better ask them themselves,”
said Father Grimes. * Oa, I know,”
replied the parson, '‘ that you priests
don't like to talk about these matters ;
but I mu<t tell you that when my
servants go regularly to confession |
feel quite safe about my silver plate.”
In conclusion, not only is auricular
confession a good thing, but it is the
ohjsct of a special command in the New
Pestament. ¢ purifiss the soul and
conduces to the morality of nations.
[t realizes as no other practice ever

did the salutary effects of that old dic-~
Ll tum of the Gree'. sage, ‘‘ Koow thy-
| gelf.” ‘The man that habitually sifts
ll his conscience and humbles himselt

before his {ellow man, will find his ac
counts in perfect order when he 18
called to tho judgment seat of Carist.

B -

greater cogeucy which 1 have taken G

| for my text. In St John's Gospel 20: MADAME PATTI'S APPROACH
21 we read: ‘‘Then said Jesus ING MARRIAGE.
unto them again : peace be
with  you; as my father has The following letter has been issued
sent me, even so cend 1 you. And by the Right Rev. Dr. Mostyn, Bishop

Receive y
Note ihe solei

them and said unto them :
the Holy Ghost.

¢ins which in their own nature expos
him to eternal death. The
justification implies a passage frot

fact of

of this preamble.
e
He sends them on the same mission

n | He gives them the Holy Ghost, th

iy
The ather had sent
Christ to do away with all sin, and now |

of Minevia, in which diocese Madame
e | Patti resides

¢ Nas nbbants

) L haon callad to a stata.
ment made in several of the London papers
to tha effact that at the approaching wedding
Madame Patti- Nweolini to Baron Cader-
. | strom there wil ba a I’rotestant as well as a
wtholic marriage ceremony.  As Bishop of
tha Catholic diocese in which Madame Patti-

el

concerning the Ritualists. The Ritu- to this sanctuary cer&a'm clergy claim | priest is 80 ‘su.rrmm.ded by “‘f"”"" and dm.ith u? llle,.frnm ‘silx tn.lmllm-»s.w(m spirit m. h"MUCL.III.‘SliHm),‘ nt ms.L‘fI! ;.mf,‘,”,l-ﬂ Nicoliui resides. may 1 ask you to s i e

1 ' s the right to enter. Thus his first | exterior safeguards that he cannot fall | the other hand the Church in accord- | And now come these tremendous |ihis statement Such double ceremonial,

alists have reached their conclusions i ,q,c0n is that the tendency of auricu- | from grace unless he be wilfully un-|Aance with the plainest statements of words, the force of which the Catholie | being contrar to the discipline of the Catho-

in the exercise of their private judg- |lar confession and its uniform effects | faithful to that grace and upless ho | Seripture and tradition (James {it. 2 ; 1 | Church alone vealize ““ Whosoever I)nn: rlﬂ"l\'“i‘\lvm\'i'u‘:.:“:,t “,' 'y{”;\':*‘_"l'l\“‘f:';:l’ lr:‘l‘.ln
nt. which Protestant controversial- [ are decply injurious to morality. This | rashly geek out the occasions of sin v"'\h\‘x 15 and v. 16 has defined (Council | sius ye ""“i', they remi ted 1'11-_\n that. as a matter of fact, a her wedding thors

ists assert they have the right to I most absolutely and categorically My sixth remark is this. If aurtcu |of Trent, session 6, canon 23) that no | them ; and whosoever sins y » retain | will be none ther than a Catholic marriage

it » fa iy deny. Oathecontrary I maintain, and | lar confession must be tabooed because | one, not even the most holy, can avoid | they are retaine d. I'he very form of | coremony
uze and are under obligation o).y Gappolics will support me in this | a few bad priests desccrate it, 50 long as | sin altogether ‘‘except by a special this proposition makes it exclusive, >
hey. The disputes of High and Low- | gontention, that the tendency and uni- | they arenot found out and ex pelled from | privilege of God, as_the Church holds | only two things can happen to a sin, WANX CANDLES

Churchmen should therefore be settled
family

among themselves, as a
juarrel, with which Catholics ha
nothing to do.  We are juctified

drawing the inference that the Ivan

gelicals abuse Catholics in this conne
tion because they may thus gain a ce

tain amount of sympathy from those
thoughtless people who are always morality ?

gratified to hear such abuse. Th
draw a red herring across the path

ment.
prother of the Guardian,

conceal the fact that they are unable
to refute the Ritualists by valid argu-
This is evidently what ails our

the world. Which of these assertion

ve
in | gion from the Archdeacon’s premises
ac-

BY'-

benefit to mankind.
B CONFESSIONAL GUARDED,

form effeets of auricular confession are
the strongest bulwark of morality in

geems to you the more natural conclu-
2 | are ten doctors who betray, by word or
If, as he holds, auricular confesslon,
when voluntary, is an excellent thing,
how can the mere fact of its becoming
obligatory render it deeply injurious to
Does it not rather seem
ey | that if it is really an excellent remedy,
to | the oftener itis applied to a case of dis-
ease the greater will be the consequent

But the Archdeacon has another ob-

the ministry, then all physician
should, for a still stronger reason, b
s | shunned. For assuredly, where on
priest miguses the confessional, ther

deed, the confidence of their patients

they simply shun th
And th

doctors? No;
bad, the unscrupulous ones.
parallel is perfect.

ful diseases of the goul, and in suc
cagesd if female modesty has not shrun

Just as the physi-
cian must ask deltcate questions, for
the cure of the body, s0 must the priest
sometimes inquire into the most shame-

| from the commigsion of cextain sins,

g | concerning the Blessed Virgin.’
o | Heuce by inevitable consequence it
o | follows that some gins are mortal, others
o | venial. There is an analogy between
human friendship and that of the soul
with God, and just as some offences are

D) people therefore give up consulting sufficient to destroy friendship entirely,

o | while others weaken it, so thers are
o | some sins which destroy, others which
do but weaken the grace and love of
God in the goul. There are some sins
of which St. Paul eays (Gal, v, 21) that
they ** who do such thiogs will not In
h | herit the kingdom of God,” and these
k | must be distinct from less serious faults
which uc\\c entirely avoid, This s the

that it be remitted or retained, 1. e,
not remitted. The dilemma is perfect
and inevitable. It amounts to saylng :
++Those only shell have their sins re-
mitted who receive that remigsion

We have on hand a large stock of
Pare Bees Wax Candles, and also Ar-

gand Stearine Candles, both made with
self fitting ends,
I'nomas Colley,

through you.” 'T'ne other part need
not be expressed, because all those who
do not approach the persons to whom
this power is given necessarily have
their sins retained, i. e., not forgiven.
It 1s as if Christ had sald what He really
did say to Peter, ‘I give you
the keys of the Kingdom ot Heaven ;
if you open not the door no one shall
enter therein.” No mention is made
of the people who are to get in by the
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AN ITEM OF INTHREST.

emen may obtain a first-class
inegs and Shorthand Depar
Colleg Kingston. A.
hi i of e depart
| Calend
- o
1 1 . Andrews, N, B.-=
Could you send us copy of the poem! 1 50
we will gladly p At present wo cannoy

coll W mind waerg it gould by founds




