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LETTER OF RECOMMENDATION.
UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA,
Ottawa, Canada, March 7th, 1900,
The Editor of THE CATHOLIC RECORD
don, Ont.:

I)Ie:’rnﬂi':] : l*‘tir some time past 1 hnve‘ read
your estimable paper, Tag CATHOLIC RE
QORD, and uonantu‘:{mla‘ eydou upon the man-

in which it is published.

“lrt:um‘;ul;r and I'Erm are both good ; and &
truly Catholic spirit pervades the whole. .
T mret(\raiwilt pleasure, I can recommen

It to the taithful. it
};’les;uinn you, and wishing yon success,
Believe me, to remain, S
Yours faith.ully m,A]ss;m ((gh{:r‘fuu
2 JON10, Arch, of Ls 4
po Apost, Deleg.
London, Saturday. April 13, 1901
FRANCE AND THE RELIGIOUS
ORDERS.

A despatch from Paris states that
negotlotions are going on between the
French Government and the Vatican
in order to arrive at a gatisfactory
arrangement in regard to the law of
associations bill whereby Mons. Wal
deck Rousseau and his supporters in
the Chamber of Deputies have hoped
to suppress most of the religious orders
in the country and to confiscate their
property. Surely this does not be
token g0 much confidence on the part
of the members of the Government &as
they have professed that the bill will
become law, nothwithstanding that it
has ‘passed the Chamber by a small
enough majority for a Housge composed
of €0 many members. Indeed, there
is reason yet to hope that the bill will
miscarry after all the boasting with
which it has been heralded. The Holy
Father has stated very clearly and
firmly the position he will take if tha
bill ghonld becomse law, and we may be
gure he will not retreat therefrom.

He has said in effect that if the Gover-
ment supprees the religions orders at

home it will no longer be recognized
a8 thelr protector in the Kast, and it

geems not at all unlikely that this
threat will have its effect in bringing
the infidel rulers of France to terms in
gplte of thelir braggardism.

RUSSIAN QUAKERS AND MAR
RIAGE

The Doukhobors or Russian Qnakers
whohave settled in the North-West have
proved themeelves to be very quiet and
industrious settlers, but they are ba-
glnning te givesome trouble owing to
their very pecullar views in relation to

property, and likewise to mAarriage
and divorce, Their complaint In
Russin was that they wers suffering

persecution on account holr relig-

He has published his ‘‘ Actual Reasons
for Balleving,” the text of which 6 |
most profoundly philosophical, and I8 |
likely to produce as much effect lnl
France as Newmsn's Apclogia caused
io Bogland. It was his vieits to Eog-
and and America which precipitated
Mons. Brunetiere'sconversion. Hefound
the Protestantism of these countries £0
materialistic that he became thorough-
ly convinced of the necessity of com-
plete faith to counteract the material-
{stic tendencies of the age.

WAL DECK ROUSSEAU IN A

QUANDARY.

There {8 now very little doubt that
Mons. Waldeck Rousseau, the French
Premier, finds himself in a quandary
regarding the bill for the suppression
of the religious orders. It has been
stated that Germany had entered into
gome negotiations with the Holy Father
to intervene as mediator with the
French Government, in order to as-
sure to the suppressed orders some ade-
quate compensation to counterbalance
the confiscation of their property ; but
this appears to be not at all the cage.
Germany 1is evidently anxious that
there should be & breach of friendship
between France and the Pope, as
Germany would gain much in the
East by assuming the role of pro-
tector to the religious order, which
France would lose by passing
the obnoxious law. Hence Germany
will do nothing to delay the threaten-
ing estrangement, and the German
Emperor is well aware that his inter-
vention would cause the delay of the
bill in the French Chambers, ané per-
haps its defeat, which he does not wish
for, as there would in that case be no
hostilities between France and the
Vaticum. Even as the case stands, it
is still highly probable that the French
Government will recede from the hostile
attitude it has hitherto assumed, and
will come to terms with the Pope.

THE CATHOLIC CHURCH IN
CREASING.

It will be interesting to our readers
to learn that in Norway there is a
strong movement towards the Catholle
Church.

Norway was formerly, like the other
countries of Europe a thoroughly Cath-
olic country, but during the troublous
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries it
fell into the ranks of the Lutheran
heresy, owing in a great measure to
the efforts of the Protestant champion
Gustavus Adolphus to establish Pro
testantism in the whole mnorth of
Europe. It Is now admitted by many
thousands of the psople that the
charges of idolatry and superstitious
doctrine which the first Protestant
brought agalnst the Catholic Church
were maliclous calumnies, and that »
return to the Church would be a great
blessing to the people. Converts are
now very numerous, and the Lutheran
preachers are very much alarmed at
this new development. Much of the
success of the Catholic movement is
dus, of course, to the zeal of Catholic
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This decree, by special provieo 18
made applicable only to places where it
has been duly proclaimed or published,
and the Province of Quebec 18
one of these places, though it 18 appli-
oable there only to the cage where both
parties are Catholics. Hence it fol-
lows that only the marriage of two
Catholics in a clandestine manner i8
declared to be invalid in Quebec by
this decree. Yet as marriage is &
sacrament and a holy rite, mar:
riages wherein even one of the
parties is & Catholie, are con-
tracted  unlawfully, unless the
parish priest be present with two
witnesees, because marriages are for-
bidden by the Church to be contractea
otherwise than astheChurch prescribes.
But though the marriage in this case
is unlawfully and sinfully contracted,
it 18 valid and indlssoluble.

In another article of this iseue some
further particulars of the force of the
Tridentine decree will be found stated
with special reference to the presently
much talked of Delpit case.

2, It will be seen from the explana-
tion given above (in paragraph 1) that
the second statement of our correspond-
dent is also not accurate. The mar-
riage of two baptized persons, or of
two Catholics, is not valid in the case
when the decree Tamets! of the Coun-
¢l of Trent has been duly published
80 a8 to include the two baptized per-
gons, or the two Catholics.

3. It will be understood from our
explanation, that in the Dalpit case,
there was no ‘‘annulment of marriage,’’
as the marriage was simply declared
by the ecclesiastical court to be null
from the beginning, being a direct
violation of the decree of the Council of
Trent.

As it 18 the sole prerogative of the
Church to declare impediments to mar
riage over ana above those decreed by
God, or to remove such impediments,
where such nullifying impediments
exist, marriage cannot be contracted
unless a proper dispensation be ob
tained beforenand from the ecclesias-
tical authority. The Church, how
ever, does not dispense from impedi-
ments which coma under the divine or
natural law, but only from those which
she has herself decreed. In these
cages, there must be a reasonable cause
existing, otherwise the dispencation
will not be granted.

The impediment of clandestinity was
wigely decreed for the purpose of pre
venting secret marriages, as well as
for other reasons. The result of such
marriages wonld inevitably be the in-
crease of bigamy and polygamy. A
great step towards the suppression of
these evils is made by taking the pre-
cautions which the Church requirag for
making marriages publicand provable.

THE DIVORCE QUESTION.

It is stated that the General Con-
vention of the Protestant Episcopal
Church, which is tobe held in a couple
of months in San Francisco, will again
take into consideration the question of
divorce. A committee appointed at
the last Convention to prepare a set of
pew canons on marriage for considera
tion, hag agreed unanimously to several
recomme which is the

following in regard to the treatment

ndations, among

misslonaries ; but apart from this,
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1. The first statement of the case by

| the decree of the Counecil of Trent,

Newman, who became in time a Cardl | called the decres ‘' Tametsi " from its

nal of the Church. M. Brunetiers

Mondes, ' has been regarded as the best
literary periodical of the Continent.
He was a thorough Rationalist, but he
has become o humble Dieciple in the

| fist word, marriages attempted to be|
has been the leading literary character | contracted, otherwise than before two | ons

in France, and his ‘' Revue des deux or three witnesses, and in presence of i ;‘:,'::?::m,‘ in this count
| ountry

‘ the parish priest, or a priest deputed

| by the parish priest or the Bishop, are

not merely (llegal, but are declared to
ba null and void.

ency should be adverse to the pro-
posed canon ; a8 their views are for the
most part in accord with those of the
Presbyterians and Methodista on al-
most all points ; yet such is not the
case. The Episcopalian journals, with
almost & eingle voice, whether their pro,
clivities are High cr Low, express ul.
qualifisd approval of the proposal of
thelr committee.

We also unhesitatingly approve of
any effort to lessen the number of di-
vorces which are granted in the
United States for the most trivial
causes ; and almost for mo cause at all
more serious that a slight dispute
which the Judges think it proper to
regard as *‘an incompatibility of tem-
per ;" and for this reason we should be
glad to see the proposed Canon adopt
ed. Nevertheless, there are certain
thoughts which suggest themselves to
our minds in regard to the matter to
which we desm it right to call atten-
tion.

Oar first thought is that we must
say with regret that the position which
we may now presume will be taken by
the Episcopal Conventlon is glaringly
inconsistent with the former attitude
of the Epliscopal and Anpglican
Churches. Both in the United States
and England, and even in Canada, i
has been the practice of Episcopalian
ministers to perform the mnrt:Ee
ceremony for divorced persoms. It
has been the tavorite theory that the
State has the right to regulate mar-
riages, and to annul the marriage
contract when it sees fit to doso. If
this theory be correct, on what ground
will the ministers now refuse to per-
form the marriage ceremony for di-
vorced parties ? And if the teaching
and practice of the Church in the past
has been wrong, what guarantee have
we that it will become right when the
proposed canon shall have become the
rule of action ?

There is not the least doubt that
Christ made a revelation regarding
the sanctity of marriage, and that it is,
therefore, a matter of importance to
know precisely what He meant when
He said : ‘* What God hath joined to-
gether let not man put asunder.”
But how can we be sure of what
Christ's teaching 1is, if we have to rely
on a Church which is keeping us con-
stantly on the tiptoe of expectation as to
what will be the next canonical ar:
rangement which will define that
teaching ?

Already in the proposed decree,
which is likely to be adopted, there is
an approach—a very great approach—
to the Catholic doctrine on the indis-
gol ubility of marriage, and an admis
sion that the Episcopalian practice has
hitherto set Christ's teaching aside.
Have we not good reason, then, to be-
lieve that the Catholic Church which
maintains and bas always maintained,
the absolute indissolubility of a com-
pleted marriage, has been always in
the right, and may we not reasonably
infer that the last clause of the pro-
posed canon, which departs from the
Catholic practice, inasmuch as it al-
lows the innocent party only in case of
a divorce for cauze of adultery to
marry again, is founded on a mig-
understanding or s misinterpretation

of Christ's words? Lat the words of

THE DELPIT CASE AGAIN.

The now celebrated Delpit marriage
case has advanced another stage in
the Superlor court of Quebec to which
an appeal was made by Mrs. Delpit on
behalf of the validity of the marriage
vefore the civil law.

It will be remembered by our readers
that E. Delpit and Miss Cote were
married in Montreal in May 1893 by
Rev. W. S. Barnes of ythe Unitarian
Church, and for several years they
lived together as hueband and wife,
three children having been born cf the
marriage.

Owing to some family disputes or
dissensions, the parties separated, and
it was then that Mr. Delpit discovered
the effact of the decree of the Council
of Trent which made the marriage null
in the Catholic Church, and he was in-
formed that it was also nuil according
to the civil law. This view of the
case was taken by Judge Jette when
the matter came before him for adju-
dication, and he so decreed.

Mrs. Delpit appealed to the higher
court of Quebec, and the division was
reversed by Judge Archibald, on the
plea that the ecclesisstical court which
has declared the nullity of the mar-
riage had no jurisdiction in the case.
Thue, while Justice Jette declares thai
the law of the Church regarding mar-
riage is also the civil law in Quebec,
Justice Archibald takes the contrary
view.

Marriages centracted after the man-
ner of the Dalpit marriage, violating
the law of the Catholic Church appii
cable to the case, are termed clandes
tine marriages, which means secret.
The Council of Trent decreed that
clandestine marriages shall be null
and void, if the decree has been pub-
lished in the locality or country where
they take place.

According to this decree, whenever
it has been duly published, marriages
not contracted before the parish priest
of the contracting parties, or a priest
deputed by him or by the Bishop, and
in presence of two or three witnesses,
are invalid from the beginoing. But
it was not the intention of the Counctl
that all such marriages, everywhere,
should be null, and for this reason the
proviso was made that the decree
should have effect only where it was
duly published.

In the Province of Quebec the decree
was published before the cession of Can-
ada to Great Britain. Navertheless,
it has been decreed also that Protest-
ants are not subject to its provisions ;
and even if one of the parties to a mar
riage be a Protestant the Catholic
party partakes of the exemption from
the law, and the marriage so con
tracted is valid, though the Catholic
party commits a grievous sin in vio-
lating the laws of the Church by con-
tracting marriage in an unlawinl man
ner.

But when both parties are Catholics,
even though they be bad and non
practical Catholics, they are subjact to
the law on clandestinity, and a clan-
destine marriage between them is in-
valid, and does not bacoms valid from
the fact that they live together after
their supposed marriage This 18
waat occurred in the Daly

Mrs. Dalpit now asse 0 Was

Christ in St. Matthew's Gospel ¢

ha i nd the 1
integrity f the tamil L'he cocomunity
{ bas & vight to say that whoever desires to
| enter upon the marriage relation must do so
on the assumption that it is alife relation, It
has & right to say that if the marriage has
turned out 8o unfortnitously 48 to be unbear-
able, the experiment shall not be tried again.
Certainly the Church of Christ has a right
| to say that it will give no sanction by aet or
| acquiescence to second marriages in
such cases. We hope that the can-
proposed by the ¥piscopal Com-
indicate a reaction in the public
ent ainst that free-
dom of divorce which has been one of the
most injarious and dishonoring features of
our national life,”

It might have been expected that
the Episcopalians of Low Church tend-

" And yet, no
4

the {oterpretation Christ's Church.

withstanding this prin-
c!ple, the Episcopal Church contem-
plates forcing the whim of a local or

gan!zition—for the American Episco-
pal Charch is nothing more thau this—
upon all its adherents, while rejecting
the unchanging decisions of the great
universal Christian Church of nine-
teen centuries.

If the amthority of the Catholic
Chu. ch on this important question may
be doubted, that of the local Episcopal
Church of America is not doubtful, in-

deed, but is certalnly nil.

Tre——
Canadian civll law. It iz plat

]
therefore, that Justice Jette's dechm,,’l
that the Delplt marriage was uy)
not an attack wupon Protestant,
but was & decision muﬂdeé
upon the law a8 it g,
and has stood since long before m;
capitulation of Quebec and Montrgy)
inasmuch as the Institutions of
Catholic Church and the religiong
privileges of Catholics were guaranteeq
by the terms of capitulation. The gy
was, therefore, an enactment of th,
civil authorities, put in force becagg,
of the beneficial effects arising oyt of
it, and It cannot in any gepg,
be sald to be an attempt of the Cagp.
olic Church to ueurp authority over th,
Protestants of Canads, all the more be.
cause it wae the law before Protestay;
{sm had & foothold in the country
We see, therefore, how unjustly the
Mail and Empire, in its issue of Apr
2, represents the recent decislon of My
Justice Archibald, reversing Justice
Jette's decision, a8 a *‘ check for the
Ultramontanes.” The Montreal Wi
ness, also, in its issue of the same date,
very wrongfully represents the case as
an assault by ‘‘ the authorities of the
Roman Catholic Church " on ‘' thg
right to marry as one chooses "’ and an
effort ** to impose a new Roman Court
on Canadian citizens.” It also speaks
approvingly of the '‘ defeat of a move.
ment by which ecclesiasticism has been
trying to reinstate medimvallsm in
our own government,” some other
equally imaginary efforts in the same
direction being enumerated.

We eay without hesitation that the
decree of the Council of Trent was
wige, and quite within the scope of its
authority, and, further, that it was by
no means tyrannical, whether regarded
from the religious or civil point of
view. From the religious standpoint
the sanctity of the sacrament shculd be
regarded as of paramount importance
and, further, the duty is imposed on the
pastor of the contracting partles toas
certain that there is no obstacle to the
marriage, such as that one of the par-
ties is already married, or that the two
are within the prohibited degrees of
kindred, or otherwise prohibited from
marrying. This can be best done by
the parish priest of the parties desiring
to be married, and for this reason also,
the marriage is annulled where the
decree {8 enforced, even if another
priest than the one who has ecclesias-
tical juriediction over them celebrates
the marriaga. It is evident, therefore,
that it is to secure the sanctity of the
married state, and to prevent disas
trous deceptions on either of the marry-
ing parties, that the law was enacted,
and not to force the authority of the
Council on Protestants who are unwill-
ing to recogniza it that the law was
made; and it 18 because clvil soclety
has a deep interest in the preservation
of the sacrediess of mArriage thal lie
State anthorities in the first instance
adopted the Tridentine decree, which
is an effectual barrier against bigamy
and all unlawful marriages.

We recall to the minds of our readers
the admirable explanation of the Cath
olle doctrine on this point, as laid down
by his Grace Archbishop Bruche:i in
his pastoral on Christian marriage
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are Wea cannot see on
what ground certalu journals, such es
the Toronto Mail and Empirs and the
Montreal Witness, represent the case as
if there were a plot on the part of the
Catholic Church to usurp the authority
of the State in Canada, and to impose
its laws upon Protestants.

The decree of Trent was made civile
Iy applicable to Canada by an edict of
Lous X1V., and thus, long before Can-
ada became a possession of GreatBritain
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[t can only regt
| 1afe the civil effacts which shall follow
{ from the marrlage. The decision of
Justice Archibald will not, therefore,
make the Delpit marriage a valld oné
before God, and no injustice is done t0
the parties concerned by our maintain:
ing this, the more especially as they
kuew, or ought to have known, thst
they were doing wrong to ask & Unl-
tarian minister to marry them, in spite
of the lawa of the Church forbidding
marriage from being contracted in
that way. The parties were Catho:
lics, and it was undoubtedly their duty

{ Chrietlan marriage
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to obey the well - known |
Charch on this matter.

It is not for the purpose
ing the final dcelgion of the
that we write thus on the
to give the reasons for wh
of the Church stands as it
to show the injustice of the
tacks made on the Churcl
tiou with this matter.

A MINISTER CORR!

Jesnit Father Enlighten
Eplscopal Recto

The rector of the Fir
Episcopal Church in San
Rev. Dr. Kummer, in a re
advanced very peculiar v
subject of prayer and nati
serting that it is futile top
poral favors, In reply |
Sasia, S. J., wrote an able,
comvincing article to the S
cury. Father Sasia said :

In reading the report of
which I suppose tc be su
curate, I find that our lear
er holds that we should ne
merely temporal favors, 61
rain to fertiliza the parch
the staylng of floods, the
storms, for the recovery of
deliverance from the ra
pestilence, because, accor
such prayers are agsainst
law, and are consequenti;
ignorance, cowardlce, se
anfaith, All such suppl
ected to implore some tem
ial blessing are contrary
trath and are never anss
God of Truth, They are
God's laws of matter, min
These are what might be
vanced, liberal views of ]
reproduced here from his
Are they sound? Arve t
trom & Christian standpol
they entitied to the indc
acceptance of reflacting
us calmly examine them,
the unbiased, unprejuc
udge for himself

From the strauge view
reverend doctor {v woul
there have nsver been
alstory of the past any W
cated instapce of tew
granted by Almighty Goc
prayer, and this for the 8
a8 he tells us, that the gr:
favors is an impossibili
implies the vioiation ol
law. We have more tl.a
coufutation to give to ti
trine of the Methodist mi
of all, as the saying has|

FACTS ARE STUBBOR?
and whenevar they are f
tate against a new theor;
is impossible for any thir
resist the conclusion to
evitably lead. Now this
case.

Holy Scripture in bof
Now Testament, the an
history from the Christi
own days, and our own
snpply us with an |
number of temporal mate
graces obtained in anss
Nay, by far the great
miracles performed by
Saviour during his pu
teraporal, corporal banef
men in answer to th
i'ne hesling oi the sick,
the blind, the deaf, the d
ing to life of the daught
Lazarus, etc., plainly re
gospel, are few of the ©
in point, the historical tr
testified by that sacred
tested by the consent of
lievers for the last 1800 ;

Here our reverend
fronted with the follow
able argument, and it
hoose elther horn of

anentuwm cornutum
argument, a
it Elther e

rred to must

he members of Hig cht
ipped of all superna
and on the same prit
we reject as fabulous
dinary events related
are logically compell
trustworthiness of that
sll other points and thi
as a preposterous med|
error, history and tabl
Moreover, as to the
tianity, during the las
testimony on which ti
tulness and authentic
miracles wrought in a
is based is s0 wunive
tent, so ,overwhelmin,
oconstant and perseve
ation, that if once reje



