
in a pastoral letter dated January 12, 1901,

thus sta'Kxl tho claim of his Church

—

"The Church, a complete society, which

has received from Jesus Christ all pmvrr

fi>T the govomment of its mt'mbeiE ; if it

judges expedient, it suboidiiiates tho vali-

dity of marriage to ccrt^iin conditions rol.i-

tivo to tho contrac'ing parties, or to cer-

tain exterior formalities, and can in con

sequence, declare null all marriages coi;

tracfccd outside of these conditions or witli

out these formalities. . . 'llie ^tatr

cannot establish invalidating' iniixdiment.s

to marriage between Christians, neither can

it grant dispensation frora inipedinw'nts

eetablishod by the Church."

NO COMMUNICATION WITH
HERETICS.

The docroo of the Fifth Council of QucUc
reads—

" ("atlioli.^, unwoitliy uf the name, ilai.

sometimes lO predent themselves btl'uii-

heretic mini;t\;r3, in the capacity uf niini.s

Icrs of rehgion, to contract marriage. There

foro, \vc wavn i\ll the faithful of tliid pro

vince that it is a mortal sin, an tnormuus

scandal, a kind of apostasy, to communicate

thus, in Divine things, with heretics, in

tho affairs of tho Church."

An inevitable consequence of Home Ruk-

will bo that the validi'y of tho marriag*^ tic

will be mado dependent on the rcfiuiumenii

of canon law. When Quebec was uiiit«ti to

f ntario there was no pix'tcn^ion tliat tli'

King's Coui-ts wore inferi )r to t'cojteia.-'tie^il

Gourt«. Withdraw tho Grijcn lisle from tlie

protecting arm of Uriat Miitain .ii.d what i.- ,

liOW done in Qncboc will lie dun»' in Ixcland.^,

ciril law will ba subordinated ti> canonical

law, and tho Judgcj on the bench give seciil;M-

effect to dccr-x;8 paswxl in tho chainbers ol

Fj-.iai'-'sj-.a! ps-lvnt-J!

Take another illustration from a different

phere of life. There tveru luwspaperB which

expressed disapproval of the subserviency

shown to the new claims set up by tliu

bishops. This brought out the novelty of

llie ban. The offended bishop would issue

a pastoral letter commanding his people

neither to buy, read, nor keep in their

lioiises the newspaper he condemned. In a

Catholic country this was a serious matter

(\eii to a professedly Protestant paper.

Catholic papers had to suspend or make their

[juaee on humiliating terms. At last one

lU'Wspajicr re.solved to appeal to the courts

to hnd out whether there was no redress for

ruining a legitimate busineaa, and entered an

action for daniagr.s against the bishop. Testi-

mony was piiniiiced that what had been

alli'-td in the columns of the newspaper was

tru' that the bi.^liop had condemned it with-

out hearing what it.s pn : rietors had to say

ill dd'iiice, and tliat, as a result of the ban,

tlieir b\ii.in s.s iiad been ruined. The answer

of the biihop was tli.it lie liad acted within

iii.-i cr.nonicd right, and in the exercise of his

icclesiastieal function.'' lie was not amenable

to eivil CO irts. The .ludgo upheld this con-

tttilioii. TIk newspaper appealed to a

I. igiier Couit, but in vain, the decision of

the lower being coiitiinied. Tho newspaper

u.Mieis retired bc^jqaied from loss of their

property and lav, eo.-ts. Ever since there

li.l.-i been no oppo.sition to the exercise of the

ban. Wlieti pronounced against a newspaper

It di.>,ippeai.i. 'i'he ii.^ult it*, that the I'ress

of QiiLbec IS tile Ino^t seivile on the Ameri-

can Continent. Witli one honourable ex

c.'ption. that of tlie "'.Montreal Witness," it

fiwns upon the pi ir.^iliood with t'lilsoine de-

leiHiiee. .V free l'ri'.-;s has become an im-

po.'.sibility in Quebec; it will be tho samo

in Iii'land slioiild liie restraining hand of

I'ligland anti t?c-utland be withdrawn.

W liere there is not freedom of iho Press

i'ivf-c 13 iiLit fieedoi:! of speech. A candi

date for Parliamentary honours or for any

public oUice who spoke his mind regarding


