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A PROTESTANT MINISTER EXAMINES SOME
OF THE BEST CATH(LIC AND PROTEST
ANT AUCHORITIES—REMISSION OF TEM
PORAL PUNISHMENT—NO GROUND FOR
THE CHARGE THAT THE CHURCH
GIVE3 LEAVE TO COMMIT SIN,

(Written for tbe Lowell, Mass,, Morning
Times by the Rev. Kobert Court, D. D)
Wkat is an indulgevce? Men who ought

to know better have thus defiued it: A

licemse granted, for money, by Roman

Caholic ecclesiastics, to people who desire

to commit #in, enabling thewm to do so with

impuuity. In shorter phrase it s calied

“)eave to commit sin,”

Roman Catiolic divines deny this, but
#till the false statement appears now and
sgein in print.  Some one to couvict me
of falsehood seut me a marked paper by
“a converted Citholic,” giving sub:tauti-
elly the view stated sbove. ln order to
vindicate myself and give information to
euch as have been arking of me in private
whether [ was not in error, let me, from
my own lmited reeources, quote a few
authorities, both Romen Catholic and
Pictestunt, as to the real doctrine concern
ing indulgences,

ROMAN CATHOLIC AUTHORITIES,

Tue CotsciL oF TRENT —The Coun-
cil asseits that the power of conferring in
dulgences was given by Christ to the
Courch, that she bhas always used this
pow:r, that the use of indulgences, as
beivg the most salatory, s to be retained
ju tbe Church, that those are condemned
by the Councll who say that they are use-
less, or who say that the Church haeno
power of grauticg them moderation fs to
be obeerved, lest Church discipline be en
ervated, Abuses are to be reformed,
All evil galoe areto be aboliched, Qcher
abusee, that cannot be specially prohibited,
are to bereported in the Provincial Synod,
by the Biehop, reviewed by the other
Bishops in the Synod aud referred te the
Pope; *‘that thus the gift of hely indul
gonces may be dlspensed to all the faith
fu), plousiy, holily and fucorruptly.”
(Session xxv., Chap, 21. Waterworth's
translation, page 277) lo Sessions xxi,
Chep 9, it 1s decredd that “‘theee heavenly
treasures of the Church are administered,
not for gain, but for gudliness.”

OateceisM OF TrENT —The catechism
gives a full account of the Sicrament of
Penauce and insists upon satisfactivn as a
part of that sacrameat, but does not treat
of indulgeces. Hatiefaction s given
after the sin is pardoned. Indulgeuces
give the remission of this saticfaction.
(S:e Donovan’s Trauslation, revised by
Archbishop Hugles, v, 176)

Tae Raccorra —1 quute from “the
auihorized trausliation,” London, 1837
approved hy rescript of Pius IX  ludul-
gencesare divided into partial and plenary,
A partial indu'g nee rem'ts o much tem
poral penalty *“as he would have had im
posed on him of olc by the penitential can
ons of the Church.” P.enary are, of coutse,
full remieeion of all temporal punishment,
To gain an indulgence one thould be in a
state of grace—living in the grace of Gud,
for whoever is in the gullt of uuremitied
sin and exposed to its eternal penaliy,
cannot iecelve remiesion of fts temporal
penalty, He must meske at least an act
of true coutrition, besides dofr g the work
er jolned ae condition for reeeiving the
inaulgerce. To gain e plenary iudulg
ence one must detest even venlal ¢fns and
lay eelde every effection to all such eins
in general, as well as to each in particular.
This is the highest teaching In the Charch
of Rome es to iudulgences, It is evident
tbat here is Intended no encouragment to
sin, whatever may be supposed to be the
tendency.

CONGRKGATION OF INDULGENCF,—From
tbe Preleciion on Cauon Law, for the use
of the pgreat Seminary of St Salplce,
Paris, publi-hed at Partg in 1880, we learn
that this congrepation was justituted by
Ciement 1X. 10 1669 ; that it hae a faculty
to diepose of every doubtand difficulty in
reapect to indulgences, to correct and
amend abusees, to prohibit the priutiog of
false apocryphal or diccret indulgences, to
take coguizance of and examine those that
are priniel ; that thev are to explain a3
well as exsmine all those already pub
lished, and, if deemed neceesary, having
consulted the Pope, to abolish them.

G, UsSET—This Cardinal Archbishop of
Rhelms, a moderate divine, gives a full
and rather cluquent sccount of indulg-
ences in his “Theologie Morale,” vol, 11
p. 606, Paris, 1858 His definttion s full
and clear: “The rewiseion of the temporal
punisbment which remains for the peni
tert sinner to be «u! ject to, for the fauits
which, as to gullt and eternel puvishment
have been forgiven him. Indulgence
remits netther venisl nor mortal sin,

WiskMaN —This learned Cavdinal, in
pastoral letter publched in the London
Tablet, Juse 17, 1854 eays: “Mary per
8ons will be incliued o incredahvy when [
tell them than an indu'gerce is no pardon
for sin of auy eort, past present or future.
It 18 no more than a remisslon by the
Churcb, in virtue of the keys, of a partion,
or the entlre, of the temporal punishment
due to sin ”

TrHe CarucsiNs,—The Compendium
for exsmination of candidates for the
priesthoud, issued by the highest author.

565: “It is ohjected that thie doctrine, 1,
overthrows the foundation of contrition ;
2, promiees immunity for ein, In re-
sponse, the antecedent fs denied—that ls,
the grounds for the objaction: 1. Because
an indulgence is given to contrite persons
only. 2 Becauee the satisfaction of the
man to whom the indulgence {s granted is
helped by the eatisfaction of the eaints,
out of the mercy of God.”

THaE JESUITS.— Deharbes’ Cathechism is
used in this country. The edition I quote
from is that of New York, 1879, approved
by Cardinals Wisemen and M:Closkey.
The definition is substantially that already
given, Repentance and the doirg of the
good works prescribed are declared the
conditlons of obtaining indulgences, and
the aseertions that the Courch forgives
sin, by indulgencee, or grants indulgeuces
for money, is pronounced “a gross cal
umuy,”

BerGIEr —Indulgence, remisslon of
the tewmporal punishment due to eln.
This notion of the indulgence supposes
that when the sluner bas obtained from
God, by the escrament of penauce, the
remission of the eternal puunltbment
which he has incurred, be s still obliged
to eatisfy divive justice by a temporal
punishisent. Bergier goes on to show
that the granting of indulgences belecngs
to the Pope and Bishops. He asserts that
indulgences never exempt the penitent
from a restitution or repars‘ion that he
csn make, aud never wae there a casuist
80 ignoraut and corrupt as to dlsperss
with that. Bergier admits, as does the
Council of T:eat, that abuses had crept
in, but he poiatedly eays: “To repress
abuses it is not necessary to attack them
with bad arguments and false statements.”
(Dct. of Theology, art. Indulgence, )

Bouvier—Thbis learned bichop's treatise
is the staudard work oan indulgences. I
am eorry that [ told my copy, tranelated
by Oakley, before 1came to Americs, I
quote from his Institutiones, revised by
order of the Pope, by ecclesiastics at R yme
He defines indulgences thue : “Remission
of the temporal punishment, the actual
‘sius being already rewmitted as to their
guilt, grauted, outside of the sacrament of
peuznce, by those who have the power of
dispensing the epiritual treasure of the
Church ” Hesays: ‘It 3 certain that
an indulgence does not remit the punish-
ment due to sins forgiven, if the man
relapse into mortal ein, Indulgences do
not exempt from the obligation of peni.
tence—repentance. None but members
of the Caurch, in a state of grace and hav-
ing the gullt of tbe eln forgiven, can
obtain an indalgence. 'They are given to
those “who plously pray’’— qui pie oraver
ant  1f Bouvier is right ouly tolerabiy
gord people can get an indu'gencs.

Koninas—Iudulgence is the remisslon
of the temporal puulshments due to Gud
for sivs committed after baptism, and as
to ths guilt of the sins remitted, granted
by the Jegitimate minlster outeide the
sacrament of penance, by application, of
the Caurch's treasure (vol. i, page 371;
abridged from St Liguori and approvea
of by Cardinal McCloskey and most of the
American birhops ag fit for the use of the
American clorgy). [ coud multiply
these authorities, but these given are of
the verv highest order of eetimation
among Romae Catholic clergv,  The
original works, in Latin aud Freoch, I
will ehow to any persun who may call
these exiracts In:o question.

PROTESTANT AUIHORITIES

Encyen rakpia Britannica,—*Tt muet
carefully be borne fn mind 1hat in R man
Catbolic orthodexy indulgence s never
absolutely gratuitous, ard that tho:e on'y
can in any c'rcamsw.nces validly receive
it who are in full communion with the
Church, and have resorted to the sicra
meut of penauce, in which alone, after
due contrition and confession, provision
is wade for the graver peunalty of sin’ (vol.
xii p 847)

HoBarr Symour —“Au indulgence is
never supposed to forgive a sin, but only
to remit the punishment—the temporal or
rather the temporary punishment of the
sin « , . This {8 not a forgive-
ness  of elns not  yet commiited,
or & permisgion to committ a
eln contemplated.” “Mornings among
the J:suits of Rome,” <4:h ed. chap. xit,
As Mc, Seymour wss an Irish, Ocange
Episcopalian clergymen, his testimony,
based on the Raccolta and a decree of the
Congregation of Indulgence, should be
above sueplcion, and shame those who
aseerted, in this city, that men bought
leave from Roman Catholic priests to com-
mit sin,

MoCrLinrock AND STrRNG —This great
Mauthodist work quotes Challoner, Milner,
Butler, tke Council of Trent in substance,
ab given above, but says that “the present
practice” has “immoral tendeacies,” The
materials are given for a correct judgment
but are not well arrauged.

Barsum,—That man’s controversial
wortk—Romanjem ae it fs—guotes the
authorities ss given aboves, but tries to
neutralize them by an allegad lucousist
ency between theory and practice.

Ervtonr —This great Methodist and
Eplecopalian treasury of controver-y gives
sxty-four pages on the subject, giving
sverything in defence and attack, quoting
asny Roman Catholic authors to the
eame effect ns already etated. Elliott
aud the Epircopalian and Methodist
editors of the English edition were very
anxious to expose ‘Popery,” bat wero
honest enough to quote the leading
Roman Catholic authorities, in full, to
the effcct that no indulgence ls a license
to do evil.

CarHoLic LAYMAN.~—~The most learned
and able periodical ever issued against
Roman Catholics wasthe Catholic Layman
published in Dablin for seven yesrs,
from 1852 to 18568 irclusive. Irish wit,
humor and lewsraing, backed by the
library of Tiiaity College, did all that
could bs done to write down Catholiciem.
The editor was Edward Gaver, Q C, LL.
D, Vicar General of five Protesiant dio.
ceees, and one of her majesty’s ecclesins.
tical commiseionere for Ireland, Here, if
aoy where, we txpect to find sciuracy and

ity, Paris, 1574, has the foliowing, page

torial in October, 1-52, says: “Wa are
not about to charge their Church with the
presum ption (not uafrequently attributed
to it by Protestants who have not care
fully examined the subjact) of granting
to apy oue o licensa to commit ein with

impuaity, by forglving by anticl.
pation eins  not  yet committed,
An indulgence s mnever supposed

by any well-duformed Roman Catho.
lic to forgive sin at all, but only to
remit the punishment, the temperal, or,
rather, the temporary punichment of the
sln, a8 contradistingaiched from the
ecwrnal pusni:hment—the punishment of
hell ”
Thus a base coin, long In eirculation, is
pailed to the counter of public jndgment,
I'be falsehood that a man can bay leave
to commit premedited sin will not 1ifc ite
head in Lowell again, albsit backed by
clerical authority, Ministers ought to he
ashamed to know #o little of the teachiugs
of Rome, Why, Gury wus lately a dis-
covery to Juseph Cook ! Some leaders
in coutrover<y have never seen a copy
of the Tiidentine canons  Profewors of
controversy, eave the mark ! Wandering
stars—converted Catholics and the like—I
have oft-n found grossly fguorant of the
authoritarive text books of the Roman
Church, Fuir play, gentlemen, Even
the devil has his rights, Michael
would mnot briog a railiug accusation
agaicst even g0 bad an opponent. Ido
not belleve in the power ciatmed by the
Church of Rome, bat that {s no reason
why I should He against it, or lecture
againet it, without tekiug the trouble to
koow what it really does clalm,

—— e A
DENOUNCED BY MORLEY.
THAT EMINENT HOME RULER'S SPEECH ON
THE SENTENCE PASSED ON DILLON.
John Morley, M P., eaid the other night,
addreesiog a big Londoa andience :  T'he
sentence upon Mr. Dillou, I venture to
sny, has ehocked even the partisans of firm
and resolute government, Me, D.ilon
was charged with taking part in an unlaw
ful conepiracy; the first part of the charge
was that he had taken part in au nulaw-
ful c¢)nepiracy, snd he was sentenced to
six mouths’ imprisonment. I am not
going to touch the qnest'on how far that
charge was made good. I aw not golrg
to touch the question whether an uulaw
ful conspiracy existed on that estate. I
am notgolng 1o :ouchthe question whether
the meeting addressed by Mr D .!lon was
a meeting called in farthersuce of that
consplracy, We here are uo tilbanal to
try that case; but what we ure here for—
saud [ do ro: care what they eay to
morrow morning about this case belig
sub judice—1 say what weare bere for 1s 10
eay that it s monstrous that charges of this
nsture, involviog questions of ihe great-
est legal nicety aud iotricacy, questious
carrying with them sentences of euch
enormons severity, should be tried with
out the security of a jary. That {s one
point Moure then that, How can we
avold, those of us who watch Irish offirs
closely—~how can we avoid beingatruck by
the tremendous severity of this sentence
when wo compare the mildness of Mr
Dilon’s epeech with ctier epecches for
which a f»r lighter penalty has been
thoaght euflicient ! But the most tmpore
ant polnt of allis this—it fa the rees in that
the maglstrate gave for what be felt to be
the extra severity of the sentence. Wkhat
did hesay? In the very passage in which
he was passing senteuce he sald :  “Hav-
g regard to the influence which he is wel
kuown to exert over masces of hie country
men, ihe sentence shall be eo and so.”
Thete are the magistrate’s own woids
What is the plain English for sentence?
What Is the plain Eoglish for those words ?
What else can they ruean exceptthe plaln
fect that Mr. Dillon was a pcwerful
political leader § Itisidle to set any other
coustruction upon those words, and be-
cause he is

A POWERFUL POLITICAL LEADER

he gets a doubie sentence, and yet we
were told, all my friends here, we were
told in the Hcuse of Commors that the
Coercion Act was directed againet violent
¢ ime, and bad nothing to do with politics.
We krew ail along—we said it again and
again, aud we ave here to iusiat upon say-
fog it—!hat this act would be ueed to put
down aud stamp cut men in whom the
Irish people, and righily, have most trust
and most faith. Ooe more point, end
then I have done, I hope you will go
with me in this lact point. Is it not re-
volting that a man should be so sharply
purished, even if jwstly punished, for the
cffence ot having great fufluence over the
great massas of his countrymen, and that
be should be treated in prison as if he
were a commou crimival? It may be
wrorg to exert fi fluence over yoar chua
trymen, but why choull it be as burglary,
and why should political popularity siuk
a man to the level of petty larceny !
This is not & merely Individual gnestion;
tixteen Irish members of Parllament
have been imprisoned eince thisact. Bat
we are not ashamed to consort with these
men, We do pot blush to salute them in
the strect, They have been welcomed to
the houses of the jadges of the land, the
great diguitaries of the Caurch, thousauds
and tens of thousands of honest, upright,
law abiding Eaglishmen and Scotchmen
have hailed these men with acclamation,
If we recognizs this diffsrence between
them and ordinary criminals In our daily
lite, 12 it not revolting that we should not
recognize it in theic prison life? If men
break the law, let them bear the penaltv
of the law, but let us take care, you and [
who are responsible for the law, that the
punfstimewnt bears some proper relation to
the quality of the uffunce, In 1577 it was
admitted in Parllsment that sed:tion was
au cffence for which the person rentenced
ought to be treated as a first class mi-de-
meanaut, and even the Times newspaper
itself, which to-morrow will call us seuti-
mentalists, even the 71ines newspaper it
eelf, in an excellent leading article which
I had the pleasure of reading over again

cffunce of sedition ehould be lowered to
the level of ordinarv erlminale. Now,
what i# the moral difference— what {s the
political difference even, between the
offence of Mr, Dillon and other gentlemen
snd sedition?  Gentlemen,

IHERE 18 NO DIFFERENCE,

We look back—some of you, | tbink, can
remewbher it—we look back with shame
and disgust to the days when Ernest Jones
and the Chartists were lowered to the level
of ordinary crimiuals for volitieal vffences,
Take care that your children do not look
back upon your couduct to-day with the
same chame and the same disgust, Thivk
of what 1t {s, this kind of sentence, Live
through the day with M. Dillon or av;
of these other prisoners, when prisoners
they are. Books will not be suffered to
refrech or nourish the mind; comrades
will ot be allowed to bring in a breath
from the life of the outer world; no

the dawn es it breaks through the priron
casement will open no day for them, as it
does for yon and me, of cheer and hope;
and the darkness as it draws on will
not be to them, as It s to you
sud me, a welcome respite from hours of
useful toil.  The prison life of these men
—men of educatlon— men of active minds
—will realise the poet's word —

A sea of stagnant idleness,
Blind, bouudless, mute and motionless.

Day will follow day, week will follow
week, month will open month, summer
will fade into autumn, and autumn will
die into wivter before therels an end of this
merciless explation. I dare say they will
bear it

WITH FORTITUDE

and with courage.  They will remember
that they are not the first Iriehmen who
bave bad to tread this sore and grievons
path, but it 1s not they only who are con-
cerned fn this, You and I are concerned.
This great city, above all others, is con
cerned, [t isthe metropolls which has the
key of the situatlon. It is the metropolis
which is more responsible than any other
aggregation for the maintenance of this
eystem of government,  We have a part
to play. Will the people of this great city
go on supporting a system of governmeut
(eries of *no') which can only, be sus-
tained by imprizoning and humiliating
those who could do yon,if you would ouly
let them, such gervice lu the goverument
of their own country? Gentlemen,
whether or not—whatever constituents
may do—the conrse of men like us Is
clear. It s a barbaroua system, Itlis en
absolutist system. It is an {mpolitic
eyatem, Tt fa a eyatam which {a a stain
upon the fame of a free nation. I mis-
take the temper of my countrymen if this
eyatem is destined to endure for much
longer. But it will only be swept away
by everyone of you trying to realize as I
have endeavored to help you to do to-
nizht, to realize In particular and
detail the dally life of the people,
to reallze what this system means.
As soon as that comes bhome to the
upright, the fatr-m!nded, the kind-hearted
the sensible people of Great Britain, the
sydtem will be swapt away, and the men
who ara responsible for it, whether they
are black Torles or whether they are men
who usurp the name of Liberal, wili be
conelgned to a wilderness indeed.,

INGERSOLLISM,

A number ¢f etudents attending a col.
lege at Albany, N Y., went to hear In.
gersoll’'s lecture, and were o captivated
by the subtle eophlstiies of the “great
fcfiiel” that they propounded the follow-
ing guestion to the professor:

“DEAR PROFESSOR :— Are not Ingersoll’s
argaments unauswerable 7 What are you
golng to do about it ?

SEVERAL STUDENTS."

The professor's reply was rsarcastic,
logleal, and to the point. We give here
his deeeripticn of aa amateur icfidsl,
which will repay perueal. In the course
of a long artic'e in reply to the question
of the students the professor eaid :

“But you say there are to many in-
filels. ~Boys, you are mlistaken. An
iufitel 8 an abnormal growth. Nature
feels funuy once In u while, and creates a
freak—the living skeleton, the fat wonian,
the two headed glil  So there is absut
one lufilel to & million *ane men  He 1s
» freak and he pays. M:n pay to hear
R.bert abuse religion as they do to ree
Simmone wind up his watch with his toes
—not that the watch is any better for
being wound up with his toes, but it fen’t
every slouch that can do it. A genulne
lufidel is & moral monstrosity worth see.

vg

The most of thesie noisy fellows are
amatenr infidels. They talk logersoll in
fatr weather and pray themselves hoarse
every time it thunders. A well developed
case of cholera morbus will kuock the'r
lnfidelity out of them and leave them fa
aco'd sweat like a Catna dog in a1 lce
houee. I know them. The most of them
are like the boy who runs away from
home and comes back to sleep with father,
nights, These mea are only playing “1
spy’’ with their coneciences, and you can
fiad them every tims, They a e no more
genuine ivfilels than a newsboy is an
editor, They only retail somebody else'’s
ideas, They are strlving agaiust theic

his heans were coming up wrong end to,

fallure of the race,

you fiad in almost auy church,
odor of ranctity you smeill
boys, bardly.

applaud the fuony

earth, The kind of liberty Inguraoll re

yesterday, declared that it was an uurea.

fair statement,mOf indulgencics an edi.

sorable thing that men guilty of the

blotches, 8o I bave heard,

friendly voice wiil strike upon the ear; |

natures as the model farmer who thought | clearly revealed in Scripture, and the

3od knows hest, and he has not made a | est perfod, that the Popes of Rome have
Then, agaln, boys, | always been recog zed us the legitimats
take a lonk around you when you invest | inherftors of the prerogatives of Peter.
another fifty cents in liberty, and com- | The Fathers of the Church with one voice
pare the crowd with the kind of people | pay homage to the Bishops of Rome, not
Is it the | merely becanse Rome was tha grand 2in-
Hardly, | tre ot the polidcal world, but becauss
But you can eat peannts
there and choke on the shells while you
jokea about the | lambs of the flock, to strengtheu the
Heaven where you know in your hearts | brethern, and finally the power of the
you hope your mother s or hear the | keys to govern the Church.
humhble Nuzarene ridiculed who you |“Rome bas revolution'zel the divinely
think, and always will think, gave a home | appolated form of government into oue
to your weary vld father when he left the | of her own creation” {8 simply absurd.

tails {s very expentive, and comes out in | time & development and more perfuct

Yes, boys, his arguments are unanawer.
able, avd I think the seasons will cce
along, sud the churches will continue to
boom, avd all nature will most exasper
atinely and ealmly perfori her functions,

| if Robert is not avswered, You know

| when the fizst steamer crosscd the Atlan.
tic a great philosopher was delivering a
most coucluslve argument o prove that
by no poesibility could a ‘steam veesel
eross the ocean. Aad he proved it, too,
And no man could answer it, either, bat
that provoking steamer came snorting,
sizzling, aud splarg'ng right lnto the Lar
bor.

Boys, g0 will God's children go right on
praying avd preaching and dyivg and
goiog to Heaven in ¢plte of argument

| They car’t help it, They were wmade ¢o,
I suppose.”

| —

THE AGGRESSION OF ROME.

N. Y. Catholie Review,
The Protestant Bishop of Springfield,
Ilmols, Right Rev, De Seywmour, not
long slnce delivered a lecture in that city,
under the auepicss of the “Church Club,”
on “Rome and its inflaence on Western
Christendom.”
The objact of the lecture serms to have
been slmiiar to that of the infidel G bbon
in his “Decline and Fall of the Roman
Eupire,” fn which he undertook to
account for the wonderful spread of
Christianity throughout the world on
natural principles, thus undermining fatth
in Christianity as a divine revelation. In
like manner Bishop Seymour attempts to
account for the rise and epread of the
Papal power on natural prinefples, not
intending, of course, to undermine faith
in Chriatianity, but introducing a prinef.
ple, which, logically developed, destroys
the very foundatlon of faith and leads
fnevitably to division and disiutegration
and skepticiem and ivfidelity.
The right rev. gentleman states his case
thus
“Ten daye after the Ascensiom, the
Church on the Day of Pentecost bacame a
living reality, aud the Apostles began to
execute thelr functions and fulfill the
dutivs to which thy had been called as a
corporate brdy. Christ Iald down certain
fandamental rules for the government of’
His Church, and the question we must
conslder now s how these principles came
to be subverted In the West, That such
is the case in the patriarchate of Ryme to-
day there can be mo doubt, Rome has
revolutionized the divinely appointed
form of government into one of hir owan
creation—an absolute monarchy—iu which
one maa rules without limitatioa from
beneath and with scarcely any from above,
How came this radical change about ! Can
we account for it as & human develop
ment ?”’
Ho thinks he cyn; we know that he
cannot,  His proofs are assertlous, his
arguments baseless theories He gives uy
nothiug new, but simply revamps the old
stock arguments which have been answered
a thowaud tlme. The gist of the arga.
ment {e thecld contention that the Bshop
of Rome owed his pre eminence to the
graudeur aud the greatness of the clty of
Rome which was his See ; and thit amb
tious Popes, taking advantase of their
positlon, gradually extended thelr prwer
until, in the language of Bishop Seym ur,
they “revolutlonized the divinely-
appo'nted form of government into one
of their own creation—an absrlute mon
archy—In which one man rules wl hout
Hmitation from benea'h and scarcely any
from above.”
The preat d!fliculty with our Piot:ataut
friend: ia discassing Catholic questious is
that they are not accurate: toey do not
uaderstand the eubj-ct they are discuslog;
they have the vaguest ideas possible, and
are constant'y liable to expose thelr
fgnorance at the same time that they,
perhaps nnconeciously, do great i jstice
to the Church,
Nuav, it {s a8 absurd to talk of the Pope
being an irresponsible despot “without
limitation,” etc, as it would he to prefer
the same charge against the Presldent of
the Unfted States, or the Qeen of Eog
land, or the respousibls head of any other
civil government. The Pope, as we have
often had occasion to remark In these
columus, I8 esimply the head of the
splritual order, represented by the Charch,
which, by the confesston of our Right Rev.
Jecturer h melf, 18 & corporate body, A
corporate hudy 13 aa orgasiz:d bdy; and
it1s a princlple of reas )n and common reuse
that overy organiz:d body must have a
head, Bishop Seywmouar contends that the
Apostles were equsl in authoriry. Buat
his own Bishop Barrow, in his celebrated
treatize on the Popw's supremancy, ac
knowledges that St. Peter was made head
of the college of the Apostles by our Lord
Himself, aud to prove it he quotes the
very passages of Scripture that Ca‘holics
are accustomesd to ¢uote for the rame pur-
pose,

Our Lord knew perfectly well the
necessity of a head and centre of unity;
a tribunal of final resort, with supr:me
authority Lo interpret the law and to
teach and guide the faithful to the end of
time. It 18 not our purpose to go over
the ground so often traversed in giving
Scriptural aud historieal proofs. We
slmp'y wish to accentuate the fact so

history of the Charch from the very earll

Rome was the See of Peter, to whomn our
Lord gave authority to feed the sheep and

The idea that

That there was in the progress of
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Papacy we grant, jast as t WAY &
gradual development and m perfeet
understandiog of the doctring { the
Trinity, Bat the prinelple, the fonnda.
tion of the doetrine was o)wava ¢

and it w bave been rlmply |

to foist 1 the whole Chur

nol ganc wed by Serlpture a

Fathers of the Canreb,

Jut, why sbould w

breath in arguiog witl

when their own freres in

many of them, ready t)

primacy in Peter and his su

feel deeply the necosity of a
centre of unity, and dep

schism by which they were
commupion with the Pope ! i
notorfous fact that a very large nun
of the English clergy w

moment be glad to be re n

headship of the l'ulu- of Rome, If only

would allow them to come in a i
without the necessity of each one cong «
bis knees and making confessi { ni

sins. They would even be wil
make a compromise on the
ordination for the sake of accomplichi
their objoct.  We are sorry for t

there is no such word as compromise in
the theological vocabulary of the tholic
Courch. Inthe lavguage of S s priar
who wrote bis treatise on the urity o
Courch t0 near to the times of the apostic

that be cannot be suppored t have
swerved from the Apostolic doctriae
“The Primacy i given to Peter that the
Church of Christ may bs shown to be on

aud the chair one. , . Does he w

not hold this unity of the Chure lie
that he holds the faith? D es he wh
strives agnaivet and reststs the Church, who
deserts the Chair of Peter on which the
Charch is founded, trast that be 1 ‘n the
Chuarch 1” It {s impossible,
one Gad, one Carist, one (

faith, so, maccording to Cyprisu, there s
one chair founded by the volce of the
same Lord on DPeter. Feom hin unity
began; in his ruling chair the prin ol
nnity s lodg aud the same vecessity
which obliges us to recoznize one Caureh,

leads us to ac
Pilest, one Jad

nowledge cne Pastor, one

ge in the piace of Chri

- -~
CONCERY AT SYDNEY, N S
The musical and literary entertainment
given on Thureday evenlng last, July 12,
by the pupils of the Qonvent of tho Holy
Augels was a pronounced success, It was
literally all that was expeced, while
financially it surpassed all expectations,

t was f

winoly
H y

ng'y and wlsely glven i the
new Citholic chureh, which, as many of
our readers will remember, is bely
to replace the oue unfortunat
down elghteen months ago; fitt for
the amount realized was to be donted to
the building fund of Roy, Mr,  1nan's
parish;  wisely, for probably no other
avall.h e bailding wonld have so comfort
ably ceated an audience of nfne hunired
persons,  S) large and select an audiouc

as attended from Syduey, North 8;d
and varlous other plices has not ofter
been brought together in Caps Dr
grace a similar occasion,

g ballt
burnt

The Entrec and the grand ch Wl
come, were beautifully gone through, anl
at once captured the ear of the numerou
hearers. Not haviog space to ¢ m

aills of the p

» that the
and instrumental, which was dispensed
bountifally during tha evenirg, way,
the npiaion of competont jadges present,
gaperb alike in selectton and exceution
The young ladler who fu the wost oredly

prame,

m each of the d
We Ay 83y a4 on

181¢, ¥

1
i

able manner took leading places ‘n
instrumeuntal part were: Misiws Chal
loner, Livingstone, Cunvell, lurke,

Quinan, Minnte McDouald and Cassie

McDonald,  Tne muslec ns well as tne

diologue speadiog by the ‘‘very lit ]

ones’” was A marvel and & valuable trib-

ute to the careful funstrustion they had

bsen receiving —

YAnd still we gazed and stil the wonder

grew

That vhose small heads conld earry all they
knew '’

If we were to mention any namos here
that of Missie Connie Worgan wou'd he
amoog the firet.  The principal roles in
diffsrent ¢l Ligu s were eltic’entle ik n by
Mi:es K. Ryan, A. M:Dorald, M McDoy
ald, L. Dnun, L Small, R Slattery, Min,
McDonald, L Burke (as Granima) R,
Mclnnis (as *“Little Peter”), and T, M=o
Donald (as Chrantess 1), Ermontaille)  If
one were here permitted to parteunlarize
(but one is not, of courne) the writer
would refer to the singlng of the Y'Chunt.
ess” and would name two other young
persons and proceed to comment upon the
*Hocomprehenrible” bearing and some-
what noticeable costume of “Mrs Pretty-
man'’ a8 well a8 npon the nawte and
charming garrulonsness of “Naucy;'” bat
we are told it would not be permisiible to
compliment.

Tne rolos by Mises Challoner, Joyee,
Morley and McVey were londly and very
deservedly applanded, although one of
them was given 8o low that a portion of
the audience had constderable dillicalty fn
hearing the words,

An olegant and aporopriate valedictory
poem was well read by Mles A NMeD nnld,
the winner of the first prize for Floention

The tastefally arranged tablesu evoloa
a cordial appreciative cnver, I
Qunan in a few well chosen (
thanked the audience for their attend nce,
and stated that be was well pleased at the
manuner in which the concert bal beer
patronizad,

1
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the Jesuils

Of thcse most energetic and suceessin
eonfessors of the faith, the frecthinker,
Feelerick the Great, wrote: “Trar gond
Fra olscan of the Vatican (Clen X1V
leaves me my dear Jusuits, wh are porse
cuted everywhere else. 1 will precerve
the precious seed, so as to be able one day
to supply it to sach as may desire agaln to
cultivate this rare plant.” Of their ene
mies he says . “If | nought to chastise one
of my proviuces, [ would place it under

understanding of the prerogatives of the

the control of the philosophers,”

B e
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