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FATHER DRUMMOND, S.i.,
R::eplies to

TO the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir.-Wlicn, 0on the l5th Jan-
liary last, I prcached a sermon
ili reply to Arclideacon Fortin's
Strictures on auricular confes-
bion, I had no intention of car-
1Ying on a prolonged controver-
8Y. I simphy cxercised the mani-
fest riglif of giving one answer,
Rnd I intended thereafter to leave
the question f0 the quiet refiec-
tion of an intelligent public.
?or I believe that the unayoid-
able recriminations arising out
of a pîotuacted controversy are
8eldora conducive to the spread
'f truth. Partisans on botli
gidles are more apt to become cm-
hiffered than convinced. How-
erer, since the Arrhdeacon hag
ernerged from his four mouflis'
8ilence, and, lu the words of an
Irish bul], has once more opened
hi r'outh only to put his foot
il if far worsc than before, I feci
that 1 must, lu ail kindness, ex-
tricaf e hlm from that awkward
Posture. But I can assure you,
8iu, thaf I mean this to be thle
last time I shahl attempt any
6tic thankless operation.

POPE HONORIUS.
'Witli his delightfful neglect of

eXielt reference, Auclideacon
eortiu writcs:

"Father Drummond savs lu
his reply : 'Pope ilonorlu«s was
4ediared a heretic by lis eue-

Inls."l which reply did I
8aY this ? Not in flic one on
811ricular confession, but in the
Previons one, made on DecQmber
8th, 1898, on "The IReal Pres-
ellee. Moreover, flie Arclidea-
Con omit s a very important ad-
yerb, and changes the only verb
111 thaf short sentence. Wliat I

'las appears lu the Tribune
Of December lOtli, 1898, page 5,
Co0lumu 2, paragrapli 3, was:
"Pope Honorius was calied a
heretic ouly by lis enemies."
Councils may "declare." and
their declarations carry weight;
but individuals may "cail"
11%rnes, and nobody minds fhcm.
'No)w," continues flicAuclidea-

con1, "if is a muatter of history
that lie was condemned asa lier-
etic at flch~e cumenical Council
0f Consfanfînople, held lu 680."
As there have been no feweî
than four RIcumeuical councils
held at Constantinople, this one
<"iglt to have been mcntioned
ý8 the third. Oflierwise one is
itidlned to imagine- that the
'rchdeacou thouglit there was

11Yone. The Arclideacon adds
theat Pope Leo '11. "confirmed
the finding of flie council and
gaVe bis infallible verdict
5gainst Honorius." I beg flic
'e11euerable Arclideacou's par-

4011. Pope Leo 11, did not alto-
Rether confirm fhe finding of the
COun'cil. The third council of
Colistantinophe had, ini the heaf
rif eontroVersy, calicd Honorius
'ý }eretic, but Leo did no sudh
thilng, and we m ust bear lu mind
that no pronouncement of~ an
-Çgllcuenicai council is final ex-
ep lu go far as it is approved

and cotifirmied by flic Soveeigu
Pouf if iHe fells us that Hlonor-
lus was condcmned for weak-
ness and ueglect, as a favouer or
an indirect and uninfenfional
lielper of licusy-a terrible re-
proacli, indeed, for one in his
position to receive, but very dif-
ferent from thaf of formailiher-
esy. In lis confirmatouy epistle,
sent to Constantine Pogonatus,
Pope Leo says, "We also anathe-
matize tIe inventous of the new
error, that is, Theodore, bishop
of Pliaran, Cyrus of Alexudria,
Sergius, Pyrrhus, Paul and Pe-
ter, cusuarers, rather than guides,
of flic churcli of Constantitiople;
and also Honorins, wlio did not
illumine this Apostoiic churcli
witli thc doctrine of Apostolic
tradition, but allowed if, while
immacuiste, to be stained by
profane befrayal." Inis epis-
tic f0 the bîsliops of Spain, flic
sanie Pontiff says that "Honor-
lus did not extinguislithfli ci-
pleut flime of hereticai dogma,
as befiffcd Apostolic authority,
but, by neghect uourished if."

The whole of this question,
whidl is tof0 long for an exhaus-
tive treatment here, will lie
found very safisfactorily solved
lu the Rev. Reubeu Pausons'
"Studies lu CliucliHistory,"
vol. I., pages 432-448; Pustet &
Co., New York and Cincinnati,
1895; where it 18 evideut that
(i)tliere is no lieresy lunflic writ-
ings of Pope Hlonorius; (2) that,
even if there w eue, fhey are nof
dogmatic teadhings of a R~oman
Pontfif, addressing flic Univers-
ah Churcli, but simply flic puy-
ste utterances of flic writer, and
therefore not infaîible; (3) fIat,
finaily. flic infallible sud Papal-
ly confirmed pronouncement of
flic SixtI General Council
agaiust Honorius did not con-
demu hlm for lieues y but for ne-
glect of duty. Consequently, I
need nof ch;oose cither hori of
flie Ardlideacon's dilemma. There
is a third horu which lielias not
noticed, and third horns are fatal
to the inteuded effcct of two-
horued dilemmas. lie says:
"Eitlier fli, accuscd Pope was

au licretic, or cisc Lo 11,could
not lie infallible. in prononcing
hlm such." The third hoîn,
whidh aunuls the two others,
should uow read: " Or Honorius
was declared by L ýo Il. f0lhav-c
neglected lis duty lu letters fliat
lad no prefensions fo infalhibi-
lity."
THE CHURCH- AND THE BIBLE.

In order to prove that I was
wuong lu deuying that flic
Churcli of Rome lias ever tauglit
suyfhing contrsry to the mind
and spirit of Holy Scripture, fIe
Ardlideacon strings fogether a
1sf of questions demsnding
Scriptural dhapter and verse for
several det ails of church disci-
pline. Tis auswer misses the
point. I neveu pretcnded t bat
eveiy practice of fIe Cafholic
Churcl is cxplicitly taugltitnl
flic Bible. No sensible person
who believes fliaf flieChurdli is
a living, giowing orgsnism could
bold 80 absurd a thcory. Even
flic majority of Protestants prac-
fically uejec if, f lotigli, owing
f0 lack of mental training, they
are not aware of the contradic-
tion between their practice and

1

TUE ONE MEDIATOR.
Nor does fhis lu any wsy

inteufere witli flicmcdiatorshi-p
of Christ Jesus (1 Tim., ii, 5),
because allich graces we ask of
the saints must corne fhrougli fli
meit s of Jesus Christ. We ask
flic saints f0 obtain certain
favors for us, flot of their own
power, but, according to flic
wcll-known conclusion of flic
Cliurdh's prayers, " througli
Christ our Lord." If fIls sort of
intercessory mediation interfèrcd
with flic essentiai mediation of
our Lord, if would follow fIat
no one miglit ever prayer for bis
ncighbors: for if 18 clearly as
mucli an interterence with flic
medistion of Oui Lord if you
pray for your living relatives or
frieuds, as it le if tlic Blcssed
Virgin Mary iu heaven prays
for us.

NESTORmÂNIS-N.

Let me dwell for a moment
on wliat tie ardlideacon says
about flie Blessed Virgin. " The
worship of flic Virgin Mary," lie
ssks, " is that lu harmony wifli
scriptural tesdhing? " Yes; peu-
fectly so, Oui Lord himself was
flic flst f0 worship lieu, not, of
coursel ic heseseof adoration,
but lunflic sence of veneration,
as wlien lHc las subject fo lier
lu Nazaret h (Luke, 11, 51), as
when lie w rougît lus firt,
public miracle at lier requesf 1

their theory. Most Protestants
observe Sunday as the ob]igatory
day of rest ; but where does the
Scripture say that Saturday, the
Jewish Sabbath, is abrogated, as
a day of rest, and that the Sab-
bathý m-ust now be obser'red on
Sunday ? Most Protestants teach
that infants should be baptized,
but where dûes the Scripture
teach this explicitly ? Most Prot-
es ttants8 pray to the Holy Ghost ;but to adapt one of Arclideacon
Fortin's queries, "is there a sin.
gle instance of an apostie addres-
sing a prayer to the Holy
Ghost?" And, to corne down to
particulars as the Archdeacon
does, would he kindly indicate
to me where Archbishops, deans,
canons, and " venerable arclidea-
cons" are mentioned in the Holy
Scripture; and, since they are not
mentioned, is flot the use of
these ternIs out of harmony with
Scriptural teaching? According
to the Archdeacon's strange
logic, the answer would have to
be: Yes, they are out of harmo-
ny. My answer wouid be: not
at ail; the fact that a doctrine or
usage is not mentioned iu Script-
uie is no0 proof that it is ont of
harmoniy with Scriptural teach-
ing; that doctrine or usage may
be a natural logical growth from
the seed which is explicitly men-
tioned in thec Bible and then it
is in perfect harmony with
Scriptural teaching.

INTERCESSION 0F SAINTS.
For examnpie, granting that the

intercession of saintsin heaven
for men living on earth is flot
expiicitly taughtitni the Bible,
we prove it&harmony therewith
in this way. The Bible cites
many instances of just men,
whule alive lu this world, inter-
ceding with God for their living
brethren: see Gen. xviii, 23; Job,i
xlii, 8; Jas., v, 16. But, if, whie
stili on earth and hiable to lose
their souls, these just men could
successfully intèeede with God,
how much more effectually can
they do so now that they are
confirmed in righteousness and
reignîng with Christ forever ?
Therefore prayer to them and es-
pecîally to the Blessed Virgin,
the Queen of ail saints, is emi-
nently consonant with the spirit
of Holy Seri pture.

t re's book .'hlad no grea -
er suce 

1
-',than crtrai n

(John, 11, 3, 5, 9). The Arcli-
deacon objects to lier being,
"called the Mother of God, (as
if God, who is everlastingm, could
have a mother)." And yet we
read that II the Wor]d," i. e., the
second person of the Most Blessed

LTrinity, " was made flesh"
(John 1, 14). There is lu Christ
no hurnan personality, but only
one Divine Persoîî. Mary is the
Mother of that Person. There-

Sfore she is the Mother of God,
though undoubtedly she is not
the mother of that Divine
Nature, which the Second Per-
son lias from everlasting. Simi-
lariy, our mothers are realiy
called flie mothers of oui per-
sons, aithougli they are only ln
reality the mothers of our bod-
les and not of that which is best
in us, viz, oui souls. To deny
to Mary the titie of Mother of
God is implicity to set up two
persons in Christ, one Divine
and tlie other hurnan; whicli
is rank Nestorianism condeîuned
by the Concil of Ephesus in
431.

INDULGE~NCES.

The Archdeacon's perversion
of the Catholic doctrine and
practice of Indulgences belongs
to so antediluvian an epoch of
controversy that I will not dwell
on it further than to say that
this doctrine lias ample scripture
warrant lu Matthew XVI, 19:
IAnd I wili give to thee (Peter)

the keys of the kingdom of
heaven'; -Itd whatsoever thon
s hait....loose on earth, it
shall be loosed also ln heaven; "
also in II Cor., il, 6-11, compared
with I Cor., y, 3-5, where St.
Paul grants a pardon or indul-
gence to the iucestuous Cor-
inthian whom hie had previousiy
excommunicated ; that tlie
Church neyer sanctioued unlioly
traffic lu indulgences, which
neveu included permission to
commit sin; and that any
Catholic manual wil] expiain
this matter to persons who
lionestly seaucli for the truth.

PASCAL.
Archdeacon Fortin replies to

my condemuation of Pascal as a
liar by a baie denial, f0 whicli
he adds the extîaordinary state-
ment that Joseph de Mais-

" efforts " whîih1,were re- PACLT IBE.
ceivcd witI shonts of ridicule However, since fie Archdea-
by the wliolc of Europe." Tis cou carrnes is admiration of
18 the first I and flic majority of Pascal s0 far as fo s.sseif fihat
people amiliar with Frendch "flic rnosf absolufe reliance can
litcrary history lave heard of lie placed upon whafever lie
these " shouts of ridicule." 11u published," I will take hlmn at
France itself, whicli at that finie lis word and quofe for lis bene-
swayed flic iitersry opinions of fit one sfrong passage from th is
Europe, Bouillet, lu ils "Diction- brilliant writer and deep thluker
naire d'Histoire et de Géor- on auricillai confession. Speak-
plie," a work 80 anti-Cafliolic ing of self-love aud of oui anxie-
fiat if was plsced on tlic Index' ty f0 stand well witl oui fellow-
expurgatorius. tells us thnt Pas-timon, lie says:
cal's "Lettres Provinciales "often "f1rut udflos re tio fe hafous
bctray passion and were con- tsudtî ndthowelot ettieu
demued lu Fiance by flic civil '' htw oet aete
suthority. At flic piesent fime deccived f0 our advanfage and
the Frcnch-speaking adurers of fiat we wisli to be flougit of
Joseph de Maistre are muci by fîem oticu t ian wc rcal
moue fumerons flan tiose of are? lieue is a proof of tfIs
Pascal. De Maistre was neyer wllcli horrifies mue. The Cafth-
suspecfed of insincerify; Pascal, Olic religion does flot oblige us
while admitting fiat lie had to discover oui sins to everybody
been decided by a fricnd wlio indiffereutly ; 'cie allows us f0
mauufacfured most of lis quota- couceal flem from aIl men witI
fions againef flic Jesuits, did nof one exception, fo w m msIc bids
refract is " Immortelles Men- ns unveil fie deptis of oui
feuses," and thus coutinned fo heaut aud f0 let hlm sec ns as we
encourage a lie. Voltaire, wlio arc. lHc is flic only man whom
was inseif sudh a master of sic orders ns f0 undeceive (désa-
maliclous siander, ridicules flic buser), and hlm sic obliges fo
ides of judging Jesuit morality~ inviolable secrecy, whidi makes
by sudh a satire as flic-"Lettres is knowledge as if if wcre non-
Provinciales " (Lettres au père existinox Could one fancy any
Latour, 1746). thing more charitable or more

Thc Arcideacon spcaks 0f tender? And yct man's corrnp-
Josepi de Maisfre's "book" lu o a Continued on page 3

ARCHDEACON FORTIN.
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way that betrays his ignoranceof the original. 11e did notwtite a book on f lis question,
but only one chapter in one of
lis 14 splendid volumes.

Perbaps the Archdeacon cani
put his hand on Chateaubriand's
" Etudes Historiques." There,
under the heading, " Histoire de
France," he will find these
words: " lEt pourtant Pascal
n'est qu'un calomniateur de
génie ; il nous a laissé un mnen-
songe immortel."

Among the nman geims I shall
have to ulioarth lu the course of
this letter, I now' corne upotn one
that is a marvel of transparency.
Anyoneý can sec daylight throughi
it. If 18 ail made up of pellucid
naïveté. Wc had often heard
that George Washington would
not tell a lie. But it appears
that Biaise Pascal was infinitely
better off in this respect. Not
only lie would not but he posi-
tively could flot fell a lie, be-
cause, the Archdeacou kindly in-
foims us, he -'was one of the
grcatest mathematicians of his
age; accuracv was the alpha
and the omega of his dliaracter."'
Apply this delightful reasoning
fo a criminal accused of forgcry,
and see how it will work. -'The
accused is one of the most ex-
pert bookkeepers of his time;
therefore no temptation can
have made hlm famper with the
books he kept." The conclusion
of an intelligent jury would be
just the contrary. Precisely be-
cause he is such an ackuow-
kedged expert, temptation held
out allurements unknown f0o o-
dinary bookkeepers, and he may
vcry weil have yielded to tliem,,
as Pascal did to the alinrements
of faîne sud to the applause of
bis heretical admirers. The fact
that

B13COBARDERIE
has come to mean an adroit false-
hood, because Pascal misrepre-
sented Escobar, does flot prove
that Escobar was a liar. What
it does prove is flic accidentaI
immmortality of Pascal's lies.
As WTeil miglit one argue that
Captain Boycott was an atro-
clous mouster, because the Word
" boycott " was coined throngli
hatred of hlm. In point of fact
fliose who knew hlm best say
he was a very decent fèlhow.


