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Catholic Questions of the Day
In England. AN ELOQUENT ADDRESS by CARDINAL VAUGHAN.

RELIMINARY to the annual 
Catholic Truth Conference a 
public meeting was held on 
Monday night in Olympia, 

Northumberland Road, Newcastle. 
The local Catholics have taken very 
deep interest in the Conference.

The address of His Eminence Car
dinal Vaughan was the principal fea
ture of the meeting. As it deals with 
several questions which are attract
ing a great deal of attention, not 
alone in Great Britain and Ireland, I 
but also in this country, we dec.o it 1 
of importance to give, in full, the 
report of the admirable and timely 
deliverance of His Eminence.

ST. EDMUND'S RELICS. - In 
opening His Eminence said You 
have heard of St. Edmund the Mar
tyr and King of East Anglia, and of 
the controversy that has arisen as 
to his relics. I am going to make a 
very,open confession to you. Having 
built a cathedral, the thought and 
desire occurred to me of enriching it 
with the relics of St. Edmund, the 
King, which the tradition of Toul
ouse said were held as a precious 
treasure in the Church of St. Snr- 
nin. I was the more ready to give 
crédence to this tradition, as in a 
learned life of the saint, published a 
few years ago in London, careful ex
amination was made into the Toul
ouse tradition, and ended by treat
ing its claim to the possession of 
the relics as practically proved. No 
critic or student, so far as 'I was 
aware, came forward to question the 
com-£*hess of Father Mackinlay’s 
conclusion. To mo, who urn, 1 regret 
to say, entirely without experience 
in studies of historical research, the 
matter seemed to b’e certain. I there
fore petitioned the Holy Father to 
obtain this treasure for the Cathe
dral of Westminster. And His Holi
ness, desiring to gratify the Catho
lics of England, and believing that 
Englishmen in general would be 
pleased to see the remains of a Sax
on King brought back to England, 
obtained for us from the Archbishop 
of Toulouse what we all believed to 
be the bones of St. Edmund, the. 
King. Shortly after their arrival in 
England two learned authorities, Dr. 
James, ot Cambridge, and Dr. Bigg, 
of Oxford, wrote letters to “The 
Times" calling in question their au
thenticity. They did not seem to be 
absolutely conclusive; but upon the 
suggestion of the Bishop of Clifton 
and of Abbot Gasquet and others I 
determined to submit the whole 
question to experts in England and 
France, so that we may by means of 
their researches clear up the diffi
culties and turn a pious belief into 
a positive certainty one way or the 
other. This seemed to me to be all 
the more necessary, as Abbot Gas
quet Had written to inform me that 
he had himself made a slip some 
years ago by inadvertently saying 
that the arm of St. Edmund had 
been carried in procession in the fif
teenth century, whereas he had just 
found that it should have been the 
arm of St. Botulph. But last Thurs
day Sir Ernest Clarke published the 
report of what appears to be an ex
hausted and careful examination in
to the question of the authenticity 
of the relics, so that the edmmittee 
of experts I have referred to will 
have their task, 1 should think, very 
much lightened if they do not find 
that it has been already accomplish
ed. I confess that Sir Ernest 
Clarke's evidence seems to me, who 
am, however very far from being an 
expert, overwhelming and conclu
sive; and I, therefore, subject to fur
ther examination and verification by 
experts, hasten to express to him my 
hearty and sincere thanks for the 
service he appears to have rendered.
It Is through the efforts of a number 
of men in the course of last century 
—especially abroad—that historical 
methods have been perfected to a de
gree that 100 years ago would have 
seemed impossible.

In many cases evidence can be ob
tained on obscure questions, and the 
degree of doubt attaching to many 
statements can now be justly estim
ated. To none are the investigations 
of historical research more useful 

thollo Church, which 
ain by truth,

the faithful unless they have at 
some time been authenticated or 
recognized by the bishop of the dio
cese. But authentication of this kind 
does not absolutely guarantee that 
they are genuine. It is a matter of 
evidence which is always open to ex
perts. Relics known with certainty 
to be spurious may never be recog
nized or used as authentic.

I remember that a few years ago a 
dealer in reliquaries in Rome palmed 
off upon several bishops and others 
relics that he said had come from 
suppressed churches in Italy, and he 
attached to them forged certificates 
of authentication. As soon as this 
was found out a circular was issued 
by order of the Holy See to all bish
ops commanding the possessors of 
all such relics to give them up or 
to destroy them. 8. But, it will be 
further asked, Is not great irrever
ence committed by honoring false re
lics. To this the answer is yes; if 
you are absolutely certain that the 
relics are false. But if you are not 
certain, if you simply accept the 
tradition that they are actually or 
probably genuine, there is no irre
verence. The veneration shown to re
lics, pictures, and crucifixes is, as 
the Catechism teaches, only relative 
—the honor and veneration are in
tended for the person represented, 
and in the case of the saints the 
honor paid to them is always in
tended ultimately for God, “mirabil
is Deus in Sanctis suis." Take a 
domestic example. If you possessed 
a locket of what purported to be the 
hair of your mother you would ven
erate and wear it out of love for 
your mother, and you would not 
throw it away unless you became 
convinced that it was not her hair, 
but that of some one else. It is thus 
that we deal with the relics of the 
seiints—our love and veneration are 
for the person of the saint, and they 
are to this extent personal — that 
if we should Venerate a spurious re
lic in the belief that it were genuine, 
the veneration, being relative and 
personal, would certainly not rest in 
the inanimate relic or picture, but 
simply in the person whose memory 
we have in oiir mind.

olic, Anglo-Catholic, and even Pro- 
trCl-11-’- * -

FRENCH EMIGRANT CLERGY.— 
Just a word on another topic. I do 
not as a rule notice anonymous at
tacks. Bad enough to be a target, 
but far worse to have to reply to 
every shot. A statement from a Lou
don paper has been running through 
the provincial press to the effect 
that I have deliberately outraged 
public feeling by inviting to England 
certain French religious, some of 
whose confreres have made them
selves particularly obnoxious by 
their constant attacks upon this 
country. The fact is that upon the 
passing of the iniquitous law against 
the religious congregations I gave a 
general invitation to any religious 
who might wish to come to my dio
cese until they could return to 
France. Among those who applied 
were three or four fathers, some of 
whose confreres do not love Eng
land. My invitation being general, I 
was not, and am not, going to make 
distinctions. None will come who do 
not intend to obey the laws and fol
low my direction. And if there be 
any who have not been sufficiently 
enlightened to appreciate this coun
try while living in France they are 
the very people who had best come 
and make our acquaintance. This is 
the surest way to change their views. 
But while England boasts of her 
generous hospitality to every kind 
of refugee, I shall certainly offer 
whatever hospitality I can to the 
men and women who haVe suffered 
for Christ's sake. I am too broad an 
Englishman to know any other pol
icy.

OUR NAME AND TITLE.— It 1* 
necessary—strange as it may be to 
say so—tç vindicate to ourselves the 
use of the honorable title “ Catho
lic" and “Catholic Church.” I have 
lately had some difficulty in making 
this clear. I have been told by i»er- 
sons in high public popttton, "You 
are Roman Catholics, not Catholics; 
you belong to the Roman Catholic 
Church. not to the Catholic 
Church." It was even broadly hint- 

the original 
" Reformed 
law estab- 

OathoHc

testant-ôatholic, etc. Or it is put 
in another way— Catholicity is the 
sphere or circle, and the prefixes to 
"Catholic" denote the various sec
tions of the circle—the Roman Cath
olic section, the Anglo-Catholic sec
tion, the Greco-Catholic section of 
Catholicity or of the Catholic 
Church. These various contradictory 
and mutually destructive species or 
sections make up the Catholic 
Church. We are therefore not to be 
called by our simple and primitive 
title, “Catholic," but by the i.ame 
‘‘Roman Catholic," as signifying the 
particular species, or section of the? 
circle, to which we belong. Thcsè 
who argue thus call us intruders and 
schismatics in this country. We are 
an Italian mission, a Roman inva
sion-people out of their proper 
place; we are of foreign make und 
texture; an un-English and inferior 
brand, which must be labelled ‘•Ro
man," in -«jfder to prevent mistakes, 
and‘to distinguish us from the or
iginal Catholic article und from 
every other. They will, therefore, 
never, if they can help it, speak of 
us as Catholics, but always as Ho
man Catholics—Catholics belonging 
to some place abroad, with a double 
—a foreign —allegiance.

The meaning that we give to the 
term “Roman Catholic," and that 
we accept, is very different. Just as 
in the beginning Christians took af
ter a time the name of Catholics, 
signifying universal—i.e., one every
where, and defined the Holy Church 
in their first creed to be the Holy 
Catholic Church, so, on ihe pressure 
of heresy, the Nicene Creed, in order 
to exclude the pretension of every 
other religion to be that of Christ, 
drew out the idea of unity winch 
was inherent in the word Catholic 
and defined the Holy Catholic Church 
to be as essentially and exclusively 
one as she was essentially and ex
clusively Catholic. The Nicene Fa
thers added no doctrine to that real
ly contained in the Apostles' Creed; 
they only expressed more fully what 
was already there. We therefore la.ld 
that the religion instituted by Christ 

Catholic, that is, universal, or 
"one and the same everywhere; " 
that it is consequently not divisible 
into different species, or capable of 
being cut into sections different in 
texture and- make from each other 
A Catholicity divided into a num
ber of contradictory Catholicities is 
a contradiction in terms, and is in 
reality nonsense. With us the prefix 
‘ Roman" is not restrictive to a spe
cies or a section, but simply declar
atory of Catholic. It explains the 
meaning of Catholic applied to the 
religion of Christ, and asserts its 
unity. Put it another way. The 
word ‘Roman" bears the same rela
tion to "Catholic" that the centre 
bears to the sphere or circle. All the 
radn of a circle rest in their com
mon certtre. The whole circumference 
is thus brought into unity with its 
centre. This is to be Catholic. ‘Ro
man" as prefix to “Catholic" is 
therefore declaratory that the cen
tral point of Catholicity is Roman- 
the Roman See of Peter. As Christ 
built His Church upon Peter and his 
successors in the Romaii See, and as 
every other Church, according to St. 
Cyprian, must everywhere conform 
t°jtwe Caching of the Roman Church 

aud be united in communion with it, 
so it follows that Rome is the cem- 
tre of the Catholic religion. A circle 
has but one centre, not many. Ybu 
cannot have Rome, Constantinople, 
Moscow, Canterbury, and New York 
centres of the one holy Catholic 
Church. There can be but one cen-

The Catholic Church in England 
has been Roman from the beginning. 
Bede, the father of English history, 
says that the whole Church recog
nizes the Roman See as its mother 
aad nlVe,*d; that the Roman was 
tn® Catholic and Apostolic Church • 
and that no one separating himself 
from this Church can be absolved 
from his sins or can hope to enter 
he*7en- Not to be prolix on this 
subjects I find that in the thirteenth 
century the English Parliament and 
the bishops. Abbots, and clergy pro
tested in formal documents that 
they were Roman. boUnd by dutv 
and affection to the Roman Church, 
that the English Church was .a spe^ 
cial member of the Roman Church 
Grosseteste speaks of the obedience 
due from every Catholic to the Ro- 
man Church. Henry HI., Edward II., 
Edward III., Henry VI. speak in the 

8e”ef- Even Henry VIII. wrote:
The whole Church recognizes the 

its mother and head."
a learned

Church to insert the word Roman 
as a note of the Church in her 
creeds, in condemnation of the here
sy that has distorted the meaning of 
the note Catholic. She has already 
inserted it in the Profession of Faith 
made by converts. It also appears In 
the Schema of the Dogmatic Consti
tution of the Church, prepared for 
the Vatican Council, and is adopted 
by many of the best modern theolo
gians, as a mark of the Christian 
Church. Nor cnn I doubt but that 
it has been by a singular Providence 
of God that the Catholic Church is 
defined, by the English Legislature, 
and by the instinct of the Protestant 
Anglo-Saxon race, to be the " Ro
man Catholic Church." “Prater in 
tentionem," perhaps they could not 
have used words more accurate had 
they previously sought the direction 
of the Apostolic See itself.

I have pointed out that two mean 
togs are given to the term Roman 
Catholic a false and a true one. I 
would now say to you all, use the 
term Roman Catholic. Claim it, de
fend it, be proud of it—but in the 
true and Catholic sense. As the Afri
can Fathers wrote some fourteen 
cenUrics ago, to be Roman is to be 
CatHtjUet and to be Catholic is to 
be Rt>man. But I would also say 
"Like your English forefathers and 
your brethren on the continent, call 
yourself habitually—and especially 
when the word Roman is misunder
stood simply Catholics, members of 
the ‘Catholic Church.’ " ‘ The name 
of the Catholic Church (soys St. 
Augustine in the'fourth century) 
keeps me in the Church— a name 
which in the midst of so many here
sies, this Church alone, not without 
cause, so held possession of, that, 
though all heretics would gladly call 
themselves Catholics, yet to the in
quiry of any stranger, Where do the 
Catholics meet?’ no heretic would 
dare to Point to his own place of 
worship." I therefore fmy : Let 
others call themselves, let them cull 
us, what they please. What they 
think and say is their affair. But let 
us assert equal liberty for ourselves 
and call ourselves, "Roman Catho
lics, or simply "Catholics," just as 
we please, for both mean the same 
thing. Always ask for the " Catho- 
u ,î,urc*î'*\ address ymir letters to 

lu y^nthoIic Presbytery," speak of 
the ‘Catholic priest," the "Catholic 
Bishop. Stand oû the old way, hold 
to the old name; everybody under
stands it. Why use two words where 
one will do? In dedications, present
ations and addresses of a formal 
and cor. monious kind, call yourselves 

u, uVV'S or Roman Catholics, 
whichever you please. But if you 
use the latter term, let it be seen 
that you use it in the Catholic and 
true sense, and that you have not 
chosen a Word of double meaning, 
for the purpose of equivocation In
deed, it is important in this country 
that we should call ourselves "Cath
olics" rather than "Roman Catho
lics, because a false meaning is 
more often attached to the latter 
term than to the former. Should anv 
one object to your use of the name 

Catholic," it is a sign that the 
time has come to assert your right 
to call yourself what you like. Of 
course for legal purposes, and to se
cure to ourselves a distinctive ap
pellation, which no one else will 
dare to appropriate, the term Roman 
Catholic is perfect. It is theologi
cally correct and absolutely exclu-

ançe to our interests and to those 
of réligion, to excite in us an in
tense desire to have a Catholic king. 
Though even the end could never, 
even remotely, justify the means 
suggested. But how do matters real
ly stand? We have a constitutional 
Monarch, who is subject to the laws, 
and in practice bound to follow the 
advice of his Ministers. A Catholic 
king, under present circumstances, 
would be a cause of weakness, of 
perpetual difficulty, and of untold 
anxiety. We are far better off us we 
ore. Our dangers and grievances, our 
hopes and our happiness, lie in the 
working of the Constitution—not in 
the favor or power of the person of 
any Sovereign.

KING AND DECLARATION. —In 
dealing with this important matter 
His Eminence gave expression to 
some spirited remarks. He said :— 

Let me say at once that I entirely 
and frankly accept the decision of 
the country that the King must be 
a Protestant. They believe that this 
fs in some way bound up with the 
welfare of the empire. Without going 
this length, I am convinced that in 
the present condition of the English 
people, haunted as they are foy fears 
ajad suspicions, it is expedient that 
the King should be of the religion of 
the overwhelming majority. Besides, 
the King being, in virtue of royal 
supremacy, head of the State church' 
it is impossible that he should be 
other than a Protestant. Catholics 
have no difficulty in paying most 
loyal allegiance to a Protéstant 
Sovereign. In this, they seem to be 
of more liberal and confiding temper 
than those who would refuse allegi
ance to a King unless he professed 
their creed.

The Catholic has no difficulty be
cause he gives his allegiance and his 
life, when needed, primarily to the 
Livil Power ordained of God. The 
Sovereign represents this power, 
whatever be his religion. Was it not 
Catholic Belgium that placed the 
Protestant King Leopold upon the 
throne, and gave to him at least as 
hearty a devotion as ever has been 
shown to his Catholic successor ? 
OtherJIatholic States are ruled by

THE REAL ISSUE.-It is the Par
liament, the House of Commons, 
that we must convert—or, at least 
strive to retain within the influence 
of Christianity. For the well-being 
of this country and the salvation of 
its people depend, above all other 
human things, upon the view that 
the House of Commons can be got to 
take of its duty—to respect aud obey 
the law of Christ. What we want is 
to get the House of Commons to 
maintain the Christian laws of mar
riage as the basis of society, and to 
secure to parents and their children 
a true and proper liberty jn the mat
ter of Christian education. And in 
all this remember well that the 
House of Commons depends not up
on the King, whatever his religion, 
but upon ourselves. The people of 
this country must work out their 
own salvation. And here let me point 
out to you, in passing, that the next 
session of Parliament may settle for 
ever the position of Christianity in 
this country. Secondary and middle 
class education will be thrown into 
the melting pot. In the process of 
the devolution of educational au
thority upon county councils Chris
tianity will run the risk of losing 
rights which it seems to have al
most secured under the working of 
the Education Department. The ad
option of a single clause or principle 
will have far reaching and most vi
tal results. There will be another 
educational struggle. Struggles will 
be inevitable until the Christian 
cause, which is becoming more and 
more openly the cause of the major
ity, has permanently triumphed. The 
measures in next session will not be 
final. They will bo stages on the 
way to a great national system in 
which wo may hope that Christian 
schools will no longer be penalized 
as at present—no longer reduced to 
the condition of eleemosynary insti
tutions and stricken with inferiority 
caused by poverty and starvation, 
while Board schools, forbidden the 
use of any Christian catechism, riot 
in the possession of every education
al advantage that can be bought bv 
money. Legislation assuring equal 
educational rights to all elementary 
and secondary schools, equal expend- 
jture of publlic money, in Christian 
and Board schools, would be the 
work of a distinctly Christian Par
liament. It is upon such questions 
as this that we must concentrate at
tention. A word of advice : While 
Catholics are split up into several 
political parties they are weak. But 
when we all unite upon some great 
Christian object, such ns education 
we become strong and formidable! 
And if we then enter into a prudent 
alliance with others, who are work
ing towards the same end, we shall 
be wise, for then victory in the long 
run is assured. The history of the 
last thirty years has given ample 
proof of this. Let us join hands, 
then, in the campaign that is before 
us with all who are like-minded 
with members of the Church of Eng
land, who have now abandoned the 
theory that their schools must he 
supported on the alms of the rich, 
and with the mnmbers of every other 
denomination that has stomach to 
fight a buttle for placing Christian 
schools on a par as to maintenance 
with Board schools.

REII6I0US ORDERS IN FRAHCE.
In view of the present exodus <.f 

religious orders from France we.will 
reproduce some of the statements 
made by such well known ypn as 
Peru Builly. of the Assumptionists, 
and others, both of the Benedictines 
and the Oblates.

" Kjvtvvco are ruie
>testant Sovereigns. And who can 
that the sixteen millions of Ger-- _—. —~ uiijiiviw v* vj»er-

man Catholic, are a whit less loyal 
to their German Protestant Emperor 
than the millions who arc of the 

of no religion? There 
believe, pursued by the 

- we Catholics would
0,6 W°rl throne-*that 

ioMti

say

KING'S OATH AGAIN— Pardon 
this digression : 1 return to the sub
ject before us—the King’s Dcclnra- 
tion and Oath.

And first of all, observe this : it is 
not the King who is responsible for 
the drafting or the retention of this 
detestable Declaration. It is the 
Mimstry, the Legislature, the Con
stitution that are responsible for 
its retention, and for forcing its ac
ceptance upon the Sovereign. The 
gravamen, therefore, lies against the 
Kta^' n0t again8t the Person of the

Some surprise was expressed 
abroad at the Catholic Hierarchy 
and the Catholics of this countrV 
having presented an address of alle
giance to a King who had repeated 
the words of that Declaration. But 
three things have to be remembered: 
First, that those words have been 
pronounced by every English Sover
eign during the last 200 years, with
out the forfeiture of Catholic allé- 
glanes. Secondly, that Hfs Majesty 
while .Heir Apparent all through hi.

"I am aware," said Fere Builly, 
that certain orders are of opinion 

that they ought to ask for author
ization. I do not believe that they 
will derive the slightest advantage 
by doing so, being, on the contrary, 
convinced that they will soon repent 
of it. The present Government will 
be sure to seize the first occasion 
that offers for finding them in de
fault and, then, farewell fine pro
mises. The persecution will be con
tinued with all the greater violence 
for being less straightforward. As 
for ourselves, we no longer exist 
here, but many of us will, neverthe
less, remain in France, while others 
will go to Belgium and England. In 
Belgium we have united two houses."

"You may any," continued Fere 
Bailly, "that we have definitely ac
cepted Cardinal Vaughan’s offer to 
confide a London parish to our 
charge and that we have decided to 
create another parish—this one out
side London." Fere Bailly predicted 
that towards the expiration of the 
legal delav the Government will re
ceive numerous applications from 
communities whose attitude lias hi
therto been one of hesitation. 
"But." he added, "where the Minis
try deceives itself is in supposing 
that submission will be absolute and 
that the congregations in their obe
dience to the Government may dis
obey Rome. You may be sure that 
they will not apply for authorization 
if the procedure obliges them to be
come schismatics."

A Benedictine Father when about 
to leave Paris for England made the 
following statement^ "All the Bene
dictines of France fire either making 
their preparations for departure or 
have already left. They arc the Be
nedictines of Liguge, of St. Anne, of 
Rouen, of WisqucS, of St. Magdalen, 
of Marseilles, of St. Mnur-sur-Loire, 
nnd of Solcsmcs. These last will go 
to the isle of Wight. At the expira
tion of the delay there will not be 
in Franco a single Benedictine. They 
will go for the most part to Eng
land, whithcjfr. they have been called 
by the Prior of Farnborough, Vorv 
Rev. Fernand Cabrol. The Benedic
tines need not trouble themselves- 
about the Government's authoriza
tion. They have not, like the Trop- 
pists and Carthusians, agricultural 
and industrial interests in Franco.
If the Trappists and Carthusians 
ask for authorization 1 believe they 
will easily obtain it. But our situa
tion is very different. Our patrimony 
is entirely intellectual, and science 
is our field."

The Order of the Oblntcs of Mary 
Immaculate, which is largely en
gaged in foreign missionary work 
especially in Africa, will apply for 
authorization, and will without 
doubt obtain it. One of these reli
gious, in the course of a conversa
tion, makes the following interest
ing remarks upon their missions in 
South Africa : "The Transvaal war 
has not put a stop to our work. Our 
fathers have become military chap
lains both on the side of the Eng
lish and of the Boers. It is only 
during the last five or six years- 
that we have been able to live on.' 
good terms with the Boers, who, bc- 
mg at first fanatical Protestants 
rendered our mission difficult. But 
when they perceived the good result 
of our propaganda, when—especially 
after the declaration of war — they 
were able to appreciate our services, 
their attitude towards us was pro
foundly changed. Thus, when the 
Boers drove the English misslonar- 
ies out of Pretoria, our house, whose 
Superior is an Irishman, mas un
molested in their capital/'

LATE PRESIDENT’S ESTATE.

neir Apparent all through his 

’»»,«——.........................

The old

In view of the exaggerated reports 
of the amount of the insurance pol
icies on President McKinley’s life 
an authoritative statement was 
made a few days ago by one of the 
late President's friends in NewjYork 
city. He said : "It isn’t necessary 
to mention my name, but all of Pre
sident McKinley's friends in Wash
ington will understand who is speak- ' 
lng. The exact amount of President 
McKinley's policies is *97,000, and 

» Penny more. Of this amount, 
*80,000 was carried by the Vex 
York Life Insurance Company." •

MrS. McKinley’s income from the 
l.n.sÏSrce pollc,e»- the pension of 
*8,000 a year which Congress will 
grant and the money saved by the 
President will be about *18,000 a 
year' ■
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patriarch.


