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| Is essential to Bl
bealth. Every nook d
and corner of the oo

system s reached by the blood, and on
{ts quality the condition of every organ do-
pendl. Good blood means strong nerves,
| good digestion, robust health. Impure
blood menns scrofula, dyspepsia, rheuma-
tism, catarrh or other diseases. The surest
way to have good blood is to take Hood’s
garsaparilla, This medicine purifies, vi-
talizes, and enriches the blood, and sends
the elements of health and strength to
every nerve, organ and tissue. It creates
s good appetite, gives refreshing eleep
and cures that tired feeling. Remember,

Hood:

Sarsaparilla

1s the best — In fact the One True Blood Purifier.
F cure Liver Ills; ea
HOOd’S Pills take, “:;r‘o o;er:t;s.yu:

During the coming School Term of 1857 8 we
respectfully solicit the favor of your orders for
the supplying of Catholic Educational and
other Text bouks, botli in English and French
also, school stationary and school requisites.

SADLIER'S DOMINION SERIES.

gadlier's Domit fon Reading Charts, 26 Read .
ing Charts ard one Chart of colors, mounted on
14 boards, size 23} to 524 inches

Ssdlier'’s Dominion Speller, complete.

Sadlier's Dominion Kirst Reader, Part I.

Sadiier's Dominion First Reader, Part 1L

sadlier’'s Dominion Second Reader.

Sadlier's Dominion Third Reader.

sadlier's Dominion Fourth Reader.

sadlier's Outlines of Canadian History.

Sadlier's Grandes Lignes de 1 Histoire du
Canada.

Sadlier’s Outlines of Evglish History.

Sadlier's School History of England, with
colored maps

Sadlier's Ancient and Modern History, with
illustrations and 23 colored maps

sadlier's Edition of Butler's Catechism.

Sadlier's Child’s Catechism of Sacred His-
tory, Old Testament. Part I.

Sadlier’s Child'a Catechism of Sacred His-
tory, New Testament, Part ) § 8

Sadlier's Catechism of Sacred History, large
edition. 1

Snd]ller'a Bible History (Schuster) Illus-
trated,

Sadlier's Elementary Grammar, Blackboard
Exercises.

Sadlier 8 Edition of Grammaire Elementaire
par E. Robert.

Sadlier’s Edition of Nugent's French and
English, English and Freuch Dictionary with
pronunciation.

Sadlier’s (P. D. & 8.) Copy Books, A. ard B,
with tracing.

D.& J. SADLIER & (0,

CATHOLIC PUBLISHERS,

123 Church 8t.,
TORONTO, ONT.

1669 Notre Dame 81,
MONTREAL. QUE.

0. LABELLE,
MERCHANT TAILOR

872 Ricbhmond Street.

Good Business Suits from $15 upwards. Th:
best goods and careful workmanshio.

CONCORDIA VINEYARD!

SANDWICH, ONT.
ERNEST GIRADOT & O

Altar Wine a Specialty.

Our Altar Wine is extensively used am
recommended by the Clergy, and our Olare
will compare fayorably with the best ine
ported Bordeaux.

Wor prices and information address,

BE. GIRADOT & OO,
fRandwich. O«

" ’m’sm'-g;g;momr
The Catholic Record for One Yem
ror §4.00.

By special arrangement with the publisk
ors, we are able to obtain a number of th
above books, and propose to furnish a cop)
to each of our subscribers.

The dictionary is a necesgity in even
home, school and business house. It filles
vacancy, and furnishes knowledge which nt¢
one hundred other volumes of the cholcesi
books could supply. Young and Old, Edu
cated and Ignorant,Rich and Poor, should
have it within reach,and referioitscontents
every day in the year.

A some have asked if this is really the
Original Webster’s Unsabridged Dictionary
we are able to state that we have learned di
rect from the publishers the fact that this
the very work complete, on which about #
of the best years of the author’s life were s«
well employed in writing. It contains the
Yintire vocabulary of about 100,000 words, in
f2luding the correct spelling, derivation anc
|definition of same, and is the regular stan
dard sive, containing about 300,000 square
lxlxcmas of printed surface, and is bound 1»
cloth.

A whole library in itself. The re,
ing price of Webster's Dictionary
tofore been $12.00.

N, B.—Dictionaries will be delivered fres
of &1l charge for carriage. All orders mus!
be accompanied with the cash.

Address, THE CATHOLIC RECORD
LON

DON ONY

One of the most inatrnctive and useful pamph
lots extant is the lectures of Father Damen
They comprige four of the most celebrated ones
delivered by that renowned Jesuit Father
ngmely: vThe Private Interpretation of tha
Bible,” ** The Catholic Church, the only tros
Church of God,”*' Confession,” and ** The Real
Presence.” The book will be sent to any ad
dress on receipt of 15 centain stamps. Orders
may be sent to Thos, Coffey. CATHOLIC RECORI
Office, London. ;

FAVORABLY KNOWN SINCE
Mx;"”;u%//sﬁm 35.0001826~

1ar sel)
as here

PN G aahgcradte stn Lt
o MENEELY & 00, |¢2neine

P CHIMES. Evc.CATALOGUE LPRICES FREE

We have on hand « « + «+
A large quantity of the finest

Prench Bordeanx Clarets

‘Which will be sold at the lowest price

JAMES WILSON
398R{chmond St., London. 'Fheme 650,

PLUMBING WORK

in operation, can be seen at our warerovm

Opp. Masonic Temple,

§M1Tﬁ‘_ BROS.

Plumbers and Heating Engineers
don, Ont. Tolo‘hon 548,
Bele Agents for Peeriess Water Heaters

PRELIMINARY TO A DISCUSSION,

Pittsburg, Pa., July 28, 1807,
The Rev. L A. Lambert, LL. D.

(1) Dear Sir: The position taken
in your letter in the Freeman's Jour-
nal of July 24 seems to me to block the
way most effectually against any dis-
cussion of the main issues between us.
You ask for a common understanding
on the issues in question, such, in my
judgment, as would render the discus-
sion of them altogether uncalled for.
As it appears to me, you, in fact, re-
quire that we shouid agree on the very
point at issue as & preliminary to what
would then become an impertinent
discussion.

(2) It was my endeavor to present
the issues between us as pointedly as
they can be presented in a compre-
pensive form, in the affirmation that
the essential and distinctive principles
of Roman Catholicism are a departure
from the principles of the Apostolic
Church. With the same clearness and
definiteness these issues are also pre-
sented in the statement that the essen-
tial and distinctive principles of
Roman Catholicism are identical with
the principles of the Apostolic Church.
Either one of these theses will bring
the proposed discussion directly and
without any delay to its most vital
points.

Suppose we agree to discuss the
latter of the above propositions. You
would in that case take the affirmative
and begin the discussion. Why could
you not do so without any further pra-
liminaries by taking up one poiut
under the general proposition? The
way could not well be made clearer for
you to begin the discussion by aflirm-
ing that the doctrine, for example, of
the infallibility of the Roman Pontiff
is an essential and distinetive principle
of the Roman Catholic Church, and by
then proceeding at once with your
argument to prove that this principle
was also a principle of the Church of
Christ in the days of the Apostles.

Oc, if the former of the foregoing
propositions were accepted as the one
to be discussed, I caunot see anything
that could properly hinder one from
proceeding at once to affirm that the
principle of the infallibility of the
Roman Pontiff ie an essential and dis-
tinctive principle of Roman Catholic-
ism, and to follow this immediately
with the proof that this principle was
not a principle of the Apostolic Church.
In either case we would have a com-
mon understanding that the doctrine
of the infallibility of the Roman Pon
tiff is an essential and distinctive
doctrine of Roman Catholicism. We
would both appeal to the definition of
this doctrine, as contained in the First
Dogmatic Constitution concerning the
Church of Christ, proclaimed in the
decree of the fourth session of the
Vatican Council. To eimilar docu
ments the appeal would be made in
determining all other essential and
distinctive principles of Roman Cath-
olicism. I agree with you when you
say that these priueiples **are found
in the doctrinal definitions of the
{Roman Catholic] Church, and there
alone."”

Having come to a common under-
standing as to what any distinctive
principle of Roman Catholicism is, is
not the next step logically & discussion
on our part of the point on which we
differ, viz., whether or not the said
principle was embodied in the con-
stitution of the Apostolic Church? I8
it not absolutely necessary for us, with
our divergent views, to discuss this
point before we can come to a common
understanding in regard toit? How
else can wo determine this and other
similar issues between us?

Permit me to repeat just here your
words quoted above, ‘‘and there
alone.” Unintentionally on your part,
these words present the point we need
to diccuss in reference to what both of
us understand to be the essential and
distinctive principles of Roman Cath-
oliciem. Your words come to hand
most opportunely to express my
thought. They state concisely what I
believe to be true, namely, that the
essential and distinctive principles of
Roman Catholicism are found in the
definitions given by that system,
‘. and there alone.” These doctrines,
as I read the history of that age, are,
in fact, not found in the inspired re-
cords of the Apostolic Church—the
Sacred Scriptures, 1 propose to give
the proot of this in the discussion
which we are unable to begin because
of what seems to me the unreasonable
preliminary requirement that we
should first come to & common under-
standing as to what were the principles
of the Apostolic Church.

To demonstrate how unreasonable
this required preliminary is, let me
illustrate its practical application,
You say expressly: ‘It is evident
that we cannot go to work on this pro
position (viz,, that the essential and
distinetive principles of Roman Cath-
olicism are a departure from the prin-
ciples of the Apostolic Church) without
first having a common understanding
of what the principles of (Roman)
Catholicism are, and what the princi-
ples of the Apostolic Church.” That
is, to take the one of three principles
mentioned already, we must come to &
common understanding that the infalli-
bility of the Roman Pontiff is a distine-
tive principle of Roman Catholicism.
Very well, We already have that
common understanding. But you de-
mand further that, before proceeding
with the proposed discussion, we must
have a common understanding as to
whether this principle was or was not
a principle of the Apostolic Church.
In other words, whether it is found in
the doctrinal definitions of the Roman
Catholic Church, ‘‘and there alone,”
or also in the inspired and authorita-
tive account of the divine constitution

Let us suppose that we do in aomef
way, before proceeding with our pro- |
posed discussion, reach a common
underst+nding, either that the doc-
trine of the Papal infallibility was, or
that it was not, & principle of the
Apostolic Church. What will then re-
main of this particular issue to be dis-
cussed ? On the other hand, you
would then agree with me that this es-
sontial and distinctive principle of
Roman Catholicism was not & principle \
of the Apostolic Church ; or, on the |
other hand, 1 would agree with you |
that it was. And such a preliminary

common understanding, either one

way or the other, would make the

further discussion of this point, on our

part, as I afticmed at the begioning of

this letter, both needless and imperti-

nent.

Perhaps you may say that you never

intended anything 80 unreasonable as

for two persons, who have diametri-

cally opposing views on the question,

whether or not the infallibility of the

Roman Pontiff was a principle of the

Apostolic Church, to come to a common

understanding on that point without

discussing it. In that case,l am happy

to be already at a common understand-

ing with you that it is in order for us

to proceed with the discussion, whether

that or any other essential and distine:

tive principle of Roman Catholicism

was a principle of the Apostolic Church

without waiting to come to & common

understanding that the said principles

were or were not the principles of the

Apostolic Church.

Bat I imagine I hear you repeat

your demand that we must first come

to a common understanding as to what

were the principles ot the Apostolic

Church. 1f this demand means any-

thing, it must mean that we take up

one principle after another, and dis-

suss whether or not it was a principle

of the Apostolic Church. Taking up,

first of all, the doctrine of the Papal

infallibility, it is clear to my mind to

a demonstration that you must prove

tome that that principle was, or I must

prove to you that it was not, & princi-

ple of the Apostolic Church before we

can come to a common understanding

on this point.

For my part, I certainly do not ex-

pect or ask you to come to & common

understanding with me as to what was

or was not any one of the principles of

the Apostolic Church before the proofs

on my side are given and the oppos-

ing arguments on your side are tairly

answered. If you require and expect

me to reach a common understanding

with you in any other way than that

which I have indicated, it is in order

for you to make your method so clear

and plain, like the sacred Scriptures,

that a wayfaring man like myselt need

not err therein.

Taking it for granted that you
agree with me that the most reasonable
way of coming to a common under-

standing as to what were the prin-

ciples of the Apostolic Church is by &
courteous, candid and careful discus-
sion, I now propose that our discussion
begin with the examination of the
following proposition ; ‘' Resolved,
That the principle of the infallibility
of the Roman Pontiff was a principle
of the Apostolic Church.” Or if you
wish me to affirm aud begin the dis-
cussion, let the statement be in the
negative form: ‘' Resolved, That the
principle of the infallibility of the
Roman Pontiff was not a principle of
the Apostolic Church.”

Permit me to say, in closing, that,
while I certainly do not wish to appear
to be going about with a chip on my
shoulder, and, while I am far from
hinting that a champion of your
proved prowess is afraid of such an
humble opponent as myself, it does
seem passing strange that we cavnot
proceed with our proposed discussion
by bringing forward, without any de-
lay, our arguments to prove or to dis-
prove the claims of the Papal infallibil-
ity and all other essential and distine-
tive principles of Roman Cathalicism to
be the principles of the Apostolic
Church. Raspectfully yours,

David McAliister.
REPLY.

Rev. Dear Sir: Your letter is but an
elaboration of your Pittsburg Gazette
interview, which I commented upon in
last week's Freeman's Journal. In
my comments I anticipated much that
is in your letter, and consequently in
this reply I may have to run in the
same general line of thought.

The insistence on the essential con
ditions of logical debate does not
block the discussion of the issues be-
tween us ; it blocks only illogical dis
cussion of them, and illicit processes.
It prepares the way to clear and clean
work when the discussion is on.

1 do, as you state, insist on a com
mon understanding on the issues in
question. We must know whaf the
igsues are, otherwise it is evident a
discussion isimpossible. Forinstance,
before we can discuss Catholic doc-
trines we must agree on what these
doctrinesare. Without knowing what
they are I could not defend them, nor
could you refute them. This argu-
ment as to what they are does not
mean an agreement as to the truth or

value of both A and B. Just so with
Catholic principles and the principles
of the Apostolic Church. Both must
be known before likeness or unhikeness
can be affirmed or denied. These
principles of dialectics are so self-
evid-nc [ am inclined to believe that
in objecting to them you are laboring
under a misapprehension

As matters now stand between us
one term of the comparison—Catholic
principles—is known. Buat the other
term—principles of the Apostolic
Church—is not known, You propose
tn discover it by means of a discussion
This brings us to a wmost important
point, wherein the necessity of a
common ground or criterion, or ulti
wate test, will become apparent
In our search for the principles of
the Apostolic Church we must bring
with us a criterion or test by which we
can distinguish those principles from
others that we may meet on the way,
tor you know that there are many
adverse claimants to the dignity.
What is this criterion or rule which
must constitute a common ground be
tween you and me in the joint quest
lor the principles of the Apostolic
Church ? This is the crux of the main
igsue between Catholicism aud Protest
antism : it is also the rule by which all
particular issues must be determined.
In your letter you recoguniza the
necessity of this common ground, and
indicate what you think it ought to be
when you gay : Thess |Catholic| doc
teines, as I read bistory of that
[Apostolic| age, are in fact not found
1n the inspired records of the Apostolic
Church, the Sacred Scriptures.”
Here you propose to make certain
books wnose inspiration you assume
without proof, the common ground or
eriterion, You would make these
books, as interpreted by your private
judgment, the test of Catholic prin
ciples. In other words, you propose to
test Catholic principles by your Pro
testant rule of faith. We stand man
to man and faco to face. Oa what
princip'e, then, do you assume s0 con-
fidently that your Protestant rule of
faith, and not the Catholic rule of
faith, should be made the test of what
the principles of the Apostolic Church
are?
If you were discussing a doctrinal
question with a Presbyterian, a Metho
dist, a Baptist, or other fellow Protest
ant, your proposed criterion—Bible
and private judgment — would be
proper, for they, with you, recognize
that rule as common ground. But
when you discuss a question with a
Catholic, that rule is no longer a
comwon ground, for the Catholic re-
jects it as a false rule, misleading and
untrustworthy. For his belief on that
subject he has the experience of
three hundred years of this Pro
testant rule of faitn. Hesees that those
who follow 1t are split up into hun-
dreds of wrangling sects, holding con-
tradictory creeds, and each one of them
claiming to have exclusive possession
of the principles of the Apostolic
Church, pure and undefiled. A rule
of faith whose legitimate results are
such confusion and contradiction can
pot be the true rule. And yet it is this
Pandora's box of a rule that you ex-
pect me to accept as the common
ground, and to exclude from the dis-
cussion the Catholic rule of faith.
But, passing these considerations,
the Catholic sees another reason why
he cannot accept your proposed criter-
ion. Those books, to ba of any value
as a test, must be inspired. There
must be no doubt about their inspira-

posal as absurd, Very well ; I did not
offer it with the hope that you would
accept it. I offered it to bring vividly
home to you the absurdity of your
expecting me to accept your Protest
ant rule as the criterion of truth in
the proposed discussion. I have known
all along that you have been dreaming
that your rale of faith was the ultimats
test of revealed truth, and 1 made the | ent
offer of my rule of faith to wake you
up to a realization of the situation

Now, as | reject your criterion of
Apostoiic principles, and you reject
mine, what are we to do to find a com
mon ground 7 We must leave out both

THE CHURCH AND DIVORCE,

In answer to a correspondent who
asked, ** Did Clement VI grant &
divorce to Henry IV. of France from
Margaret of Valoig?"" De. Lambert of
the Freeman's Journal says :

Not in the sense in which the
““divores ' is commounly us
I'he Church recog
impediment

ferm
1 at pres-
certain
s which render » marriage
pull and void from the beginning
Where an impediment of 15 king
exists at the time of the marriage con
tract there is no marriage, and, ¢
quently, no need ot a divor

rules of faith, which means that we when a question is raised as to the
leave out the Sceriptures asinspired re. | eXistence ot sud h an imped t at the
cords, for, in the hypothesis, their in | time ot the contract, 1 stigation

must be had
clsion given

spiration is not yet established, We
must also leave out tradition, All we

and an authoritative de

have left are four short histories of Now,n decision aflirming that guch an
ovents that transpired in Palestine|impt liment existed is equivalentto a
nineteen centuries ago, a biography | decluration that the parties were never
of an energetic and talented Jew married A decision of this Kkind

known as Saul or Paul, and some let
ters and didactic essays written mostly

would be called, in common parlance,
a divorce. Butit is ne {or a divorce

by some poor fishermen who earned a | 88 now understood in our courts and
precarious living on the banks of a|among non Catholies, is a sundering of
small lake in the interior of |the marriage bond I'o break the
Palestine These histories, letters|bond is to admitils existence up to the
and essays if not inspired, are of time of breaking it. But a decision
no more authority than the his recognizing the existence of a diri

tories and essays of Josephus, Dion
Cassius, Epictetus and Seneca The
Christian world has believed them to be
ingpired, but it has 80 believed because
the Catholic Church taught through the
ages that they are inspired. That is
the sole basis of the belief in their in
gpiration. It was this that made the
great St. Augustin, in the fifth
century, say : ‘‘ I, for my part, would
not believe the Gospel, unless the
authority of the Catholic Church moved
me to it.”" Butyou, as a Protestant,
reject the authority of the Catholic
Cnurch, and, consequently, you must
prove the inspiration of the Scripture,
in some other way. This, I repeat,
you must do before you can quote
those writings as Bible.  Until this is
done, they are not Bible to you or to
me, and cannot be in the proposed
discussion

If we want to know what are the
principles of the Apostolic Church,
why may we not appeal directly to

menting impediment declares that the
bond never existed, and, consequently
can not be sundered. 1t declares that
the parties were not married

Let us look at some of these impedi
y that we may understand the
Henry IV The first is

Thus, if a wman

through the form of marriage with one
woman, mistaking her for
marries neither. Suppose he intends
to marry Amanda Doe, but by some
trickery Rebecca Roe takes Amanda’s
place, there is no marriage The man
is not & husband : he is merely the vic
tim of a tfraud. If he appealed to the
ecclesiastical court the decision would
be, no marriage by reason of the im-
pediment *‘error,” and he would be
told that he was free to marry some
other woman, if he could find one that
would consider him worth having

Another impediment is ''cerime
Suppose a single man and a married
woman conspired and killed her

monts
case  of
‘terror goes

another, he

that organ of revealed truth which husband so that they could marry A
Christ built upon a rock, against contract of marriage between these
~hich He declared the gates of hell | two conspirators would be null and

should not prevail, and with which He
gaid He would Ve until the end of time ?
Christ commanded us to hear it under
pain of being considered as heathens
and publicans. It exists still on earth

To say the contrary is to say that the
gates of hell have prevailed, and that
Christ's promise and prophecy have
failed. To say that the Apostolic
Church has ceased to exist is to say
that Christ was a false prophet. As
you are not ready for that blasphemy,
[ assume that you admit its present
existence in the world. And, by
reason of Christ's promise, it is the
best  authority on oarth on
Apostolic principles. Here we have
a common ground, have wenot 7 We
have only to seek and identify this
divinely-established organ or teaching IV,
corporation, and learn what it teaches
now, for what it teaches now it taught
in the Apostolic age. For, as St. Paul
states, ** it is the pillar and ground of
truth.”

Where, then, i8 thisdivine organ ot
revealed truth ? It is simply a ques
tion of identification. It isnot the Cov-
enanter Church, for that was organ
ized in Scotland, not in Palestine. It
comes too late to make a claim to Apos

void in the eyes of the Church

Another of these impediments ie
“oree.” Any force or compulsion
that creates a grave fear in the mind
of either of the contracting parties in-
validates the marriage contract. A
contract supposes liberty in the con-
tracting parties. A woman, for in
gtance, who consents, through fear of
life or honor, to the marriage cere-
mony, i8 not married. Vear has de-
prived her of that liberty which ig
necessary to make a valid contract.
Any decision, civil or religious, de-
claring her free from such a contract
would not be a divorce, It would be a
declaration: a divorce was not neces
sary, because she was not married.
Now we come to the case of Henry
In his appeal to Clement VIIL
his plea was that his consent to the
marriage with Margaret of Valols was
the result of force. When he estab-
lished this plea to the satisfaction of
the court to which he appealed, the
resuit was not a decree of divorce, hut
a decision that there had never been &
marriage. 1le was, therefore, free to
marry, and did marry Mary de Medici,
daughter of the Grand Duke of
Tuscany. There was no question

tion. Your assuming it is not enough.
It must be proved by you, and proved
by your rale of faith—the Bible alone,
and private judgment. As a man of
intelligence, you know that such proot
cannot be produced.

Assuming you to be a consistent
Covenanter,you believe the Covenanter
Church holds the principles of the
Apostolic Church. Butthe Covenanter
Church differs from every other Protest
ant Churchin theworld. Therefore,con
sistency requires you to aflirm that all
Protestant churches, save the Coven-
anter, have departed from the prin
ciples of the Apostolic Church, and are,
consequently, in error. But all these
unfortunate churches are what they
are by following the Protestant rule of
faith—Bible and private judgment.
In view of these disastrous results,
this widespread departure from the
principles of the Apostolic  Church
caused by that ruls of faith,
would it be wise in you and
me to adopt that rule our search
after the princi Apostolic
Church ? How can you approve of a
rule that led so many good people
away from the princiy les and blessings
of Covenanteriem, [ cannot under
stand. Tobe consistent, you should
discard it as a damupable error, a de
vice of him who goeth about like a
roaring lion, seeking whomn he may
devour.

Between you and me, then, the Pro
tostant rule of faith, as a criterion of
revealed truth, wmust be discarded.
What, then, shall we do? We must
have gome criterion, or we can come to
no definite conclusion. In this emerg-
ency I will not let you outdo me in

es of the

error of them. It is only after we
have come to this common understand-
ing of the issue in question that we
are in a position to discuss its truth or

fallacy. Thus it is that a common
understanding, instead of blocking

discussion or making it needless,
makes it impossible ; without it, dis-
cussion—at least intelligent discussion
—would be impossible. What we say
in reference to Catholic doctrine is
equally true of Apostolic doctrines.

To find likeness or uunlikeness be-
tween principles or doctrines, a com-
parison must be made. Bat it cannot

generosity. You offered me your Pro-
testant rule, which, for reacons, given,
had to be declined. In return, I now
offer you the Catholic rule of faith.
Here it is : Scripture and tradition, as
presented and explained by the Roman
Catholic Church. How does it strike
you a8 a criterion ? Accept it and we
will soon know what are the principles
of the Apostolic Church.

Ah, say you, to accept that would
render further discussion needless—it
would be to give away the whole case.
Certainly it would. If you accept it
in good faith, you would be a Cath-

be made until both principles or
doctrines are known. You cannot say

of the Apostolic Church.

Aisorisnot B untll you know the

olic ; and as you do mnot want to be-
come a Catholic just yet; you decline

tolicity. The same muet be said of all
other churches ot Christendom until we consummated marviage ; no question
come to one which can trace its histori- | of divorce in the sense understood by
cal existence through the centuries up|our — courts and by Protestants
to the time just previous to Christ’s generally, who do not racognizo
ascension into heaven. When we | marriage ag a sacrament of the new
find that society or corporation our|law.
quest is at an end, for Christ said of The attitude of the Church and the
it : * He that heareth you heareth|Popes as to divorce in the modern
Me." sense of sundering the matrimonial
I hope I have said enough to con bond, isclearly indicated by Pope Pius
vince you that we must have a common VIL, in his letter to the Kmperor Na
ground or criterion, and that, to insist | poleon, who had asked him to divorce
on it as a preliminary, is a dictate of his brother Jerome from Miss Patter
reason and common sense. When we|son, of Baltimore. After having in
have settled the question of the criter- vestigated and found the marriage
ion of Apostolic principles we can, 1| valid, Pius VIL, wrote :
doubt not, agree on the medium ot “ Were we to usurp a power that we
publication. do not possess, we should render our
You say in your concluding para gelves gwlty of the most abominable
graph that it is strange that we cannot | abuse of our sacred ministry before the
proceed to prove or disprove the essen tribunal of God, and before the whole
tinl and distinctive principles of Church. Your Majesty, even in his
Roman Catholicism to be the principles justice, wouald not desire us to pro
of the Apostolic Church. It would be | nounce a judgment contrary to the
still more strange if we were to pro testimony of oi1r conscience and the
ceed to compare the former with th..| invariable principles of the Church,
latter without knowing what the latter Hence we earnestly hope that your
are, and without any criterion by | Majesty will be satistied that the
which to distinguish them, I confess desire which animates us of second
[ would be afraid of a man so devoid ing your wishes, as far as depends
of logic as to think he can compare|On us, especially in a case s0 closely
two things together without knowing connected with your august persom and
them both. He would be too apt (o family,is in this case rendored ineffect
mistake hig subjective notions for ob ual by want of power
jective realities. He is in more need This clear and forcible statement by
of an indulgent friend that of an the highest authority in the Church,
exacting opponent. on divorce, leaves no room fot doubt
Vary truly yonrs, or quibbling sacred Heart Review
.. A. Lambert
—N. Y. Freeman's Journal

here of dissolving a legitimate and
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WONDERFUL are the cures by Hood's Sars
gaparilla, and yet they are simple and
natural. Hood’s Sarsaparilla makes PURE
BLOOD

- - -
T ONLY True yromi
nently in the public eye today is Hood’s Sar

Blood Purifier

gaparilla, Therefore get Hood's and ONLY |  D0m® parsons have peri lical attacks of
HOOD'S Canadian cholera, dysentery or ])l.ll!li-! a,
i3 " and have to use great precs tions to avoid the

l:.”m, I';‘, : LEPIE “_h". ,I\" Ni 'k"NUL‘I disease., Change of water, ( yoking, and
B utton, writes «ast winter green fruit, is sure to bring on the atta ks

h:u.l La Grippe and it hjn me with a severe | i g0 h pOrsons we w uld recommend Dr,
pain in the small of my back and hip that| 171y Kelloggg's Dysentery Cordial as being
RE Y0 Y o whensver I tried to climi 4 | the bast medicine in the markot T all sum
when I bought a bottle of Dr. THOMAS ke “""‘,m“"":' 1 a “;“ (l.' :“."‘r.ﬂ, ‘.“,01“ o
BoLpoTric O1r, and used it both internally “"l"‘ll‘r‘ .w‘h”‘“] x",“.\)r”.“l‘l;“\) :.I.\“,'.I;,L,.,'l““l' e
and externally, morning and evening, for Stdid g M: [' oty
three days, at the expiration of which time 1 1 Dinner £t .l.m-, g M”‘\,‘ b
was rnmplnmly “"W‘l." vlul'l:\!lng.:\gnny atter p.‘\rHl\lm' ot a h\uuv.\'
Where can I get some of Hollowa o Oavt dinper. The food partaken of is like a ball of
Cure ? 1 was entirely cured of my corns by lead upon the stomach, aud instead of being
this rénle(l}"nlld 1 wish some more of it fu)r healthy nutriment it becomes a poison to the
» friend S f M . W. B A pystem, Dr, | arlng*ltm B \_u,wnlvlu Pills are
Iy, IEsTRunL. Y writes Mr, J, . Brown, | wonderful correctives of such troubles.
Chicago. They correct acidity, open tha secretions
Mother Graves' Worm Exterminator is | and convert the food partaken of into healthy
pleasant to take ; sure and effectual in de- | nutriment. They are just the medicine to
stroying worms, Many have tried it with | take if troubled with Inaigestion or Dyspep-

to accept it, and look upon my pro-

best results, . sia.
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