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that they have virtuea too, snd thst
while their transgressions are the
world's, thelir virtues m‘tloh own.

'Pag ¥orLOwING delineation of the
Anglicap Church will scarcely meet
with the approval of such controversial
crusaders as,say the Rev. Mr, Holmstead
who in taking exeeption to Father
Vanghan's characterization of that body
as the creation of sn act of Parliament,
would claim rather for it identity with
the Oatholic Church throughout the
world. Dr. Inge, Dean of St. Paul's,
has apparently no such lofty aspirs-
tions and has told the truth about it in
» homely and ingenuous fashion. Inan
address to women recently on the oo-
operation of the church with the spirit
of the age, he said : “Their own church
was a characteristically insular institu-
tlon which evaded all elassification. In
ite present shape it was the product of
a political compromise which was 80
tramed as to include Oatholics (sic) who
would renounce the Pope, snd Paritans
who were not anarchists on principle.
It was officially Protestant snd disliked
the name. It has been, in & word, the
church of the most honest and most
fllogical nation on the face of the
globe. What it was now, it was very
hard to say. If they took the whole
English - speaking population into
sccount they wonld find that Episcopal-
ians only ranked on & par numerically
with the Methodists and one or two
other sects whom they oalled Dissenters
—an unpleasant fact, which they too
often forgot.”

N

Mgz. HoiMSTEAD and those who think
with him will not derive much comfort
from these artless admissions of, in the
matter of rank, a greater than they.
Nor will they sit easily under the
Dean’s conception of “ye-union.” This
Dr. Ioge thinks most unlikely to come
about with Rowme, since that could only
be effected by complete submission.
Nor does he favorably regard the aspir-
ation of some for re-union with the
Greek Church, which he considers “the
State church of & semi-barbarous auto-
cracy.” The only other alternsative
then is re-union with the Dissenters
“with whom they have much in commor,
though the question is not yet one of
practical politics.” Mr. Holmstead
will have to revise his ecclesiastical
outlook. Meanwhile he will have
enough on his hands to frame an
answer to Father Canning's questions,

=
PROOF THAT PROTES

TANTISM IS NOT HIS-
TORIC CHRISTIANITY

MOST REV. J. J. KEANE, ARCH-
BISHOP OF DUBUQUE, OFFERS
INDISPUTABLE EVIDENCE OF
THE FACT

Personal history has an exceptional
fascination, and it is most interesting to
hear a recent comvert give the reasons
of the change in him. I have no such
history ; I was born a Catholic, bus,
though born a Catholie, I have never
had the beginning of one single suspi-
cion about the right of exclusiveness of
Catholicism; never had a doubt that
every other form of Christianity was
false, and still my mind has not been
idle, and I think I counld state most of
the arguments against Catholicism.
Though I have had no variation of re-
ligious personal history, yet have I
analyzed the reascns of my faith, and
have dug down to the foundations on
which it rests.

And, first, I must be religious. This
is an interesting world and a treasury
of vast sources of contemplation, in
which I read the true and the beautiful,
but the world cannot satisfy me. Phil-
osophy and civilization are good, but
philosophy cannot answer the questions
of my soul, or civilization gratify its
hunger. 1 need more, and 1 know that
is your state also. A man may be for-
tunate and successful, but never satis-
fied ; often the more he owns of this
world’s wealth, the more he is unbappy.
It is not the world's fault. It
is the heart that is too large for
the gworld. We are wonderfully
made in mind and heart, and the most
wretched and ragged beggar on the
streets knows that it all the world were
given to him, he wuld want something
more. This craving does not come at
every turn ; yet in every life there are
moments of wonderful insight, when the
inper being cries out : “ I am unhappy.
1 crave you to do something for me.”
This is not the ory of the beggsr alone,
it is the ery of the king also. We need
more than this world can supply, and
therefore, I maintain that we were made
for a hereafter, where mind and heart
and senses will be sated, else this life is
a mockery, and God would have given
us faculties and aspirations simply to
make us wretched. 1 need religion and
1 expect God to commuuicate with me,

I look on the ¢ivilized world and I
find Clivistianity divided into two great
schools, Catholicism and Protestantism.
1 could not be a Protestant, and so 1 am
a Catholic. Now, why canl not bea
Protestant 2 Well, to begin with, I be-
lieve that Christianity is a reveiation
made by Jesus Christ to the world, and
that He intended 1t for all future gen-
erations of men. I must, therefore, be
certain that the creed which I profess is
apostolie, that it has come down authen-
ticated from the apostles who were
sent to deliver his revealed messaze
_to all men. Now, there is a aif-
culty with Protestantism, Christ-
fanity is » fact. Ic hps lived an ob-
jective life, There is a history of its
birth, growth, expansion and of its
whole career through the ages and of
its present state. Now, I know Pro-
testantism is not historic Christianity.
1 cannot find its name. And its tenets,

ite ponlhnhmoumlnuuon.mm
nature of fmo. on the saorsmental
system, on ite rejection of the sacrifices
snd saorifiolel priesthood, on its re-
jection of orders and of » ministey in-
stituted by Christ all these are unknown.
Go baok for filty years before the birth
of Luther and where is this non-Oatholic
form to be found? It lurked in the
restless mindlof the Lollard [Wyeliff, it
flitted as a bird of ill omen beneath the
turrets of some stately éathedral snd
beneath the tarnished robes of some
stray, unworthy churchman, it festered
in the dark corners of corruption, but
stood out boldly nowhere, its name was
claimed by none, and if ever any single
article of its creed was publicly spoken,
it found an echo snd a record in the
anathemas and condemnation of historic
Ohristianity.

Christisnity must reach up the stream
of time to Jesus Ohrist and His ap-
pointed apostles. *‘I would have
you know,” says 8t. Paul, * con-
cerning the gospel I preach to you, that
it is not of man, but that it was revealed
to me by the Lord Jesus Christ.” Iren-
seus, s disciple of St. Polycarp, who is
thought to have heen consecrated by
§t. John the Evangelist, says : * This is
the test of orthodoxy. Have they re-
ceived their doctrine trom the apostolio
men and were their Bishops conseorated
by the sucocessors of the aposties ?”
Tertullian, in the second century, re-
peats the same injunction : * They are
not ours, and they have no direct com-
munication with Jesus Ohrist.” St
Augustin declares that all true churches
must go back in an unbroken line to thie
apostles.

In every case sapostolicity was the
test of orthodoxy. Again, in doctrine a
Obristian must hold what Cbrist taught
and if Christ wished His doctrine to be
continued, He must have established a
living telephone of His apostles and suc-
cessors, by which His voice comes down
through the sges without a break in its
continuity. When did Protestantism
begin ? If you are a man without guile
you must answer that it started with
the ex-monk Luther, the wife-murdering
Hegry or his virgin daughter, Elizabeth.
Apart from sophistical scholars no non
Oatholic Christian can pretend to go
farther back than Martin Luther.

When I turn to Rome, I am in the
attitude of Cardinal Newman. [ reslize
that Irenaeus, Polycarp, Tertullian and
Augustine would be at home in the
Casholie  Chuceh and  reeogniz
it to-day as the Church that lived in
the first two centuries. They would see
the same belief, the same seven sacra-
ments as the channels of grace, the
same holy government. the same final
appeal in doubt and dispute to a See
exercising jarisdiction over the whole
of Christendom. They would see in her
a growth in wisdom snd knowledge ard
truth, the natural expansion of the re-
vealed word and of the grace of Jesus
Christ. They would recognize her
features in undying youth, yet admire
her growth in prudence gained by
living experience and her skill formed
by protracted warfare. They would, in
the twentieth century, see her in her
pope and bishops, the self same as when
she blessed the Roman soldiers as they
fell around the crossat the bidding of
Constantine, the first Christian em-
peror.

Historically, the Church was cailed
bad names, people maligoed her of old,
80 they would find that she is identical
even in the things in which people find
fault with her.

Again, what do I ask in the hour of
need? Religion. Ard why do I need
religion? To give me intellectual cer-
tainty, & revelation of God which will
supplement natural” knowledge and give
me the unvarnished truth, which will
show me a God sympathetic, loving,
kind acd merciful, I want certainty in
the hour of sorrow, distress, darkness
and discouragement; I waut something
outside myself to lean on, for I am con-
seions of my own weakness and limita-
tions; I want to be sure of my position
on & question so momentous and so vital
here and hereafter. Which form of
Christianity will give me certainty ?
Private interpretation is a mere matter
of individual responsibility and not a
secure position. You wonld not hand
the child a law book and bid it give its
verdict, you would not present a
medical treatise to a man and tell him
to oure himself, yet it is by a long way
easier to interpret these books than to
wrest the true meaning of Christ from
the written word of God. Our fore-
fathers were practical people. Had
they handed to every man a copy of the
laws and iostitutions of the country,
would they have safeguarded them?
No, but they, iostead, established at the
outset a supreme court of appeal. And
what for? To decide on the meaning
of any position of the laws or copstitu-
tion which fell into a dispute. ~t s
as infsllible as a human constitution
can be, and, if by its vote, the people of
America could make it infallible in the
senge in which the Catholic Church
claims infallibility, every man would
record his vote. Yet this is a mere
temporal matter and not to be compared
with the right understanding of Christ's
message. Will Christ be less wise than
men? He had every advantage. He
could establish an infallible court of
appeal. Did He do so? 1 believe He
did, and that is why 1 am a Catholie.
What & security 1 find here ! It never
occurs to me to speculate about the
m aning of a text, because I believe
Christ is assisting His® Chureh so that
she cannot err doctrinally. My intel
Ject finds rest in certainty. The
Church tells me that she has sealed
every article of the creed w th the
stamp of the truth of Christ and thab
there can be no error to it.

I ask religion to give me a law for my
guidance, to add to consciente a fuller
revelation of duties. 1 want, in per-
plexity and doubt, tu rely on a Master
who can tell me plainly what is right and
wrong.  Catholicism is at hand with her
rule and jurisdiction for all in the
Oatholic . faith, Life is a warfare, we
peed a commander, and the Church
speaks to us in o uncertain tones
directing us aright. Her commands are
definite and positive, More still, 1 find
indt the undying mind of an organism
growing in wisdom and knowledge of the
will of God. Like-the grain of mustard
geed, to which Christ compared her, she
develops from within, appropriating the
good and true from without.

1 want oconsolation for the heart.
She provided it, and you will not find it

elsewhere. A distingulshed Anglicsn
oclergyman wrote in the Hibbert Journal
quite reccntly in ts::ﬂ such as these :
“Where is merry land now ? Kog-
land 1 know, but the mirth of Eogland
died at th:»lldomulo:'. ‘.Oel"aumn{l
was onoe Py, ROW oold an
‘W !vﬁnu the ideas of
refo! days psssed away under
the destr @ blows of Luther and
Henry .V snd men scarcely
smile at the to-day. Aund In
Protestent nations I find not that glad
spirit of the night at Bethlehem, when
the angels bm}lﬁ to earth tidings of
great joy. O Jobn Kuoox, with your
severity and harshness, you haveblight-
od the life of unhappy Scotlsnd! O
Calvin, who dsmned the niultitude and
opened the heavens oaly to the sour-
faced few, who made Milton unable ever
to sing & song of happiness, because
cast in the mold of those harsh laws,
for which s child could be hanged for
playing in & neighbor’s backyserd on a
Sunday. I saw more joy in poverty-
strioken Oatholic Malaga on one Sun-
day afterncon than I would find in Eng-
land in a whole twelve months.”

Joy was bubbling over. Why ? Be-
cause the Catholic faith enables us to
realize the things of God. The Church
we oall “our holy mother.” None but a

Catholic can say this. Sheiss mother
to him, with all a mother’s anxiety, oare,
snd love {and sympathy, dogging his
footprints in every sorrow and paio.
She is & mother. Name any institution
that has benefited and blessed afflicted
humanity, and I ‘will show you how it
originated in Catholicism, in the heart
of our holy mother, the Church. Is it
the hospital? To Jobn of God, a
traveler, weary, ill shod and tattered,
presents himself. He gets water and
towel, washes his feet, anoints his sores,
and when he is done, he looks up and
the vision has disappeared, but next
day » hospital is started in the city and
its best blood ministers within its walle.
Is it the orphanage ? Who was not
familiar with the picture of'St, Vincent
de Paul, who gathered up helpless chil-
dren, and called on the matrons of
proud Paris to become mothers and
ereated that army with flying bon-
nets to contivue the work? See
St. Charles Borromeo starting the
plague house in Milan he gathers up
the stricken’children in his arms during
that dreadful plague; friends protest,
and he a cardinal of the Chureh, cries
out: *“Would you have me renounce the
greatest gratification there is of feeling
the heart of Jesus inthe breast of the
stricken, beating slong with my own
poor heart?” This is realizing the
Ohrist and making life in this world less
miserable than it was. Go to a Cath-
olic country and there you will find the
beggar everywhere. He is not molested,
he is a natural part of the social system,
he is the Lazarus of the time of Christ,
in whom the people see Christ, and they
give to the beggar gladly, and he re-
ceives it s his due, but, pays for it with
his own coin, *God bless you.” He can-
not ask alms here in the name of Christ,
nor in Protestaut England without »
license, but he is encouraged in other
lands. de offends you, and I will con-
fess that after my own utilitarian
American breeding I have found it hard
to fall in with the castom.

But does he not make the way hap-
pier and does he not give you many a
healthy opportunity for the practice of
charity, and does not his cheery “* God
bless you,” follow you alone with a real
blessing? We call these disadvantages.
I wish we had more of them to soften
hearts and bring the classes and the
masses nearer to godly charity. And
look how the Oatholic child's heart
leaps for joy when he joins iz the pro-
cession of the Blessed Saerament,
through streets decked with the wealth
of the town, with tapestry aod flowers,
to give the Lord a trinmph It isa
happy day, & blessed memory, which is

| oft repeated and runs through all the

life of a Catholic land. Heirealizes the
presence of Jesus in the Blessed Sacra-
ment. He seems to us to ba too free and
unrestrained in his Chureh, bat he will
tell you that he is in the house and in
the presence of his own brother and
fellow man, Jesus Christ, and he acis as
if he realized his kinship with the God
mau. KEnter one of our old cathedrals.
How they speak of God. They were
built for an altar and sacrifice. The
place is still there. They tell of the
days of faith and of inspiration of Cath-
olicism. No mere genius built Notre
Dame at Paris. Faith built it after in-
spiring it. Faith in and love for Jesus
in the little tabernacle reared theso
monuments to heaven. Do 1 welieve
that Jesus Christ is present in this
little Host ? Yes, and if I had an am-
bition, it would be to lay down my life
for that truth. God is everywhere, but
Jesus Christ is not everywhere. He is
in heaven and in the Blessed Sacra-
ment. I believe that Jesus is in the
little Host, night and day ; that angels
keep watch ; that His hand is there to
bless me and His eyes to look on me.
Put yourself in my position. Is not
this something to make life brighter
and happier and merrier ? Is it mnot
making life more divine ?2—Church Pro-
gress.

NONCONFORMITY AND
THE “NE TEMERE”

The latest protest against the “Ne
Temere' decree comds irom the Wesley-
an Methodists. No doubt the greater
pumber of those who protest—or at
least, of those who organize the protest
—know broadly that the *Ne Temere”’
is a decree of the Holy See by which
the marrisges of Catholics, under pain
of ‘nullity, must be celebrated by 8
Oatholic priest authorized for the pur-
pose. But to protest against the de-
cree it is not always necessary to un-
derstand it. g8omebody has said that
the Protestant Alliance would gladly
hold a meeting any day to protost
against anything coming from the Pope
just because it came from him, and even
if it were only an ntterance embodying
the Sermon on the Mount or the Ten
Cogmandments. Uncertified people of
that kind, however rampant and at
large, are naturally a negligible quan-
tity.

';he non-Conformist body stands on a
very different footing. By\the very
fact that they represent a large gsection
ot the English people, they must include
a greab number of sincere and fair-

minded men, snd we shall remain quite
convinced of that, in spite of much that
some of thelr leaders snd platiorm
orstots ocoasionally do to make us be-
lleve the contpary. Moreover, it is not
merely that they have each an individ-
ual consclence, which, of course, we
should be the last to doubt, but as &
body they are credited by public oplo-
fon with & collective conscience which
is something more than corporations in
general or aggregations of men taken in
the mass are popularly supposed to
possess. In sddition to this they have,
both now and in the past, made a stand
for principles, and although the prin-
ciples have not slways been of a kind
which we should approve or adopt, yet
the frame of mind which adheres to
principle for principle's sake, and re-
fuses to play fact and loose with it, is
one which is worthy of our respect. It
is for these reasons that we feel that in
the non-Conformist mind there sre, or
ought to be, elements which should lend
themselves to a fair hearing of what can
be sald from the Catholic side in behalf
of the * Ne Temere.”

Considering the fact that the decree
is addressed by the head of the Catholic
Church to Oatholies, and it deals with
the marriages of Catholics alone, and
that it leaves the marriages of Protest-
ants smongst themselves absolutely un-
touched, it is not to be wondered at if
there are Oatholios who regard the de
cree as » matter which is domestic to
the -Qatholic Church, and feel
some measure of surprise thav non-Cath-
olies should to intervene in what can
hardly be said to concern them. That
ground would be unexceptionsal if Cath-
olics only married , Catholics. Bat
sometimes—too often {—they marry
Protestants, and hence the Protestant
public may very pardonably take an in-
terest in the stability of euch warriages
in so far as they affect the status and
happiness of the Protestant party. It may
plead that the Protestant perty in such

“ mixed  marriages " needs protection,
and it may fe el it a duty to ask the
civil power to ifltervene for that pur-
pose. 4

It seems to us that the Committee of
Privileges, which speaks for the Wes-
leyan Methodist body in this matter,
has, while adopting this standpoint,
allowed iteelf to take up a very illogical
position and to indulge in language
which savours not of sober thought, bat
of more sectarian rhetoric.

It has stated its grounds of hostility
to the Papal decree in the following
terms :

The Deoree declares null and void
marriages contracted between Roman
Catholics and persons who are not mem-
bers of that Church, even when such
marriages are perfectly valid according
to the laws of this Realm. The Decree
degrades those who contragt these mar-
riages to the level of persons liviog in
open sin, and by consequence sffixes the
brand of illegitimacy upon their ehil
dren.  The Decree, by declariog such
marriages null and vold, incites unworthy
persons to expudiate their most sacred
obligations, and exposes their wives
and ohildren to cruel desertion and des-
titution. :

The Committea nf Vrivileges there-
fore regards the promulgation of this
Decree as constituting a serious danger
to the public welfare, and calls upon
His Majesty’s Government to do their
utmost to protect British subjects who
may become its helpless vietims,

This attitude is quite conceivable
rom the Eastian theory that con
soience must be suppressed when the
State has spoken ex Cathedra, but from
a Noncooformist point of view it is at
once ludierously inconsistent and unin-
telligible. For what security or stabil-
ity or protection can the eivil power
possibly give to such marriages beyoud
the assurance of their civil validity,
viz., of their validity in the eyes ef the
State snd the validity of all the eivil
effects of the contract in the courts of
the ecivil law? Bat sll this, these
mixed marriages already possess. They
possessed it long before the "Ne Temere’
was heard of, aud they possess it to-day
and in the futare just-as much as if the
“Ne Temere "' had never existed. Fven
if the suffraget:es ceased from troubling,
and Mr. Lioyd George were at rest, and
Parliament left free to pass a dozen
Bills on the subject, all such legislation
would say its last word in sfficming such
marriages to be civilly or legally valid,
and that would be simply in saying what
it has said already quite as emphatically
as it ever can say it. Agitation on
these lines seems to us ohildish and
futile as the forcing of a door which has
been standing wide open to all comers.

Oan the other haud, if our Nonconform-
ist friends, either openly or at the back
of their minds, wish to go beyoud these
lines ; if they are contending that our
conscience on the doctrine of marriage
validity must be subject to the dictate
of the State; if they will invoke the
power of the State to coerce us into be-
lieving that these mixed marriages con-
tracted outside the conditions of the
«“Ne Temere” decree are valid, not only
in eivil law but in conscience and in the
eyes of God, and into suppressing under
penalties the expr ion of our conscien-
tious eonvietion to the contrary, then
we osn oonly tell them that they are
asking the State to do what it eannot do,
and, moreover, that they are intermed-
dling and attempting to induce the law
to intermeddle in the domain of onr
conscience, and, consequently, that they
are engaged in what we can only de-
seribe as a hopeless and at the same
time an exceedingly non-Conformist
proceeding.

For, after all, when it comes to &
question of deciding what is te be held as
valid, not merely in the eyes of the law
but what is to be held valid in consei-
ence—viz, what we believe to be valid
in the eyes of God—there are but two
plain alternatives, and belween them
there is really no logical midway or
practical middle course.

The first alternative is to ask that we
submit, according to the Erastian or
Statolatrous theory, our conscience to

the law of the land, and hold in | yalidity of

conscience all  marriages to be
valid which the State declares to
be such. This would indeed obviate all
possible collision with the civil Jaw, and
\remove what certain minds seems to re-
gard as an intolerable abuse—that any-
one should presume to call invalid what
the law of England declares to be valid,
Religlous tranquility would ** prevail at
Warsaw ” I It this alternative were
adopted, to begin with we shonld have

to resognise consolentiously es & true
marriage the union of divorced persons
whose partners are still living. That
would mesn s radical change of front
snd a revolution of consclence not only
for Catholics but for an increasing num-
ber of sincere An licans who are at one
with us on the indissolubllity of the
marriage tie, An? lere we may point
out, in passing, that we have therein s
conflict between our conscience and the
civil law, with .1i (he nrin-sle involved,
which existed before the * e Temecre
was ever thought of, and would con-
tinue to exist in sll ite intensity of the
“Ne Temere"” were with-drawn to-
worrow. Bat it is obvious that the
principle to which we are thus
asked to commit ourselves would
carry us very much farther than the
sotual divorce difficulty. We should
have to recognize as cor .clentiously
binding not only the set of marriage
laws at present i force, bnt the power
of the State to fix the conditions of what
is required for a marriage bindiog in

i and quently any set of
marriage laws which the State might
choose to enact in the future,

Only a few weeks ago a woman lectur-
ing to » federation of women openly
ad ted the introduction into this
country of the marriage arrangement
sald to exist in Norway. There, it was
alleged, a man snd jhis wife who have
grown tired of each other bave only to
say good-bye and go their own way an
agree to live separate for a given time,
when by the fact they becime automati-
cally divorced, without any trouble of

having recourse to judge or jury. They
are then quite {ree to marry anyone else
and to repeat the process indefinitely as
often as the whim may move them. We
know that such disgracefnl barbaiisia
was proposed to’ be legalized by the
pew Republie in Portugal; but we should
be sorry for civilization’s sake if it
be trne that such =a depth has
already been reached in Norway.
To the Catholic and Christian mind it
would mean the bathos of barn-yard
morality. Yet it is by no meaus impos-
sible that now, or in the future, the
Legislature of some KEaropean State
might be found to contain a majority
favouring these bestial ideals of free
love or leasehold marriage, and might
puss & code of laws declaring such
unions terminable by mutual consent to
be valid marriages. Who will say that
Oatholies in such a case wouid have to
recognise such validity as binding in
conscience or in the eyes of God, any
more than if the law of the land sanc-
tioned open polyandry or polygamy ?
To maintsain any such obligation is to
say that we must give the State a blank
cheque upon our conscience, and that
we must blindly accommodate our con-
science to ¢ nivrm to whatever any
State may sel up ir the way of marriage
laws now or in future, Olearly that
would be not the liberty but the prosti-
tution of conscience. What is more, it
would in its very essence cut at the
root of the whole meaning and prineiple
of non-conformity. -
And why? Because if my neighbour
eonsiders himself free to believe that

| God has made no restrictions or regula-

tions as to marriage, and that society,
organiscd in the State, has consequently
a free hand to decide for itself the con-
ditious of eivil validity — which
in that case would be the only
conceivable sort of validity—he is ex-
ercising what he deems to be a
right of comscience. But I, too, have
surely, on the same grounds, precisely
the same right to believe that there is

| & God, and that He has made restrie- -

tions and regulations as to Christian
marriage, or given power to His Church
to make them for the good of the Christ-
ian people, and to believe that conform-
ity to sach conditions is required to
make a marriage valid in Hie eyes and
conseientiously binding. To hinder me
trom believiog this or from* expressing
or teaching this my belief in the do-
main of eonscience is plainly to strike
at freedom of conscience, aud notably
at the principle which underlies all-
non-couformity.

This briogs us to the second and only
remaining alternative. It is that by
which we recognise the eivil validity
and the civil effects which flow from it
as lying within the competence of the
State ; but at the same time we keep
our conscience free to accept from God,
through the teaching of His Chureh,
what is or is not required thata marri-

\age shall be valid in conscience and in

the eyes of Him Whose joining no man
may put asunder. That is only to say
that as Christians we refuse to put our
conseiences in the pocket of Cresar and
to hold them ready to say yes OF no,
aceording to the fluctuatious of major-
ities in the present or any fature
Pariiament. The State in last unalysis
is, after all, the sovereignty of our fel-
Jow-man organized into that function,
and the submission of our conscience to
our fellow-man as such is just about the
last thing which Catholies would brook
as tolerable.

Sarely in all this there is nothing
that non-Conformists ought not to be
the first to understand and appreciate.
They above all others ought to remem-
ber that what makes to our consciences
a real marriage, and one that is ocon-
scientiously binding is a matter of
Christ’s teaching, and consequently a
matter of religion, and that it is element-
ary liberty of condoience that we should
have a perfect right to consider it to be
s0. We expect them, of all people, to be
the last to question that right or to
join in the degrading Erastianism of the
cry * that what the law of the land pro-
nounces to be valid no man must call
invalid "—or, as we should put it,
« what the law of the land declares to
be civilly valid no man must declare to
be conscientiously invalid.,” We are
not slaves of the State that its dictates
should control our conscience which
Ohrist has made free, and we shall
affirm fearlessly and teach constantly
that marriages of Qatholies, whbich
are outside bthe Church's condi-
tions of validity, while having the
eivil contracts, are not
real or valid marriages in the Catholie
consoience or in the eyes of God, and
we should continue so to affirm aund
teach if all the legislatures in the
world were to exhavst their panoply of
penalties to prohibit our doing so. The
Wesleyan Comniittee of Privileges, has,
then, to realize first of all that in this
protest it stultifies itselt by betraying
the fundaments! principle of Noncon-
formity ; ar/d secondly,

it is engeging in the very futile eflort
of asking the Btate to do what for some
twenty odutories the State, with all ite
power, has conspisuously failed to do—
to subject to its mastery the Christian
and Oatholie consclence.

In this we are not for a moment for-
getting that marriage is & question of
two, and that we have now to ask, What
of the party wi~ does mot share the
Ostholic's conolence as to the invalld-
ity of the unlon ?

A Catbolle A marries » non-Catholic
B outside the conditions of validity
precoribed by the Church. He is re-
minded, or comes to realize in con-
sclence, that in the eyes of God he is
not really married to' B, and that
it is sinful to .live with her.
If the parties are willing to
continue in the union their course is
simple. They have only to have the
marrisge re-celebrated under the re-
quired conditions; or if the defect be
pot of Divine law, but one of the
Ohureh's own law, the Church is ever
ready to use her dispensing power snd
validate the marriage without any
further public ceremony. In either
case the canon law recoguises fully the
legitimaocy of the children.

Bat if A, finding that his marriage is
null and vold before God and the
Ohurch, should wish to reclaim his free-
dom, what is to become of B, the other
partner ?

0 one can constrain A to believe, as
& matter of conscience, that B is his wife
when the Church and his own conselence
declare that she is not, nor *c remain in
marital relations which he is convinced

such asrriages want more
this, the *proteotion” ean only come
from themselves. They could, of course,
protect themzelves, sntecedently by not
marryiog Catholics et sll, snd there
would be muck to be said in favor of
that solution of the difficulty. Bat if
tlwi insist upon contrscting merrisge
with Catholics, they csa protect them-
selves abundantly, by seeing that the
marriage is celebrated acoor: to the
conditions prescribed by the Catholic
Church., They will then have the pro-
teotion, not only of the civil law but of
the Catholic Church, for the validity
and stability of the marriage. For it
stands to reason that it never can be to
the interest of the non-Catholic party
that his or her union should be one
against which the conscience of the
Catholic party revolts, or may at any
time revolt, as invalid and sinful.—Lon-
don Tablet.

than

————

SOCIALISM AND PLUTOCRACY

Notwithstanding the remarkable fail-
ure of socialism in practice, as beheld
i une case of Milwaukee (commented
on iu a recent issue,) the social-
ists continue to gain eonverts in large
ntimbers, 88 seen in the results of last
week's alections. One outcome of these
eleotions is that the socialists now bave
one member of the National House of
Representatives, members of the Legis-
lature in Rhode Island, Massachusetts
and New York, Mayors in eleven cities
io Ohlo, one in Utab, one in Minnesota,
one in Mississippi, several in Peunsyl-
vania and municipal officers of lower

weuld be sinful; but he may well be
constrained to do all that is equitable

that in practice |

in the discharge of civil or external
obligations. A Roman Cardinal, who is
perhaps the best commentator on the
% Ne Temere” decree, remiuds his
readers that a Catholic who in such a
case is freed from an invalid marriage
¢an never be set free from the obliga- |
tions of uatural justice. It cannot be &
case of * casting adrift,” as certain
orators are very ready to imagine.
Whatever fair and just treatment of his
late partner and of his children may re-
quire him to do, he is bound to do it.
Naturally there is in such a separation
much that cannot be compensated, |
and when he has done his ubter- }
most, his action may still  en- |
tail hardship. This is undoubtedly
true, but it is to be observed that such
bardship is not confined to cases which
arise under the application of the de-
oree “Ne Temere.” If A had married
B as the divorced partner of a man still
living, or as a widow, and subsequently
discovered that her husband, supposed
to be dead, was still alive, precisely the
same difficulty would have ‘pres ented it-
self as far as the hardship to B is con-
cerned. Yet no one would have felt it
necessary to raise an agitation over this
inevitable conflict between conscience
and civil law, or to engineer publie
meetings of protest in the Albert Hall
for the protection of the aggrieved
party. On the contrary, people would |
have spoken philosophically about the
need that persons eatering into matri- \

| mony bave to take proper precantions

to know whom they are marrying, or at |
most to put up with loes, which if not \
their fault is their misfortune. With
all such cases of grievance we have
every sympathy, and press the duty of
every possible redress ; but we do uob |
see how they can be allowed to trammel |
the rights of conscience, and, least of |
all, why they -should be especially put |
down to the account of the “Ne Te-
mere."” [

To invert the case, any good and |
sincere Dissenter—in the United States,
for instance—who believes fhat his |
Bible teaches him that a man may not
put away his wife, and marry anotber, |
except for unfaithfulncss, while the law |
of the land.in which he lives rules that |
guch repudiations and second marriages
are perfectly valid for a number of
minor causes, might any day
in precisely the same conflict ~ of |
conscience and civil law, and the |
man or woman who contracted such
marriages who have need to be “pro-
tected” from his conscientious judgment
as to the sinfulness of the union.

it follows that, unless we accept the
Erastian alternative wich its slavery of |
conscience, the non Catholic party in
mixed marriages has already received
from the civil law, which guarantees
civil validity and civil effects, all the
protection which the State is, or even
can be, in a position to give.
If non-Catholics who enter into

|
|

flud himself |

rank in scores of cities and towns.
Simultaneously with the publication of
these tidings came this aunouncement :

Apdrew Oarnegie turned over $25,.
000,000 to the Carnegie Corporation of
New York, the body which was iucor-
porated by the Legislature on June 9
'of the present year for the purpose of
taking over Mr. Carnegie's work in con-
pection with educational iostitutions,
libraries and hero funds.

The gift was in the form of a 5 per
cent. first mortgage bonds of the United
States Steel Corporation, the bonds
being given as st par. The income of
which the corporators will have the dis-
position is $1,250.000 a year.

Mr. Oarpegie has distributed about
$2.000,000 in educational and other
philentbropie work. Mr Rockefeller
has given more than §50,000,000 for sim-
ilar work, and for upiversity purposes
geparately over $25,000 000. These are
not the only millionaires who bave bad
much puzzling of their brains about the
disposal of & wealth that they must per-
force leave behind them at their de-
mise. When the social and economical
legislation of spy country favors the
accumulation in iodividual bands of
such enormousshoards of money, the
work of the teachers and disciples of a
dootrine of levelement and confiscation
is renderetl as easy and agreeable as
playing at golf. Thinking men who
would not willingly bebold a magnifi-
cent Republic handed over to the rale
of the mob will lay aside long cherished
shibboleths of party life and ask them-
gelves is it not better to let watechwords
that bave lost their significance with
the altered eircumstances of the times,
die out of memory and face the new
conditions with a stern determination
to find a solution—because for every
equation of this kind there is a rational
solution, if only an honest desire to find
it be existent. This is a law of physi- +
cal nature, at all events, as we believe

)

| it will vitimately prove to be also in the

pature of the higher things of the mind.

Millionaire and socialist have at
least one common idea. They believe
that for all mundane purposes it is best
to avoid in the process of mental and
physical education any recoguition of
the Divine Power that gave to man-
kind the riches of the soil and the prin-
cipal of recenrrent vitality after the
death of nature. They sneer at those
who speak of God and His bounteous
gifts to His creature, man, as supersti-
tious weakiings. When milllonaires
endow Godless colleges and universities
they are making hotbeds for the propa-
gation of socialistic seed on a plethoric
sonle. Socialists who are of the toiling
masses may be excused if they pay no
attention to the Divine prohibition,
“ Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s
goods,” snd, * Thou shalt not covet
thy neighbor's wife,” when they behold
every day the deliberate contempt for
them displayed by the millionaire class,
—Philadelphia Catbolic Standard and
Times.
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