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CATHOLIC MARRIAGE.
Pastoral Letter of Mgr. Bruchési, Archbishop 

of Montreal.

Tbe following timely and erudite 
pastoral letter is one of these episco
pal pronouncements that are destin
ed to live in the religiouswe well as 
civil history of the country. At a 
moment when certain cases have 
awakened a very general interest in 
the marriage question, it is well 
that each one would study carefully 
this clear, complete, and authorita
tive exposition of the subject. The 
letter needs no comment, as it is, 
in itbetif, a compendium of the eccle
siastical law upon matters connected 
with the sacrament of matrimony. 
The pastoral is as follows :—
PAUL BRUSHES!, by the Grace of 

God and favor of the Apostolic 
See, Archbishop of Montreal, etc., 
etc., etc.

"Our very dear brethren —
"To marriage attaches the inter

ests of nature, of God, of the indivi
duals and of society. It is, there
fore, important to know the teach
ings of the Church relative to mar
riage, the nature ol the rights which 
she possesses, and the obligations 
which these rights imply, bott), as re
gards the faithful and the 
power. •>

"The subject possesses all the more 
interest from the fact that for some 
weeks past decisions emanating from 
ecclesiastical authority have givenrise 
to writings containing grave 
and serious accusations with regard 
to the Church. For this reason, there
fore, it is our duty to expose to you 
to-day certain points of Catholic 
doctrine on marriage, as well as 
their theoretical and practical conse
quences.

"1. Marriage, a divine institution, 
which founds the family and with 
the family the Christian nation, is a 
holy thing in itself, especially since 
Jesus Christ raised it to the dignity 
of a sacrament of the new law."

"If anyone says that marriage is 
not really and properly speaking one 
of the sacraments of the evangelical 
law instituted by Our Lord Jesus 
Christ, but only a human invention, 
and that it does not: confer grace, 
let him be anathematized." (Council 
of Trent, Sees. XXIV. Can. 9.)

"Hie Holy Scriptures (Ephes. v.) 
point clearly enough to the dogmatic 
truth defined by the Holy Council of 
Trent, and Christian tradition as 
well as the constant practice of the 
Church, both eastern and western, 
places the matter beyond all doutot.

"II. In Christian marriage the na
tural contract and the sacrament .are 
one and the same thing. Notwith
standing the opinion of certain theo
logians of the last centuries regard
ing the distinction betweeen the con
tract and the sacrament, it is to-day 
certain that such opinion cannot be 
sustained) because the Sovereign Pon
tiffs, Pius IX., and Leo XHL, in par
ticular, the first in a letter dated 
September 19th, 1862, to the King 
of Sardinia, the second in his letter 
of the 1st of June, 1879, against 
civil marriage, and in his encyclical 
of February 10, 1880, have
settled the question vin the sense of 
complete identity. It is not, there
fore, permitted to distinguish be
tween the contract and the Sacra
ment. Another consequence : Since 
the marriage is nothing else but the 
contract raised to the dignity of the 
Sacrament, the contracting parties 
are themselves ministers of this sa
crament, the priest only appearing, 
as to validity, as a witness exacted 
and authorized by the church in or
der to receive the consent of the 
Parties present where the Council of 
Trent was published. As to the 
countries where the decree of the 
Council concerning clandestine mor- 
rtages is not in force, the marriage 
contracted clandestinely, that is to 
■ay, without the presence of the 
right priest and two witnesses, while 
«»ing illicit is valid, and there is 
consequently the sacrament.

____d be-
r indissolu-

-in.

riages celebrated without the 
sence of tt^e proper priest and 
witnesses. Let us say that in
establishing preventatives to___
riage the Church in no way touches 
the substance of a sacrament. This 
would go beyond the limits of that 
authorin' invested in the Church of 
Jesus Cnrist, because if marriage be
comes a sacrament, it does not cease 
to be a contract, and as we have 
already said, there is only the sacra
ment inasmuch as there is a con
tract.

"And, it is of the nature of con
tracts to be, for good and sufficient 
reasons, submitted to the social au
thority that can fix the validity of 
certain conditions of positive law, 
required for the well-being of the 
community, to which the individual 
well-being should be subservient, at 
least in many cases. Thus it is that 
the right to donate by will which, 
according to the best authorities, is 
one of natural law, may be and is 
in feet restricted and subjected to 
external formalities under pain of 
nullity. What the State does in the 
case of wills, why should not the 
Church do in regard to the marriage 
contract? Are not public order, mo
rals, the dignity of the family, and 
.the spiritual welfare of souls inter- 

’•jEjsted therein?
*aTbe Church, a complete society, 

which has received from Jesus Christ 
all power for the government of its 
members, can, if it judges expedient, 

errors subordinate the validity of marriage 
to certain conditions relative to the 
contracting parties, of to certain ex
terior formalities, and can, in conse
quence, declare null all marriages 

i contracted outside of these condi
tions or without these formalities 
The legitimate contract always re
mains raised to the dignity of the 
sacrament, but the Church, having 
determined the conditions required in 
order that there may be a legitimate 
contract, the persons who do not 
observe these .conditions are, by the 
fact, uhable to contract legitimate
ly, and consequently unable to re
ceive the sacrament.

"V. Amongst the invalidating ob
stacles to marriage established by 
the Church, one of the most import
ant is that of clandestine secretness, 
of which we ’had a word to say a 
while ago. Because of this impedi
ment, in order that a marriage may 
be valid between two Catholics in the 
limits where the Council of Trent has 
been published, the presence of the 
proper priest and two witnesses are 
necessary. Consequently, the narriage 
of two Catholics before a civil officer 
or a Protestant minister is null, even 
if there be two witnesses, as it is 
evident that neither civil officer nor 
Protestant minister is the proper 
priest of either of the contracting 
Parties. There is more, for even if 
the marriage has been celebrated be
fore a priest and two witnesses, if 
this priest is not the parish «priest 
of one of the two contracting part
ies, or a priest delegated by the par
ish priest or the bishop, the mar
riage is still null, and this for the 
same reason because it has not been 
celebrated according to the prescrip
tions of the Council of Trent.

" "fhe bad or good faith of the 
parties in this matter counts for no
thing in the question of validity or 
nullity of the marriage— validity or 
nullity of a marriage which depends 
solely upon the accompaniment, or of 
the omission, of the conditions im
posed by the Holy Council in the 
celebration of Christian marriage in 
the countries where its decree h 
been promulgated. It is, therefore, 
grave error to say that when a man 
swears love and fidelity to a woman 
before either a Catholic, Anglican, 
Greek or Mormon minister, the wit
ness influences in no way the value 
of the contract. With regard to clan
destine marriages there is a very im
portant remark to make here, 
one which will throw clear light up
on the famous matrimoi ‘ 
which has raised so much 
ble discussion in certain 0 
Protestant newspapers of 

" ' tif the const!
Pontiffs, there 
the Province 

where. & 
of the

its jurisdiction, and without usurp
ing a right which Jesus Christ con
fided alone to His Church.

“VI.—The Church not having the 
power to dispense invalidating ob
stacles of natural or of positive di
vine right, all marriages contracted 
with one or the other of these impe
diments are therefore absolutely null 
and can never become valid.

“VII.—Every marriage contracted 
willingly with a prohibitive impedi
ment of ecclesiastical law and with
out an ecclesiastical dispensation, is 
illicit.

"VIII.—All marriages contracted 
with an invalidating impediment of 
ecclesiastical law, if the dispensa
tion has not been obtained from the 
competent religious authority is null 
from the beginning, and is 
only annullable. The judgment 
which the Church may render 
later regarding such a mar
riage is therefore a single declara
tion of its nullity, viz., oi the ab
sence of a legitimate contract, and 
not a judgment which breaks a real
ly existing marriage. If such a mar# 
riage has been contracted in good 
faith there is no dishonor to the par
ents, neither to the children of the 
marriage. It remains, in fact, for the 
contracting parties to regulate their 
position in renewing their consent 
after having obtained a dispensation, 
which the Church never refuses under 
similar circumstances. If, however, 
the parties do not wish to revalidate 
their marriage, they alone are res
ponsible for the painful consequences 
to themselves or their children.

"As to the allowance which should 
bo paid either to the wife or to the 
children in the case of a separation 
rendered necessary by such refusal, 
the civil tribunals may see to this, 
the ecclesiastical authority having 
practically no efficacious jurisdiction 
in the matter in the present state of 
our society.

“It is one thing to say that there 
might be an obligation, based on 
justice or charity, for one of the 
contracting parties to renew the con
sent given, in the case of a marriage 
that is null in consequence of an in
validating impediment of ecclesiasti
cal law; and another thing to say 
that the marriage could be null on 
account of the unhappy consequences 
that such nullity would engender.

"One may pity the sad position of 
a woman and her children because of 
the refusal to consent to a revalua
tion of the marriage, when this re- 
validation is possible. The nullity or 
validity of a contract must not, 
however, be confounded with a ques
tion of sentiment. If such were the 

it would be necessary to de
clare valid a marriage contracted in 
good faith between a brother and 
sister, who, having never known each 
other, might meet, love each other, 
and be married. The consequences 
from the point of view which guides 
us would be absolutely the same.

"IX.—The Church cannot grant 
dispensation in the case of invalidat
ing impediments of natural or of po
sitive divine right, but she cam grant 
dispensation from her own prohibi
tive or invalidating impediments just 
as the legislator can dispensate his 
own laws. The Church only uses this 
power in exceptional cases, and for 
grave reasons, of which she alone is 
the judge. The bishops of dioceses in 
exacting, with the permission of 
Rome, alms on1 the occasion of such 
marriage dispensation, by no means 
sell this dispensation, as it is some
times declared. They simply enforce 
the payment of these alms upon 
those who are in a position to pay. 
And how many times the alms are 
not exacted, because the contracting 
Parties are too .poor to give any
thing, how often also is a feeble 
portion claimed which proves that 
the alms are nothing in the granting 
of the dispensation and if the rea
sons alleged are false, the dispensa
tion is, therefore, null.

“X.—Matrimonial cases are alone 
answerable to the one ecclesiastical 
tribunal. This proposition is but the 
necessary proof of Catholic teaching 
upon the elevation of marriage to the 
dignity of the sacrament, for the 
Church alone can judge all cases con
cerning the sacraments and their ad 
ministration. This is what Calvin 
himself admits when in his 'Institu
tions’ he writes, ‘From the moment 
the Catholics obtained that mar
riage was a sacrament they appro
priated to themselves the connais
sance des causes of the marriage, for 
a spiritual thing cannot be brought 
before worldly judges, 'des juges pro-
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MgT. Brucheei then quotes from 
VI. to the Hi shop of Mon tola, 
used the words of Van-ESpen as 

lows : "It Is received with unan- 
nt that the coses of the 
are purely ecclesiastical 

to the substance of 
It concerns exclu- 

Judge, and 
Judge can declare 

the validity or invnli- 
their nature ; they 

As a matter of 
to the validity of

says :— " We 
this beautiful

on the chair of Peter, hUs received 
ft om our Lord the power to teach 
and to confirm his brethren." Conse
quently, as supreme leader and infal
lible director, the teaching of Pius
VI. is that if universal tradition and 
history demonstrates it, as the 
learned Cardinal Bellarmin* stated, 
we have no example that, during 
the three first centuries of the 
Church, the Christians ever carried 
their matrimonial cases before the 
civil tribunals. Napoleon I. himself, 
so authoritative and so exaggerated 
in his pretensions with regard to the 
respective rights of the State and the 
Church, addressed himself to Pius
VII. when he wished to break the 
marriage of his brother Jerome, giv
ing as a cause of nullity ‘the absence 
of the relatives’ consent, etc. It is 
in fact worthy of notice that many 
Protestants have rejected the princi
ple of the intervention of the civil 
authority in matrimonial cases, and 
have adopted the canon law of the 
Catholic Church, which is recognized 
in his treatise on Protestant ecclesi
astical law by the celebrated Boeh- 
mer, who died in 1749, after having 
exercised the highest functions at the

university and at the Court of the 
King of Prussia.

'XI. The State cannot, therefore, 
establish invalidating impediments to 
marriage,at least between Christians, 
neither can it grant dispensation 
from impediments established by the 
Church any more than it can directly 
or indirectly violate, porter atteinte, 
the sacrament of marriage, and, con
sequently annul the natural contract, 
without which there is no sacra
ment. 'Let the civil power,’ wrote 
Pius IX. to Victor Emmanuel, Sep
tember 19th, 1852, ‘dispose of the
civil effects which occur from mar- 
l iage, but let the Church regulate 
the validity of marriage between 
Christians. I,et the civil law take as 
a point of departure the validity or 
invalidity of marriage, as the Church 
determines, and from .this fact, which 
she cannot constitute (this is out
side of its sphere) let it regulate the 
civil effects.’
*"XII. The secular power can, there

fore, adjudge only upon the temporal 
feature of marriage, and here again 
we must distinguish between the in
separable effects of the substance of 
the contract, or of the sacrament, 
and those who may be separated. As 
to the first effects, from the moment 
that it is admitted as legitimate the 
cause which produced them, reason 
>acts that the effects themselves 

may be considered as legitimate. The 
State, therefore, being obliged to hold 
as valid and legitimate a marriage 
recognized as such by the Church, 
should recognize as legitimate the 
children of this marriage, the sub
stantial obligations of the husband 
and wife, the substantial rights of 
parents towards their children, and 
those of the children with regard to 
their parents. As to the other effects, 
the amount of the marriage portion, 
the right of succession, and heritage, 
etc., they are within the domain of 
the secular authority, which can 
legislate and adjudge in these mat
ters, provided that its laws do not 
affect the marriage tie, neither that 
which necessarily concerns that tie.

"Such, therefore, being, dear breth
ren, the fundamental truths which 
we have thought it our duty to 
bring before you on Christian mar
riage, as what has been said and 
written amongst us of late proves 
that a great many had completely 
forgotten them, we recommend that 
the professors of our colleges explain 
them clearly to their pupils in the 
higher classes in the religious courses 
and we ask the pastors to revert to 
these important points from time to 
time in the pulpit, as the conserva
tion of doctrine in all its integrity 
must be safeguarded. As to the jour
nalists, they should avoid treating 
difficult and complex questions . bo 
lightly, and where error can slip in 
so easily, and let them exercise the 
greatest prudence and discretion 
matters relating to our holy dogmas 
and to tile discipline of the Church, 
that their desire to publish news of 
an extraordinary or sensational char
acter may not cause them to forget 
‘he grave duty of previously inform
ing themselves from competent men 
so as not. to falsify the truth and 
cause very often irreparable' wrong. 
Let legislators and jurists consult by 
a deep study of ecclesiastical law 
fend1 of those superior principles 
which should guide both in the per
formance of their duties, show them
selves careful of the interests of reli
gion as well as that of civil author
ity. I jet them be penetrated with 
that truth,'that respect for the eter
nal rights of God over the nation's 
and all human institutions, that it 
may be a happy safeguard against 
all disorder and trouble, end a cer
tain assurance of prosperity.

‘Of course, and this is the teach
ing of Jesus Christ Himself, we must 
render to Caesar what belongs to 
Caesar, but how much greater is the 

son for rendering to God that 
ich belongs to God.
Yes, dear brethren, that this law 

of tha Gospel, which is at the same 
time the law of reason and good 

may become the rule of your 
of your judgments, of 

orde. and of your actions, we 
the Hope that this 

law with all its corol
laries and its practical consequences 
'may be imparted to the students by 
the professors of the different fecul-

THE CHURCH UNO LIBERAL CATHOLICISM,
Recently the Cardinal Archbishop 

and the bishops «V the Province of 
Westminster, in England, issued a 
"note of warning" to the faithful in 
the form of a joint pastoral letter, 
on the subject of "The Church and 
Liberal Catholicism." As may be 
readily supposed the production of
so many most eminent members of 
the hierarchy, is of the greatest mo
ment. However, in view of the if act 
that we publish, this week, the full 
text of Mgç. Bruchési‘s admirable 
and highly instructive pastoral, on 
"Catholic Marr age." We can only 
give our readers the synopsis of this 
grout "Joint Pastoral," as it ap
pears in the form of an introduc
tion. Each of the pointsi indicated is 
fully developed in the body of the 
document. We will reserve the privi
lege of quoting more fully from c 
tain parts of the magnificent letter 
in subsequent issues. For the pro 
sent we call attention to the follow
ing introduction —which, by the 
way. contains the pith of the whole 
document. It commences thus :—

"The thought of the great and un
merited mercies so generously poured 
cut by God upon our fathers and up
on ourselves during the century that 
is ending, fills us with confidence and 
Courage as we enter upo.n the work 
of a new century. Among these bless
ings none have been more consola
tory than the peaceful growth and 
expansion of the Catholic faith in 
England. But though the storms of 
persecution have blown over, other 
dangers of a more insidious charac
ter—such as various forms of ra
tionalism and human pride—at pnv- 
sent confront tin1 Church in England 

Iso where. Wo must look these 
in the face and deal with them pa
tiently but firmly, under the guid
ance of the groat Prince of Pastors. 
1. The evils that- afflict modern so
ciety formed the subject, of the first 
Encyclical addressed by His Holi
ness 1 vo XIII. to the Catholic world. 
If we look for the source of these 
evils we shall observe that the Holy 
Father shows it to consist, either in 
a habit of belittling and despising, 
or of utterly rejecting, the authority 
of the Church, which presides in the 
name of Got! over the welfare of 
mankind, and is the divinely-ap
pointed guardian of those principles 
of eternal truth and justice, on which 
all human authority ultimately rests. 
It is with profound sorrow and re
gret, dear children in Jesus Christ, 
that we admit that some of the 
false maxims, referred to by the Holy 
Father as afflicting the world at 
large, have taken a deep root in 
England. For 800 years no religious 
tribunal, capable of teaching with 
unerring certainty, or of binding the 
conscience in the name of God, has 
been recognized by the English peo
ple. The result has been to substi
tute the principle of private judg
ment for the principle of obedience to 
religious authority, and to persuade 
the people that they are the ulti
mate judge of what is true and pro
per in conduct and religion. It has 
become a dominant principle in Eng
land that all power and authority in 
civic, political, and religious mat
ters are ultimately vested in the peo
ple. The people govern; to the peo

ple appeal is made, as to a final tri
bunal, for guidance on questions of
ten involving the gravest interests.

2. Jt can hardly be necessary to 
point out how insidiously a small 
minority, such as that of Catholics 
in England, may become affected by 
un overwhelming majority that con
tinually acts upon a theory so flat
tering to human pride as the supre
macy of the people in religion as in 
politics. We need not, therefore, won
der if there be occasionally found 
among our own flock some whose 
lo\ ally to the Church is tainted by 
false principles, insensibly imbibed 
B.v too close a contact with the 
world; or, if there be others, who 
lutvi; come into the Church without 
having altogether shaken off the cri
tical spirit of private judgment in 
viiich they had been brought up.

8. A small number of men suffice 
to infect and unsettle the minds of 
many, not only by license in private 
speech, but, if they are literary, by 
use of the press. They take leave to 
discuss theology and the government 
of the Church with the same ' free
dom of s|>eoch and opinion that they 
arc accustomed to use in launching 
new theories on social science, poli
tical economy, art, literature, or 
any other subject. Being wanting in 
filial docility and reverence they free
ly dispose of doctrine, practice, and 
discipline upon their own responsi
bility and without the least refer
ence to the mind of the Church or 
to her ministers. This is to be lilx-r- 
ol, indeed—with the rights and the 
property of another—with the sacred 
prerogatives of Christ ami His 
Church. It is the exercise of liberal
ity of this counterfeit sort that char
acterizes what is known as "the 
Liberal Catholic." He is like to one 
who. having received a gracious in
vitation from his Sovereign to re
side in t lie royal palace, should take 
advantage of his position to des- 
t'oy, or dispose of. the royal furni

ture according to his own caprice 
ol that of friends outside, and to ' 
make even structural alterations, 
without any kind of warrant or au
thority for so doing. Or, to go back 
to the lessons of history, it was 
against the action of liberal Catho
lics that St. Thomas of Canterbury 
vindicated the liberties of the Church 
in his day; and it is against liberal 
Catholics 1 hat the rights and liber
ties of the Church have to bo de
fended again in our own timo. The 
Catholic clergy ami laity of England 
will always need to be strong in the 
spirit of St. Thomas of Canterbury if 
they are always to resist successfully 

•the restless encroachments of liberal
ism upon the sphere of religion. 
Where this strange habit of mind ex
ists among us, we believe that it is 
generally traceable to ignorance of 
the true character of the Church of 
Christ, and of the position and duty 
of her individual members, or to 
ignorance of the continuity and in- 
defoctibility of Catholic belief. It is a 
habit of mind to be found, we trust, 
in very few English Catholics. But 
the thought of the possibility of it 
spreading, if unnoticed, has stirred 
our pastoral vigilance to sound a 
note of warning, and to set forth 
at some length certain doctrines that 
may be needed for the guidance of 
the faithful."

THE BISHOP OF MATH'S REMARKS ON THE (ME OF THE CENTURY.
We take the following extract from 

a recent pastoral letter of the 
Bishop of Meath, the Right Rev. Dr. 
Gaffney.

The century hastening to its 
close is not, as far as relates to Irish 
history, the least remarkable of the 
centuries of the Christian Era. It 
opened most inauspiciously ; it was 
ushered in by savage scenes of blood
shed, almost without parallel in the 
world’s history. No quarter was giv
en to the foe; it was brutal mas
sacre. The perpetrators revelled in 
their work, and the historian of the 
times, howsoever he justifies or ex
tenuates the crime, does not deny 
the character of the carnage. Even an 8 
the Lord Lieutenant of the day,
Lord Cornwallis, wrote to the Duke 
of Portland of the troops engaged— 
that murder was their favorite pas
time; that it wassa war of extirpa
tion; that they butchered without 
discrimination; that the friends of 
the Government in Ireland made it a 
religious war, which added to the 
ferocity of the troops, who delighted 
in murder; and that extermination 
was the only final settlement, This 
diocese did not escape the shock. I 
remember to have heard, in my 
boyhood days, from eye-witnesses, 
the thrilling story of the consterna
tion that prevailed, and the ingeni
ous hiding-places mothers had pro
vided for their children when the fa
thers had gone, on "one side or the 
other, to the fray. Congregations 
were scattered, chapels pulled down, 
the gallows improvised in the mar
ket square, or the lone tree by the 
wayside, where the priest or sup
pose d rebel was hanged, without 

jury or crime. 14 was 
enough to be a Papist in these days

is even more wondrous than St. Pat
rick’s missionary success. It was 
for him the conversion of a pagan 
people to Christianity; church build
ing was thin a small consideration, 
and followed leisurely. A mighty 
wave of faith and grace arose at his 
bidding and swept over the land. 
But in 1800 it was not a question of 
conversion. The Irish race had prov
en before heaven and earth through 
three centuries of blood and rapine 
that it could not be perverted. 'Tis 
true, there were many Protestants in 
the country but they were, with the 
exception of a few craven gentry, 
who apostatised to save their es
tates, a plantation from foreign

When the first dawn of religious li
berty flecked the darkness after three 
centuries of dismal persecution, be
fore the Emancipation Act received 
its final sanction and force, a mighty 
impulse was at work all over the 
land. The country was ill-fated for 
any great effort. Its people, who had 
not been murdered or banished, were 
beggared and terrorised. Yet they 
came from their concealment, not to 
repair their own wretched hovels, 
but to build a house for God. It 
might be crude, it might be simple, 
and it generally was so. There was 
no plan, no architect, little means. 
They had the use of their hands, and 
the Celtic inborn faith and love of 
God. And «they supplied more work
men to buikl their chrapels, and re- 
store the ruined worship of their fa
thers, than the Skkmtans and Israel
ites for the temple of Solomon in
Jerusalei

all day loi
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