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Discuss Parochial Regulations.
! ie your opinion of ttialt regu
lation of the dlooMe.” eaya Hooley 

Fioneasy. "which limits the ex- 
nt o( each parish to a territory 

ietween certain streets, and specifies 
Vat J, the Catholics who reside 
jithin this territory must giwe their 

egiance to the pari* dvurefaT I 
«ompanled the priest in his late 
sitation of the pari* and paid 
•at attention to Bis instruction to 

*e various families. While I fully 
rgg with Ms views on most etib- 

BCtSi i can’t approve of the statute 
eferred to above nor Me advice to 
he people that every Catholic 

-hould stick by bis own pari* and 
Identity himself with his own con- 

o-egation. Now, it seems to me 
.t as the doors of our churches 
, 0pen to all alike, the Catholic 

■ople, like the Protestant folks, 
10uld be free to attach themselves 

whatever parish they prefer. To 
■estrain them in church affairs of 
his kind looks like too mudh of a 
heck on their religious liberty!" 

-You never seem to be satisfied 
,ith anything,” says Finnossy, "and 
,ence I am not surprised that you 
ure growling on this subject. I re- 
rret, however, that your experience 
-ith the priest on his visitation has 
,ot helped to broaden your views 
uid convinced you of the wisdom 
ind superiority of this diocesan reg- 
jation. In the first place, no intel
ligent Catholic will agree with you 
jD asserting that we should have li
berty to do as we please in church 
matters. Such a proposition would 
be an attempt to throw overboard 

j the authority of the church in mat
ers of discipline and, if allowed to’ 
iontinue, would result, as it has re
sulted amongst the Protestants, in 
throwing off the authority of the 

[church in matters of belief also. 
FThere is no unreasonable restriction 
[of our liberty in submitting to the 

(vine authority of the Church. If 
dispute its right to interfere an* 

lictate in religious affairs, you 
night as well contest the supremacy 
,f the Almighty Himself and object 
„ the restrictions of the Ten Com- 
îandments. With all your boasting 

,( your rights, I scarcely believe 
^0u have yet arrived at the false 
inclusion that a man is justified in 
loing what he pleases.”
“1 have not arrived at any such 

jonclusion with regard to essen- 
,ials,” says Hooley, “nor do I wish 

be classed with Protestants in 
ieir ideas of belief or discipline. 

Jut I have been informed that the 
free system, or the privilege of 
jlaiming any church jpou please as 
four parish, is in existence in Bal
timore, in New York, and in several 
other dioceses of the country, and 
imagined its introduction would re
sult very advantageously in this di- 
icese also. Let me give you only 

P^ne illustration of its advantage.
J Suppose my pastor was a crank and 
that he and I had some unpleasant 
'dispute regarding some subject, see 
the advantage it would be to both 

lof us, and what disagreeable meet
ings could be avoided if I could se
ver my present relationship with 
him and claim some other church as 
•my parish and some other priest as 
my pastor. You see, Finnessy, that 

j the Free System, as I call it, has 
i much to recommend it! ”

- entirely disagree with you,” 
says Finnessy, “arid condemn your 
foolish conclusions. The very in
stance you bring forward- in proof 

I-of your view would demonstrate 
that the free system, as you call it, 
would result in disorder and would 
be the very worst aid to the inter
est of religion; in fact, it would be 
an encouragement to both priest- 
and parishioner to continue their 
quarrel and remain enemies for life. 
It would furnish you and the priest 
the opportunity to keep up your 
•coolness and ill towards each 
other, whereas the other system 
would tend to draw you together in 
the affectionate relationship of pas
tor and parishioner, and would com
pel both of you for peace sake and 
good example to bury the hatchet 
and become friends. This in all 
probability would never be the ré
duit if you and your pastor could 
avoid and dispense with each other. 
Yes, Hooley, the free system fias 
much to recommend it—as a promo
ter of evil!”

"You talk,” says Hooley, “as if 
you were convinced of the superior
ity of the present system o-ver all 

I presume you <

that it is the best and the only way 
by which Catholics can be thorough
ly known to their pastors and by 
which their pastors can be properly 
known to their people. In confirm
ation of this I need only State that 
as the limits of each parish extend 
at most but a few squares in each 
direction from the church, and as 
the priests of each parish are al
ways on duty either waiting on the 
sick, looking after neglected chil
dren or seeking out the intemperate 
or indifferent ones of the flock, every 
Catholic family in the district be
comes perfectly known to the priests, 
while the priests in turn become fa
miliar acquaintances to every one! 
As a consequence the young arid old 
of the district regularly wend their 
way to their parish church, they feel 
entirely at home during the religious 
services as they hear and * see the 
priests they know so well, their cler
gy are easy of access whenever they 
are needed, and a mutual affection 
and interest bind them both toge
ther as pastors and people. Now, 
under the free system I maintain 
that both old and young are depriv
ed of the due interest and attention 
of their priests and that carelessness 
and loss of faith are the probable re
sults to very many. Let me suppose, 
for example, that a Catholic man 
and his family who live within the 
limits of this parish could claim al
legiance to some other church which 
is situated two or four or even six 
miles from their home; how can that 
man or his family know any priest 
or be known by any priest to advan
tage, and what salutary mnuence 
can a priest exercise over the chil
dren whom he rarely meets because 
they live at -sudh a long distance 
from the church they call their par
ish? The pastor of such a family, 
if he knows them at all, most likely 
has not the time to tra/vel so far to 
visit them when they require it; the 
parents purposely avoid the neigh
boring priests as they would avoid 
Protestant ministers, lest it might 
be suspected that they owed them 
any allegiance, with the result that 
the members of such a family will 
most probably become entirely neg
lected and careless, and between two 
stools will finally fall to the ground! 
The consequence of living at only a 
moderate distance from the church is 
indeed sad and deplorable under the 
present system; Catholics have 
grown so lazy in late years that the 
church must be built at their doors; 
how many more of them would miss 
Mass on Smtday morning if their 
neighboring priests had no author
ity to Visit them or correct them for 
the neglect of their religious duties! 
In the second place, the free system 
wouQd not only take away tbe peo
ple from the care of the neighboring 
priests arid would encourage their 
indifference to Mass, but would most 
likely result in a great neglect of 
the sick arid it is almost a certainty 
that many of them would die with
out the last sacraments. By your 
arrangement, Hooley, any unfortun
ate fellow who got suddenly sick 
would have a poor chance of being 
prepared for his journey to eternity 
if the priest who should attend him 
would have a long distance to trav
el. Let me assure you, my dear man, 
that under such a system of disci
pline the pastor of any church whose 
adherents are scattered in all parts 
of the city, and who is desirous that 
all of them shall receive proper spi
ritual care, would be compelled to 
secure the services of an army of 
priests, together with a fat treasury 
for their car fares and expenses ; 
while the priests themselves in the 
proper discharge of tfieir duties 
would be on the go from morning 
until night unices they could hear 
confessions sod give absolution hy 
telephone! Nor is your example of 
how well the free system works in 
Baltimore and New York more for
tunate for you/ aide than your illus
tration of the crank pastor and his 
parMMoner. 1 have no definite 
knowledge regarding things in Balti
more, but I have recently seen a 
printed appeal to the late Archbish
op of New York from several of hie 
priests, in which they lamented the 
inconvenience and injustice of the 
free system and earnestly requested 
the introduction of some more sim
ple and equitable arrangement by 
which each parish should be design
ated by fixed limits or boundaries!"

"For the people in general 1 ad
mit." says Hooley, “that the free 
system is not the best. You will ad- 

.owevor, that a Catholic can 
any church as his parlsn is 

• a pew; and also that 
of our 

the

to his means in the church where he 
assists at Mass. There are several
old Catholic families In the city who 
have moved into suburban districts, 
but who still attend the last Mass 
on Sundays In the pewe hallowed In 
many old associations. You certain
ly would not try to prevent this!”

“To the first part of your re
mark,” says’ Finnessy, “I have a 
decided objection. To rent a pew 
in any church for the sole purpose 
of occupying it at the late Mass on 
Sunday should never of itself entitle 
the owner to membership in that 
parish. There are social and selfish 
reasons which frequently influence 
Catholics in selecting the places 
where they practice their devotions, 
but these reasons should not be con
sidered sufficient to put aside the 
statutes of the diocese or give the 
renters of pews any parochial privi
leges. On the contrary, tihedr im
plied disregard of their own pastors 
with their disobedience to the spirit 
of diocesan regulations, should be 
sufficient in the eyes of many to ex
clude them from exceptional favors ! 
Neither will it in my opinion satisfy 
their obligation under the Faith Pre
cept if they contribute to the sup
port of religion outside their own
parish church. If their church \__
endowed or even f?ee from debt, and 
tfiere was no heavy pressure on the 
treasury for current expenses, it 
might be a matter of indifference as 
to where or how they contributed, 
but if the parish church was 
need of money and these people went 
elsewhere to present their offerings 
where perhaps they were scarcely 
needed, do you mean to tell me that 
such a transl'ering of duty can be 
regarded as a contributing to the 
support of our pastors according to 
the wording and intent of the Fifth 
Commandment? A man with a sel
fish conscience may so imagine, but 
a well-instructed Catholic can see in 
the circumstance only one conclu
sion, namely, that he is bound to 
give his contribotions in his own 
parish. If he chooses to rent a pew 
in another church or to give gener
ously to outside charities, so m,uch 
the better; but no generosity to out
side Objects can excuse his neglect of 
local obligations or dispense him
from aiding his own pastor! With
regard to his attendance at the late 
Mass in the church of his fathers, I 
honor him for still clinging to old 
customs and hallowed memories, but 
would severely condemn him for do
ing so if he makes it an excuse for 
ignoring the authority of his lawful 
pastor or shirking the obligations of 
his own parish church. Let me can
didly confess to you, Hooley, that 
long observation has convinced me 
that mere renters of pews, with rare 
exceptions, have added but little to 
the treasury of any church. They 
never assist their own churches, un
der the plea that they conyibute 
elsewhere; the churches they freqpent 
are seldom enthusiastic about their 
generosity for any object, because 
such persons, as the late Doctor 
Moriarty sarcastically remarked, 
never rank higher than a congrega
tion of pew holders! So you need 
not attempt a bluff on this subject 
with me!”

”1 still maintain,” says Hooley, 
"that a Catholic should be free to 
attend whatever church he pleases 
and should receive the sacraments 
from whatever priest he pleases! If 
I was seriously sick I would consi
der it a great punishment if I, could 
not receive the last rights of the 
Church from the priest I preferred.”

“Hooley,” says Finnessy, ” the 
ideas you have expressed give you 
more the Ctamp of a Protestant 
than a Catholic, and whoever en
couraged you to entertain them was 
a bigger fool than yourself! Ideas 
of this kind would result in turning 
the holy Catholic religion into 
man worship, and would lead one 
to believe that it was not the grace 
of the sacraments you wanted when 
sick, but the words of human conso
lation. Catholics who properly un
derstand their faith lose sight of the 
name and personal qualities of the 
priest when he performs his sacred 
functions, because they look upon all 
priests, in the language of St. Paul, 
as the ministers of Christ and the 
dispensers of the mysteries of God. 
It is, of course, proper to have a 
regular confessor, and St. Francis 
of Sales tells us that we should se
lect him among a thousand; but 
that does not mean that we should 
foolishly long for any one in parti
cular or that we should keep away 
from Mass and the sacraments be
cause we don’t see the person we 
want! The church, on account of 
the difficulties often connected with 
confession gives us the liberty of 
confessing to whatever priest we 
please: when we are sick any ap
proved priest can give us the sacra
ments of penance, but the other sa
craments, especially those which are 
intended for the dying, must be ad
ministered by the priests of the par
ish church as dictated by common 
sense and ordered by the 
of the diocese. Any diffene

people and to disrespect of the 
sacred mysteries. It would deprive 
the pastor of the opportunity of 
knowing in what dispositions his 
parishioners were (tying, arid would 
also present the indefensible irrever
ence of the Blessed Sacrament being 
needlessly carried tor miles through 
the city when the local priests could 
conveniently administer It to the 
dying just as well. Thank heaven, 
Hooley, no prudent priest would en
dorse your views on this serious sub
ject or would encourage his people 
to look for distinctions in the sacred 
ministry. The powers of the priest
hood are the same in all!”

“But,” says Hooley, “I have seen 
good and devout Catholics in regu
lar attendance at other churches 

• than their own, and I understand 
I that they were encouraged in the 
, practice by very zealous priests, who 
not only invited them, but enticed 
them to do so. If the practice was 
very wrong, I cannot imagine it 
could be encouraged in this man-

“This is a mighty delicate ques
tion,” says Finnessy, “and Cannot 
be satisfactorily settled by ignorant 
fellows like ourselves. If a pious fe
male imagines that she can receive 
superior spiritual advice from a con
fessor in some distant plart of the 
city, or if some sensitive sinner 
takes a fancy to the preaching or 
direction of some particular priest, 
no matter how far away stationed, 
all the Bishops in the country could 
not, and will not, keep them at 
home until they have learned com
mon sense by experience! With re
gard to the encouragement given to 
sUch persons to leave their own par
ishes and attend the services at 
other places, I prefer not to express 
my opinion. Priests are human like 
other mortals and can make mis
takes even in a good cause. More
over, I might accuoe them of selfish
ness when they are only exercising 
zeal. Therefore instead of my own 
I prefer to give you the opinion of 
the celebrated missionary. Father 
Bernard Maguire, S.J., as I many 
times heal’d him express it in his 
mission sermons to the people. God 
be good to his noble soul! ’Tis he 
who was the strong believer in the 
oneness of the priesthood, in the 
doctrine that one priest has as much 
power a& another, in the obligation 
of all Catholics to remain in their 
own parishes and in the advantage 
to all of assisting at Mass and re
ceiving the sacraments in their own 
Churches! I now can call to mind 
his scathing reproof of those Catho
lics who showed their irreverence for 
their lawful pastors by going else
where to hear Mass on the Lord’s 
day. 'How disrespectful,’ he used 
to say, ‘is such conduct to the man 
whom the Bishop has placed over 
them as their pastor! And how use
less would it result for the Bishop 
himself to purchase ground for a new 
church and send a priest to organ
ize a new congregation if the Cath
olics living in the new district felt 
free to wander off where they pleas
ed and leave tbe poor priest to 
struggle alone with his debts and 
difficulties! ’

“He went even farther and in no 
sparing language held up to censure 
and the charge of unprofessional con
duct any priest, be he diocesan or 
religious, who presented motives be
fore any Catholic in order to induce 
him to withdraw from his own par
ish and connect himself with some 
other congregation. In his eyes this 
was not only an unfriendly interfer
ence with a brother’s rights, but was 
an encouragement to a species of 
man-wordhip. As an illustration of 
his views in the matter, and in or
der to impress on his hearers their 
loyalty to their own church, he in
stanced the answer of a prominent 
St. Louis Judge who many years ago 
became a convert to the faith. This 
judge lived at that time in the du!b- 
Urbs of tile city, in a district in 
which was erected a small tempor
ary chapel. On being asked by some 
friends to drive to some of the pro
minent churches on Sunday anti list
en to the eloquent preachers, he de
cidedly antuvered: 'Not Since I un
derstand that the Holy Sacrifice is 
the same no matter where offered, I 
will continue to assist at Made in 
my own little dhurch; whatever edi
fication I can give shall be given in 
the place where it is God's will I 
belong, and if the pastor were a col
ored man, he will receive my assist
ance and respect as long as I reside 
in the district.' Hooley, where do 
you hear of missionaries talking like 
that; to the people now?

“It appears to me, however,” con
tinued Finnessy, now quite in earn
est, “that you have some strange 
notions about dircipline in the 
(fliurch. Don’t you know that dis
cipline indicates order, while its ab

us confusion and guerilla
___ Hooley, if you were a

priest I very much doubt whether
ycfii J 'entertain your present 

i call religious li- 
sition thab you 
u believe thatmm

church or that you would attempt 
to carry on the work of an old one 
if your congregation had the liberty 
to walk away when they pleased arid 
could leave you alone with your 
burdens? Would you admire the con
duct of a brother priest who, no 
matter how holy or aealous he might 
be, would systematically invade your 
territory and would indirectly try to 
lessen your influence with your peo
ple? Could you feel exceedingly 
pleased if with sinister motives he 
visited your parishioners arid, with 
the promise of giving them superior 
social advantages or more solemn 
devotions, would induce them to 
rent his pews or Join hi» religious 
sodalities or in any other manner 
cause them to withdraw from their 
own church? Hooley, I scarcely 
think you could! On the contrary, 
you would brand such interferenfce as 
conduct unworthy of a priest and 
as a deception of the innocent peo
ple, and would denounce it as a dis
honorable injustice and a species of 
sheep stealing! Yet, Hooley, such 
would be the condition of things in 
the diocese if we lived under the free 
system! Sheep stealing in olden 
times was looked upon as a vvt 
mean business, and I have yet to 
learn that its agents have grown to 
be respectable. For the life of me, 
Hooley, I can’t understand how you 
can excuse any man who tampers 
with his neighbor’s fold, except on 
the supposition that you sympathize 
with the trade of your grandfa
ther!”

“That will do,” says Hooley; “you 
have said enough! I have succeeded 
in probing you until I received the 
information I wanted! I had also 
a personal reason for asking for it 
because the members of our family 
attend services at different churches 
and occasionally treat each other 
to a controversy on the respective 
merits and rights of priests. For 
myself I have always maintained, 
and have carried my conviction into 
practice, that every good Catholic 
Should be governed by the statutes 
of the diocese and should assist at 
the services and support the parish 
where he liras. I never believed it 
was proper to go away from my 
own church, but felt it was God’s 
will that I should assist at Mass 
and receive the sacraments from my 
own priests in the spirit of edifica
tion. I never believed it was the 
proper thing for any priest to in
vade the territory of a brother ajid 
hold out inducements to the people 
to leave their own church. Such in
terference with the rights of an
other I have always considered not 
only unjust, but ungentlcmanly, and, 
to speak carididly, I have wondered 
at the patience of the aggrieved in 
permitting it. If the prowler 
stealthily seeks his opportunity to 
break into the fold, the shepherd is 
surely justified in defending his flock 
and in calling on the police for as
sistance! Hooley, the Free System, 
like Free Trade, will never prosper 
the country either in politics or reli
gion. Let us have protection ana 
order through the Diocesan Sta
tu ted! Good morning!—Z. in St. Mi
chael’s Parsih Calendar.

Ideal Physician.
A conscientious physician is one 

of God’s best gifts to man, and 
from the early days the office of phy
sician has been held in high venera
tion in the Church. St. Luke was 
by profession a physician, the favor
ite companion of the gtreat St. Paul 
in his apostolic labors, one of the 
four inspired writers of the Gospel 
of Christ, and the writer of the 
only inspired history of the Infant 
Church, the “Acts of the Apostles.”

Ever since hie day, the great 
schools of medicine placed under the 
immediate control of the Church 
have aimed at fostering in the souls 
of their piuptle that deep spirit of 
faith and piety, that innocence of 
soul and purity of life which can 
alone enable the physician to be 
what he ought ever to be, the sec
ond minister of God's mercy anti 
healing power at the sick bed and in 
the bbsom of Christian families. 
Hence the Christian religion has 
ever labored to impress on the 
minds of both physicians and »ur* 
goons that they are the custodians 
of the bodily health and temporal 
honor of individuals and families, 
just as the priest is the guardian of 
the soul's welfare, the healer of it» 
wounds, its divinely appointed guide 
in the paths of spiritual health and 
perfection.

The physician, in all Catholic coun
tries, is considered to be the con
scientious assistant of the priest by 
the sick bed and in the hour of 
mortal danger, prompting the pa
tient to be reconciled with Grot, and 
in _ ", . „ .

l™TLtouZelht"c2ng

plied with the divine commands and 
placed the soul’s interests in per
fect security. In thus aiding the 
priest in his most sacred functions, 
and helping the operation of God’s 
most merciful ordinances for the 
soul's salvation, the physician also 
finds by experience that he is 
mightily furthering the success of 
his success of his own salutary art, 
and promoting the cure of the body. 
For besides the natural connection 
between peace of conscience and the 
subsidence of physical pain and ir
ritation, there is a special promise 
annexed to the reception of Extreme 
Unction of alleviation from suffering 
and restoration to health, when 
God’s fatherly providence deems it 
best for the sufferer.

The Archangel Raphael, “the Di
vine Healer,” was sent by God to 
bestow his rarest blessings on two 
widely separated branches of a He
brew family living in exile and dis
tinguished for exalted virtue. To the 
head of one household he restored 
eyesight, and to the other he 
brought the grace of liberation from 
the obsession of an evil spirit, whilst 
both families were united in faith 
and charity by the nuptials of their 
children brought about by their 
heavenly benefactor. Thus Raphael 
became to the early Christians what 
he had been to the Jewish people— 
the ideal of the true physician, act
ing under the Divine guidance, and 
seeking the cure of the sick soul 
whilst laboring to heal the body. 
How many imitators of Rajihoel and 
Luke have not the Christian ages 
beheld since the beginning?

The history of every country in 
Christendom during the Middle Ages 
is filled with the most instructive 
and edifying stories concerning the 
devotion of physicians to their two
fold task of promoting every good 
work while laboring constantly for ’ 
the advancement of the spiences per
taining to their own calling. The 
Churdh showed her care for this i>ro- 
fessionnl excellence by founding cen
tral schools of medicine, and raising 
some of them to the rank of a uni
versity, as well as by her liberality 
in promoting the splendor and effi
ciency of the medical schools exist
ing in such great centers of learning 
as Paris, Florence and Romo.

The honor, too, in which she held 
physicians soon led to their rising 
in popular estimation. In the Ita
lian Republics they formed a most 
honorable class, whose members not 
only attained to great wealth, but 
very often filled the highest offices in 
the state. Just as, all through those 
ages of faith, the lawyers were en
couraged to form separate guilds 
and confraternities devoted not only 
to self-protection and mutual en
couragement, but to all sorts of 
works of charity, even so, and much 
more so, did the members of the 
medical profession unite for the like 
purpose.

The deep and sudden changes ef
fected in Catholic countries by mod
ern revolutions have not altogether 
blotted out these admirable unions. 
Even where they have fallen asunder 
the best elements of them have gone 
over to other newer and more active 
bodies like that of St. Vincent de 
Paul in France. Foremost among 
the noble men whose deeds of piety 
and beneficence have contributed^-so 
mUch to preserve and propagate re
ligion in the kingdom of St. Louis, 
arc to be found physicians. The long 
Struggle they had undergone to rise 
to distinction in their profession, 
and the manifold opportunities fur
nished by it for mixing with all 
classes of men and women poisoned 
with Voltairian unbelief was viewed 
by them as the providential mean» 
of doing their duty by the sick aouls 
brought under their influence.

Since then what heroic examples of 
patriotic devotion and Christian 
charity did these same men — not' 
only physicians, but lawyers. Stud
ents, members of the Societies of St. 
Vincent de Paul, of St. Francis Xa
vier, and St. Francis Regia— dispflay 
on the field of battle, In the crowded 
hospitals, during the horrors of 
more than one siege, and whilst 
their country was at the dariteet 
hour of its destiny.

This country has many noble phy
sicians who are true to the noblest 
attribute of their high chlling. Am- . 
ong them are happily found many 
non-Catholic men, whose reputation 
for liberality and broadmindedness 
give them place in the Apostolate of 
the Catholic physician.

Every physician should possess in 
the highest possible degree a thor
ough knowledge, theoretic arid prac
tical, of his profession, a deep devo
tion to his calling, a lively frith, 
and an unblemished reputation. The 
true Christian who feels himself hon
ored in being God’s instrument for 
the preservation of life, 'the Increase 
of health, the happiness of families, 
and the welfare of the community 
rimvld ever bear in 
“here there is

interests of 1 
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