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THE ANGELS’ WHISPER,

3 by was"sleeping. its mother was
weoping,
Fexr her husband was far en the wild
raging sea;
Ard e tempest was swelling ‘ronnd
the fabarman’s dwelling,
And ghe eried, “Dermot, darling, oh!
come back: to me.”

.Her beads while she snmbered. th
baby still slumbered,

!mewy ratified by the sacred enar. !

acter of matrimony, and one that bas
been consummated by the exerciss of
the conjugal right, Is a distinction of
vital importance and should be clearly
andenstood by Catholice who engage
in eontroversy 'with Profestanty on
the question of divorce. That thers
is a great difference from a maorat
standpoint hetween a“marriage that
' has been consummated and one that
hag been merely ratified by the sa-
ered character of ths contract is 4

|

Aad amiled in Ger face a5 she bend- matter that needs no explanation,

ed bher knee,
“@h! bdlessed bs that warning, my!
ohiid, thy aleep adorming,
For } know that the angelg are whis-
" pering With thee.

Now to thé question, *“Does the
Church ever grant ah absolutd - dis
worce?’ We reply Aat it does when
there Is grave ressn for so doing,
i ard- =he —the mardage bond-Mys-nor -
! been confirmed by the exercise of the

“Anl while they are keeping bright ' conjugal right. But once the rar

watch o’er thy aleeping,
@®a! pray to them softly, my baby,
with me;
Aas 8ay thou wonldst rather they'd
watch o'er thy father,
Fer | know that the 4ngels ars
whispering wita thee.”

The 4awn of the morning saw Dermot
returning,
Apd the wife wept with joy hert
baby’s father to see,
And elosely caressing her child, with
& blessing,
Sald, “I knew that the angela were
whispering with thee.”
—Samue} Lover.

Docs the Catholic Church
Ever Grant a Divorce?

®rem o Mesaenger of the Sacred
Heart.)

ia Biskop Doane's charge to the
:_r and laity of Bis diocese, deliv-

in convention, November 16, 1899,
am'{ geattered Ddroadcast fn the
‘Masakegiving number of the Church-
mey, November 25, the following pas-

occurs In reference to the Cath-

#i§ Churod and divorce: “There ars

twe or thres figments whicH take the

piass af arguament about tBls matter of

orce and remarriage, which ought
bs done away with,

) The Roman claim of superior
fafthfulness in this matter, ordinarily
put im the statement, the Roman Ca'h.
oi{s Church doss not grant and does
nef recognize divorce. Im the f.at
pines, dlvorces nsaturally are not
grarted by (e Church, bat by the
State. But Rome does make Lidrself
regponsible for that which represents
¢ very worst Jorm and the ve \
ware| evilg of divorco €0 far as that
mans the braaking of the marriagga
®o8d, by her system of dispensations
thntl eam be bought, a° d by annulments
of marriage upon {nnumerable, and
of'en freshly invented grounds. These
ar+» @f course sometimes depe dent
upon {ufluence, an@d oftener upon pay.
rnte of mopev. They are therefors

probably not ‘within the reash of the
cupre. bt whie bistory ree-
ords the story of the annulment of
marriage of Louis XII,, of France,
a twenty-two years of married
}de, on the ground that his wife wnd
kfs fourth cous n. that her father was
sts godfather, that she was deformed,
that he had wmarried her under
threats; and while the fact stands
that the marriage of Henry VIIIL. to
@atherire, his brother's widow, was
acoompllshed by the Pope's” dispem ing
1. w ol bhngiand and the law
of God; and while the story of Na-
po.eon and Josephine, and of the D.ke
of Aasta are within the memory of
meD, it Is not much to say that thq
Rothen Chureb is respousible for most
ftagrant violationg of the divine law
of marriage. It is at least to be sald
that our loose dealing with the ques-
tson 18 not by any act of the Church)
but by a submissive recognition of the
view which the State takes of the civii
contraet.”

Before examining the setatements
contained in this unca.led-for and big-
oted paragraph in a bishop's charge to
uis clergy and people, it may be well
to otate in brief the teaching a.d
praetice of the Catholic Church in re-
intion to divorce. Ofecourse we shall
¢+ eakk throughout ofr the dissoiution
uf Christian marriages. About mar-
riages contracted by persons who are
unbaptized there is 1 0 controversy at
piresent. Now, there are two kinds of
« vorce known to Catho.les and Pro.
te stantg alike. The first is absolute
divoree, which consisis in the dissolu-
tous of the marriage bond and allows
both parties to enter on a new mar-
riage. The other is a limited divorce,
which &llows the eeparation of the
m.arried parties but leaves the mar.
risge bond intact. ‘That the Church;
can grant a iimited dlvorce, and often
b is just reasons for granting ii, no
o1 will deny. In fact therel @ no
eyntroversy on the point. The ques-

on Dhecefore In debate is, does Lne.

urch ever grant{ an absolute di-

v

yorae, or & divorce strictly so-called. zAIbany He says:

Before answerlng thie question we
may opremise that the macrimonial
conbraad, or in other words, the mu-
#al consent externally expressed of
soth partles, glves rise to what U3
kaown as the matrimoniai bo d. "I'ois
tond essentially econcists ra the: .ight
and obligation of both pariies to give
and receive those acts for which mar-

riage has been consummated and the
bond has assumed that new degree of
firmness expreassed by our Lord in the
words: Jam non sunt duo sed una
caro.—Therefors now they are not
two, but ons flesh, Matthew xix., 6;
then the Chureh canrot grant o di.
Jorce, and has never granted one, and

as never even entertained the
, thought that it has the power to grant
one.

Here we come to another distine-
tion of vital importance in this mat.
ter. There {56 & wast differsncs be-
tween dissolving the completed bond
of matrimony—a thing which, ag hag
been said. the Church can never do—
and declding judicially and after due
procees of trial that the hond never
existed, or that 12 1t 413 axlst, it was

| the marrfed couple.

«(New Testament Law, (3) those that

| the impediments ©of the Mosato Law,

- *“The Roman elafm of superior faith.

riage is naturally intended. He.ace the

marriage bond may be considered as
grior to the exetclse of the first esen
tial right of conjugal life, or as s»ub-
gegue ¢ to th- full and” perfect exer-
cisc of that right. If the martial rizht
bhas not been exercised. lhe murewge
s called a matirimonial ratum; if the
right has been exercised. the mar.iage
beconges & matrimoninm copeumma-
wum. In the guesti~n of the Church’s
“attitude towards divorce this disiine-
ﬂon between . un!on uut has been

Protestant pralse of the sttitude of

never conﬂrmod by the exercize of
the martial right. The Church hee
Jawfully established tribunals befors
which both qudstions can” be tried,
viz.. the valldity of the marriage con- |
tract itself, and tta consummation oY,
Hence, if the
partiés who have been living as man
and wite for soveral years can prove '
that there wag mo marriage bond '
from the beginndng, efther because of -
Iack of intention or, consent, or by
reason of some lmpedlment which
prevented the parties from making a
valld coutract. then the Church does:
not dissolve the marriage, but mere-
1y declares that, as there was no mar.
riage from the beginping, the parties
are free to separate and contract &
true marriages. Again, if the mar-
risge contract was valld at the begin-
ning, but the partiesecan prove from
reliable medical testimony, pr from
other sources, that the. bond was nev.

er perfected by the aexercise of the
martial right, then the Chuarch for
grave reasons can dissolve the bond.
For. in this case, the married parties:
have not as yot become the UNACATO,~
the ons fleah of which our Divine

Lord speaks. Cases whers the mar-
riage is null and vold from the begin«)
ning, are frequentiy brought betore
the tribunals of the Church. But cases !
where the bond existed, but was never
perfected, are “few and far bhetween.”
‘The rare dissolution of such mar.!
riages, and that only for grave canees,
has no effect whatever on the moraiity
or Immorality of the generality of;
mankind.
One more remark befors coming to
Blsbop Doane. There are three class-
es of impedimentg thet render a mar.
rlage null and void from tha begin.
ning: (1) Impediments established by
Niatural Law, (2) those established by

are enacted by the Law of the Churca,
Now the Church can dispenss from no
{mpediment constituted by the Law of
Nature or by the'Law of'God. As for

t}ere is no statemont made anywhere
the Bible that they.were enacted
for the Christian Church.'It e hard
to see why Protestanta shomd try to
force upon us a seh of 1mpediments
the pregent binding force of which
they cannot prove from the Bible na{\
we from tradition. The Mosaic La

andé fts sanctions went out of torcu
the day that, “the vell of the temple
was rent in two, from the top to the
bottom.” 1If any of its precepts re-
masained in vigor—and many of them
did so remalin, a8 we ses, for exampe, |
fn the Decalogue—it was rot becavse
they were precepts of the Mosaic Law,
but because they were the express.ons
of-Natural Law or had been re-enact-
ed by Christ. Until Protestants,
therefore, can prove that the Leviticat
{mpediments are tHe expression of
Natural! Law, or were sre-establisbed
by our Divine Lord, they have nda
right to call on Catholics {o observe
them.

The impediments of marriage, there.
fore, from which the Church at times
dispenses ara those that she herself
(bas establiished. 12 she has power to
westabiish them, of course she Hhag
power to do away with them. In
granting her chiidren a dispensation
in such matters, she ig mersiy g:ant.
ing them a liberty which they would
enjoy 1 they belonged to & church
where no such impediments existed.

Lot us now come to the Bisbop ot
“There are two er’
three figments which take the piach
of argument about this maiter of di-
vorce and remarriage, which ought to!
be done away with,” He then lays
down the first figment, which is thie:

fulness in this matter, ordinariiy vut
in the statement, the Roman Catboiic
Church does not grant and does not
recognize divorce.”” Now it is hard |
to eee where the figment comes im.-
The great majority of the bishop’s
own co-religionists find no flgment in
this statement, but rather the expres.
sion of a fact whiéh they are longing
to see realized im. thoir own church, '

the Catholic Church towards divorce

may be found fn the difly/
papers and nead not be quots
.ad  here. fs the bisfe

;ov’s mment: wﬁd mots that we

g, the tota‘l ﬁm

are eencerdea with. B.e says: "In m
first place divorces_naturally sre not
granted by the -CHurch, byt hy the
State.” Does not the bishop hol¥
anarriage to be s gacred thing, we do

mot g2y & sserament, hut & emeredi.

thing? Does he not perform it i the
most holy and solemn faghion? }iuw

then can it “Daturally” belong to the |

hate to mpnul what the Chureh had
sancttoned and sanctified? How can
such an action of the Stato be “nat-

ural?¥™ Is it not most unnatural? ‘g:
not§

a divorce of any kind
to be granted, is it
natursl that the granting of 1t shopld

Belong to the Church? ° Bui perhaps |

G- DAOD OnkF TreRR SR - Btats Ot

usurps the right of the Church, on{
naturally takes upon tself a function
t0 which it Lhas no right. If this he
bis meaning; then we say that they
who recognize the action of the Htate
and consent to admit divoreed persons
to their communion, or to msrry them
egain, are gullty of a crime tzntae
mount to the granting of the divorce,
The State, at the moat, only gives its
so-calied permission to contract & new
marriage. The man who performs the
new marriage oconsummmates  the
State’s crime, °
To Bs Guntinned.
Betwece Mesven and Barth.

This is the aame of a patronage fox
boys founded in Parls by a German
Auguste Fraensel who lives by glving
lessons {i  his own Ilanguage. - The
patronage In the Quartier St Garnls
15 intended for sbout the worul £lass
of Paris street urching. Upwards of
three hundred of thess as-emble at the
common home, baptized “Entre ls Clel
‘et la Terre” (batween heaven and
‘earth). Thers they are instructed,
' amused, tended when sick, and, when
'the time comos, ¢ apprenticed to an
. Donest calllng. The philanthropia
‘ German wvho hag thus acted s father's
part to o many walfs and »trays re.
ceived & ‘“Montbyon” prise of virtus
of 1500 francs. His herolsm and ab-
negatlon pale before the charlty snd
courage of a bed-ridden old woman
now {o the borpltal of Leen, Emilia
Boitel by name. who hap Jut. recelved

a "Monthyon” prize of 1,080 france.
But for that she would now be penni-
less, Though always . poor herself,
she had spent her Hie in glvivg 2o the
poor, &n tending the =ick and in pre-
pariog the dead for burfal., Upwards
of 100,000 francs have passed through
ter hamnds in charity. Sha wis long |
the passossor ef a [1Gck .coat, which
in the locality acquired celebrity, This:
wus made to do duty for suctemsive
tardy bridegrooms whom Emilin ,was
instrumental fo forcing into the bonda
©. honest wedlock, and who were un-
ablo to procure .fitting clothes {GF the
ceremony, The varlong lnstances of
moral worth revealed Ly the distribu-
tion of theze “Monthyon” prises ghow
that /Christian charity and ahnex;uoq
&till flourlsh tn France as &n the w
ural home. M. Brunetlers calls t‘.he:g
Teciplents of prizes modest heroes .and
heroines, and eays that this year the
Academmy has not crowned less <han
from thirty-five to forty of them. He
concludes his comprehensivé 1eport by
falling back ot & passage from George

Ellot. abowing how the loftiest virines}

often fourish In the humblest classes.

last Bunday Jan. 7 the Panlist
Fothers opened missions in the fol-
lowing plases: 8t Patrick’s, Albsny,
Fathers Smith, Grant and McNichol'
St. Paulls,
1tot, Doherty and Kennedys Jack:
Vllle T11, Pathers 0'Callaban and
nelly: Montelatr, N. J., Fathers Cody,
Culien and Kenwn' 8t.- Fatrlék‘c
Montrael,
Father Younl.n.

0!1~

» o
. 'l'ho‘.uowrw. S
Another year. And what tt ho\ds tor‘

me =
s shrouded in the gloem of mnter:;

Washlngto'n Fathers M- | D03
ﬁ, Py
1

aon-Cabolio misulou by’ . ;

day of thetr Huusaa ot ; atlo

of this distipction. - Receptiony
asually held avery 1hres months.- ﬂ

order. Two years of
must elapsa befors they are parinatted
to pronoupee thelr firet vows,. ey #+;
aal vows cannot be tmken till \he s

pozsessas the virtu ;nn Xnowhed
requisite to. nubl\a« fa

tian and seligions teneher, -
Brothar Qlone
s!;hnt Superior-Genexal, hrei ,
the reception and delivered i

paratory disceurse, in which he en-:

ot the young aspirants the dtgnity a

er Joweph, wisiter, and Rev. Brother
Imere, provincial, - Among the athey
Brothers prassit wars: Brot“hu! AF} 4
Director of lhnnmu,ﬁolleca, ;
er Agapas, Dirsator of . De Iagi

Institute; Brother. ‘Ostorls, - Direstor

rome, Directer Albany

¥

Marisni, 0. ¥, chnplrin n: e iastl-
tute, officiated. . .

uited at Amiawalk, near Oretod iake,
county. It {s an fdenl
iglous community,

. A migh
called the. "Olli:'n mleht

“of xmv ¥ork!

the Brothers soquired posseasion of
this m'o;orty It was then adlmpst a

and truitt: 1K
apltome of the wWork dont in othar
dands by the ke, The Prothers
five in Amawalk four separate tasti-
tutions, namely, the Novitiate proper,
into which young men over fixisen

story Je aft

are ndmlttad~lgthr

10 whioh. they
pared for tWelr dutiss as tex
Brother Baldwii-Pater direc
communm ‘of the :nm

v.jimlbly at
yiee. ozﬂu&‘
- Ale

Ituay of brighiness reap a narwem b

Or evenmuch of happims may bear,
And yet,

woe,

¢

Whate'er may com
iy wait,

Prepared for either smils or trmm of
of Mabe;

Realy, allke, for pleasure or pain:
Counting each day devold ot sich as
* . wain, \

Then, stranger, come' in, galmnees I

ahall greet
T'he misty future; be it gad or sweet,

The past Is dend, forever lald away,j .
And born to earth, instem! tbe New ki

Yeur's Day.
—8, A 0'Reilly,

in S‘t.‘ Antbon’
Measenger.

ain, of sorrow it may know j
A depth all- unsuey passed in humv.n !

¥ aﬁd £5, 1 #{
Of any .

Ot
the eve of this feast it is cunomary |
to admit to:the religioms habit thoas |y
aspirants who for ihelr virtues angd

other attainments ar¢ deamed wartﬁh;g' ?

the present occasion tén Yery proms
ising young men ware dmitted to thal sired
turther « il v

pirant is twenty-sight rescs of '
and has glven potitive proot mtt'fx: :

axerolse}
the duties of hix grormiol asa O |

dnavored to impress upon e minds ]

Brother Gregory, Dirsctor.of 1hy Vegit. | 14
ham Catholio High Sdhocl. ind Broth.
ur Josaph, Inte Dirdctor 4t 8t ftephs| @
‘an’s Bﬁh.olo Wltﬂ'ford xm“dg .
The rmptmn Wi tarmimteﬁ pyi:
the *Te Deaum” and the Benediction ot}
the ‘Bleassd Saoramsnt, . Rey, Father |

The Nevitiate of the Brother-heatt- | 2
fn the northers part of w,mhmé
| POt 10F A T g
Carly | 2

1t ia mow weors Afisen .yokes sines|

ny 1t 4 8 0
k‘:’aiihua ertile].

: , ' the Norma|; \
School, into wiich tﬁa BO¥itNe | &A1Y g,
ted Brie |.

the sicredness of the raligieus vook«| the.o
tion. He was saalsteg by Rev. DBroth. | &

of St James' Acsderxy; Brather Ju-|sollal
sunyy | #top:

who give proofs of huving . Yoearion|{s
me Amt dudgl

or mmt.

jvmat mm
--‘m&m nm,

imfm

shall bit b'mve.w portunt

any you

mmpt ,
o &

M | meeting he!& in Phi!adelpma

Monday, which was attended by a<le-
gates from varlousgliylsh sccietles, it
was agreed to ralge 4
000 for the punposs of sendi g men to
aid the Boers. ‘The tinie bas NOwW ar’
rived to teaoh Nngland the lesson
wnew that “life, Uberty and the Tur-
sult of bappiness® are the CGod-given
privileges of mmbkind and cannot be
wrested !rom them by brute fo:ce.’ _

The Capuchin. moixastery, which LT
@esiroyed in the i?hgnt terrible diss
aster ab Amam, ‘ ?’Qopul J resoré: o‘f

-')' wz"-s"

According to the Mest compltpd re.’
poris In the officé of the high seere-| .

tary of the Cath; e r&ep of FPorests )
p in ibe order!
is 78 97! _

For the Dnrl!iltla.n Qhumh in Jord
i %o be bulit by the “. ?"‘a,f,?'
Catholics of Germiany, & sum of near.| S

wanlem wh

tr 10004»0 mmm conecw

fund of $1,000,~ |

EOme TIErS
angaged in

mwa mentfafie B ;
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