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Does the Cathoiic Church
Ever Grant [ Divorce?

&com the Messenger of the Sacred
Heart.)
Contirued ¥rom Last Weak,

Bat the bishop mndertakes the task
of proving that the “supe ior faithfui-
BEeS" of the Catholic «  urch w .he
aficredness of the m r in o -y
maro tigment. We regret to say uhat
Ae Yries to prove his asser.lon wuyt
Wrowing dugt in his Teader’s eycs.
He mixes upithe qu.stion of dispen-
eations with the gque.tion of augul-

. ments.. Now the question of dispen-:
sstions from ecclesiasticai

Impedi-
ments Ras  nothing whatever to do
wkih the qnestlon of divorce. There is
2® rcason at all why the bishop
hould mention them except to turm
away his reader’'s attention from the
“wuperior faithfulness” of the Church
= not granting or recoguizing the dis-
sedution n: the mar.lage 13e. o s;&-
%em of dispensations from ecclesiasti-
eaj unpediments can affect the per-
sanency of the marriage oond. Dis-
peusanions go before marriage and not
after it. But those dispensations, -ay8
ws bishop, can be “bought.’”” Whab
s this to do with divorce? Besides,
Were 18 NO more reason for eaying,
sam( thege dispemsations are “bought.’
@D there is for saylng that the labors
ot the bishop's ministry are “bought.”
oosatse he recelves a salary for them.
¥ho ecclesiastical tribunals which aa-
amine the reasons alleged by vaiious
petitioners for dispensatiors have as
aueh right to compensation for the:r
bers as the bigshop has for his. Of
esmrse, we know that his Tordsbip
mutv fhis eervices to the poor who,

mot pay for them. and marries a
poor couple ag readily as he does tnose
wio are well off. But uneither are
we ecclestastieal tribunals unmindful
of the law of charity; nor are they um-
willing to grant dlepensations to tne
pomniless withont any hope of compen-
estion for thelr labors. And if at
umeoes the poor canpot obtain a dis-
pensation as readily as the rich. we do
Ret see why the bishop should com-
pisin, as he considers the granting of
such dispensstions a great avil.

®he Bishop of Albauy next passes to
the charge he makes agninst the Cath-
efic Church, viz., “the annuimenis of
un'mges upon inpum@rable, ald of-

ten {reshly invented. grounds.” 1t
mearriages are annulled in the Catho-
Me Church oa “innumerable’ grounds
we should expect to tnd “lnnumer-
e” divorces in the Cathnlic Chureh,
it seems that it is precisely here
the Bishop's'**‘figment’” comes 1n.
Where are the “innumerable’” divorceq
recorded? Hag he uny statistics to
quste from? Has he any. proof to give
for an assertion made so boidly in the
eresence of the clergy and laity of nis
dioeese? *It b:hoovetR a Blsbop to ba
blaspeless * * * and prndent © ¢ * no
syiker, but modest.” Now it scoms
maat Bishop Doane here strikes ai the
@atholic Church withoic having ane
greund for doing so. Instead of
quaoting from setatistics and giving us
two or three thousand cases of 4i-
varce elther granted or vecognized by
the Catholic Chu ch. ‘e represents
oaly two poor, misérable ca-es, taat
may be found in any ick of Pro est-
aat polemics. The firsi is the dis:o-
Mtdon of the marrtage of Lodi~ XIT,
with Jeanne, the other ia the dlvorce
~ Napoleon and Josephine, vtog
soppose that in those two cases ‘he
@hurch was constrained by rugul 1uo.-
fluence to declare the marriages n-
vaddd, and wag forced by the samer
mfiucnce to biess tite new mrriagea
eomtracted by the divurc:d husbirds,
would not her “supe:t.r faithfuloess
to the sacredness of Lhe marriags tie
#e still something to 100k up to and
sdminre?

But not even under the pressure of
royal power did the Cathoilc Churcn
ever congider thai she could annul the
marriage of those wbo had be.n bon 4
together valldly., and who-e bond ‘bad
deon perfected by the exercise of the
meaxriage right. Louis XII had been
eonstrained by Louis XI. to marry
Jeanne. And though this might have
eaat some doubt on, the validity of the
eomtract. still no divorce was ga t~d
te the King till it wuns judicia.ly p ov-
ed that the marriage had never been,
sepsummated. It 1a vot to the print
% say that the Pope was imposed up-
ea by the Kiug and iTs council. The
polnt ; 19, did the Pop: ever annui =
marriage which was kuown to be.
valld and consummated?

With regard to Napoleon and Jose-
phive, the marriage was not annu'led
¥y the Pope nor declared by him to be
invalid. While the Pope was in pris-
en by order of Napoledn, an ¢celes:as-
deal tribunal in Parie exanmined the
eso and declared the marriage tc!

.

fave been null and void from the be- | his

pg. The tribunal gave two rea-
apus for its decision. THhe first was
#hat Napoleon never had the inltend
tiom of coniracting a permanent mar.
whage with Josephine, The otner wWaa
tho absence of the pirish phlest {rom

marriage ceremo: y, 2 £t wkien,
mg(xrding to the decrds Tam:t.1 of the
Qotncil of Trent, rendered the mar-
piage invalid. Here again we see BO
attsmpt at dissolving a marriage tnot
had been considéred valid from the
weginnirg and duly consummited
What taok place ip the ca-e of N.po-
leon and Josephilne, ruok place later ip
the case of the Prince of Monaco and
Loady Mary Hamilton,

“The marriag- tie was not dissolved,
buat, after judicial investigatio), was
declared neve: to have existed. L. dy ,
Mary Hamilton was able io give proof -
that she had coutracted tte maR.age
snder compulsion, apd bad n.idber
the intention qbr dhe consert N2ces-
sary for the valldity of a cout:actibat
was W last for life, We have umn

t!msa cases (rennent!y ‘bmusht ap ‘bv,

Prolestants 10 8I0W LI€ wowiew. -
laceeness in the mafler ©of Jiv rre,
and not one of them bears en the ques-
tion in dispute,

Instead of quoilns The éispensut oan

that Henry VIIL obtaifed in order to
marry Catherine, why dif oot ihe
Bi hop of Albany qucte ihe divy cé hat.
th- King tried o g~t but coald not?f
D.vorces, nod dispensations. were the
subject of the bishop’s adaress. Now,
it tte Pope 13l ever granted & divorce
in the case of & consummated mar-
riage, or if he thought that by any
possibility he possessed such vpower,
here was & chapce fo exercige it. But
neither the Pope nor Henry and his
thealogical advigers believed . that
there 'was any such gower mtee
Church. What the Klng wanted to
obtain, and trled to prove as 1ustifi-e
able, was a declaration from the Pop2
Lhat the marriage with Catherine Raa
been invalid. The Pope refused t 24-
mit. the icvalid:gy 0f fhe marriage,
and we all know the result.

With regard to the di:pensation
granted to the Duke o7 Aceta to marry
Princéss Letfila Bonaparte, there was
ao quesion of the Pope's Zranting a
divonge, but of his dispensing £rou\.
nae of the eccesiastical impediments
of consanguinity.

The bishop likewisé ccndemns the
Church for gracting a dispensatfon to
Henry VIII. t0 ma'Ty his deceaged
hrother’s wife. Here again it is sup-
posed that the Church has violated a
gdvine law. But if the bshop will
turn to Deuteroromy. (xxv., 5). he
will find that juch a marriage {s even
commgnded when the brother nas
died without Jeaving child en. The
was the case with Jlenry’s brother,
Ar bv ; and hence, according to the
epactments of the Old Law, Henry
should have mariied Catharine, Ar-
thur's wife. It is not croel on the
part of the Bishop of Albsny to cen-
sure the Church for granting Menry
permission to contract a marriage
whic~ according to nn Qld Testament
enacted, he was obliged to contract?
This is all the more eruel ag accord-
ing to the bishop, the enactments of
the Old Testament in regard to matri-
monial impediments are still in force.

And now I come to what Bishol
Doane lays down as the attftude of his
own church towards diwvorce. He
eays: ~It is at least to be said thab
our 'oose dealirg witbathe question is
not by any aot of the Church but by &
submiscive recognition of the view
which the Stato takes of the civil e*n-
tracr” <o the sum of it all is the
Statte looks upon marrviage as a civil
contract and Bishop Doane mests this
view rf the State with “su>missiva
recogrition,” Bishop Doane. a success-
of ot Peter and Basil! “Commanding
we commanded you that wou should
nat teach in this nsms; and betold
you have fllled Jerusalem with your
doctrine. But Peter and the apostles
aepswering sald: We ought to obey
God rather thsn men.” (Acts v. 28.)
Angd then §t. Basfl. We read that the
praetorian prefect, Modestus, ordered
the holy bishop to appear before him,
and threatened to use the sternest
measures agalnsgt Him—the confisca-
tion of his proverfy, exile, torm-nts,
death—if he dared resist the lmp~1al
order. When 8t. Basil replied that he
eared not for all ¢hose threats,
that there was only one to
whose will he bowed in such
matters, the prefect gaid: <“Never be-
fore has anytne addressed me in such
terms.” ‘““Perhaps” answered St
Basil, “you have never before had to
deal with a bishop.”

The State does not threaten Bishop
Doane either with death or impricon-
ment, and wet he ylelds ‘to its views.
Nay, more, it does not sven request
bim or iis fellow-laborers in the Min.
istry to recelve divoreed persons into
communion, or to perform a naw,
marriage ceremony for them, Why
then does the Bishop try to saddle all
the blame on the State? Or how can,
he say that the loose dealing of the’
Protestant Church with the question
of divorce “is not by any act of the
Church,” if the Church, knowing the
fovalidity of the State’s gcticn in ¢i18-
solving the marriage tle, still receives
divorce persons into ‘ts communion
gnd performs a new marriage for them
it they desire 1#t? The man who kunow.
ingly receives stolen goods is no less
guilty than the aman who helped to.
steai them. And the minister who
gives any sanction to tke action of
the State in this matter of divorce, 1s
no less guilty—-I should rather say be
is far wore gullty, than ihe Stafe 1t
self. The State may regard marrisge

es a civll coutract, and €treat it ne
sguch. But the minleter of the Gospsl
ean pever ook upon it in that Iight
Any anguiescence in the vigws of!
the State concerming divorce “mukes
the minister of the Gospel a trattor to
Master

The Bible, Notthe Role Rule of Faith,

Rev. John Beully, S. J., a3 well-
known Jesuit scholar, thus accounts
for Dr. De Cosia’s change of faith in
the Philadelphia North American:
“Why -did be leave his church? Be.
cause it has been shown by time that -
the Bible is not what the church bas ;
siways said itiwcould not possibly he,
the sole rile of faith, Becanse, in the -
disputes between schools of critielmm
the inspiration of the RBible has begun -
to be doubted and the faith of those
who have been the teachers of the
Protestant masteg has been go shaken’
that there fs no certainty anywhers,

-and "in the most of this uncertainty |

there is no authority outside the church

' to settle these doubts as they arise, 5
; Consequently, we have the chaos?we

. gee outside our chureh.” Father Sotule
ly states that Dr. De Costa's adhesion
is alk tbs more valuzble now becauss
be was cue of the most bitter enemieg
ﬁachwchhumm ‘el wuntm g

ty. It s perbaps a good

'need -
geen thowe vay e men  burisd
- Many had mmmm as he m&

THE cnu&cu's TRIUMPH, ~'

Father Mucke's Words of Predictiom For
the New Century,

Rev. John Burke, €.'S. P, preached.
New Year's Day at the thrch of 8t
Paul the Apostie, Fifty-ninth street
and Ninth avenue, New York: oity,- fm.
religion and dogma. - He traced the
history of the Roman CathoFic Oh:u'c:;
from its earliest «iaye, telling tow its:
eystem of theology was constructed
and how the fathers defended its- pre~
cepts from its establishment o t.ha
present day. He ssid in paart:

“The very belief in, God e a dogma, §
of the first water. Religlom without
dogma-morality -withhout + Gofmain.
an absuardity. In opposition to every
assault made ypon dher the Chureh has.
stood forth as the champion: of trudh,
Her whole moral and devotional uta
is buflt upom it. It was the greatest
ein of Protestantism, its gresatest in-

jury to the welfare of menkind, that |

it should have denied the authomity }
of the Church as the teacher of na-
dons, But, as in all contestas, hstory
will repeat ftzelf. The tusk Defore the
Church furnished by Protestentism is
not more difflcult thanm thoee she has.
lad to perform in the past. She wel-
comes all these advances in philosoph-
fe thought; she weloomes these re-}
cearches in sclence; this marvel.ons §
natural] aivancement of the century in §
the line of phyalcs. She welcomen
what is known as the higher criticlam,
these wide discussioms of .religlous
and historical truth, because they
speak not only of san activity and In-
terest in the probleme of God and the
goul. but they also tell her that men-
geek the truth. She sees mem tried.
and disturbed in the, search for that
precious gift, their hearts yearaing’ to
kmow what it is so that they may
have peace concerning God and their{
souls, peace concerning the diﬂnlty of
Jesus Christ and His wondrous incar--
pation which unites man with God.

She goes out to him ‘with eager love
in ‘his hour of doubt and ignorands, Now |
more than ever is she the teacher of |
pations. Fresh, beautiful, etrong &% in
the first years of her. hktm she is
still to become the leader of another |
civilimation.,

“Men will knovr the truth and, ukeq

Augustine of old, dlsgusted. with doubt.
and error and enlixaht&ned by the grwos |
of God, they will come unto her sa & &
mother and ask for the words. ot trut.h.
‘Shc stands ay the teather of

tions, crylng out: *[ am. the truth ind
the ﬂs‘hﬂ Behold, I hold in my srms
that Child, that Jum-n Christ Wo i
gent for the fall end the remurrestion
of meny!' And let me glve xy m-s
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T, IS vion&--vmmlu: the D,
vine law, atl provoking the displase-
‘ure of Him who wonld-not hold il
guiltlons vyho takes ms mame. in vam,

. The Rev, Jexome Clogres, P, R,. (::
8t. -Joseph’s Church, Buﬂtnxton.
was presentsl with s purse of near
$1,000 by bis paiishioners on" riiﬁtv
aoas DAY. A ﬂgapﬁon -*«h‘(:tx “ted BN
purse was presentsd ‘was given it hun.
or ofvhis toent mpolntm&nt Yo the
office of Vior-General of the d*io»m
of Eurllnstom ;‘ ;w-* . o,

The huild'nc ‘of the new ’W&slmln»'

tion coatinuss -to procead &t a rapld

oxmniug equmoay ‘on.Sept, 29 nex
'l‘h‘ C o Meder pad g-m, .s.
ere’ &Te many modern ichel
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;xl;lo ;omiﬂ? AL thagl %MMM
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eat hope the shmpe Of & prophsoy. |And most infwential. - No'sehgol

Men will coms to her. They will come ;
to hor with esgerness, with sincerity,
with joy. Thelr aouls canmal starve, !
and it i this mother alone who will!
give them food of eved " lite.
They will come wih faith snd hope
after a night of torturous doubt,

“Such shail be the history ol -the'
Catholle Church, and if all signs point
true, the twenﬂem century will gee it
eccompﬂsh:ed."

FATHER ELLIOTT,C. S, P-

The Eloguent Priest Deliversan Abls 'I‘Q'm-
peranos Lecturs in Bostan. -

Walter Elliott, C, 8. P, the |

Rev,

distinguished Paulist, delivered & tomi,

perance lecture in the Os
the Holy Cross, Boeton, recently, vps ||
“'rhe Spirit of Father Mathew?
Father Machow, ¢ald Fither Bilott,
was not only a great temperance |
worker, but was called by Macaulay {3

one of the greatest poets. - This great | €
and womslerful tempetance worker m

also mazoclated with O'Connell.
caused revivale of a people loving. nb-':
ex'z:‘yi3 ;.tng, strugging for freadom,

objects to seek fn life; they will be
better in @ soctal way, and, best of
all, they will be pleasing to God for
making the noble eacrifice.

“When & man takes e pledge he
chould keep it.

parisi and you of other parishes, in
the temyperance league, that Fou may

be better and stronger and. more ared- | °.

jtable to your church, your Siate, .

yourselves and your family.

that follow intemperance.”
Father BElliott
where physleians .presecribe alcoholi&

ight,” he continved, ‘T am b _
going to speak to you of temperance | tel
aid the good it will britg where it Is | tlits.
exercised. Men wail be. of highet and | - She .
better minds; they will hawve higher | tusry

po-night 1 earnestly ;
hope to euroll you, the people of this |

spoke of the caees |

m

supplant 1t The forming of & thild s .
Hke soft. wax, mnd then au:ctptiblt ai
impresions tie mist iuﬂnrf Chfldran Foeol
-dften undersand better: than. oldet
! persons suppove they do, For thisren+}
son . mother are best sulted to b

- | thelr inatructors, - In the brder of nas-

“'tura the wother is the firet to :iﬂ
nourishment to the child unless supers
' seded in. nm duty bx mcdlm appit
‘nc”o Ty 4

The God ol nuturo hh: ln Tike ik
‘ner ordained that the. mother
give apiritig) nonmhment 4
child. . To tlie ohild th th
more mmum :
- gulde, philoiophé
“spos -l fis oV
atop&. an& can m

You um )
must know of the long llst. of disem& ,

stimulants for medicinal purposes. He
declared that many. of the 3:& phniw

clans of - the ocountry

told} ,

him ﬂhatitwu arame ot mt

when this was necessary, and

from
their words he beHeved that Ammerids
would be far better oft were Liquor [
' ' :

unknown thing,
Tephoge who do dﬂnk are not ’thﬂ"t«
T fault niok’ “tbv

be over eager In the matter of mouney;

inv !
il a man shoutd hdve that thrifi i ansa. ppe L

which would spur-him ob to oW &
hvmamdall!meeomtomwbathm ;

Imhe: Bllfott mThtgm:a o: v{.

Babit of tréuting. .

. expensive incldwnt " in any workin
s wages. He'

were invariabw o Ise found in the ¥

ghop. Tickets werg peddied and 8

{tn euch plages, and it was hard tou%

Heve that man whao w 00
o rule pea;;g_ t%}}o}jil so resort; " biit
asked the s; i

oidihie for this?”

you 1ey |
Father Elifatt i&l& the intenoper
of meny wak' diréotly responsible 1o
great deal of sin and crime.
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