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|the bishopoften did out of consideration for themerits andsatisfac-
tionof Christ and the martyrs. Such wasinvirtu** of thecommunion
of saints The teaching of the Church was that in the Church
there wasa treasuryconsisting of themeritsof ourDivine Bedetmer
andof His saints. Not that themerits of onrDivine Eedeemer re.
quired any addition,but themerits gained by the saints through Hi*
merits wereplaced in the commontreasury. TheChurch formed tbe
body of which Christ was the head. Our bodies were composed
of many membeis, but a property owned by one member wa»
possessed by all— what the bead owned belonged also to the
bands and feet— and so it waß with the Church, the
mystic body of Christ. What belonged to our Divine Redeemer
belonged to tbe Church. Any act of the humiliation suffered by
Christ would have been sufficient, and more thansufficient, for the
salvation of the world,or of a million of worlds. His merits were
super-abundant. These merits bad not been lost. Tbey were the
property of the Church. Our Divine Redeemer had said to His
Apostles:"What ye shall bindonearth shall be boundin heaven,
and what yeshall loose onearth shall be loosed inheaven," He had
also said to them:Igive to you the keys of thekingdom of heaven.
Invirtue of this, thesuccessors of the Apostles were the dispensers
of themysteriesof God. By the power of thekeys,by the dispensa-
tion of ourDivine Redeemer,His merits,His supei-abundantmerits
were applied by them to the remission of temporal panishments.
Butit was said this wasmaking things easy. To obtain the remis-
sion of sin was not making things easy. Catholics
had todomore thanother peopledid. Theybad toconfess their sins.
This was not easy. Itwas a severe and humiliating discipline, a
great sacrificeof feeling, toavow their guilt toa fellow-man. Ifthe/
had done wrongor iajustice they must repair it. Consequently we
sometimes foundaCatholic priest making restitution oa the partof a
penitent. Catholics must do penance, pray, and fast, and give
alms. But let them consider what the members of otherchurches
did. They had noconfession,not much fasting, not much restitution,
or at least not much was heard of it. They put themselves into aa
excited state, aroused their feelings, and something told them they
were forgiven. If they died, they believed they would go
straight to heaven. Which was the easier way1 If once
they obtained the conviction of pardon, tbey believed they could
never lose grace. The subsequent guilt neither of murder nor
adultery nor anything else would be anobstacle in the wayof their
going toheaven. Their doctrine was that they could not fall from
grace. Was itnot a wonaer that people whjheld such a doctrine
andproclaimed itshouldcalumniate Catholicsrespecting indulgences?
Itwas told in history that Cromwell, when he was dying, asked a
minister who stood by his bed if it was true that amancould not fall
from grace. On receiving ananswer in the affirmative, he declared
himself confident of salvation,as he said he knew he had oncebeen
in a stateof grace. All his wickedness,allhis slaughters badgone
for nothing. Yet men who taught this doctrina heldnp Catholics to
scornasif purchasing licenses tocommit sin and pardonfor their sins.
The most revpreacher wenton to protestagainst themannerin which
Catholics were forced tocontribute totbe supportof schoolsin which
such calumnieson taemand their Cnurch weretaught. They were
told that the country could not bear tbe exp meof sectarian teach-
ing. Catholics didnot want it to do so. They had no acruple in
taking the money of Catholics to give their own children sectarian
teaching. Tbey had no scrupleabout takingmoney to teach godless-
ness. But that was not sectarian ? That was all right andproper.
He, themost rev speaker,would make an offer. Let themremit the
£400,000 that education cost, on the customs duea, and let every
denomination support its own schools. Catholics would accept that
willingly, and ti.sn there could be no pretence of paying by
public money for the religious instruction given in theirschools. If that were doneCatholics would not be behind handin
the work of education. The professedlove for educationwould then
be tested. These secularists had Dever made any sacrifices for educa-
tion and were not prepared tomake such sacrifices. But they would
take the money of Catholics to teach the children of the colony
their own if not those of Catholics— that the Pope sold iadulgencea.
Nothing could be heard of so monstrous or so UDJust. The most rev
sp«aker repeated that there wasnot one word of truth in the calum-
nies to which he had referred. What the Church taught now she
had always taught. He did not deny that abuses had existed.There were abuses probably now somewhere or another. But the
Church wasnot responsible for them. Abuses were introduced into
tbe college of Apostles by Judas— who when he sat at the table of
the last supper had been plotting his crime. They neednot be sur-
prised that abases existed wherever pDor human nature was to be
fonnd. The B shop declared inconclusion that he had done his best
to explain the matter clearly and distinctly. If he had failed, orif
he had left anypoint obscure he aaid ha would be happy to return to
the subject and endeavour to explain itbetter and more plainly.

of theCatholic Archbishops and Bishops of Ireland,jest ashe (tho
most revpreacher)badhimselfreceived it60 or 60 yearsago. People
said,"Oh, yes,this is the teaching of the Catholic Chnrcb now,but
it wasnot always so." There was no foundation for this statement.
He bad taken np a number of catechisms which be owned,bound
together in a large volume,andsomeof them indifferent language?,
and looking into their teachingrespecting indulgences, he had found
it precisely the same. Thete catechisms belonged to the 18th and
17thcenturies. If they wentback to the timeof theCouncilof Trent,
they foundthe doctrineof the Church, authoritatively laid down in
workspublishedthen,exactly thatwhichhe badplacedbeforethem.It
wasthesamethroughout thehistoryof theChurch,thesamewithregard
to theconncilofFlorence, thesame withregard tothecouncil ofNice.
The teachingof the Church had always been the same. There had
neverbeena tittleof change. He would ask again, whatdid an in-
dulgence mean1 An indulgence meant the remission of thetemporal
punishment due tosin aftertheguiltofsinitself,anditseternalpunish-
ment were remitted by sincere repentance. No man could gain an
indulgencewhilst insin. Hemust bein the friendshipof God.He must
be free from theguilt ofsin,and have a determinationby thehelpof
God'agracenevermore tooffendAlmightyGod. Itwasagrosscalumny
tosay that an indulgence was a license tocommit sin. If a man
wereresolvedto commit sin be conld not gain an indulgence. This
had always been thedoctrine of the Catholic Church from the first
days of Christianity until to-day. An indulgence could only be
gained if a man were truly penitent,and, through the merits of our
DivineRedeemer,had obtainedpardon for bis Bin. He mast confess
bissins,if mortal;he mustbe truly sorry for having offended God,de-
termined to sin nomoreand toavoidall dangerous occasions of com-
mittingsin. Hemustdo penancewhenhe hadconfessed hissins with
sorrowandwitha resolutionneveragain to offendGod. An indulgence
wouldbe of no avail to a man whose mind wasmade up tocommit
sin. How,therefore, it might be asked, was a contrary statement
made in English histories. That, the most rev speaker said, he did
not feel called upon toexplain. All he knew was such statements
were calumnies and lies. There was no foundation for such state-
ments. Wicked men whohadrebelled with the object of robbing the
Church, as an excuie for their plunder,propagated these lies. And
to-day these lies formedpart of what was known as the Great Pro-
testantTradition. History for the last 300 jears had been a huge
conspirarcy against truth. All genuine students of history knew
this to be the fact. Some of the more honest among
Protestant historians whohadstudied originaldocuments,expressed
themselves disgusted at the lies and calumnies that had beenun-
blushing]y published. They bad declared,moreover, that nowhere
had this been done so mnchas in England. The huge lie had held
its own although refuted thousands and thousands of times. Catho-
lics had protested over andover again against it,butno attention
had been paid to them by t,e GreatProtestant Tiadition. The lie was
still unblushingly told. It was told up to that tour. Money was
taken out of the pockets of Catholics to teach their own children
thislie,andto teach theirneighbours' children tohateandloathe them.
Howcould they do otherwise when they ware taught these calumnies
andlies? When Almighty God forgave sin the economy was that
those who weretruly andsincerely repentant obtained the remissiouof
theguilt andeternalpunishment duetotheir sin.Butatemporalpenalty
remained to bepaid either in this life or thenext. An indulgence
had nothing todo with the guilt of sin. Remission of the eternal
punishmentmust be obtained before any advantagecould be gained
from an indulgence. He would give them an example—

every one
knew that King David was the friend of God— bat, yielding to a
strong temptation, he committed a grievous sin, and adied to his
guilt that of murder. He remained impenitent for nearly a year.
Then the Prophet Nathan came to him,and, under another appear-
ance, placed ois own case strongly before him. David's sense of
justice wa9 aroused and he became indignant. But the Prophet said" Thou art theman-" Davidsawbis fault and,yielding to the grace
of Godrepented.Nathan, therefore, wasauthorisedtoannounceto him
the forgivenessofhis sin. Theeternal punishment, together withthe
guilt due to it wasremitted,but» temporalpenalty remained, The
child, whomhe dearly loved,died. David wasdeeply grieved and did
penance andbewailed hiseio,But Almighty God didnot takeaway his
temporalpunisbment-thathewasobliged tobear.Tbetemporalpunish-
ment due tosin, was, however, sometimes remitted. TheNinivites
furnishedalso an exampleof this. There wereothci illustrationsof
the truth that Almighty God whenHe remits the eternal punishmentdur^to gin reserves the temporal punishment. LoDg and terrible
penances, in the early ages of the Church, were imposed to obtain
pardonfor the temporal punishmentof sin as wellaa to make repara-
tion. The Church sometimes came to the assistance of the penitent
and granted him an indulgence. This was the practice of the early
ages— of the days of persecution. Inthe first three centuriesof the
Cnristian era public and long penances were frequtnt. Penitents
who wereanxious toobttina remission, werein tht- hibit cf meeting
the mar yrsas tbey wereled toexecution and begging from them a
word of writing for the bishop to lighten their penance. This
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