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of the Oatholic Archbishops and Bishops of Ireland, jst as he (the
most rev preacher) had bimeelf received it 50 or 60 years ago. People
said, “ Oh, yes, this is the teaching of the Catholic Church now, but
-3t was not always 80, There was oo foundation for this statement.
- He bad taken up s nomber of catechisma which he owned, bonod
together in a large volume, and some of them in diffarent languages,
and looking into their teaching respecting indnlgences, he had found
it precisely the same, Thete catechisms belonged to the 18th and
17th centuries. If they weat back to the time of the Conncil of Trent,
they found the doctrine of the Charch, anthoritatively laid down in
worka published then, exactly that which he had placed before them. It
was thesame thronghout the history of the Charch, the snme with regard
to the council of Florence, the same with regard to the conncil of Nics,
The teaching of the Cburch had always been the same, There had
never been a tittle of change, He wonld ask again, what did an in-
dulgence mean ! An indulgence meant the remission of the temporsl
ponishmeot dite to sin atter the guilt of sin iteelr, and its etarnal punish-
ment were remitted by sincere repentance. No man could gain an
indnlgence whilst in gin, Hemmust be in the friendship of God. He must
be free from the guilt of sin, and have a determination by the help of
God'sgraca never more to offend AlmightyGod. It waan grosacalumny
to ssy that an indulgence was a licenss to commit sin. If a man
were resolved to commit sin be could not gain an indulgence, This
had always been the dootrine of the Oatholic Church from the first
days of Christianity ontil to-day, An indnlgence could only be
gained if 8 man were truly penitent, and, throogh the merits of our
Divine Redeemer, bad obtained pardon for bis sin, He mast confess
hiesing, if mortal ; he must be traly sorry for having offended God, de-
termined to sin no more and to avoid all dangerons occasions of com-
mitting sin, He moat do penance when he had confassed bis sing with
sorrow and with a resolution neveragain to offend God. An indolgence
would be of 5o avail to & man whose mind was made up to commit
sin. How, therofore, it might be wssked, was a contrary etatement
made in English bistories. That, the most tev speaker gaid, he did
not feel called upon to explain, All he koew was such statements
were calumnies and lies, There was no foundation for such state-
ments, Wicked man who had rebelled with the object of robbing the
Church, as an excuse for their plunder, propagated theas lies. Aad
to-day these lies formed part of what wae koown as the Great Pro-
testant Tradition, History for the last 300 jeara had been a huge
conspirarcy against truth., All geboine stndeots of history koew
this to be the fact. BSome of the more honest among
Protestant historians who had stadied original decuments, express:d
themselves diagusted at the lies and calumnies that had been an-
bluskingly published. They bad declared, moreover, that nowhere
had this been done so mach aa in England, The huge lie had held
ite own althongh refuted thousands aod thousands of times. Catho.
lies had prot:sted over and over again againset it, but no atteantion
bad been paid to them by t.e Great Protestant Tiadition, The lie was
ptill unblusbingly told. It was told up to that hour. Money was
taken out of the pockets of Catholics to teach their own children
thielie, and to teach their neighbours’ children to hate and loathe them,
How could they do otherwise wheo they ware taught these calumnies
aod lies! When Almighty God forgave sie the economy was that
those who were troly and sincerely repentant obtained the remissiou of
theguilt and eternal punishment due to theirsin. Buta temporal penslry
remained to be paid either in this life or the next. An indulgence
bad nothing to do with the guilt of sin. RBemission of the eternal
punighment must be oblained before any advantage could be gained
from an indulgence, He would give them an example—every one
knew that King David was the friend of God—bot, yielding to a
strong temptution, he committed » grievous sin, and added to his
goilt that of murder. He remained impenitent for cearly a year.
Then the Prophet Nathan came to bim, and, under another appear-
ance, placed ais own case strongly before him, Dawid's sense of
justice was aroused and he became indignani. But the Prophet said
* Thou art the man-" David saw bis faull and, yielding to the grace
of God repented. Nathan, therefore, was authorised to snnounce to him
the forgiveness of his sin, Theeternal punishment, together with $he
guilt due to it was remitted, but s temporal penalty remained, The
child, whom he desrly loved, died. David wae deeply grieved and did
penance and bewailed hisein, But Almighty God did not take away his
temporal pnoishment-thathe was obliged to bear.The temporal punish-
ment due to sin, was, howevey, sometimes remitted, The Nipivites
farnished aleo an example of this. Thers were other illustrations of
the truth that Almighty God when He remits the eternal punishment
ducgto ein reserves the temporal punishment, Loog and terrible
peliances, io the early ages of the Chorch, wers imposed to obtain
pardon for the temparal punishment of sin ns well as 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, In the first 1hree centories of the
Congtian era public and long pepances were frequent. Penitents
who were anxious to obtiin & remission, were in the habit cf meeting
the mar yra as they wore led to execution and begging from them s
word of writing for the bishop to lighten their penance. This
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the bishop often did out of consideration for the merits and satistao.
tion of Christ and the martyrs. Such was in virtor of the communion
of saints The teachiog of the Church was that in tbe Church
there was a treasury consisting of the merits of our Divine Redesmer
and of His sainta. Not that the merits of our Divine Bedeemer re-
quired any addition, but the merits gained by the ssints throngh His
merits were placed in the common treasory. The Church formed the
body of which Christ wes the head, Our bodies were composed
of many members, but a property owned by one member was
possessed by all—what the head owned belonged also to the
bands and feet—and wso it was with the Church, the
myetic body of Christ, What belonged to our Divine Redesmer
belonged to the Church, Any act of the bumilistion suffered by

Christ would have been sufficient, and more than sufficient, for the
salvation of the warld, or of & million of worlds. His merits were

super-abundant, These merits bad not been lost. Tbey were the
property of the Church. Ouar Divine Bedeemer had said to His
Apostles : “ What ye shall bind on earth shall be bound in heaven,
and what ye shall looss on earth shall bo loosed in heaven,” He had
also said to them : I give to you the keys of the kingdom of heaven.

In virtue of thie, the successors of the Apoeties were the dispensers

of the mysteries of God. By the power of the keys, by the dispensa-
tion of pur Divine Bedeemer, His merits, Hin super-abundant merits

were applied by them to the remission of temporal panishments,

But it wan eaid this was makiog things ensy, To obtain the remis-
sioh of sin was not making thinge easy. Catholics
bad to do more than other people did, They bad to confess their sing,
This was not emsy. It was a ssvere and humiliating discipiiae, a
great sacrifics of feeling, to avow their goilt to a fellow-man, It they
had done wrong or iujustice they must repair it. Copsequently we
sometimes fonnd a Catbolic priest making reetitntion on the part of &

penitent.  Catholics must do penance, pray, and fast, and give
alms. But let them consider what the members of other churches
did. They bad no confession, not much fasting, not mach reatitation,
or at least not much was heard of it. They put themselves into an

excited state, aroused their feelings, and something told them they
were forgiven. 1f they died, they believed they wonld go
Btraight to heaven, Which was the essier way? If once

they obtained the conviclicn of pardom, they believed they comld
never lose grace. The rubsequent guilt neither of murder nor
adultery nor anything else would be an obstasle in the way of their
going to heaven. Their doctrine was that they could not fall from
grace. Was it not a woncer that people wh held such a dootrive
and proclaimed 1t should ealumnpiate Catholics respecting indulgences?
It was told in history that Cromwell, when he was dying, asked a
minister who stocd by his bed if it was true that 8 man conld not £all
from grace. On receiving an answer in the affirmative, he deglared
himself confident of salvation,as be said he knew he had once been
in a state of grace, All us wickedness, all bis slaughters bad gone
for nothing, Yet men who taught this ductrina held ap Oatholics to
800IR a8 if purchasing licenses to commit sin and pardon for their sins.
The most rev preacher went on to protest against the manner in whigh
Catholice were forced to contribute to the support of echools in which
such calumnies on taem and their Courch were tanght, They were

told that tie country could not bear the exp nie of sectarian teach-
ing. Catuolics did not want it to do so, They bad no scruple in
taking the money of Catholics to give their own children sectarian
teaching, They bad no scrople about taking money to teach godless-
nees. Bat that was not sectarian? That was all right and proper.
He, the most rev speaker, would make an offer. Let them remit the

£400,000 that education cost.on the customs dues, sud lat every
denomination support its own schools. Catholics wonld accept thak
wiliigly, and tuen there could be no pretence of payiag by
publiz money fer the religions instructicn given in their
schools, If that were done Catholica wonld not be behind hand in
the work of education, The professed love for education woald then
be tested. These seculariats had never made any sacrifices for edugae
tiun and were not prepared to make such sacrifices, Bat they would
take the money of Catholics to teach the children of the colony—
their own if not those of Catholice—that the Pope sold indulgences,
Nothing could be heard of so monstrous or so unjust. The moat rev
epeaker repeated that there was not one word of truth in the calum-
nies to which he bad referred. What the Choreh tanght now she
had always taoght, He did not demy that abuses had existed,

There were abuses prubably now somewhere or acother. But the

Cborch was not responpible for them, Abuses were introduced into
the college of Apostles by Judas—who when he sat at the table of
the last supper had been plotting his crime, They need not be sur-

prised that abuses exmsted wherever pior kuman natare was to be

found. The B ebop declared in conclusion that he had dons his best

to explain the matter clearly and distincily. If he had failed, or if

he had left any point abscure he asid na would be happy to raturn to

the sabject and endeavoar to explaiu it better and more piainly.

The recently-appointed Hungarian Primaia has been nomintasd
& Cardinal by the Pope.



