
Woods' Great Peppermint Cure for Coughs and
Colds?neverffails. Is 6d and Is 6d.

To 9'btaiiu tie*,greatest,effect - aniiitrelirfr froma thß-^.Mountan .Kinr Asthma-/Powder,- a' blaafrefcp: ono^bitwranper, should be-thrown, around7 the%head»,wh3lfe^ th%-fumes are hem- anhakd..Bitweeo^theeattac's MountainKsne slwuM he us-d two-or three times^each^da.vi,so^is--to keep the bronchial tubes free ftohvobstrMcSdnT

Presentation to FatherDelany Invercargill

NEW ZEALAND TABLET Thursday, April 2.190824

" * (From our■ownrrcorreepondeat.)
A.large number of parishionersmet,in St. Joseph's

schoolroom on. Wednesday evening to bid. larewell0 to\
the Rev.( Father.Delany, who-.' Wad.beenruncharge

-
ofv%

In^ercargill parish during this absence of;the^Very-Rev.*
Dean Burke. Mr. J. Mulvey (president of the Oatholic-- Club') occupied the chair,- and' thev' Very* Revr-Dean*
Burke, Rev. Father O'MaAey; Messrs.- Woods;' Morton,*
and Sims .were alsorpresent. The" chairman-read- thet-
following a'ddtress, - which was " artistically- printed on*satin, and illuminated, the' work-having- beeiu-

ijexecuted by the --_" N.Z. TaUet' Company::—
'Dear Rev/ Father,— ln biddingyou farewell on your

departure from Invercargall, we? and particularly;' the.«
youn-sj people, with whom- you have^beea so? intimate?desire to- express1,our\dee? sorrow^ at?- parting^ withi
you, and to plaice on~ records oiur-* appreciation of-, the ■<

gr^at amount of, spiritual" and social' good*wort per-
formed by you during-your "eomparativLSLy5'short sojourn?
amongs>t US'.' The zeal and-energy--~wrMclrr.you threw-into'your social work are. largely,responsible^forr-the heal-*
thy condition ,of our- Various.?"social' institutions^ partieih■"
aily thj3 - Hifiernian Society and; the Hibernian.^ Brass-Band, and we are very grateful for yourrwise:.counsel;whech was a'lways'*cheerfully jriven, andualsorforr thw;.

■ready ■ and practical sympathy-- wbich.-yous invariablyvexn.-tended to every movement' four the--religious-:-andx socialsbenefit of those committed to your care. Yousba-vepen?;*
deared yourself to the hearts of the young "people,and

-
we would as'r your acceptance of the accompanyingL,gift,4as a sli/ilKt token of our esteem' aad? 10ve.% WeV aIUimi'e in wishing,,you- God-speed, and .trust, that your .'
labors will always,he- as fruitful, as. they have-, been,
here. .'We-remain, dear.R«v. Father.,,. grateEaily- and'sincerely yours "in - Christ;si?n-cd;on»behalfkof;th^sub>~scrners, J, Mulvey, L. W." J. Morton; Drßbche, j;
Oollins, J. Sheperd.-P... Thorihy,. J. Sims/

The address was accompanied* by a purse of sov-
ereigns. - - "

The Chairman sn'd Messrs. .Woodsr (president- of theHibernian Society), Morton and Sims, eulogised
"

thewcric of Father-Dilamy, special*,mentaom-being, maided of-1the valuable" assistance rendered^-byrhlim tos \ls&x warny'so:aal institutions connected-;- with; tihe^ church.- Theirflourishing; dondition, dtr was*,painted- ouV,- was^ duei.tothe hearty, manner in which-Father Delany had-cooper-ated with the congregation,-,and'?the- syxnpa4hy?anfc-a«b-'
vice whicb he- had-,always; readily/andi'cheerfully,givenrr.it, was with feelings, of regret^- thafcthey^-partcda-witln.-

Rev.. Father D'elany, on^rising .to^ reply;-was&greetedawith' great enthusiasm-. He, disclaimed ĉredit^-Krr an-yc-uhing which he^ had:dona^ and said; tha-fethe*reaßcredrfehbeensjed to the Very Rev. Dean-Burkef wh'o■ Jhscfr-pre-pared the ground for him; and -heenadc:.mfcrelyr.competed>-
t>he> work which, had beeir started^, Theasucces«Bolr-tha-
«Sl°.oS

i
so

f
csla5la.1, ins'^utaons,-was,.duettoy: the^en-ttosiasnEvand) zeal of the-youngspeople,^and it,:was-r.hot oady. a

-
duty, but a pleasure,to^co-op^artei' withviheim. Father.Uelany also made-specfial. mentron-voJ- th©?, very valitaMe

'

O'SSw 6 Sb[ck'te;+^d received-, from-the RevK-mtnirO Malley. He regrett«d>- ver-y^ much > having,ctor samviaxe~>well, jMit expressed-.-a? hope-.thaAs*he*would-, ■a-tssomejfu--
Srex*.

ld?1i? renew hlsr aeqluain.tan.cerwlth??them,.:aB!Jißttust^ed that in. the- meantime, the-ohurchT.artdx<tKeo varrousy>social institutions connectedl-thecewith^would continueto Prosper. . - '

'"" The
c yye,cT.7 ReI-, :BOTveft exßressedi^hiKi'aPPrecia-"lon of Father Delaaiy's. gcod work, and pleasure- at,the social progress mader'during:' h^s-, absence, -

makingspecial,mention of, thevf^ma±ion^f^thj^Hibe^daa^ si»ci?ty,. Avh:ch.,.Wouj:d^be,of'ma1teriaLbenefttita-j,the-diS.trict. v * -, -r

He went to the.butcher ;.also-the,bafcer:« -, He went to rtheLgrocef;and*eabinet4na]cer£ rHe even enquired,,of the^new 'undertaker
_

And as'<!ed-,tbKdistillefi'and".l)!rßwerv?t4"
"

. And all---of?ihem said;""
"1 That-for colds ,fo.the-heatt^" And tve; b'ssti for.ttie ..chest,as~praveivby? test.*

'
Was -Woods' Great.Peppermint,,,Curo:!

void and agaircrt 'God5s law- —nu ll:and voidJfrom thebeginning,'_ says-No: W\oi> the-Qanons of 1603. But the,
"dominant authority' spoke.-again in.-1.9i07,- in the shape-"

of an Act of. Parliament.- And now, throughout Jusgreat See, the Archbishop of Canterbury? permits Tilsclergy to solemnise, im.the churches, marriages witn adeceased wife's sister, and to admit thi wedded couples
~

to Communion. Ipass no judgment
'
on these facts,beyond expressing my conviotion that the learned. Pre-late acted, in Jbhese -difficult and delicate"circumstancesin accordance with the principles of his faith and tile

~

dictate of Ms conscience.' But here we "have the con-verse of the puzzle which-^ias got the Rev. Mr. Lar-nngton down and worriedhim— yesterday, marriage^witha deceased wife's sister was"null and void-rand against'
God's law '

\ to-day, an ordained representativeof thesame Church solemnly blesses such a union-, seals itwiththe Communion,' and pronounces it a true marriage'
after the .ordinance of God,' Moaned togethef ' by"God,'sanctified ' and '

consecrated 'by God— in other wordsa lriarriage 'in the sight of.God.O Will the Rev. Mr.
Carrington. find something .'immoral' and subversiveof1social morality '

in all this ? And if not, why njgft' ?
3. Till a certain day in 1753,^ marriages in. Eng-

land were valid before the Church and the spiritualcourts, even though celebrated without banns and not ini_
church. They were marriages ' after the ordinance ofGod

'
(as the Prayer Book says), and therefore mar-

riages 'in the sight of God.' Even the objectionable'
Fleet marriages,' solemnised by

'
coupl-e-beggar

'
clergy-men, were true marriages '

before God.' Then Lord -
Hardwicke's Marriage Act of 1753 was passed. Andthereafter from a certain, .Wednesday) marriagescelebrated in the manner described above were treated
by the spiritual courts as null and, void, as not 'after
God's ordinance,1 and thereafter not true wedded' unionsin conscience and 'in the sight of God.' And the'eon-tracting parties were deemed to be free and unmarried.
Is this

'
immoral: and subversive teaching? And ifnot, why not ?

4. The 19 George 11., c. 13 (Ireland) rendered null
and void any marriage celebrated by a 'Popish priest '
1between 'a Pap'isfc .and any person who hath been orhath professed himself or" herself to be, a Protestantatany time within twelve months before such celebrationof marriage ;or between two Protestants.' This ivctremained in full force fill 1870. Several cases under
this Act are before me— The Queen v. Taggart, andKirwan v. Kirwan (in Hodges, Smith and Co.'s 'Digest,'
pp. 539 and 1115), and the Queen v. Thomas Fanning

'
(in

'
Irish Law Reports,' vol. x\*>i.). In the last-men-tioned case (tried in 1"866) Baron Deasy, in giving, judg-ment, expres-ly stated (pp. 313-4). that a"marriage.suchas is described in this paragraph would, as a matter

cf course, be held to be null and. vcM both by the civiland the spiritual court— the spiritual court being atthe time that of the Anglican Established Church inIrejond. Here again we have a form of marriage,which was perfectly valid
'
before God

' one day, sud-denly becoming null and void
'
in the^sight. of God ' the

following day. Is this alsx>
'a new moral law

'
and a "

subversion of
'

the very foundation of social morality? '
And if not, why not ? And what becomes, in thisconnection, of the Rev. Mr. Carring-ton's

""' principle,'
that 'consent maKes matrimony,' and that 'a man's
pledged word has a sacramental value of its own, which
cannot be made null and vo'ld

'
?

Imust .draw this letter to a close, birt withmuchrelevant information in ri?y possession untouched.;Imay, "
however, refer in briefest terms to two further invali-
dating impediments accepted by the Anglican Church and .
its spiritual courts. (5) One of these was the rendering.
of all- marriages of Catholics^nd o4.her Dissentersnull
and void, as from a given date till 1835,; unless solem-nised by a Church of England clergyman in holy'orders.
Tto other (6) is the Royal Marriage Act of .1772, still
in force. By its provisions, since a, given' day in thatyear, the mere refusal of the Sovereign's consent renders^-the marriage*of- a memter of„ the Royal Family (with
pom© exemptions) null and void, and no 'marriage' "before
God

'
and '-.after God's ordinance.' And the royalties,

so contracting are deemed- to be unmarried: before the
Church and 'before God.' In one'historic 'case this
freedom was accepted, when the rrince of Wales (after-
wards'George IV.) too^ to himself a second,bride 'be---,
fore the Church,' while his first bride (Mrs. Fiteherbert)
was sfill living. Do these two- impediments annulling
rra-rriage destroy '

the very foundation of social moral-
ity '? And'if not, why not '!r—\ ours, etc.,"

EDITOR 'N.Z. TABLET.'


