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EFFECT ON THE WORLD

OoF THE

RESTORATION OF THE CANON LAW.

CORRESPONDENCE.

THE REVEREND FATHER SUFFIELD TO DAYVID
URQUHART, Esq. ’

The Hermitage, H. Bosworth, Leicestershirs,
Fuly 25, 1869,

DEesw SiR—My absence, as “ extracedinary” at some con-
vents, cansed me only just now to receive your letter of the
17ih . Let me at once say, most decidedly and frankly,
1 should be sorey to he considered by vourself, or by any one else,
a % foe” to one who publicly to the Hul}’%ntﬁer in tho
interests of justice, pesce, humanity. At the same time
some difference of profound ical importanes exists between
us. Tam at present convi that the authorities of the Catholie
Church are on my side, and not on the side of the Ecclesastics,
who dare not give their names.  Some of these Eeclesiastios
go into ities, which we have all known from onr youth,
and appeal to books familiar to every pricst. It seems to me
that some of these good men, anxious to see you a Catholie,
want to present the Catholic doctrine and practice under an
as]rylo;‘cnt which will eonciliate your intellect through yoar heart.

e question thet came before me was this; whether roldiers
already enlistod in the armies of their own nation wamguﬂl;l?' of
mortal sin in our recent wars; whether the Confepsor would act
right or wrong under the circumsiances, described in the fourth

of my letter to Earl Dexpiar. A4/ the Bishops, Theo-

ongians, Professors, and Confessors, who have as yet wmitten to
me, signing their names, entirely agree with me, and utterly
repudinte any opposite fine to what I attribute at page 4 to a
Co r representing myself. In this matter I am mot
accessible to argument, but I am to authority. Therefore I
printed a letter, and placed it in the hands of those opposed to
me, challenging them fo get it condemned, and to advance an op-
42
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posite practice, declare their adhesion to i, giving their naméd,
an%'ﬁt that approved.

difference between us is, I think, very great; for yon
regard all those Soldiers and Confessors as guilty of mortal sin
for deing that which I consider them free in conscience to do,
It is a practical question : if you were a Confessor you would
(as I presume) act in a way directly contrary to me; if
were a soldier so circumstanced you wonld, I believe, be glad to
disobey and to die a martyr to your conviction ; that is a line T

. I respect any Ecclesiastic who, holding the same con-
vietion as yourself, would pursne the course alluded to bg
me at page 5, and, giving his name, denounce, as a secon
SAVONAROLA, the “ corry morality to which Ecclesiastics had
“ ggmpromised themselves.” DBut I have not the slightest
respect whatever for an Eeelesiastic who implies to you that he

with you and censures me, and yet does (if ho does) just
tﬁc same 83 others, and then confoses the whole practical ques-
tion by voluminous extracts from books familiar to ws all, and
nceepted by ws all, and thus conveying to thoughtless persons
the impression that I object to the principles laid down by St
Ta Buarez, FEunarm, or some atiaar great theologian.
Let such Ecclesinstic imagine that perhaps others have read
moral theo ,andaec:g;it,an&lmhﬂymtmeonthcmnl
issne—is the Soldier, is the (onfessor, in mortal sin or noti—at
page 4. And let him get one Bishop to indorse his opinion by
name. For myself, if argument influenced my judgment on
that side, anthority to me would still influence it more—T mean
Episcopal suthority—and at present all such, ar fur az I know,
is on my side.

Of conrse Rome could settle it at onee for all, and that par-
ticular question compromises at once an enormous multitude of
people, so that it is most grave and urgent.

wish that I had nsed the expression, * Right of Soldiers to
Holy Communion,” as rome persons like yourself misapprehend
the other expression, forgetting that a soldier has to get
Absolution before Communion, and if he be quite innecent, as
I affirm on the matter of service, he still needs the Sacraments ;
but if he be in mortal sin in the matter of serving in the war,
or intending to serve, he could not be absolved at all without

withdrawing. ke
When persons like Bisho Bishop ——, Bisho
Bishop — —, Bisho, __,P Eistden P Pithe

Prof. ——, and Father ——, declare to me privately that my
line is correct, and the oppasite quite untenable, it seems to me
beneficial in the extreme for those s who are convinced
that we have pot entangled into a false morality to bring the
question to an issue. erefore, I really shall be glad, if you

-




5

take the case at 4, maintain the opposite, and get the
matter formally anmh]icly settled by anthority. Bhould the
Bishops, on further investigating the)subject with fuller view
of its hearings, declare me to be in error, they will remove the
obstacle to my co-operating with you. ﬂ'.r'ly then 1 can only
agree with you so much, and admiring profoundly sympathise
with the pure, noble, and unwerldly motives animating a heart
worthy J its intellect. With great respect, and thanking you
for your short letter,
Believe me, dear Sir, very faithfully yours,
Rorerr BEUDOLPEH SUFFIELD,

DAVID URQUHART, Esg, TO THHE REVEREND
FATHER SUFFIELD,

Chiilet des Melizes, Haunte Saveis, August 10.
$18,—I have reccived & lotter from you of the 25th July,
in answer to onme in which I entreated you to drop the con-
sideration of what persons had done or persons had written,
and to bring the case to issue on the doctrines of the Church
a5 to what Christian men voght to do.  Your reply is no reply;
it avoids eo much as a reference to my proposition, and consists
in statements to the effect that Priests and Bi do what
we all know they do, and approve of what we all know they

“Pi_;;““"
et you were the more bound to accept my terms, secing that
Fou hwg:ucceasfu]] interfered with that inwg.ii:h I was engaged,
Viz., to obtain adjudication, I was so engnged with the a al
and sanction of your ecclesiastical superior. Your inwmm
was cffected by & statement respecti
you now g of contemptu Iﬁ*&, gengralities which we have
all known from our youth™). at statement was not cor-
rect. I have cited in a former letter, among the means
i}{r}m to stop the Petition to the PorE, your having told
. ——— that % the Clanon Law contained nothing in reference
to the Declaration of War,” If this had not boen correct, you
would have repudiated the very grave imputation. I therefore
tako it to be mcontrovertible that this nssertion was made by
{au. Now, you either knew or did not know what the Canons
aid down in this respect. In either case you could not have
made the statement. But such a statement, how could it work
the effect obtained by it? Simply through your priesily cha-
racter. Mr. —— aceepted your statement against mine
you were ﬂ.ﬂri.eﬂ; and in his judgment & priest mmst understand
the Canon Law. You were to him an anthority, and his trust
in that anthority led him astray on the simplest point that can

0 those very Canons, which
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be imagined; and yet a point involving mortal sin in its erro
neons acceptation,

The mind is, indeed, utterly lost in the contemplation of the
spectacle here presented. That & man of education (T will not
say a teacher or a priest) should be found to assert, and that even
one other should Eo found to believe, that there conld exist on
carth a code of law or of religion where the conditions on which
the sword can be drawn are not laid down, passes the most sne-
cessful efforts of romance, or would do so, only it is attained to
without an effort, becanse it is the condition of the age in
which we live. DBut then it is the religious and not the p-n%ii{:a]
world that has so fallen. For no lawyer even yet would say that
there are no conditions attached to the lawful drawing of the
sword, Of these conditions the most salient is the ¥ Declara-
tion,” and it is therefore singled out by jurists as that which
“ poNsTITUTES" war. % The war cxists by the Declaration; all
“ gther is brigandage.” (LaTROCINIUM).

When St. AugUsTIRE put the ease in this fashion, ¥ In what
 cases is it perpritted to shed blood ¥ he left a land mark by
which to rate the march of decay. To his age the question was
how, in shedding blood, can we ic‘ absolved from sin?  In onrs
it is, how can there be sin in executing an order® That is {or
the rcligions community, but not for the legal, even yet, They
may be dumb, but they are not blind; and when a caso deocs
on rare occasions come before 8 jo he deals with it aceord-
ing to the law, whilsi the Bishop and Confessor, before whom the
case daily comes in discharge of their common functions, dv not
deal with it according to the Canons.

AsT write, an English journal (the Pall Mall Gazetis, of
Augnst 4) reaches me, and my Eﬁ’ﬁ beiug attracted by a marked
ﬁ.ssage, read thess lines wnder the heading of # Military

uties in Ireland” :—

“ At the Wexford Assizes, in 1831, Sr Winrraw Cox, a
“ gra.ml jurory asked Clief Justice Busue, ¢ If a mili body
“ i he (:Bilﬂd_ vnt, and if the commander give the order to fire, are
¢ those acting under his command cxempt from the conse-
#{quences? ‘My opinion,’ replied his lordship, *is that no
& ¢ gubject of the king is bound to obey an illegal order, and if an
% ¢ gfficer give an illegal order, those who obey him are notin my
& ¢ gpinion exempt.' ¢ Then, my lord,” asked another juror, *is
4 ¢ the soldier to be the judge for himself on the case whether he
% ¢ ia to obey the order or not? The Chief Justice answered,
“ 7 suppose s0.'

The writer, not understanding the law, has written what is
unintelligible. He would have made it intelligible had he under-
stood that the order referred to was illegal, because the Riot Act



