
it has seemed expedient to us to extend to all dioceses
the regulations laid down with great wisdom many years
ago by theBishops of Umbria-for theirs.

"Inorder," they say, "to extirpate the errors already
propagated and to prevent their further diffusion,and to
remove those teachers ofimpiety through whom thepernic-
ious effects of such diffusion are being perpetuated, this
sacred Assembly, following the example of St. CharlesBorromeo, has decided to-establish ineach of the dioceses

,aCouncil consisting of approvedmembers of bothbranchesof theclergy,whichshallbecharged withthe taskofnoting
the existence of errors and the devices by which new,ones
are introduced andpropagated, and to inform theBishop
of the whole so that he may take counsel with them as to
the best means of nipping the evil in the bud and pre-
venting it spreading for the ruin of souls or, worse -still,
gaining strength and growth (Acts of the Congress of
the Bishops of Umbria, Nov. 1849, tit. 2, art. 6). Wedecree, therefore, that in every diocese a Council of thiskind, which We^are pleased to name "the Council ofVigilance," be instituted without delay. The. priests
called to form part in it shall be chosen somewhat afterthe manner above prescribed for the Censors, and they" shall meet every two months on an appointed day under
the presidency of the Bishop". They shall be bound tosecrecy as to their deliberations and decisions, and theirfunctionshallheas follows: Theyshallwatchmost carefully
for every trace and signof Modernismboth inpublications
and in teaching, and, to preserve from it the clergy and- the young, they shall take all prudent,prompt and efficac-
ious measures. Let them combat novelties of words
remembering the admonitions of Leo XIII. (Instruct.S.C.NN. EE. EE. 27 Jan., 1902) :It is impossible to approve
in Catholic publications of a style inspired by unsound
novelty which seems to deride the piety of the faithful jand
dwells on the introduction of anew order of Christian life, on
new directions of the Church, on new aspirations of themodern soul,onanew vocationof theclergy,onanew Christian
civilisation. Language of thiskindisnot to be tolerated
either inbooks or from chairs of learning. The Councils
must not neglect the books treating of -the pious con-

j ditions of different places or of sacred relics. Let them
not permit such questions- to be discussedinperiodicals
destined to stimulate piety, neither with expressions
savouring of mockery or contempt, nor by dogmatic
pronouncements,especiallywhen, as is often the case, what
is statedas^a certainty either does not pass the limitsofprobability or is merely based on prejudiced opinion.Concerning sacred relics, let this be the rule : When,
Bishops, who alone are judges in such matters, know, forcertain that a relic is not.genuine, let them removeitatonce from the veneration of the faithful:if the authentica-
tions of a relic happen to have been losfc through civildisturbances,orinany otherway,let itnot beexposedfor
public veneration until the Bishop has verified it. The
argument of prescription or- well-founded presumption
is tohave weight only when devotion to a relic is com-
mendable by reasonof its antiquity, according to the sense
of the Decree issued in 1896 by the Congregation of In-
dulgencies and Sacred Relics : Ancient relics are to retain
the veneration they have always enjoyed except-when inindividual instances thereare clear arguments that they arefalse or suppositious. Inpassing judgment onpious tradi-tions be it always borne inmind that in this matter the
Church uses the greatest prudence, and that she does not
allow traditions of thiskind to benarratedinbooks exceptwith the utmost caution and with the"insertion of thedeclaration imposed by UrbanVIII.,and even then shedoes not guarantee the truth of the fact narrated; she
simply does but forbid belief in things for which human
arguments are not wanting. On this matter the SacredCongregation of Rites, thirty yearsago, decreed as follows :These aparitions and revelations haveneither been approved
nor condemned by the Holy See, which.has simply allowedthat they be believed on purely human faith,on the tradition
which they relate, corroborated by testimonies and documents
worthy of credence (Decree, May 2, 1877). Anybody whofollows this rule has no cause for fear. For the devotion
based on any apparition, in as far as it regards the factitself,thatis tosay inas far as itis relative^ alwaysimplies
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acceptedby theSovereignPontiff. Itwillalso be theofficeof the Master of theSacredPalaces to select the censor for
eachwriting. Permissionfor publicationwillbegrantedby
himas well asby theCardinal Vicar orhis Vicegerent, and
this permission, as above prescribed, must always be
precededby the Nihil dbstat and the name of the Censor.
Only on very rare and exceptional occasions, and on the
prudent decision of the Bishop,shallitbepossible to omit
mention of the Censor. The name of the Censor shall
never be made known to the authors until he shall have
given a favourable decision, so that he may not have to
suffer annoyanceeither while heisengagedinthe examina-
tion of awriting or in-case he should deny his approval.
Censors shallneverbechosen from the religiousordersuntilthe- opinion of the Provincial,,or inEome of the General,
has been privately obtained, and the Provincial or theGeneralmust give a'conscientiousaccount of thecharacter,
knowledge andorthodoxy of thecandidate. We admonish
religioussuperiors of their solemnduty never to allowany-
thing_ to be published by any of their subjects without
permission from themselves and from the Ordinary.

■ Finally weaffirm and declare that the title of Censor has
no value and can neverbe adduced to give credit to the
private opinions of the persons who hold it. "

Priests as Editors.
Having said this much in general, We now ordain in

particular amorecarefulobservance of Article XLILof the
above-mentioned constitution Officiorum. Itis forbidden to
secular 'priests, without the previous consent of the Ordinary,
to undertake the direction of 'papers of periodicals. This
permission shallbe withdrawn fromanypriest who makes
a wrong use of it after having been admonished. With
regard to priests who axe correspondentsor collaborators of
periodicals, as ithappens not unfrequently that they write
matterinfected withModernism for their papers or period-
icals,let the Bishops see toit that this is not permitted to
happen, and, should it happen let them warn the writers
or prevent themfrom writing. The Superiors of religious
orders, too, We admonish with all authority to do thesame, and should they fail in this duty let the Bishops
make dueprovisionwithauthority delegatedbytheSupreme
Pontiff. Let there be, as far as this is possible, a special
Censor fornewspapers and priodicals writtenby Catholics.
Itshall be his office toread in due timeeachnumber after
ithas been published, and if he find anything dangerous
init let him order that it-be corrected. The Bishop shall
have the sameright evenwhentheCensor has seennothing
objectionable in a publication. "

5.
— Congresses.

5.
—

We have already mentioned congresses and public
gatherings as among the^means used by the Modernists
to propagate and defend their opinions. In the future
Bishops shall not permit Congresses of priests except on
very rareoccasions. When they do permit theni it shall
only be on condition that matters-appertaining to the
Bishops or the Apostolic See be not treated in them,
and that no motions or postulates be allowed that would
imply ausurpation of sacredauthority, and thatno men-
tion be made in them of Modernism, presbyterianism, or
laicism. At Congresses of this kind, which can only be
held after permission in writing has beenobtained indue'time and for each case, it shall riotbe lawful for priests of
other dioceses to take part without_the writtenpermission
of their Ordinary. Further, no priest must lose sight of
the solemn recommendation of Leo XIII.:Let priests
hold as sacred the authority of their pastors, let them take it
for certain that the sacerdotalministry, if not exercisedunder
the guidance of theBishops, can never be either holy, or very
.fruitful or respectable (Lett. Encyc. Nobillissima Gallorum,
10 Feb.,1884). . "

6.
—

Diocesan Watch Committees.
6.|But*of whatavail, VenerableBrethren,willbeall Our

commands and prescriptions if they be not dutifully and
nrmly^carriedout ? And,inorder.ijhat this may

t
,be done.
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