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and (2) the question of culpability for the abandonment of
the woman without leaving her any means of support. As
regards the former, the Outlook presumably no longer ques-
tions the principle underlying the decree, ' since it has
quoted with approval the British Weekly’s endorsementof the Catholic doctrine, which that paper describes also
as ‘ sound Protestant doctrine.’ With regard to the second
point, Mr. James Douglas himself says: ‘lt is fair to
point out that the desertion is not defended or justified
by the priests. .

.’ In the name of all that is reasonable,
then, what is all the pother about? Sir William Robertson
Nicholl is at least as brilliant a journalist as Mr. Douglas,
and a much higher authority on questions of church doctrine
and principles; and his statement of the necessity that is
imposed - upon all Christian churches of enforcing theirinterpretation of the law of Christ in regard to marriage
sums the whole matter up in a nutshell: ‘ The situation
is harsh, painful, and oppressive to the last degree, butfrom time to time it is realised. This is sound Protestant
doctrine.’

Our contemporary further quotes the brilliant journalist
assaying: ‘lt is said thatthis case is not the only one. There
have been others.’ There -have, indeed; and they aremostly all of a piece. Let us tell the very latest—and cer-tainly not the least moving. The Outlook has probablyseen it,- but, for the sake of those who have not, we feelit- a duty to place the facts upon record. The story has
appeared in several of our Horae exchanges, but we quoteit as we find it told in a leaderette in the DunedinEvening Star, ‘ In the two great Irish organs, the BelfastA etas Letter and the Northern Whig ,’ says the Star, ‘thereappeared a harrowing story. A correspondent wrote:Yesterday there came into my possession the details ofa cruel and heartless desertion of the victim of a so-calledunhallowed union’ by the partner who should have re-mained faithful to her for life. The poor mother, thinkingthat at least she should have her children to console herwas, however, not only abandoned by her natural protector!

°if off-spring. lamin a position to saythat the foul robbery of flesh and blood was perpetratedby a member of an Irish secret society. . .
. No termswere dictated, because no terms would have been accepted;Son I

unf<finnate creature was deprived of that whichby all laws of Nature was nearest and dearest to her. Butthere is a bright side to the picture. I can say that themother is in no state of destitution. She is being atpresent amply provided for by a well-known and respectedelder of the Presbyterian Church, whose munificence cannotbe praised too highly, and whose modesty has preventedthe pubheatmn of his name.” The story wasRepeated
in The Times, was signed “Herbert Pym,” andfrom 65 University, road, Belfast.” From the LondonTimes the story .of ‘‘Roman Catholic intolerance and in-justice

A
was copied into scores of provincial journals andprovoked much indignation. But the pathos of the storvhas been rudely destroyed, for, on being interviewed MrPym had to confess that his letter on “mixed marrikees”was a joke pure and simple. The sole foundation ter i?story was that a neighbor’s cat hJ T i;!+V°n for th°
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fP the following attack on other Christian bodies:therefore, any body of Christians who leave out the Sacra-ment of the Lord’s Supper are disobeying His Command.Any body of Christians who forbid the cup to the laity arealso disobedient.’ Thus, in this one short contribution, theRev. E. Robertshaw has attacked the doctrines or practicesof the extreme evangelicals (such as the Salvation Army), ofthe Quakers or Society of Friends, and of the CatholicChurch, lie submit that this not a fair or reasonableuse to make of such a column. If Father Cahill retaliatedas he easily might, if he were disposed to be contentiousby pointing out in his portion of the column that a Churchw
I
contradicted itself could not possibly be a messengerof Cod; that a Church which does not know its own mindeven on such a fundamental matter as the Holy Communion(one section •'affirming the Real Presence, the other emphati-cally repudiating it) could not be the true Church; thata Church which speaks to its people with two voices onsuch important subjects as baptismal regeneration, thepriesthood, confession, the number of the Sacraments, etc.,forfeits all claim to be considered a teaching Church; andthat a Church which, with all these difficulties, contradic-tions, and dissensions within its own borders, gives itself

airs and sets itself to put other churches right, only makesitself ridiculous—if Father Cahill, we say, or any of theother religious bodies who have been attacked by the vicarof St. John’s, were to imitate that gentleman, and usethe Church column’ for such a purpose as this, there wouldbe an end to all religious-peace in the community. Eachcontributor should be compelled to stick religiously to state-ments affecting his own church; and any attempt to gobeyond that, and animadvert on the doctrines or relig-ous practices of other denominations, should be rigorouslyblue-pencilled.

In addition to disfiguring his portion of the ‘ Churchcolumn with these unpleasant allusions to the religiousbeliefs of his fellow-Christians, the Rev. Mr. Robertshawrushes into print in the general columns of the paper,ostensibly to refer to Father Cahill’s contribution, but inreality to make a general attack on the Catholic Churchranging from allegations as to Catholic predominance .inprime, clown to comments on the Pope’s decrees regardingModernism and mixed marriages. The letter deals for themost part with statistics-of a kind. The Anglican vicar hasbeen most unfortunate in his selection. His figures are notmerely, like Hood’s oyster, ‘ open to suspicion ’—they areabsolutely and hopelessly ‘ bad.’ His first batch is takenfrom the N Z ear Book for 1907; and they are quotedto show that Catholics contribute more than their propor-
tionate quota to the crime records of the Dominion. Thebest and most complete refutation of these figures is to beround in the fact that the very compilers of the Year Boohhave themselves become so entirely convinced of their in-accuracy and unreliableness that they have ceased to compilethem, and have incontinently dropped them from the1 ear Book publication. The Rev. Mr. Robertshaw will searchIn JhX. th YSar T\°oh for 191°* for the old tables relatingto the denomination returns of crime. The reasons whichled the department to abandon these returns were explainedin the Wellington Evening Post of January 13, from whichwe quote as follows: ' Inquiries made in the proper quartertpW;Y JT’ed th!i 116I16 *'easo? for dropping the table abovereferred to was that when investigations were made intothe matter it was found that the information in the tableswas unsound. Prisoners charged several times gave differ-ent religions. For example, John Jones would be a Catholicwhen convicted of one offence, and say a Primitive Metho-dist, an Anglican, or a Baptist on another occasion.The editor of the Year Booh (Mr. W. M. Wright), on beingseen with reference to the omission, said it was purely
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