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they have specifically studied hypnotism,
agree that a subject hypnotised, while in a
trance, is not in possession of his liberty.
Tather Guilbert writes: “I'ia will of the

T
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“operator has taken the absolute direction of
all the faculties of his soul. The hypnotiser
alone is therefore responsible for the acts
‘which he orders. He is free—his subject is
wpt.”  Thus, for aets committed in the
sbh%nmbulistic state the hypuotised person
is not fegally respousible. Bui is he morally
innocent? Archbishop Herscher's reply vare-
fully distinguishes hetween cages i whiclt
the suggestion is executed (1} during the
trance, and {2) in the subseguent waking
state. The Church considers, he says, the
two cases from different standpoints, whicih
it is not possible to explain ju detal noa
short article, and which vary because ol

thoe consent, in the second ense, by the sub-

ject, wlho perfurms  an action,  nol whien

asleep, but when awake,

Two Gases.

Two letters are guobted to make the dis-
tinction clear.  Oue Is from a young woman
who, fifteen years ago, “‘believing in science,
and expecting from it the renovation of the
world,” allowed herself to be hypuotised by
a friend of the fumily.  Durtng the Leance
he made hier write a letter denomnving one
of his personal enemies. The devnnciation
was ote which is olten disastrous, even for
absolutely innoeent wen, Phe panjestnicken
object of it commitied suicide to eseape the
seandal of n public prosecution. 1t was only
at the deatl-bed of the hypuetiser that the
Archbishop’s  correspundent  learned Lhe
hideous truih. Mad with remorse, she de-
ysires to know whether she is morally rve-
ygponsible for the suicide. The Archbishop
answers negatively.  As  this  particular
woman believed that hypnotism was Larm-
less, as she really ignored its dangers at the
time, and had absolutely no doubts regarding
the operator or the praciice, no guilt is
attributable to her., 'The slightest doubt on
her part would have rendered her responsible.
Novertheless, this instance proves how
necessary it is to abstain from bypnotism.
The second letter cmanates from a woman
who, ticd o auw uaworthy life-compauton,
allowed lierscif to be hypnotised, and com-
mitted at his suggestion a serics of robbenies
in Paris shops. Un discovering this, through
a friend, she made vestitution, and was
assured that ‘“‘she had nothing to reproach
herself with.,” 'The Archbishop is unabie to
confirm this consolation. ‘he woman knew
the character of her companion; she was seen
to rob with evident reluctance and hesitation,
end was morally a wrongdoer. In the present
state of science it is not esfabliished thai
the intellect aid conscience continue to
vslumber” afier the hypnotic seance, and
therefore freedom of the will is noé com-
" pletely suppressed.  The subject being

awake, is therefore in the situation of a

man ia prey to passion or temptation. Now,

):he passions diminish freedom 1n proportion

-me their violence, but they do not suppress

it ; similarly a physical or psychieal impul-
sion'to accomplish an evil act attenuates 1ts
“ N N .
hei¥pusuess, perhaps, but cannot excuse it.
U

The DButy of Catholics.

A person who deliberately places his wiil
at the mercy of another, and thus abandons
all coutrol over his soul and his salvation,
talkes full responsibility for every one of s
subsequent acts, even if he execuies them

a semi-smunolent state. ‘I'ins really 1s the

"central principle of the wiole discussion, and

is s0 patent to every thinking man that no
siubjeck ean logically invoke the order of hs
hyphotiser to excuse his own share of the
viilt and responsibality for any evil results
of his trance.” As no man can satisfactorily
couvinee himself of fhe purity of another’s
motives, lowever blameless and disinterested
this other may appear io be, the absolute
avoidance of hypnotic suggestion gs the only
course that a Cathelie can safely follow. This
conclusion renders 1t impossible for any
latholie to countenance m others or pursue
Nimselt the practice of hypuotisi.

ireland’s Handicap.

it Las always been the fixed policy of
Tugland to discourage Trish manufactures.
Vavious means were employed from time to
time to stifle Ivish industry, At one period
in reeent history Treland was turned into »
gignntic cattle ranch, ihe object leing to
prevent the lrish manufacturer from com-
peting in his own country with the British
ab the same time to pro-
vide Fughind with a regualar supply of food
abl her own price. The fact that Brifish
companies owned aud coubrolled the Trish
Lealsjort system was responsible for a Uil
herbian situation.  If a person in Duablin
wishied to purchuse an article of Irish mauu-
focture from Limerick he found it cheaper
to have it first sent to England and then
robwrned to dreland than to have it sent
direct from Timerick to Dublin. The exces-
give inland freight charges were responsible
for this, The result was that Irish manu-
faetures could not live. That this handicap
still exists was shown rvecently by the presi-

manufactrer, aud

dent of the Progheda Clhamber of Commerce.
The meeting was Leld to consider the recent
advance 1 cross-Channel freights, The
President swid that  treland was suffering
from the want of competition in shipping.
They were often reminded of the  elose
proximity of freland to the greatest markot
in Western Furope for foodstafls, hut when
the freight charges on goods which Ireland
exports were compared with the freights
which obtain in other countries they find
that lveland might just as well be in mid-
Atlantie,  Canada iz now a large exporter
of livestoclk, and the freight per head on
cabtle from Canada to Liverpool is 20dol
per head, which worlks out at 3s 3d per 100
miles; while the freight from Drogheda to
Liverpool is 19s per head for 120 miles, or
155 10d per 100 miles. Proceeding, Mr
McArdle cave the following figures showing
the freights.on bacon to Liverpool . —

Per ton,  Per 100 m.
Ameriea 475 1s 6id
Drogheda  24s Gd 20s 5d

It costs the Limerick curers 14s per ton more
to send their bacon to London than it costs
America to send their produce to Liverpool;
awd it costs more to bring Limerick bacon
to Drogheda than it costs to bring American

bacon to Liverpool. The freight on butter
from Australia and New Zealand to London
is 4s 64 per 56lb or less than 1d per lb
for a journey of 11,000 miles; while from
Drogheda to Liverpool it is 40s 9d per ton.
In other words, the Australian farmer has
to pay only ls 7id per ton for 100 miles
as compared with 11s 114d per ton per 100
miles on the cross-Channel steamer. Den-
mark is Ireland's greatest competiter in the
English market, and the freight on bacon
from Copenhagen to Liverpoal is only 3ls
per ton for 1102 miles, and on bufter 47s
per ton, or ahout half the amount which
the Limerick curers have to pay on their

produce  from DLimerick to London. The
steamship companies had not given any

reason for increasing the vates, councluded
the President. 1t is clear there is something
wirong. New countries like Canada and New
Zealnnl are ioerensing their production of
fondstufls at s adarming rate, and these
countries will be Treland's keenest compets-
tors in the future.  The question of transpore
by sea and laund dewands the inmediate
attention of those who govern lreland at
the moment. The battle of the future will
e s keen one, and Irish farmers and mer-
chants must be put on a fair basis with
due regard o oiher lands,

Coffee and Pistols

Mre. Lloyd Georee’s reputation is  very
frail in these days of grace. Meo Wickham
Steed, Jate editor of the Times, in his bools,
Throwgh Thivty Yeurs, deseribes o seene ab
the Peace Cenlercnce hetween Mr.  Liloyd
(reorge and M. Clemenceau,  He writes:—
“(lemenceau accused Lloyd (ieorge so flatly
of repeated inaccuracy of statement that
Lloyd George rose, seized him hy the collar,
and demanded an apulogy. After President
Wilson had separated them  Clemencean
offered Lloyd (George reparation with pistols
or swords—as soen as he should have acquired
o domicile in Paris, and in the meantime
refused to apologise. Despite these ameni-
ties the work proceeded semchow.”  Mr.
Lloyd George informed the Press Asseciation
that the extract was o stupid invention,
containing not Lhe shightiest basis of truth,
whereupon Mr. Sived vephod through the
same medium thal he would net have pub-
lished a story of that kind without having
verified it in advance from nersens who wore
present. In a matter of this kind My, George
is heavily handicapned. Tt was in 1918 that
Mr. Chesterton wrote in the New TVifness
that people should believe certain things to
be true, not heeause Mr, George said they
were true, but in spite of the fuct that he
said they were true—that a thing could still
be true cven though he =aid it. Since those
words were written Mr. George has piled
up a veritable mountain of prevarication to
his credit, so that those who know him hest
can searcely be blamed if thev treat his
disclaimer with ecold contempt.

When I say that the Son is distinet from
the Father, I do not speak of two Geds, but
as it were, light from light, and the stream
from the fountain, ard the ray from the
s —St. Hipnolytys,
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