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The Vandcrbilt-Marlbcrough Case#

"The Sophomores" co?ac back with the first reasonable request for information on the m  
famous annulment case. They no longer question the authority of the Church nor accopi 
tho criticisms of Bishop Manning and the rust; they mint information for their non-Cat 
olic friends who will question then on tho matter during tho holidays. In spite of th 
fact that they assort their inability to comprehend tho statement of Bishop Dunn, the 
Religious Bulletin will attempt to bring the discussion down to them.

A contract is by its nature an act of free will. Coercion limits froo will. Civil 
statutes as well &s Canon Lew determine the degrees to which coercion vitiates the 
free consent required in contracts; some coercion makes contracts void, some makes th,,. 
roscindiblc. Canon Law requires the fullest consent for tho marriage contract.

Canon Law m d  statute law Also determine other conditions for contracts which are to 
have legally binding force. For the marriage contract both State uid Church require 
tho presence of competent witnesses.

I

Evidence brought before tho Kvtrinoniil court of the diocese of Southwark, in England, 
and before tho Holy Roman Tribunal of tho Rota shar-d beyond a doubt that when Consuol 
Vmdorvilt entered % marri contract with tho Duke of Mir Thorough hbr consent was 
forced by tho throat of her mother that she would kill donsuelo *s other suitor if she 
did not give him up md marry the Duke* On this evidence th it Consuolo *s will was not 
free, any court in the world would mnul the marriage.

Tho fact that O'nsuolo and the Duke lived tegeth r for twenty-five years makes no dif­
ference in conscience# If the marriage did not t .ko pl^c: , hon C^nsuulo gave her 
forced c no nt before the Episcopalian minister, >hen did it take place? Tho law
provides th t consent to m.rriigo must bo given before; competent /itnossos —  a justice
of tho p* ac cr a minister ..nd two nth;r witnesses* Tho Catholic Church recognizes 
this provision ^f tho civil liw and dcclaros th.it since there wms no mrriag, when the)
appeared before tho minister, there w.s no marri .gu it vll. Is th it clear?

Tho Church decided the n .tt.r in conscience, with no r.;g tru ihr the civil effects of 
tho supposed n .rria^o, which it Ivaves to the St .tv * The p.rtius involved appu^lod 
to tho C ..th:11c Church bee mso C 'nsuelo has, sincer her uiv roe from the Duke, contract 
a civil nrriago .;ith a Catholic Pronehmm, \/h, .pptrontly wants his n.rriugu purf )rmou 
by tho Church. The Church, f c urso, hus jurisdiction in any natter of conscience, 
for Christ gave to K,r tho full power of binding m d  1 using.

Bishop Manning's heated s t m d  h.s twe; funny isp-.cts: 1. The gun^toter inv lwd, Con-
suolo^s mother, , ho is now ^ s #  O.H.B. Bclrrnt, t quite sassy ith the Bishop a ye ir 
cr two ago when she roturned to him a 1 *ttar in hich he ^sked fcr funds for the C^th- 
o d n l  of St. John th; Divin;, u%pl linin; th .t din so because h: hid excommunicated 
her as i divorc d person tim b u; 2* A f .mnus but forgotten case of annulment 
in Bishop H .nmng's church h ju, t n r,surr .ctod uy ^he newspapers —  a case in 
which tho 1 .ughtor of Bishop Littl j^ui w is frood to aurry .noth,r man (she ̂ did not 
marry the party nf the third p irt, out she di & 1 ttcr join fortun e with «. minister of 
her f ther's donomin .tion), It Jill be rum mb r . thit Bishop Littlejohn officiated 
at the alleged happy union of donsuolo -,nd th I axe.

ss#e •tot e cost of ttn V mdcrliilt mnulm;nt w us <,240; for t h ; poor thv vork is in,

f r  tyvrc.

.ltor W. Smith .sks pr ty.,-rs for hia ai.itur, m  invilid, ..n<l An.ly ^luigh for his gr at- 
f tthur, he is ill, ’fhrx.i spvoi,1 intvntlens -irw rsftonmuntlod.


