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MONTREAL, FRIDAY, DECEMBELR 15, i18:’1.,

puceMBER—1871,

Friday, 15—Fast. Octave of the [mmaculate

. ’ Conception.

Saturday, 165—St. En.scbxlus, B.C.

Sunday, 1 7—Third of Advent. .

Momhi;'. 18—Expectation of the B. Y.L

Tuesday, 10—Of the Feria,

Wednesday, 20—Ember Day.

~ Keria.

Thnreday, 21—8t. Thomas, Ap.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

'The hopes inspired by the wmore favorable
Yeports as o she state of I. R. H. the Prince
of Wales, which were In circulation last week,
were QL\dd{!ﬂl)* dashed by the news which on
Friday last reached us, to the cffcet that there
had been a relapse, that the eondition of the
Prince was very precarious, and that in con-
secuence his Royal Mother, and the other
members of the family, had been hurricdly

This was on Fri-

Of the

Yigil,

summoned to his bed side. . .
day; on Saturday prospects did n.ot, much im-
prove, but hopes, faint indecd, of a favorable
jesue to the discase weve still held out. On
Monday morning the reports were not cncour.
aging; great prostration still continued, the
effect it was feared of hemorrhage from uleers
in the intestines, in whicl case s fiutal termina-
tion of the case may, s in the case of the de-
ceased Farl of Chesterfield, be anticipated.
There is great excitement in Eng‘uu}d, z'md the
funds bave been cffected. We will give any
later tidings that may reach us beforc we put
to press.

Affairs in France arc becowming more and
more complicated. The Orleans Princes we
are told, have consentel to postpone for the
moment their elaims to tuke their scats in the
Assembly, There are also rumors to the cf-
fect that M. Thiers does not feel himself
stropg enough for the place, and that he pro-
poses in consequence 1o abandon the pest of
President in favor of the Due d’Aumale—
This is as yet however, mere rumor; but there
can be no doubt that the existing government
in France is morely provizional, aud that it is
wanting in all the elements of permanence,

From Italy we huve nothing new to report.
'Phe intrusive government at Rome continues
its hizh-handed acts of vobbery and spoliation
of Catholic property. A brutal and licentious
soldiery breaks into the quict wzbodes of the
virgins conseerated to God, and at the point of
the bayouet drives the inmates into the streets,
There will however be a reckoning for all these
things before leng; be it ours to pray, and
possess our souls in paticnce.
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The fucts in the Cemetery expropriation cuse,
about which so much has been said lately in
the City papers, and which has been made the
cccasion for severely censuring the Fubriyue—
are simply these.

The Fabrigue, feeling the necessity of ex-
tending the wrea of the Catholic Cemetery,
proposes to acruire for that purpose -ome pro-
perty belonging to a Protestant pentleman, a
Mr. Tait, who resides at the back of tue moun.
ain, For this purpese it sceks to avail itself
of the right of expropriating the property in
question ; a right which is by law conceded to
the owners of the Protestant, or Mount Royal
Cometery. Now the law of expropriation pro-
vides that, for the purpose of determining the
-value of the property to be expropriated, com-
missioners he uppointed, one by the Fubrigue,
a second by the owner of the property, and a
third by a Judge of the Suprcme Court. The
Yaw however makes no proviston in ‘ease the
.awner of the property should fail or refuse to
- uppoint 4 commissioner to represent his i_nter.
.ests; and as in the case actually before us,
_Mr. Tait, the gentleman whose property it is
-proposed to expropriate, has so. fuiled or
refused, the Fuabrigue proposes to make
application to the Legislature to supply
.the-defect in the existing law, by providing

that, if after duc potice served: en him, the
i proprietor refusc to appoint -an urbitr:.itor or
| commissioner, the Court may be anthorised to
 appoint ope in his place. This is the amount
'of Legislative interference ‘invoked by the
! Fub-ique, which claims after all ouly the same
powers as are by law aecorded to the Trustees
of the Protestunt, or Mount Royal Cemetery.

When we apply to- the Mount Royal Ceme-
tery the term Protestant, we do so in virtue of
see. 3 of the Act 19 20, Viet., cap. 128, incor-
porating the Mount Royal Cemetery Company.
This Act provides that, “before he shall be
congidered a sharcholder,” every subscriber of
820 shall, after his name, enter in the said
book, or books, ¢ the religious denominution to
which he belongs—that is to say, Church of’
England, Presbyterian, Methodist, Congrega-
tionalist, Baptist, or Unitarian. Kvery mem-
ber of the Mount Reyal Cemetery Cowpany
must belong, ov profess to belong, to one or
other ef these several branches of the Protest-
ant Church; and it is therefore strictly correct
to say that the Mount Royal Cemetery is as
exclusively and distinetively Protestant, as is
the Cemetery held by the Fabrigue exelusively
and distinctively Catholie,

This fact, the distinctively Protestant char-
acter of thé Mount Royal Cemetery, effectually
disposes of the argument of the Montreal
Guzette of the 1st inst. against the claims or
pretensions of the Fubrique. Adumitting that
the plan which the Fubrigue proposes for de-
termining the value of the land it seeks to uo-
«uire from Mr. Tait, “is reasonable” if it, the
Fubrique, have the right to expropriate at all,
the (azette denies it that right, on the grounds
that its Cemetery is mnot, as it pretends is the
Mount Royal Cemetery, a publie, but is merely
a private, Cemetery, the property of a particular
religious denomination,

On apother point the (uzette must permit
us to correet him. It i# net true, as our con-
temporary pretends, that Guibord * was re-
fused a resting place within jts”"—the Catholie
Cemetery's—¢ preeincts.”  This assertion is
utterly false, and shows how reckless of truth
or how ignovunt of facts, are cven the most
houest znd best informed of our Protestant con-
temporarics when treating of the Guibord case.
Interment, or simple civil burial, but without
religious rites or ceremonies of any kind,
though within the precinets of the Cemetery
held by the Fubrigue, was from the first, still
is, freely tendered ro the remains of the said
Guibord. However, if that Cemetery, as the
Gluzette asserts is the case, (s 1 no sense «
geblic cemetery, and therefore a mere private
cemetery. why in the nume of common sense and
common honesty should Protestants, who have
no rights therein, interfere with its manage-
ment? Or what pretence can the action of
the State or the civil magistrate be_nvoked to
compel the Fubrigue to admit within the pre-
cinets of a private Cemetery the mortal remains
of one who during his lifetime had openly sct
at defiance, the laws, rules and regulations of
the religious body to which that Cemetery be-
longa? If the Cemetery of the Fubrigue be in
no sense public property, then in no sense can
the State have any right to interferc with the
way in which it is managed.

Tre TrrcaBorNe Case—This celebrated
ease. the heariog of which was resumned in the
early part of last month, still drags its slow
length along, and may oceupy the Courts for
many weeks yet. The evidence for the claim-
ant is not closed; and we may expect a long
and able defence from the emirent counsel em-
ployed on the other side.

Nothing has yet transpired to dispel the
mystery in whicli this case is shrouded. Of
the witnesses-cxamined to identify the claimant
with the Roger Titehborne who served in the
Curabineers, many ave soldiers of thut regiment
and they liave deposed stoutly in favor of the
pretensions of the claimant, They recognised,
or professed to recognise, him by his feutures,
by @ peeuliar twitching of his eyebrows, by his
accent, the tones of his. voice, his style of walk-
ing, and the general expression both of his
fuce, and of his lower extremiticc. The claim-
ant, it must be remembered, is 2 man of colossal
proportions, a veritable man mountain, a marvel
of obesity, a second Daniel Lambert, an over-
ovown Falstaff ; wheveas Roger Titchborne
wus o very slightly built man. Nevertheless,
in spite of this difference, as one witness testi-
fied, by a process of mental chisclling
of the huge block, by chipping off the su-
perincumbent mass of flesh with which
heavy eating, and beavy drinking, with which
much beef and more brandy have overloaded
the once delicate features of the olaimant, the
original lineaments of a Titchborne may be re.
produced, and the veritable Roger' be revealed
to the mind’s eye.

The most important evidence hitherto ten-
dered in behalf of the claimant ig that of a
Catholic clergyman, the Rev. Mr. Meyrick;
and that of 2 gentleman of the name of Huzel-

dine Sharpin, now a resident of York, England,
but at one time engaged in business in  Aus-
tralin, The first knew the real Roger Titch.

borne when a boy ; cousidered him to be very
deficicnt in his schooling, und very ignorant of
Latin; he believed the ‘claimant to be the per-
son whom as a boy he knew as Roger Titch-
borne. ’ '

The cvidence of Mr. Sharpin is of still
higher interest, as it at first sight appears to
bear directly upon one of the strangest portions
of the claimunt’s strange story. That story is,

| as our readers may probably recollect, to this

effect : That he sailed from Rio in the Sella
in the montl} of April 1854 ; that on the mom-
ing of the fourth day out the ship foundered;
that the erew got away in- two boats from the
wreck ; that the larger of the two was cap-
sized ; but that the smaller boat, in which he,
with six ‘of the crew, had taken refuge, was
picked up by a vessel from the Tinited States,
which brought them to Melbourne in the month
of July, 1854. -In confirmation of this story
the claimaant had no evidence to adduce ; though
of course, if true, proof most convineing of its
truth was to be obtained with the greatest
ficility. . It would bave been reported in the
Skipping Itelligence of the Melbournc jour-
nls, for the month of July 1854; it would
have been on record in the Custom Ifouse of
that port; and most certainly it would not
have escaped the notice of the ILloyd’s Agent
in Melbourne, who however heard nothing of
it. At last however a witness, Mr. Shurpin,
comes forward to testify that he was in Mel-
bourne in 1854—he stumbled a little as to the
month; that he, one day, was on board a
small steamer, the C(omc, which ran from
Mclbourne to Hobson's Bay; and that the
steamer ran alongside of an American ship,
which somebody sald was the Osprey, from
which vessel there came on board six men and
4 young eentleman, with whem he, the witness,
exchanged a few words; whom he saw for about
four or five minutes, and whom he professes to
identify with the claimant, whom le saw ucei-
dentally at the York races.  Strange to say he
kept all this so himself till 4 few weeks ago,
when he wrote to the claimant’s men of busi-
ness, tendering his evidence if it cowld be of
any use. In this lester he makes the mistake
as to the date when the event to which he de-
poses occurred, setting down the month as
June, whereas, aecording to the claimant’s
story, it was in July thae he reached Mel-
bourne. Anyhow his evidence as it stands
proves nothing for the plaintiff, until the young
man whom he, the witness, met with on board
the (Yoinci be identified with the young Roger
Titchborne who eutled, er whe iz said to have
satled, from Rio in the Belfe. The defenee is
apparently based on the ground that the claim-
ant is Arthur Orton, who it 1s well known was
in Chili, and afterwards went to Australiy,
where he was implicated in some horse steuling
business, trem which he contrived te extricate
himself. Now it may have been Orton whom
the witness Sharpin fell in with on beard the
Comet. 'The mystery remains as impenetralle
a8 ever. »

During the examinution of this witness thers
was some tulk about the cace of a man, Buck-
ley, once famous in the felon annals of N, 8.
Wales, and who was adduced as an instance of
@ man who had forgoticn his mother tongue.
This man Buckley was one of a lot of eonvicts,
who in the early daye of' N. 8. Wales, manazed
with several others to escape, and had the luck
to get away south to Port Philip, then an un.
inhabited and quite unexplered portion of the
Australian Continent. s ‘compunions were
all killed by the blacks, but he was spared, and
lived for about 17 years with his captors,
adopting all their customs, and speaking their
language. When the fifst explorers from Van
Diemun’s land to Port Philip came across, they
fell in with the tribe with whow Buekley was
domiciled. e could not then, so it was said,
speak « word of English, but we know not if
he were unuble to anderstand it.  However, us
the Govermment under the circumstances took
no action to reclaim him as o run away conviet,
he remained at liberty, and in a very short
time regained the perfect use of hiy mother
tongue; and when, many years ago, we saw the
man lie was, except in complexion, in every re-
spect like the common run of Furopean bush-
men, tall and swarthy. But the cuse of the
claimant—to whom, if he be the veritable
Roger, Freneh was the mother tongue, and the
only language he could speak fluently will the
time he left his regiment, ubout 1852—has
some very different fentures, He has never
recovered the use of his mother tongue, though
from: 1866 till her death he was constantly in
the compuny. of Lady Titchborne, & French-
woman, and e cunnot now translate a sentence
in the language. 'This, i he be indeed Sir
Roger Titchborne, is a phenomonon without a
parallel.  For the rest, therc is no doubt that the
cluimant was in Australia; it is not pretended
that he grew upon the gum trees, or thathe is a
native of the country ; ho must thercfore have
gone there, by sea, and in a ship ; and even if
he be the person whom the witness saw come

out of the Osprey it no more follows ihat he is
Sir Roger Titchborne, than it does that he is
‘that bavonet because he iz not Arthur (rton,

1

whom certainly ho at once represented himself
to be. - The question is if he be not Orton,
what has become of him? [his mystery will
we suppose be solved in the defence. '

e {
The Witness justifies the action of the School
authorities of New York in making Protestant
religious exercises obligatory, under penalty of
expulsion, on all the pupils of the Comimon
Schools without distinction betwixt Catholics
and Protestants,——on the plea that Catholics
are guilty of ¢ross imeonsistency in demanding
freedom for themselves, in the matter of
education, ¢ For example,” he says :—

“The Romish hierarchy angd priesthood in Ireland
are just now vigorously contending for the right to
conduct the National' Scliools on Roman Cutholic
prineiples.”

As long cxpericnce has taught us that the
editor of the Witness, trut to the grand fun-
damental doctrine of evangelical Protestantism,
deems himselfin virtue of his election, delivered
from bondage to the law which forbids lying
and slandering ; and that he never fails to assert
the glorieus Gospel liberty which he in con-
s2quence enjoys—we scarce expect from him
that he will correct what is fulse in the above
statement. But that others way see and judge
for themsclves how grossly he has misrepresent.
ed the demund~ in the watter of education put
forth in behalf' of their people by the Catholie
hicrarchy and clerzy of Irclund, we publish
below those demsnds, as specified in their
public address, signed by the Cardinal Arch-
bishop of Dyblin and «ll the Prelates of Ive-
land, and ordered to he read in all the churches |
of Ireland. S }

DEMANDE ®F IRISH CATHOLICH. -

As to primary education, therefore, we demand :

ist, ¥or all schools which are exclusively Catlolic,
the removal of a1l restrictions upon religious in-
struction, so thut the fullness of distinetive religious
teaching may enter into the course of daily secular
cducation, with full liberty for the use of Catholic
buoks and veligious cimblems, and for the performince
of religions exercises,and that the right be recognized
of the lawinl pastors of the children ju such schools
to have aceess o them, to regulate the whole
basiness of religious instruction in them, and to
remove objectionable books, if any.  In such schools
the teacliers, the books, and the inspectors should
all be Cathoelic,

Zudly. That the public money should never bLe
used in the wak of proselytisin,

ardly.  That in Mixed Schools, where the childven
of any religion would Le so few as not to be entitled
to agrant for a =eparate school, stringent conscience
cliuses should 1w enforced o as to guard as far as
possible against even the suspicion of proselytism.

sthly. That the existing Model Schools should
be stbolished.

5thly, 'Lhat Catholic "raining Schools, male aud
female, slionld be established, in which teachers
wotld he aducated, morally and religiously, as wel!
ag intellectually, and in accordance with lrvigh
traditions and feelings. for the holy office of teach-
ing the Catlioli: children of Irelund, The veason-
ableness of this demand is manifest from the fuct,
that of the entire number of teuchers in Ireland—
about 9,000—there are in schools connected with
the National Iloard about 5,700 uutiained,

As to Intermediate Education, we demand, that
the large public endowments now mouopolized by
schools in which youand we have no coutidenee,
and many of which are direetly hostile to the Catho-
lic veligion, should be taken up by a Commission in
which the Catholics of Ireland would bave full con-
fidence ¢ that the Commission thus appointed sholzh{
be merely for financial purposes, and should hiok
the endowments in question for the benetit of the
whole nation, of all the Intermediate Schools in Tre-
land without religious distinction, and for the ge-
neral advancement of middie class education; that
the national fand thus held shonld be devoted to
the encouragement of Intermediate Xdueation by
means of Exhibitions upen to th: competition of all
youths wnder @ vertain aye, and 1o payment by result
to every Institution established for middle class edu-
cation, the examinations being conducted in sneh a
nanner as to preelutle the possibility of partiality or
of interfrrence with the religious principles of any
competitor or of any school,

#As rogurds higher education” [we repeat tlie
words of the resolutions adopted by the Archbishops
nnd Bishops.of Ireland in August, 1869], since the
Protestants of this country have had a Protestant
University with vich endowments for 200 years, and
Liave it still, the Catholic people of Irelandd clearly
have a right to a Catlolic University, ’

“But should Ler Majesty's Government be un-
willing fo incrrase the number of Universities in
this country, religions equality cannot be realizel
imtess the Degrees, Endowments, und other privi-
lezes enjoyed by owr fellow subjects of o different
religion, be placed  within the rench of Catholivs in
Lterms of perfect cquality,  The injustice of denying
to us a purticipation in those advantages, except at
the cost of principle and conseience, iy agrravated
by the consideration, that, whilst we contribute our
share to the piblie fands for the support of Fduca-
tional Institutions from which conscicnee wurns s
away, we have marcover to {ax ourselves for he
education of our children in our own Colleges and
Tniversity,
~ “Shonld it please her Majesty's Government, there-
fore, to vemove e uany gricvances to whick Cutho-
lics are subjected by existing University arrange-
ments, and to estallish one National Univewsity in
this kingdom for examining candidates and confer
ing Degzrees, the Cutholic people of Ireland ave en-
titled in justice to demand that in such Universily,
or unnexed to i, ’ |

“(e) They shall have one or more Colleges, con-
ducted upon purely Catholic principles, and ab the
sitme time fully participating in the privileges en-
Joyed by uther Colleges of whatsoever denominution
or character— ’

“(4) That the University honors and emoluments.
be gecessible o Catholios equally witly their Protest-
ant fellow subjects—

“(¢y That the Txaminations and all other details
of University acrangement be free from every ine
finence hastile to the religious scntiments of Catholics,
and that with this view the Cutholic element be
adequately represented upen the Senate, or other
supreme University body, by persons enjoying the
confidence of the Catholic Bishops, priests, and peo-
ple of Trelawd,”

All this cun, we believe, be altained by modifying
thie constitution of the University of Dublin, soas to
udmit the establishment of n focond college: within
it, in every respeet equal o Prinity College, aind con-
ducted on purely Catholic principles, in which your
Bishops shall Linve full control in all things regord-
ing faith and morals, securing thereby tho spiritunl
interests of your childven, placing at the same time
Catholics ou a footing of perfect equally with Pro-
testants, as to degrees, emoluments, and all” other
advantages.

from demanding any exclusive privileges fo;
themsélves, the Catholic Bishops of Ireland a«k
only that their people-—the'majority of the
popilation—be put on a footing of perfect legal
equality with the Protestans minority; thathin
schools ““excusively Catholio,”” an educatioy
exolusively Catholic be given; but that jn
“ mixed schools where the children of any re-
ligion would be so few as not to be entitled ty
a grant for a sopurate school, stringent con.
sciecnee clauses should be enforced so s ty
guard as far as possible against cven the sy
picion of proselytism.”

If this be illiberal, the Catholics of the v,
States would be too glad to bo trested in (e
sume illiberal manner by the Protestang major-
ity of that country ; it in the Address gi'\-(-n
above therc be aught inconsistent withl the
pretensions of the Catholic minority in Awe-
rica, or their indignant protests against the
treatment which their co-religionists are ex.
periencing at the hands of the school author-
itics of New York, we should be well pleased if
the i}7tness would tuke the trouble to pont it
out.

Much #s it may be permitted to deplore the
disturbed state of Ircland, and to Zroan gver
the agrarian, and other guasi political erimos
often of a very dark color, with which the ﬁlui
tistics of that country present us,—it iz well te
hear in mind, that, excoption made of those nf.
fences which direotly spring from the peculizy
political and soeial condition of Ireland—ih
.cr)nditx'on being the resuls of unjust laws, and
iniquitous misgovernment—serious crime iy
less commen in Ircland than in any other pare
of the British Fmpire; and that the mora}
condition of Ircland contrasts moat ﬁu'orubl',-
with that of Kngland, and Scotland. This “
admitted even by onc so little prejudiced iy
favor of the Irish us is the London 77mes
which in an editorial on the recent (riq ‘r;‘
Kelly in Dublin for the murder of Talbot, wud
the verdict of the jury in that cnse, quoteé the
Returns just compiled by Dr, Hanceck to show
the rarity—with the one exception ubove ;.
lwded to—of serious crime in Ircland; and cdi.
torially remarks that, “if"— freland—:. roin-
pares furorally with England under alf heads
of erininal stabisties avespt naet Wife ya.
der, child murder, baby farming, sins apaing
chastity so rifc in Kngland and Scotland \:!mln.
sale swindling, &e., &c., which swell t,he Cri-
minal statisties of Great Britain, are compary .
tively unknown in Treland ;o and oven 1)1'(:-
“one” crime—tho black kpot on the reputation
of the latter to which the T¥mes alludes-—will
we have every reason to hopo and to heliove
disappear together with the unjust Iaws which
have pravoked it. Lt usall unite in denoune.
ing that erime, [or the law Written by the fin.
per of' Giod “ thew <Galt not L1 admits of
exeeption : but let us aly at the same time ash
ourselves how would it he witl Eogland and
Seotland to-day with respeet to thutbcrimv. ir
thoy had heen governed as ¢l within the
mewory of living men Ircland has Leen COY-
erned ? if their soil had been (-oufiscatcd‘;md
hauded over to aliens, as has boen the cose
with the soil of Treland ? if theiy religion hid
beeu p'rnscribud and persecuted, as fyr lung
generations was _the relicion of the Irigh -
These things would not Justily murder o 3
eise assassination, a {oul crin;"c at d:lll, toilmch-
and under all circumstances; but should at ::li
events tend to temper the judgment we would
otherwise pronounce on the offenders,

Another thing which swells the Kst of 1rish
offenders is, according to Dr. Hancoek’s statje.
tical tubles the strength of the police force in
Trelund.  As thus:—

“A comparison of criminal statistics in Eneland
and lreland,” says this doemnenf—u show ﬂu';rnhlv
for the latter, being 43 per cont. loss in serions
crimes, and unfavorably in the niner offences. FPhis
i parlly n,\:plu.inﬂ(l by the larger number uf ‘w!ic;-
in Ireland in proportion to populution—(25:5 :tlmonv'

S

£0,080, or more than twice as many as in England)

and the consequent manber of ofienders broughit to
dustice.” - e

PROTESTANT Retiarous Bxeressgs v v
Cosyox Senoors or 1UE UNirib Srsres,
—There is something nexpressibly amusing in
the comments of the New York Zimes upon
the resistance offered by Catholics to the car-
rying into exceution of the law which makes
these religious exercises obligatory ‘in the so.
called Common Schools. The 7imes affects
liberality, and recognises that “logically and
legally there is something to gay from their—
Catholics'—sida of the mittter;” but it adds,
“ it does sem ineredible in the nincteenth con.
bury that the Catholics cannot try this question
ealmly and dispassionately in the Courts of
law.” '

Why what nonscnse is this! Phe Courts of’
law do not make, hut can only administer law.
Now no one denies that, as it stands,- the law
dops make Protestant religious exercises obli-

from the educational advantages of institutions

“From the above it will be'scep that so Far!

taxed.  What remedy could x “eourt of Loy’
. ’

‘gatory in the Common Schools,ss thut children '
who refuse to take part therein, are debarred

for the support of which their parcats are
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