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. CALENDAB—APB.II» 1878.
Wnnmnn, ‘3—Feria. ‘ :
- Firat Baptism by St. Petnck in Ireland, 433.
" “Trupenay, 4—-St. Isidore; Bishop, Confessor, and
b Doctor of. the Church. ;
.. «Oliver Goldsmith died, 1774.
. @rway, 5—Most Precious Blood of Our Lord

Battle of Ceppoquin, 1645.

SatunoaY, 6—St. Vlncent Ferrer, Confessor, (Apnl
5) R ’

Bospay, T—Passiox SUNDAY.
I'reason-Felony Bxll introduced by Sir G, Gray,
1848.. :

" Moipiy, 8—Feria,

" Touspay, 9—TFeria,
Thomas Addle Emmet xmprlsoned at Fort George,

1798

THE VOLUNTEERS.

———000

Ty , BAPTISTE VILLAGE
rST TEAN INFANTRY COMPANY.

: | 00—
THE MEMBERS OF THE ABOVE COMPANY
L WWILL ASSEMBLE AT THE..

QUbBEC’ GATE BARRA CAS

(DALnOUSIE SQUARE),
To-morrow W Evening,

At 7:30.

M. W. KIRWAN,
Captain Commanding.

NOW READY.
«LA CAMPAGNIE IRLANDAISE.

. REMINISCENCES OF THE
FRANCO-GERMAN WAR,
By W. M. KIRWAN.

To be had at DawsoN BroTiers, Monireal.
FPapor, 75 cente; in Cloth, §1.

Price, in

Mr. Patrick Costello is authorized to. collect
monies, solicit subscriptions and advertise-
ments for this office. He will, this week, call
upon those of our subscribers who are in ar-
rears, '

THE PROPOSED CATHOLIC DAILY.
At the conclusion of a retreat in St. Brid-
get's Church, Dorchester Street, on Sunday
last, the Rev. Parish Priest, Father Lonergan,
having invited his parishioners to assist the
Daily paper project, they responded with some
cffect, and subseribed $226.00, of which
$108.50 in cash were handed to the Rev. Jus.
Brown, as Treasurer for the fund. The re-
/mainded is over good names, The list is
.not ready for publication, One gentleman
-offers $500.00 bonus if a few others will do

‘the same,

THE CATHOLIC SCHOOL COMMIS-
IONERS.

We beg to call the attention of our readers
£0 the cxplanation of the Catholic School
«(lommissioners in reply .to some charges
:made by the Mayor and some Aldermen in the
-City Couneil - against them. This expla-
nation we pubhsh in another column, and it
-clearly defines the position of the School Com-
amissioners towards the Mayor and the Corpo-
wation of the city. . It quotes the Act of Par-
Jiament which shows that the Commissioners
are in no way under the control, or respénsible
¢o.the Corporation of Montreal. 1In fact the
Corporation has nothing to do with them, and
svhatever action it may, as a body take, it does
80 gratuitously and canin no way cffect the
Catholic Schoo! Commissioners. As rate-pay-
wers each member of the Corporotion has, like
every other ‘rate-payer, a right to discuss
the affairs of the School Commissioners,
‘the same us any other public institution, but
as a Corporation, the members only spend the
time of the public is discussing a question with
which they have nothing whatever to do. The
School Commissioners publish annually, ac-
‘cording to law, a statement of their receipts
and expendlture for the information of the
rate-payers, -beyond, that they are answerable
only to the superintendent of Education for the
Province of Quebec From him there is an
appeal to the Council of Public Instruction,
and if the rate payers’ have any “fauit to ﬁud
with the" mnnuoement of the Sohool Board,
Sheir only cour: -8 i8 to petition the Supemtendent
.of the Province of Quebec for an enquete on the
mnnaoement of the S¢hool Funds, Ifsuch an en-

quxry was 1nst1tuted some members of the Cor- |-

poration might be appointed on it and thiscourse
is the only one which ecan be: legnlly persued.

We, have be¢n- ioformed thnt some_ petitions
Have. been presented to the Oorporntlon to'in-
stitute’ an enqun-y mto the mnna«ement of’ the,
School Fund but .as the CorpOrntxon has’ no
power, either to-institute, or to cause to be in-

stituted, such an enqniry, we hope the Rehool |

| tee!.
| the recall of the Duke of Edlnburgh the increase

Commlssxoniers w1ll I.ay no ntlentxon 0 an)'-
|.thing _ that, eomes;lnﬁo _ them from Asueh
‘a ‘source, ~ The .Catholic  School Com-|
missioners have - not.hmg to fear from un
cnqnlry. _ Their schaols ;are” an’ orunment and
an, honour to. Canada ;. .and they hnve'fdone

‘| more within the- lnst ten’ years to forward:
; educatlon, particularly . commeroial cducatlon

in this Province, than had ever been done be-
fore. Instead of embarrassing them by petty
Jonlousres and vexatious petitions, it behoves,
all.good citizens to give them .all the support

| which their successes and  their labours justly
| entitle them to.

We hear nothing of the
sacrifices made by some of these devoted men for
the benefit of this institution, the Gold Medals
and cash given in perpetuity by two comuwis-
sioners, amounting to $250 a year, while
another commissioner who visited the United
States and Quebee, year after year in order to
acquire knowledge of the various systems and
the passing of the various laws, refused to
accept even his travelling expenses, amountiag
to several hundred dollars. On the board their
always have bcen a representative from the
Lveche and the Seminary, and this fact alone,
ought to be asufficient guarantee of the honesty
of the Commission.

THE VOLUNTEERS.

HEADQUARTERS :
18T or Prixck or WaLEs Riar.
VoL.-RiFLES oF CANADA.

MonTreAr, March 30th, 1878,

To the Editor of the Tree WiTSESS @

Sin,~—The attention of the Lieut.-Col. Command-
ing having been called to a paragraph in your
issue of 27th inst., viz: ¢“In Montreal it is well.
known that the fife and drum band, of the Prince
of Wales Battalion; is the band of the Orange Young
Britons in unll'mm " I am directed by'him to ex-

press his sincere regret, that such a statement should
be'mo_.de, and to inform you that the paragraph in
question is distinctly untrue. Not one individual
member of the 1st “ Prince of Wales” Regt., band,
belongs, or is attached to any other band in the
Domicion, It is plain that the effect of such para-
graphs is to foster a spirit of disloyalty and distrust,
among the Catholic members, who have _]omed the
Regt, during the past year, whereas tLe aim of the
officers has been to break down all differences re-
garding religion, and cultivate but ome .feeling,
that of loyalty towards the Crowa,

With 1espect to the contemptible allusions to
the Sergeants Mecss Reading Room, no notice
woulg be taken of it; were it not to inform you,
that it also is to be moved into larger rcoms,
more suitable, and necessary, for the incaeasing
patronage they now receive from members of other
corps, and the public generally,

I have &c,
Yours,
S. KINNEaR,
Licut, & Adjt. 1st. ' Prince of Wales” Regt. '

Time after time we refused to believe
that the information supp'ied us was true:
at last, however, our informants declared
themselves to be so positive, that we ac-
cepted their statements., We frankly confess
that the letter we publish is to us proof
that we have been misinformed, and perhaps it
is better that the rumour should be thus pub-
lically made, and publically denied. We
would say more, but if we did we would be
misunderstood. We may, however, say that
the tone of the letter we publish, is
uonecessarily harsh, If the officers of the
Prince of Wales had been columinated and
falsified as much as the ofticers of the St. Jean
Baptiste Company have been, they might have
stronger reason to be annoyed than they now
have, Tf falsehood after falschood, had been
circulated about them by slanderous and cow-
ardly anonymous writers they might understand
how friendliness may bo changed into doubt
and suspicion. We have had ¢ contempt-
able” rumors not onc but dozens published
about us and yet we have combatted them in
a different spirit to that which animates the
letter of Mr. Kinnear. When we were tradu-
ced pronounced disloyal *hada’t taken the
oath,” passing the Catholic Union through
the ranks * hid 200 rifles prepared to attack
the orangemen’’ and ull the other * contempt-
able” rumours that were circulated, there was
no sympathy among the voluntcers, and the
antagonism we experienced ouly caused us to
fight all the more bitterly for the privileges
which we  Dbelieve we are entitled
to. Not that we have ever suspect-
ed the officers of the Prince of Wales
Batallion of encouraging this feeling. On the
contrary, we accept the statement contained in
the letter we publish, that they have done all
in their power to bring about a good feeling
between Protestant and Catholics, We all
owe a great deal to Colonel Bond and to every
officer in his command. Our admiration of
them has never changed, and if this explanation
is acoepted in the spirit in which it is given,
the good feeling which existed before will be

contmued

TH‘IS MORNINGS NEWS.

The latest advices geem more threetening tLan
ever, One report says Russia has demanded the
frtresses on the' Bosphorus and the Derdnnelles
‘together with barracks and hospilals and thac tlis
whe formnlly done by t.he Russian Embassy, at Cox-
stantlnople It would - amount to ‘an ultimatum if
+The wnrllke moves befng ‘made in England

‘of the fieet in the East, and the summoning of the

I “scnmcgorﬁﬁ afof." "

Eve thing in 'our age. tends to become a
T E Y

‘geienc>.
ter for it, for two obyious reasons: because jn.

everything but the study of material. thmgs,

only a catalogue of random ‘guesses; nnd arki-
trary assumptions; and ‘because.a very. small
portion of mankind have the smallest know-
ledge of its pretended discoveries, From the
pature of the case they never will havs, * Hu-
man sctence, true or false, is not for them.

The only séience which appeals to the masses,
and lies within the grasp of their comprehen-

sion,—besause it is the only one which it real-
ly concerns them to know,—is the science of
revealed truth, Vigorous intellects have beun
employed upen it, but it does not require a
vigorous intellect to apprehend it. It would
be only a snare and a mockery if it did. He
who made us knows what we are, and knows
how to teach us. The unlettered peasant can
appropriate His teaching as well as the philos-
opher, and sometimes a good deal better. Even
Locke confessed that arevelation was necessary,
because the truths which it discloses are ¢ be-
yond the reach of unaided reason’’—a rational
conclusion in which he was anticipated by
Plato. Theolog oy is strictly and essentially a
science, with its own definite objects, and its
own mode of attaining them. It is the calam-
ity of our time that that fs precisely what its

.sham science denies, It refuses to take note
of anything which cannot be weighed in human
balances, and of which the dimensions cannot
be determined by human measures, And
‘therefore in all questions of the soul and its
destiny, compared with which all others are
trivial and without substance, it has substitut-
ed for knowledge a voluntary and contented
ignorance. It even calls this degrading nesci-
coce scientific | That is its consolation. There
are men in our day who put out their own
eyes, and boast that their darkness is light.
This is about the highest achievement of
“ modern science,” which is not modern, since
in every point it is only the reverberation of
pagan echoes of two thousand years ago, «We
cannot find out God,” said the ancients, ¢ We.
are equally impotent,” say the moderns, It
is not a discovery which had or has much
interest for. cither. .- And therefore they never
make it They will not cmploy the means.
Yet a mnn mwht a8 well attempt to race with
au eagle in mid-air, as hope to find out God by.
any other sciontific process than that which
He has put within the reach of all. And for
this reason the ouly practicl discovery of the
dreary and impious philosophy of our day,
affects to apply religion the lame methods of
its own bastard “science,” is this extremely
useful and exhilarating proposition, that it
was not God who made man, but man who
made God ! o

These remarks are suggested to us by an
article in the Pull Mall Ga:cttc . Inall which
does not relate to relizgion it is perhaps the
most acute, and certainly. the most sagacious of
English journals, Whea it talks about religion
a subject which it would do well to avoid, it
reminds us of the saying of that most facetious
of human apes, Voltaire, that “if God made
man to I{is own image, man has reversed the
process.”” Rationalists "and 'sectariés agree in
this, that they make God, as Voltaire suggest-
ed, exactly like themselves. The first repro-
sent Him as unable to make Ilimself known
to His own creatures, and the second as equal-
ly unable to keep His own adorable revelation
from odious corruption, and His own all holy
Church from shameful error and decay. It is
hard to say whica is the most unpleasant
blasphemy of the two. The latter isincontest-
ably the more ridiculous. Rationalists only
decry that God has made a revelation, but
sectaries insist that though He made one, He
allowed it to be subverted almost from the
beginning, and abandoned Iis most devoted
servants, in all ages, to shameful errors and
corruptions. That was His way of rewarding
their tender love and holy zeal. In other
words, the first contend that He is unknow-
able, and the second that He is not worth
knowing.- On. this occasion we have to deal only
with the first.  ZThey summon what they
call ““science”- to their- aid, and a very droll
science itis. ¢ Theiscience of religion, says
the Pall Mall, ¢ though of comparatively re-
cent origin, has firmly established its eluim to
recognition,”” The best proof of it is, that it
has triumphantly banished religion to the ne-
bulous sphere of sentiment, and demonstrated,

to its own serene and jubilant satisfaction, thnt

| there never was and never can be any deﬁmte'

religious truth,. And this it establishes by
putting out of court -all the witnesses- who
alone havea right to be heard,—because for.
eighteen centunes they alon hnve never varied
in their- testxmony,—and Judgmg religion. by,
the meoherent talk of men who differ more

-about God's revelatlons to man than they do

about nnythmv else, - . It would be Just a8 eagy
to banish nstronomy or ehemlstry from the

reserves for the 19 hlnst m:ke thislook serious, ; oirele of scicnces, by quoting only those who

! 'Bho world ds “fot mich the bet- 1

.and pot seldom in that, ‘the so-called science is |

theory on aeompreh srve,goner zatmn, ar~
nved,atby o careful observation; axlx]ysrs, nnd
companson of the" larvest posslble humber of
réligions, phenomena ’-’—wrthout e “smallest
«doubt -of its own-capacity ‘to intejpret them,

Yet there. is one- phenomenon, of ust dlmen-.
sions, and absolutely - unique in tha history of
human thought, of which thig sha]ow and; ﬂlp—
pant ¢ science’’ takes 1o aoconm whatever

though it is the most prodmous psehycolowrenl
fact 1 human hrstory From :he hourin
which' the' Christian revelntlon\wns ‘made, |
though it was falsely and variously 1nterpreted
outside the Church, within her fdd, which is
now conterminous with the habiable world,

and embraces men of every race;‘ﬂnd tongue,

countless millions of men have ewer been, and
are at this hour, in all which relate of revealed
dognia, “ of one heart and one mind.” This s
ascientific phenomenon of considenble gravity.

Only fools or knaves weuld affectto ignore it.

Ornly a baseless and euperficial' philosopby
wonld pass it by, It solicits expf;n\nation. It
gives the lie to “the modern schools,” by a
more cogent than any mathematiczl demonstra-
tion, for it proves, with more than scientific
rigor, that there is a deposit of constant, cer-
tain, and immutable religious truths, and
that in every age, and under all con-
dition of mental character, men are able
to receive it. It proves, also, ps L.eibnitz
Kepler, Newton, and Pascal, ~saw and
proclaimed, that the gift by which these
truths are embraced is not human reason, but
divine faith, “ There is no such thing,” re-

plies the rationalist, perfectly indifferent to the
fact that he is contradicting not only the general
testimony, but the actual expertence of thousands
of millions of human beings, includisg the
most vigorous and cultivated minds of every
land and every age. When Woodsworth spoke
of «the ape philosophy,” he must have been
thinking of the mingled folly and impudence
of a braggart “school,”” which insists that every-
body must be ag ignorant as itself, denies the
spiritual powers which it does not understand,
and mocks the supernataral gifts which it does
no so much as wish to possess. Even Mr.
Huxley tells this pretentious school, of which
he is one of the oracles, that “averything inits
ultimate apalysis is mystery,”” If this is true
even of the material, how can it, be etherwise
than true of the splrrtual world? And what
can be¢ more grossly unphilosophical than to
deny or dispute ‘ phenomena” which belong to
the spiritual order, under thc pretence that
they have no existence—which the collective
testimony of the human race disproves, —and
could not be classified if they had ? - *“ There
is no conflict,” says the writer in the Pall Mall
“ between scicnce and religion,” and why?
because “ when a proposition becomes capable
of demonstration it ccases to be an article of
faith and passes from the domain of religion.”
Therefore, he adds, it is idle to quarrel with
theology, which is oniy ‘“the unsuccessful at-
tempt to reduce to a scicatific formula that
which by its very nature is incapable of the
transformation,” To which we need only reply
that impiety is always doomed to be irrational
always assumes what it cannot prove, denies
what it does not value, and can only maintain
its indictment against the conclusions of en-
lightened reason, and the testimony of instruct-
ed conscience, by a system of intemperate ne-
uations which the authentic history of the
human soul convicts of falsehood, and which
hos no more c'aim to the name of ¢ science *' than
it has to that of religion or morality,

THE SYLLABUS.

The IPitness is constantly harping on the
Syllabus. It has become like the * Conies-
sional’ ¢ Idolatry' &c., to the pages of our
contemporary. If the Witness read Mr, New-
man on the Syllabus it.might induce it to Do
somewhat milder in its tone.

In his letter to the Dnke of Norfolk in the
Gladstone Coutroversy, Dr. Newmen says:
The virtue of the Syllabus, then, liesin its
references ; but of these Dr. (ladstone has
certainly avniled himself very little.  Yet, in
order to see the nature and extent of the con-
demnation passed on'any proposition of the
Syllabus, it is absolutely necessary to turn over
the passage of the Allocution, Encyclical, or
other.document, in which the condemuatwn is
found ; for the wording of the errors which
the Syllabus contains is to be mterpreted by
its references. Instead of this' Mr. 'Glad.
'stone uses forms of speech about the. Syllabus
.which only exoite in me fresh wonder. Indeed,
‘he speaks upon these ecclesmstxcal subjects
generally in a style in which priests and par:
‘ageused by their enemies of ons are s speaking
«of geology. For mstanee the Syllnbus, as..we
"have scen it, is a list or index; but he oalls'it
\(,extraordmnry deelnrntxons” p. 21, How
‘oan & list of Errors-be a series” ot‘ Pontlﬁeal
¢ Declarations ?” By

' spealrmg of & Declaratrons ’he wag refernno
-1 the anthorrtatlve statements . Which T Jhaye ac.
|ohbed™ Hirk 4 neglecting Wxth all’ my

to

‘heart

-bnt then let us see how those etnteménts fulﬁl

the ehnrnoter ‘he"“gives of them, He
ealls them « Extrnordmary declaratrons on
personal and . private , dnty,” P.- 21, .and
“stringent . condemnation,” p, 19, ‘Now,

I eertmnly ‘must - ‘grant, that some are
stringent, but only some, One of the mogt
severe that I have found among them is thag
1n the Apostoho Letter of June 10th, 18;,1

against some heretic pnest out at lea, whose
elaborate work -in six volumes against the
-Curia - Romang, - is pronounced to be in itg
various statements, ‘seandalous, false schismati.
“eal, mJunous to the Roman Pontiffs and  Ecu.
menical Councils, impious and heretical,” Tt
well deserved to be called by these names,

which are Bot- terms of abuse, but each with its
definite meaning; and, if Mr. Gladstone, 1n
speaking of the condemnatrons, had conﬁned his
epithet « stringent "' to it, no one would have

complained of him. And another severe con-
demnation is that of the works of Professor
Nuytz.” But let us tusn to some other of the
so-called condemnations, in -order to ascertain
whether they. answer to' bis general description
of them,

1. For instance, take his own 16 (the 77th
of the “erroneous Propositions.”). «It is no
longer expedient that- the Catholic Religion
should be established to’ the exclusion of all
others.” When we return to the Allocution,
which is" the ground of “its being put in the
Syllabus, what do we find there? Rirst, tha
the Pope was speaking, not of States univer.
sally, but of one- particular State, Spain, de.
finitely-Spain ; secondly, he was not speaking
of the proposition in -question directly, or dog-
matiocally, or separately, but was protesting
against the breach. in many ways of the Con-
cordat on the part of the Spanish government ;
further, that he was not referring to any theo-
logical work containing in, nor contemplating
any proposition ; nor, on the otlier hand, using
any word of condemnation at all, nor using any
harsher terms of the Govermment in question
than those of ¢ his wonder and bitterness,”
And again, takidz the Pope’s remonstances as
it stands, is it any great cause of complaint to
Englishmen, who so lately were so severe in their
legislation upon Unitarians, Catholics, unbe-
lievers and others, that the Pope does merely
not think it expedient for every state from this
time forth to tolerate every sort of religion on
his territory, and to disestablish the Church at
once ? for this is all that he denies, As in
the instance of the foregoing section, he does
but deny a universal, which the ¢ erroncous pro-
position” asserts without any explanation.

2. Avother of Mr. Gladstone's ¢ stringent
Condemnations" his 18th, is that of the Pope’s
denial of the proposition that the Roman Pon-
tiff can and ought come to terms with Progress,
Liberalism, and the New Civilization.” We
turn to the Ailocution of March 18, 1861, and
find there no formal condemnation of this Pro-
position. The Allocution is 2 long argument
to the effect that the moving parties in that
Progress, Liberalism, and new civilization,
make use of it so senously to the injury of the
Faith aod the Church, that it is both out of
the power, and contrary to the duty of the Pope
to come to terms with tkem, Nor would these
prime movers themselres differ from him here;
certainly in this country it is the common ery
that Liberalism is and will be the Pope’s des-
truction, and they wish and mean it so to be.
This Allocution on the subject is at oace dig-
nified, and touching; and we cannot conceive
how Mr. Gladstone should make stringency his
one characteristic of these condemnations, es-
pecially when after all there is here no condemna-
tion at all,

3, Take, again, Mr., Gladstone’s 15th—
‘¢ That the abolition of the Temporal Power of
the Pomedom would he highly advantageous to
the Church.” WNeither can we'find in the Pope’s
Allocution any formal condemnation whatever
of this ‘proposition, much less a ‘ stringent ”
one. Eventhe Syllabus doesno more in the
case of any of the cighty, than to call it an
¢« grror” and what the Pope himself says of
this particular is to warn and reprove [ monere et
reqarwuerel% those who applaud the decree by
which the Roman Pontiff has been despoiled of
all the honor and dignity of his civil rule, and
assert that the said decree, more than anythm¢r
else, conduces to the libérty and prosperity of
the Church itself.”—Alloc., April 20, 1846,

At page 122 he saye, © Now consldennt7 that
the Syllabus was intended for the BlShOpS who
were to be the interpreters of .it as the nead
arose to - their people, and it got bodily into
Euglish newspapers even before it was received
at many an episcopal residence, we shall not be
surprised at tho eommotlon which aocompnm-
ed its publioation,”

Bishop Fessler, Secretary General of the
Vatican' Couneil, .in 'his work on ¢True and
False Intulhblhty," a work™ approved by ‘the
late Pope in a Brief prefixed to it, says p. 107,
Dr. Shulte assumes that the Syllabus with its
80, propositions is'one «of those papal definitions
of doctrine of which the ‘Vatioan Council speaks
in'its 4th Bession.  The assamption he has
failed te prove. .Dr. Shulte assumes it to be
80 a8 & fuot, whllst the truth of the ‘matter is
the fact is- enlled in questlon by the vravest
theologmns. s

"But it igg1l.th

me to’ our oontemporary,

it s the, Syilabus-~magic nt\me, .and. g0 it i

However, p2 rhaps ke would .,ay th..t, in,

denounced,



