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Fatil this bydes of ultra-fanaticiem s
ciushed we cannot expect to have that
sniente cordiale which should govern our
fives; andthe soonet the P. P. A, organs
die and their promoters return to the
obsourity out of which they came, the
better for Catholice and the better for

PBiotestants in Canada.
—— e

BOB INGERSOLL:

There is only ane criginal Col. Robert
Ingetsoll ; all imitations are bogu.a. Th-ia
gentleman bas evidently & special mis-
gion on eatth—sand it seems to us that it
is to prove the folly of all atheism, Af
all events were such his desire he could
fint aecomplish it in & better manner
than he i# doing. There are illogical
tneh, who at times afé miasters of
sophistry ; but Bob is illogical without
knowing it and hé does hot even carry
the sophist’s mask. Last week he went

on one of his petiodics] crusades sgainst |

teligion ; in othef Wwords the mania came
on him accompanied with ufiusual
spasms: He appested in the Star Theatre
in the evening ; tinlike Lucifer, the “star
of the fhorning,” he becamé att evening;
a twilight twinkler; a hefald of night,
His subject was : * What Must We Do to
Be Saved?” A vety peculiar question
{or & man to ask who professes ftot to be-
hieve in salvation. It would take up too
thuch space; and might not prove of any
great benefit, wéte we to trouble our
readers with an account of the kaleidos-
copio contradictions that throng his lec-
ture; however, we will amuse ourselves
#ith a few of his absurdities. To begin
with, let us take the following s

w1t is dangetots not to think. There
is no subject too holy to be investigated.
Thert i only one worsbip, ahd that is of
justice. The doctiine of endless punish-
ment 1 despise and defy. From the
aspersions of the pulpit I would seek to
rescue the Deity.” i i

There is & sample of wisdom and

eridition. Only two classes of people do
hot think—idiots and atheists, It would
be impossible to prevent aby other in-
dividual from thinking. Even Ingexsoll
could not check & thought from flashing
through the mind of & man. The mind
~or sonl—is only a breath of God, and
yet this creature, who is impotent to
prevent the image from thinking, would
have the audacity to attempt the destrue-
tion of the Creator of that mind. For
such men it is often very dangerous to
think; because their minds are not
evenly balanced and their thoughts
may upset their remnant of equilibrium.
“There i8 no subject too holy to be in-
vestigated”—he meaus to be desecrated.
Ho only acknowledges the worship of
justice, Mark that welll We will see
in a few moments that the man either
does not know what he is talking about,
or el:e he does not understand the Eng-
lish language., While despising the doc-
trine of endless punishment, he proposes
to explain how men are to escape it, by
telling them what they must do to be
gaved, “ From, the aspersions of the
pulpit” he would “seek to rescue the
Deity.” But he says that “God is & non-
entity,” that “ there is no Deity.” So
he is going to rescue a ‘“nathing * from
the attacks of an institution purposely
created for the glorification of the same
Deity. What a wouderful Don Quixote
In the arena of religion! Not a bad be-
gimning for this re-constructor of the
universe, But let us proceed !

After slapping at the Oatholics, biting
&t Episcopalians, sneering at Methodiste,
and ridiouling Presbyterians, the sage
8¥8 that— : S

- “God is represented on the oross. as
han forgiving His murderers, and yet,
Uineteen centuries afterward, as God,

& will, it is said; damn. honest men
for the expression of  their -thought: If

there is & God He will be metcifal tothe
merciful; and upon that rook 1 statid.”

A thile ago the only religion he re-
coguized was that of fusticé, now it is one
of metcy that he is ready to stand by.
‘Who eter pretended that God would
condemn * honest then” for “the ex-
preasion of their thoughts ?* It is exactly
their sincerity and honesty that will save
them, Decidedly God will be merciful
to the fietsiftl~He has prcclaimed it
times numberless. But where would be
Bob Ingersoll's religion of jusficé if God
Were merciful to the unmerciful? A
while ago the ranting atheist was
parading his faith based on justice, and
justice alone; now he wants mercy,
-without justice. Probably bhe has s
slight idea that he will be more in need
.of mercy some day than of the justice
Jpure and simple.

The next paragraph, in this mossic of
nonsende atid contradictions, is really
¥ich ¢

“ When they bad God in the Constitu-

tion, Col. Ingetsoll thotight there would
be no toom for ©other folks.’ ¥

The “ other folka ” must consist of Col.
Robert Ingersoll and a few of his little
imitators, for they are the otly persons
Who wish to take God out of the conati-
tution. All other people—Christians,
Jews, Mahometans—find that there is
Iots of room for themmselves, even with
the presenice of the Almighty. Probably
Ingeraoll is like Lucifer; who considered
tbat heaven was not large enongh for
God and himself, and as a result dis-
covérsd that God carved out a place
sufficiently lafge tv hold the rebel for all
eternity,

We said that we would amuse our
selves with this lecture ; it is on a very
serious topio, but the absurdity of the
statements made and the folly of the
man making them, put all serious dis-
cussion out of the guestion. Just tead
this, as a sample of legislative wisdom ;
the author of it would bie & atatesman if
he were not sffected by the orb of night

“T would liketoseea law,”” hesaid, “that
no gitl could be allowed to take the veil
and renounce the joys of the world, In
a free country no one should be per-
mitted to keep 8 penitentiaxy for God.
Wherever there is a schoglmaster to hold
& torch thereis a priest to blow it out.”

Evidently it is in the name of liberty
that Ingersoll speaks. He would have a
law passed that would so restrict the
liberty of conscience and freedom of
action in a girl, that she could not make
a choice of life—unless that choice cor-
responded with Bob Ingersoll's ideas.
At present no girl is obliged to take the
veil ; a girl is at perfect liberty to do so
or not—just as her conscience, or incli-
nations, her desires, dictate. If she takes
the veil she does it in virtue of the lib-
erty which sbe enjoys. But the emanci-
pating Bob would have & law passed that
would not allow her to select a religious
life. There is a sample of this man’s con-
sistency. “Wherever there is a school-
master to hold a torch there is & priest
to blow it out.” Who li¢t the torch for
the school-master? Was it not the
priest ? And what about the torch when
o priest isto holdit? As a rule the
"s%’e man is school-master and priest at
once. Excuse the expression, Mr. Inger-
goll, but we can find none other to pro-
perly characterize your expressions—not
jdeas, for you have none—RQT|
_ In all the potpouri of words we find
the following the nearest approach to
gomething reasonable—and yet it is such
& poor imitation of the model that
Ingersoll would not dare acknowledge
that it seems almost & sin to think of
the two in the one moment.

“It is better to understand how to
cook,” s:id Col. Ing,eruoll, “ than to un-

derstand theology.

"Our readers are well acquainted with

that simple and besutiful passage in the

first chapter of “The Imitation,” in
.which we ars taught the hollowness
of knowledge without virtue. Here is a
Poor parody of the idea, by & man whose
sense of the true and good is entirely
deadened—that is to say if it ever had
life. But taking Ingersoll’s remark as it
stands, let us see what the result would
be if his ideas prevailed. There iz no
doubt but that for & cook “it is better to
understand how to cook than to under-
stand theology.” In fact she or he don’t
want to know any theology; it would
only be an injury. A little learning is
& dangerous thing;” as we see exem-
plified in Ingersoll. But all men and
women cannot be cooks—there must be
people of other trades and professions,
It would be more sensible to say “it is
better to understand how to cook than
to understand law.” And there is need
of lawyers as well as cooks in the world.
In fact the cook would have & hard time
performing the eulinary functions if
there were no butchers, bakers and
grocers to supply the material. On the
ground of his own assertion it would be
bettex for Mr, Ingemoll (and for the
world} if he knew more about cooking
than he pretends toknow about theology,
and hired with some Ilumber firm to
look after the eookery department of a
shanty. He would be doing good, earn-
ing an honeat living, filling bodies, but
not damning souls. Bob evidently has
an idea that 4 good che/ is superior in
every way, socially, morally, inteliectu-
ally, and even physically, to a master of
theology. Now this is a natural couclu-
gion for the Colonel f{o arxriveat. You
gee, he does not believe in God, 8o, In his
eyes, theology is & very useless science;
but he has an almighty belief in and
love for his helly, and, of course, the
gcience of cooking is quite a practical
one,

There are fully two dozen more such
crazy bstatements—the cutcome of a
fevered brain—but we will close with
his own closing remarks :

“ Suppose death does eud all? Next
to eternal joy is eternal sleep, I will
leave my dead where nature leaves

them. Whatever flower of hope springe
in my heart I will cherish.”

Suppose death does not end all? Next
to eternal joy is eternal misery. That
in the way to look at it, Robert. There
is no “supposing” about it. If you are
not sure that death ends all—then you
are a fool to take it for granted and act
as if it were the case. “ I will leave my
dead where nature leaves them.” That
is to the worms and the corruption of
the earth. The flower of hope that
springs in such a heart would need con-
siderable cherishing; for it is set in
very sterile eoil. So this great humani-
tarian, this wonderful man who knows
nothing about God or eternity, yet who
blasphemes the former and ridicules the
Iatter, is content to leave his dead to the
fate that nature has in store for them.
We would be long sorry to think that
our dead were to be & mere mass of cor-
ruption and that their’s was the sleep of
annibilation. If we thought so, no
flowers of hope would ever spring in cur
heart to be cherished. Welove our dead
00 much for that. Cold-hearted, prayer-
Jess, remorseless, unnatural man! You
not only would rob the world of God
and the human race of religion, but in-
dividually you would rob us of our great-
est consolation., You would steal from
us the faith in the happiness of our
dead; you would have us believe that
the innocent being we cherished more
thaa life is not amongst God's angels;
that the dear friends we loved are nok
enjoying the rewards of well-spent lives !
Out on such a man! He isan enemy to
God ‘and soolety! He is the enemy of
‘every father, mother and child in the

lend! Poor monster; God help him |

A REJOINDER.,

LAst wEEK'S ¢ British Canadian” gives
us the benefit of two columns and a half
on the editorial page. The éditoris over
generous with bher space. We cannot
afford that much. In fact all that theee
two columns and & half contain could be
reduced to as many lines. Evidently
our notice of that organ in a recent issue
was a god-send to the editor, for she
makes the most of it, and spreads out the
reply to the utmost limit of ita elasticity.
Considering that we have something
more serious to do than attempting the
construction of & sylogysm, for that lady,
out of her confusion of ideas and mix-
ture of quotations and assertions, we will
simply reduce the whole article to ita
natural limits. The only argument is
this : Rome classes marriage as a sacra-
ment ; & sacrament is a source of grace ;
her priests are deprived of that source of
grace ; therefore Rome is wrong in stipu-
Iating celibacy of the clergy. Divested
of all superfluous language the above
contains about the sum and substance of
the article. We say, in reply, marriage
is a sacrament ; a sacrament is a source
of grace; but there are sacraments that
are necessary and others that are not
absolutely necessary, in every oase, to
salvation. Bapiism is necessary for al],
because it effaces the original sin; Pen.
ance is necessary for all who have fallen
into sin, after having attained the age of
reason; Eucharist is necessary as the
moat powerlul source of grace; Confirma-
tion is not absolutely neceseary unto
salvation, but is a great auxiliary in im-
parting sirength and grace, and is there-
fore of neoessity when it can be obtained ;
Extreme Unction is not absolutely neces-
sary, but it is a grand security for the
soul going forth to meet ita Creator, and
should be received when such ia posaible ;
Holy Orders and Matrimony sare not
pecessary for all. For the one whose
vocation is the Church, and who feels
that God has called him to the exercise
of Sacerdotal functions, the sacrament of
Holy Orders is absolutely necessary,
For the one whoae vocation is the mar-
riage state, and who feels that God has
ordained that he should serve Him in
that life, the Bacrament of Matrimony js
of absolute necessity. But the two
vocations conflict; the two sacraments
cannot be received simultaneously by
the same individual. In certain cases,
when death dissolves the marriage tie,
Holy Orders may be received by the sur-
vivor, but not while the marriage-bond
exists, Thereason why they conflict, is
that the one taking Holy Orders makes
e vow of celibacy, and the reception of
Matrimony would necessitate the viola-
tion of that vow and entail a perjury and
& sacrilega. The distinction between &
sacrament that is absolutely necessary
unio salvaiion and one that s only rela-
tively necessary must be taken. By the
way, the lady editor of the “ British
Canadian ” has entirely ignored the dis-
tinction that we drew between the mar-
riage of our own parents and the one that
she claims to have undergone. As to
the recent apostate, we have nothing to
gay agaiost his character; we simply re-
iterate our statement that marriage has
been (according even to Mrs. Shepherd)
the motive that impelled almost all
fallen priests to abandon the Church;
and we expect to hear of Mr. Van
Lobeck’s marriage, in the near future,
as another piece of evidence confirming
our statement. Unless Mrs. 8. induces
him not to marry in order to confound

us.
AR

The new Government of Newfound-
land bas requested the British Govex.:n-
ment to send & royal commission to in-

vestigate the colony’s affairs.



