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order to mesist in détecting the
murderers of the police inspector on
the first day, and that there ought
to be some sort of & bargain between
Me, Thomss and himseli—Mr.
Thomas to find evidence in Ireland
against the earller murders and
Mr. Lloyd George to investigate
seriously the charge against the later
murderers. The flret absurdity here
fs the offensive insinuation that
anything hae been, or is ever in the
lenst likely to be, lacking on Mr.
Thomas's part in the discharge of
every British citizen's ordinary duty
of helping the police to detect crime
wheneVer called on to do so. More
unpardonable still is the unmistak-
able suggestion that the diecharge of
the Government's slementary duty
ol preventing men in ite uniform
from murdering inoffensive work.
men may rightly be in some degree
conditional on the discharge of o
quite distinct duty, in a different
case, by o private oitizen with whom |
the Premier finde himeelf fencing in |
Parliament. Me. Lloyd (;eorge'
certainly promised some sort ot!
inquiry into the Mallow murders, |
but he made the promise almost |
worthless by avowing in the smn»‘sﬁ
speech that his Government Bhll‘
shirke poablishing the Striskland
Qeport on the incendiariem by |
ixregular police at Cork. He talked
as if there had been some sort of |
dragtio effort o restore ripline,
or, &) any rate, reduce the frequency |
of felony in the public service, atier
fhe Strickiand inguiry. The Mallow
murdsrs show what the effort was
worth. The whole record of arson
and murder, in riveley with the
areon and murder of the private
criminals of Ireland, from Balbrig-
gan to Mallow, shows that unhappily |
these gecret investigations by the
superior officere of the criminale
involved, and the ‘“very severe
measures”’ declared by Mr. Lloyd
George to follow them, bave been
ineffectual ae deterrents. But really
80 long ae the Government bas the
responeibility for the notorious |
“Weekly Summary,” with its obvious |
encouragements to crime among the
Irish guerilla police, it is hardly
worth while to discuss the measure |
of gerioneness in the Premier's faint |
and equivocal dieclaimers. A Gov

ernment that allows ite officiale to
circulate incentives to misconduct
among its own armed forces can
only pase, among the other Govern- |
ments of the world, as & Government
of bad charaoter, not their own

equal, and not to bs regarded as a
desirable friend. It is chiefly in the
case of America that this rapid loss |
of caste is immediately injoring our |
national interests. Contempt for |
our Government's performance in |
Ireland is visibly lessening,

aigcip

from |
month to month, the chance of that |
substantial golidarity of the Englieh- |
speaking nations which held out a |
tew years ago, the best hope for our |
national satety and for the world's
peacs. Bul, in the eyes of every |
other civilized nation as well, we are |
going downbill, and they look on |
and wonder how far we shall go |
down this slope that Prussia has
travelled to the bottom.—The Man-
chester Guardian, Feb, 18, |
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DIVORCE PROHIBITION |
iimaligloiiep ‘
FATHER O'GORMAN REPLIES TO |
COMMENTS ON ANTI-DIVORCE |
PAMPHLETS ‘:
Toronto Daily 8tar, Feb. 19 }
J. O'Gorman, D.C. L., of |
Ottawea, who recently issued an |
appeal for cppoeition to establish- |
ment of divorce courts in Canada,
today contributed a further state-
ment on the subject to The Star, as |
follows : |
A month ago copies of a pamphlet
“Divorce in Canada, An Appeal to |
Protestants,” were sent out by the
publishere, the Catholic Truth'Society
ot Canada, to the prese. At hhe|
request of The Star I will now con- |
sider gome of the characteristic com. |
ments the appeal elicited. Its recep. |
tion bas been, with few exceptions,
courteous and conciliatory, [ am |
coavinced that an understanding
between Catholice and Protestants on |
this vital national issue is ag possible [
a8 it is neceesary. A beginuing has |
been made: [ think it should be
followed up by both sides. When we
finally exhaust the common ground |
ot sgreement and arrive face to face |
with fuodemental religious differ. |
encer, we can agree to disagree in |
peace.
OHARACTRRISTIC

[EN

Rev. J.

|
EDITORIAL
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On January 24
contained a two oo
the pamphlet, and the other Toronto |
dailies gave about a column apiece. |

A Canadian Prees despatch, dated
from Toronto the same day, an.
nounced the launching of the appeal.

On January 24, the Mail and
Empire, in an editorial congratulat- !
ing the Prime Minister's parents, Mr.
and Mrs. Joseph Meighen, on their
golden wedding, made the following
pertinent comment :

“Willoccasions for golden weddings
be tewer fifty years hence than they
are now ? The progress of medical
soience in its war against diseass
and the incrensing knowledgs of the
lawd™ of health give us reason to
expect thad the average length of life
will be extended. But what about
the growing volume of business to
be despatched by divorce courts ? It
is no lees than alarming, and we
hope that Rev, Dr. O'Gorman’s
‘ Appeal to Protestants’' to vontrol
the divorce evil may lead to good
results.”

FEARED POLITICAL CAPITAL

The Toronto Star |
nmn sammary of |

Next day (Jan, 25 ) the Toronto
World viewed the question from the

political angle : “Rev. Dr. O'Gorman

{8 quite within his righte in publish.
ing a pamphlet on the subject of
divorce in Canada, and he has com

mitted no offense in securing the |

imprimatar or
bishop MoNeil.

" Whether its publication at this
particular time be expedient fie
another question. We would not be
surprised to see this pamphlet
referred to in the West Peterboro
election, and,
translation by a number of people

approval of Arch.

who have not or will not take the |

trouble to read it."”

The World's fears are groundless.
West Peterboro concerned itself with
other questione. The divorce court
bills of the last two sessions were
merely private bille, The Govern
ment bas no intention of introducing
a divorce bill. It will appear before
parliament again as a private mem
bex's bill, and hence is not a party or
political issue.

indeed, given a free |

| the common good.
| admitted ( with the Catholic Chuarch

againet the law of Canada. Christ
expressly eanctioned the use of
wine ; yet we have passed a law for-
bldding ite use, because it is con-
sidered by the majority that the
general use of wine today is not for
Even if it be

I bold it cennot) that Christ for
their hardoese of heart suffered His
disciples to put away their wives on
account of fornication, He certainly
did not command them to do so, If
we have passed a law forbidding
wine at the wedding fenst, we can
pase o law forbidding divorce atter
the wedding feast.

When Christianity came into the
world, both slavery and divorce were
incorporated into the social struc-
tare. Christianity tolerated slavery;
instend of abolishing it at once by
& social cataclysm it taught a moral
code which must ultimately result,
ag it did, in the abolition of slavery.
Admit or suppose that Christ toler-

9 P

HIS EMINENCE DENNIS

J

ARDINAL DOL

GHERTY

The Anglican organ, the Canadian :

Churchman (Jan, 27), entirely agrees
with the thesis upheld, but stated its
unwiilingness to co operate with
Catholice owing to the Quaebec mixed
marriage question,

The Hawmilton Herald
of Feb. 5 ) thinks that the pampllet
asked for too much. It saye:

" Any arguments against the pro
posal ( to establish divorce courts
are timely and worthy of attention,
for the question is a debatable one.
But it ie rather late inJthe day to go
further and start an o ation against
the institution of divorce.”

THE PROHIBITION OF DIVORCH

The immediate quastion which
wae before parliament last session

| and which will be before parliament

this ssssion, is undoubtedly whether
greater facilitiee should be granted
for the *obtaining of divorce for
adaltery, the increajed facility t

in this cuse, divorce courts

Ontaric and Prince Edward Ielaad,
But before deciding for or against
groater facilitiee, one must first agree
asd to whether the thing to be facili-
tated be good or evil. Now every
body almits that divorce is an evil.

Apart altogether from religion, ethics |
condemns it as againgt the interests |
of the family and of him for whom |

the family chiefly exists, namely, the
child.

Hamilton Herald put it in the above-
mentioned editoria!, " sometimes a
necessary evil.”

Half of Christendom,
other hand, claims that
that it can never be
But whethex A necessary
unnecessary evil, it should be
restrioted a8 much as pose'ble.
Here ngain everybody agreee. If we
have within recent yeara prohibited
by drastic laws things in themselves
good, though dangeroue, such as

on the

| wine and whie key, the idea of pro
| hibiting a thing admitted by nll to

be evil, should not appear foo radical
In any case, eince divorce is avil it
ssoms8 oaly reamsonable to propose
form of restrictive legislation
it it does pot immediately
destroy, will at least diminieh, this
evil. In the pamphlet ona euch
ggestion was proposed or rather
d, for I lay claim to no novel

views on this question,
MAKES

Will Parliament pass & law con-
demning to the peaitentiary for a
period of years a wife or @ husband
coavicted of adultery by a divorecs
court ? This would be but slight
punishment for the injury done to
the State through the disrupiion of
a Canadian family. Men ace eent
there for much less. By this effsct.
ive quarantine the divorce disease
would bs controlled. After various
regirictive lawe had bsen for gome
time in force, public opinion, it
sufliciently organized on this ques
tion, would ultimately sanction the
toval prohibition ot divorce.

There is nothing to
Protestant who believes tha' divorce
for adultery is not against the law
of God, from voting in favor of

ADULTERY PENAL OFFENCE

measure which would make

(editorial |

The most that any of its |
detenders claim is that it is, as the | bl
| mble.

it is 80 evil |
necessary. |
or |

prevent a |

| dispcse of one objection, not mem-

| Several

a | minister
it | Quebec law was nol merely the
|

ated divorce in the onse of fornica- |
tion. Surely, even in that oase, His ‘
ideal of marringe, as the union of |
one husband and ona wife in one |
flesb, a union made by God and not |
to be put asunder by man, a union |
which must not b2 sullied even by |
degire, was intended to eliminate
divorce. Surely this ideal heas been |
long enough before Christians to
justity the legislative prohibition of
divorce. Hence I connot agree with
the Hamilton Herald that the pam
phlet asked for too much.

I bave before me o score of news
paper clippinge giving extrecls or |
summaries of views expressed by

Protestant micisters on ths subject

treated in the pampblet. The gen
eral tone of these references is quite
friendly, Thus, for example

Dr. Salem G. Bland, pastor of
Broadway Methodist Tabernacle,
juoted by The Star of February
8 having eaid ‘I have read oare

fully Dr. O'Gorman’'s appeal, I

honor and sympathize with him and
the Roman Catholic Church, in its |
deep sense ol the sacredness of |
marriage, yet regret that in some

respects I have to differ.”” 1 do not
propose to catalogue and c iticize |
these differences. My arguments
against divo: ca are already given in |
the pamphlet. It would be, I think,
more helpful to summarize the points
of ngreement and to estimate what
measure of co.operation is prob-

Rav,
the
is

Bat first of all, it might be well to

tioned in the essay because extran
eous to the question, yet neverthe- |
less present in the minds of perhaps
most of ite Protestant readers and
determining to no mean extent
their attitude towards it. I refer to
the Qaebes mixed marriage laws.
have stated that if this
question were dieposed of greater co
operation wouid be forthcoming
'HE QUEBEC MARRIAGE
An impresgion was abroad tlmb‘
the Quebec marriage laws wers im- |
posed by a Catholic mejority on z\‘
Protestant minority, that they give |
gpecial privileges to the Catholie |
Church, that they were unfair l,.J]
|
[
|
|

LAWS

Protestants becausae they did not
recognize that a Profestant minister
was authorized by law to perform a
mixed marringe, and that finally, |
thies last disability was due to the|
Ns Temers. I mattersed little that |
these four assumptions were ground-
less ; they wer2 believed. Yet the
Quebeo marriege lawe were drawn
up in 1866, by the parliament, not of
the province of Quebse, but of the
former province of Canada, a parlia-
meut which had a Protestant
majority, and these lawe thus paesed
by Protestants have remainad to this
day, anchanged. They councede no
right to the Catholic Church which
they do not at the same time con-
ceda to the Protestant Churches, and
the Jewish, They are in no way
unfair to Protestants haviog always
recognized the legality of mixed
marringes no matter whether the
celebrant wae a parish priest or a
Protestant minister, That mixed
marriages  before Protestant
were valid before the

a

| counpeil

| griev

| validly o

| elvil code of Quebe

| Protestant
| empowered by the law of tne land to
| marry fwo Catholics.

| Church

| expressaly

| mattex

| disruption

| of
| social
| issued o resclution to that effect at

unanimous opinion of the Canadian
supreme courb in 1912: (reports of
the supreme court of Canada, vol.
xlvl, p. 188); it was algo, ns the
minister of justice affirmed in parlia.
ment in the 1911 debate, unques-
tioned in the jurieprudence and law
of Quebec. Nor did the Ne Temere
decree affect in the slightest the
olvil law of the province of Quebeo.
It affected it no more than 1t affected
the law of the province of Ontario.
The word " hitherto " in article 127
of the oivil code of Quebae, excludes
from recognition any ecolesinstioal
impediment, established by any
church after the date of the promulga.
tion of the code (1866) ag Hon, Q. J.
Doherty, in the same debate, informed
the House of Commons, (Debates of
the House of Commons, 1911-12, vol.
1, p. 1,469), These four grievances
againgt Quebec were then unreal
grievances; yot they were formed
into a bogeyman. Aslate as January
the Vancouver World, in an
editorial, made a great grievance of
the fact (?) that »n mixed marriage is
clvilly invalid in Quebec. The privy
decision in the Tremblay
case, Feb, 11, 1921, disposes forsver

25,

{ of this bogey.

\ GRIEVANCE DISPELI

LED

Certain Protestants had two other
. againset (uebee, which
are likewise dieposed of by this
remarkable decieion of t Inw lords
of the privy council. The first was
that o Pro tant micister might not
two Catholics,
to see wherein this wase
Al any rate the privy council upsets
6 number of (Quebec decisions and
decides that a Proteetant minieter is
qualified by law to marry two Catho
lice, It was doubtless the intention
of the framers of article 7 of the
to recognize the
rmatrimonial impedimente in force in
1866 in the Catholic, Protestant and

Ances

1€

v grievance,

19

| Jewish churches ; and Quebec judges
| have 8o interpreted this law in their
decisione ; however, this article is eo

poorly worded that the privy council

| does not give it this Interpretation,
| in view of other articles of the code
| which seems to take no cognizance

of it. Since February

minister in

11, 1921,
Quebec

a
is

That griev
ance, it grievance it were, now dis-

BPPOALS.

The flnal and perhaps greatest
grisvance against Quebec was thal

| the ecclesiastical courts of the Cath
| olic Church determined the canonical

validity of the marriage of Catholics
by the canon law of the Catholic
Now the recent decision of
the Privy Council, as cabled over,
defends this Catholic
procedure. ‘The law does not
interfere in any way with the juris-
diction of any ecclesiastical courts
of the Catholic religion over mem:
bers of thay community so far as
queations of conscience nre concerned

I fail |

had none. There were, from 18067.
1887, only 26 parliamentary divorces
in Ontario and Quebee, while there
were no less than 109 judicial
divorces in the other three provinces
whose combined population was less
than Ontario's alone. From 1906-1918
the ratio of poarliamentary divorces
in Ontario, Quebec and the prairie
provinces (which then had no divorce
courts) wae 1 divorce for every 23,002
persons, not each year, but for the
whole fourteen yeanrs; during the
same period the ratio of judicial
divorces In Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick and British Columbia was 1
divoroe for every 3,254 persons, The
refusal to grant a divorce may ocen-
slon an individual hardship but, as
Rev, Byron Stauffer said in a recent
interview publiched in The Star:
"Far better have a few people suffer
vicariouely than have our homes dis-
rupted.” As G. K, Chesterton put it
in one of hie latest books, ‘‘The
Superstitution of Divorce,” the
innocent party in extreme oases has
o right to release, but not to release
spelled with a hyphen.

It thoee oppoeed to divorce or
ganized, a8 the temperance people
organized, not! mersly
third attempt to
courts by a private bill fail this ses
eélon (ae it doubtlese will, if thes
take any interest in the matter
all,) but something practical would
be done to check the swamping of |
the Senate and of court
with application for the dissolat
f marriage. It will, I think, |
versally admitted that it is simply |
scandalous that acts of pa linment |
or decrees of courts should rewnrd
adulterers or adulteresses by permit- |
ting them t5 re-marry Far better
have nadultery declared » penal |
offense

This might be the first step in &
progreseive series of
legislation which wonld |
all reduce to nigh negligible pro- |
porticns the number of divorce |
applications and thus pave the way
for complete prohibitive lruinlutaou.\
Il nothing is done, there ia grave |
dapger that the senate should tire of \
dealing with the mnass of post war
applications for divorce, and simply
to gat rid of treating a plague zn.n‘
may be a8 transitory as influenza |
establish a permanent means of|
encouraging it. What would follow
in Ontario from the establishment of
a divorce court may be deduced from
the appalling record of the recently |
established coart in Manitoba. In
the present abnormal psriod throvgh |
which we are passing, we may have
a8 many a¢ one hundred parlin
mentary divorces annually for |
Ontario. Eestablish a divorcs courl |

establish

divorce
n

e uni

restrictive |
firet of

in Ontario and then we shall lmve“’

not one hundred divorces a year, but
soon one fthousand a year. As was
aptly said in last year's Senate |
debats: "We have to face a fright

fal flood of divorce caser, but it ia

| | only a passing and exceptional surge, |
but it gives them no civil operation. | due to

Whether porsons 8o affected choose | well known causes. Are we going to |

special, extracrdinary and

to recognize thoee decrees or not ie & | pocept the notion that to fase a

of individual choice
concerne themselves alone.
if one Catholic or two Catholics ba
married outside of the Catholic
Church, and afterwarde desire to
have the marriage cavonically recog
d, he or they must fiest of all
fulfil the conditions laid down by
the Catho ) h as pre.-requisite.
I'hese conditi lve, not the
of the union, an idea

and

nlze

condemned
ag scandal
ecclesi
olic Cht
‘has the inherend power !
to decide the conditions upon which
one may remain a
community,’ This dieposes of all
fhe objection that wes raised to the
Ne Temere.

but

W validat

its ocomplete

The

CO-OPERATION POSSIBLE

Now that the objections of some
to co operate with Catholics against
divorce, based upon the Quebee and
Catholic marriage laws, have been
dieposed of by no less an authority
than the judicial committee of the
privy ocouncil, the time is opporttne
for a combined effort against the
divorce evil. It may be useful to
summarize flrat of all our points of
agresment as evinoed by the recent
“appeal to Protestants.”

The coneensus of opinion is
opposed, flrst of all, to any extension
the grounds for divorce. The
service council of Canada

its London seseion on January 24,
1921, Secondly, a similar conssnsus
views with concerp any increase in
the number of divorces and is gener-
ernlly opposed to g ting greater
facilit for divc That the
establishment of a divorce would
grant greater fac 8 for divorce
is pretty generally realized. If
will be remembored that
was principally because " the
establishment of such a court will
tend to destroy tbe etability of the
home and encourage the dissolution
of the marriage tie,” that the legis-
lature of Prince Edward Island unan-
imously passed a vesolution against
the establisbment of divorce courts.
i\?r, Nickle, the member of Parlia

]

8

| ment who fathered the unsuccessful

divorce bill of 1919, admitted quite
frankly that it was ' to facilitate
divorce.,” KEverywhere in the world
the establishment of divorce courts
has increased divorce. Six times
more divorces are granted by divoroe
courts in one year in England than
wera granted in ovar 300 yeacs (1534
1857) by acts of Parliament,

)T RE

RELEASE, N LEASRE

It has been the same in Canada,
At Confederation, Nova Sootis, New
Brunswiock, and, when it entered,
British Columbia, had divorce courts,
Ontario and Quebce, then as now,

the Council of Trent |

| xe cede

|
|

Cath- |
rch, the privy council admits, |

member of that |

transient evil we should enact a

Hence | lasting harm ? The muddy flood will |
but th4 impairment of our |

social system would stay.”
JOHN O'Gorman.

CATHOLIC NEWS
FROM VARIOUS PARTS
WORLD

PARIS CABLE
W. (

(8}

Parie, Mar, 7. —A great gathering of
French cardinale and archbishops
woas held lest week Parie. The
deliberntions were presided over by
Cardinal
Cardinal Lucon,
archy, who is ill.

in

dean of the hier
The subject of the

deliberations was not made publio, |

but it is indubitable that the prelates
debated the future legal status of the
Church in France, and considered
the guarantees that muet bs asked
from the State if negotiatione are
undertaken after the restoration of
the embassy to the Vatican, with the
purpose of solving by conciliation
the difficulties raised by the Separa-
tion Bill,
PRELATES DECORATED

General Humbert, Governor of
Strasbourg, in the presence of the

would the |
divorce |

| appenl

| mieeions

| tion

Andrieu, in the absence of |

gerrison troope, conferred the rosette |
of an officer of the Leeion of Honor |

on Biehop Ruch,
former military
twentieth French army

Bishop Biney, of Soissones,
military chaplain, has been kn
Monsignor Charost, Coadjuto
Rennes and formorly Bishop of Lille
received in Lille the Star of the

of
chaplain

Strasbourg,
of the
corpe

for

| Legion of Honor from Da La Salle,

it |

who wag Mayor of Lille during the |
were |
ati- |

occapation. The oceremonies
attended by manifestations g
tude to the courageous bishops on
the part of the population.
DUBLIN CABLR

(By N, C. W. C. Sp
Dublin, Mar. 7.—The
boycott, beirg carried on by the
Catholicsa ot Ireland in protest
againet the treatment of their oco-
religionists in Belfast, is haviog a
grave effeot upon many parés of
Ulster. Belfpst's commercial out
look daily grows more depressing,
and fears prevail in the north that,
when partition is actually attempted,
conditions will become worse. A
prominent pabliciet etates that no
Bellast goods now find their way into
any COatholic home north or south.
Industrial proprietors in Derry are
showing extreme anxiety, as the
proeperity of Derry depende largely
on the adjoining Catholic county of
Donegal which may refuse to con-
tinue frading with Derry when it
goes under the northern parliament.

cial Cable)

| insues the

| not
| had been g0 loudly

| place.
| earcastic on the subject:
commercial |

ANTI-PARTITION LEAGUE FORMED

Unloniste in the south of Ireland
have formed an anti-partition lengu-,
which hes just protested to the Brit
ish Government against the Partition
Act. A remarkable article appears
in this week's Church of Ireland
Gazetbe, the ofMoial organ of southern
Protestantism, calling upon all
creeds to unite in preserving an un.
divided nation.—Cox,

LONDON OABLE
(By N, C. W, C, Special Cable)
London, March, 7, — American
Catholics saved hundreds of missions
from ruin duriog the War perlod,
enid the Acting Director of the
Soclety for the Propagation of the
Faith, reviewing the work of the
American Bociety for the paet six
years at a conference held at the
cardinal's house, Westminster, The
director pointed out that, at the
outbreak of the War, the central
office in Paris found itself in pecaliar
diffioulties, because hostilities had
cut it off from several countries
large subscriber's exchange was
adverse, and money wns hard to
transmit. The American branch of
the eociety, under the direction of
Monsignor Freri, rose immediatel
to the nced, and made a national
which gsaved hundreds of
from ruin, The British
d d that the English
Mill Hill ( y was able to carry
on d chiefly owing
the ) of American Cath ;
wh ecribed forty.seven thousand

lollars to the work,
(BRI

rector

War to

Bu

GENEROUS HELI

Oub of two millions distributed by
the Prop
can Catholics subscribed

eight hundred thousand,

than

more
The Catho

| licaof Americe, said the director, have
| given a lead to the Catholics of the |

world ; and England gladly and will
ingly pays tribute to America's
Immenee services to the missions of
the Chureh,
ROME CABLE

Pope Benedict conferred the red hat
on Most Rev. Dennis J. Dougherty,
Archbighop of Philadelphia, Wedones
day, March 9; and on Thursday
Hig Grace received the red hat at
the public consistory. Archbishop
Dougherty was received by
Holy Father with the warmest greet
ing, and later met important officials
of the Vatican. His nomination as
cardinal was given to Mopsignor

gation of the Faith, Ameri- |

| certainly

| Bill oan
it

| of the economie

| There's a depth

Sure, 1

the |
| Ob,

| Ev'ry sorrow

Dougherty a8 the Americen College |

on Monday. He has already been
the recipient of visite and congratu.

| lations from many notable ecclesi
| astics,

CARDINAL BOURNE IN ROME

Cardinal Bourne has arrived in

Rome, announcing that he has come |

to attend the consistory, to meet and
excharga fraternal greetings with
the two German archbishops who
are to be olevated to the cardinalate—
Most Rev. Karl Joeeph Schulte, of
Cologne, and Moet Rev., Michael
Faulbauber, of Muunich, Both these
German metropolitans ara heve, It
is known that the Holy Father
expects thie consigtory to be
occasion of intercoursze and concilia
between the ecclesiastical
leaders ¢f the varlous belligerent
countriee

RUTHENI

Most Rav. Andrew
Ruthenian Metropolitan cof Lvow
has left Rome on his way to Belgium
ond England and subsequently will
visii the United States. He took
with him from the Holy Father a
letter expreseiog ths Holy See's
benevolence toward the Ruathenian
people, and informing them of the

TROPOLITAN

| re-opening of the Rathenian College |
this |
oollege was supported by the Austro- |
| Hungarian Government, but now the

at Rome. Before the War

Pope will contribute the funds
neceesary to its existence.

WILSON CRITIOCIZED

In the Oesservatore Romano
appears an article geharply censuring

the | 3aily unbaptized !

| urgently

| months for

Ontario, Cana
Szeptycki’ |

| fortunately
| accept

the work of tormer President Wilson, |

recalling his opposition to the Pope's
pacific proposals, and declaring that
the present peace proves the failure
of his own fourteen pointe, and the

insufficiency of the peace defended |

by him.

THE NEW SESSION

NOT PROMISING FOR IRELAND

betlter
plain that

Prudence has got the
valour, and it is pretty

There's a

nuthority themselves. It is plain
from the subsequent debate that
whatever leanings Mr, Lloyd George
may al apy time have indulged
towards = polioy of pacification
otherwise than by martial law acd
the gentle persuasion of the Black-
and Tans he hae now completely
abandoned, He laid down the im-
possible condition that the surrendex
ol arms must precede any sord of
negotiation, and repeated the well-
worn assurance thet force was in
fact proving to be quite a satistactory
remedy, and that only a little
patience was needed in order that
we might see the end of all tke
trouble without more ado. Mean-
while, by way of showing the impax-
tiality of the Governmens, bhe
definitely ‘declines #o publich the
Strickland Report on the burning of
Cork, It is & sorry business, and
Mr. George hae only to go on long
enough in his toleration of Black-
and-Tan infamies and bhis refussl of
all real redress in order to make
reconciliation impoesible in our
Reneration. Ireland, it wounld seem,
nolongerinterestshim, Histhoughts
range nearer kome—on Cardigan
perhaps, on the terms of his compant
with the Tory side of the Coalition,
lbat i an agreement which will
ha to be honcured.
Whatever olse fail slon
t [ d Key Induefrie
10t be allowed to fail The
esgsion, indeed, looks as though
b employed in
wspect or ancther

problem.—Man
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MOTHER MACHREE
There's a spot in me heart which
no colleen may owp
in me gc
sounded or known;
place in my
life that you
No other oan take
will

never

mem'ry, my

it, no one over
lovo the dear silver
shines in your hair,
And the brow that's all furrowed and
wrinkled with care.
I kies the dear flogers so toilwcrn
for me.
God bless you and keep
Mother Machree !

that

you

or care in the
daye gone by |

Wase made bright by the light of the
smile in your eye

Like a candle that's set in a window
at night,

Your fond love has cheered
guided me right,
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dear

and
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FATHER FHASER'S CHINA
MISSION FUND

There are four hundred millien
pagans in China, If they wexe te
paes in review at the rate of a thow
sand a minute, it would take nine
them all to go
Thirty-three thoueand of them die
Missionaries mee
needed 8o go to dhais
rescne.

China Miseion College, Almonits
is for the education
of priests for pa, I has already
twenty-two students, and many moxs
are applying for admitiance. Un-.
funds are lacking o

all. China is cxying
out for gsionaries, They 7 )
ready to Will you send thew
The ealvation of millione of sculs
depende on your angwer fo this
urgent appeal. His dDoliness the
Pope blesses benelactors, and 4
students pray for them daily

A Burese of $5,000 will suppost »
student in perpetuify. Help fo0 curs
plete the Burses.

Gratefully yours in Jesus and Mary

J. M FRABER,
QUEEN OF APOSTLHE BURSE
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whatever perilous and controversial |

Government nay
doring the coming seseion the recon-
gtruction of the House of Lords
be one of then This mesagure
proclaimed
g0 insietonstly demanded in a large
part ol the Unionist presgs that the
reference to
mast come as a sad damper to
thig enthusiaer for puaitiog
House of Commons in its
Well might Mr., Asquith
i
modest aspiration couched in

the

ba

face | Pwe
will |
and |
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distrust I think has never been put

into the mouth of the Sovereign.”|

We should wait, he justly observed,
but we should not see. He raised no
lament, and certainly neither shall
we, It is otherwise with the ques
tion of Ireland. There inaction is
ruinous, and the need of a construc
tive and healing policy is overwhelm-
ing. Nothing of the kind is fore
shadowed in the Speech, whioch
laments the continuance of violenoce,
a8 we all profoundly lament it, but
omits to note that lawlessness is not
the monopoly of those who are
rebelling agninet constituted author.
ity, but is equally and more disas-
trously shared by the agents of
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