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OUR SOUVENIR.,

Qur next issue will be our St Patrick’s
Day Souventr namber for 1896, ALl who
have sven our last year's splendid  Sou-
venir can form someiden of what we are
preparing for our friends. We do not
care to make loud and unlimited prom-
ises that might not reach the expecta-
tions excited by our announeements; we
prefer to pleasantly surprise the public.
Consequently, in drawing attention for a
last time to the coming number we will
simply state afew facts.

We will present vur readers with a
grand and artistic illustrated cover. The
letterpress pages will contuin short
gketehes, with portraits of our leading
Irish-Canadians in Church, State, Cori-
merce and every spliere of uscfudhess; a
tull account of the religious celebration
af 2t Patrick’s Day, the outside events,
procession, ¢vening concerts, speechies
and all that will take placeon that ocea
sion in Montreal; aspeeialarticle of great
interest to all Irish-Canadians, from the
pen of Lady Aberdeen, written expressly
for our numbar; Irish poetry, sketehes
aml literary and  approprinte
editorials.  Fuch of our subseribers will
receive a copy free—that is tosay, in
plice of the regular weekly pnper to
which all are entitled—and the balance

will be sold at the small stum of ten cents
per copy.

Weneed not make any special appeal
reearding our coming Souvenir Number;

will work its own way by it= various
nerits and attractions,
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“LET THEM BE UNITED.”

A few days ago, Monsignor Kelly,
Reetor of the Irish College in Rome, had
a special interview with the tope. He
began to inform the Holy Father ot the
fact that the Irish Parliamentary Party
had chosen a new leader in the person ot
—4 Dillon,” said His Holiness. Mon-
signor Kelly then asked lfor a special
Papal blessing for the new leader.  The
Pupe granted the request with his whole
heart, but added, ** let them be united!
Ict them be united ”” This is the simple
report of an interesting occurence; but
there are three great facta—or truths—
that arise out of its recital.

Firatly, we learn, in a most positive
manner, that the Pope not only takes a
decp and paternal interist in Irish
af{I'sdrs, but he is well aware of each move
m: d§on the chess-board of Irish politics.
It wak not necessary to inform hin, who
had been chosen leader, he knew already
all about it. This is surely the very best
proof of the closeness with which Leo
XIII. follows the progress of the Irish
cause.

Secondly, we see, hy the heartincss
and promptness with which the blessing
was given, that the Holy Father ap-
proves of the attitude taken by the Par-
liamentary Party, and has faith in the
leadership of Mr. Dillon. Personally
speaking, apart from the position he
now occupies, Mr. Dillon is in high
favor at the Vatican. His marriage was
blessed by the Pope and it is evident
that the great Pontifl sees more in the
new leader Mhan a number of his own
countrymen perceive.  All this should
be very encouraging for the Party and
the Leader. ' ’

Thirdly, we cannot fail to remark
thut the Vicar of Christ, who is 8o
anxious for the union of Christendom, is
aware of the unfortunate divisions in
the frish ranks, and is desirous that
they should all be united. Twice did
he repeat the advice, “let them -be
united ! lct them be united ! His eagle
eye cun take in the future as well as the
past and present. He knows from his-

_ tory wnd from -the rocord of contempo-
. rancous events that the ruin of ireland’s

cause has‘ever been—and is still to-day
—the hydra of disunion. This many-
headed monsterseems to fatten upon the
misery of the land and to thrive npon
the despair of the peopie. “The foremost
statesman of Europe,” as Bismarck re-
cently called Lee XIIL, is sufficiently
prophetic to know that there can be no
hape for Ireland and her cause until
this monster is crushed. 1t is therefore
that he, in the fulness of his paternal de-
sire to see justice done, sends forth that
mesgage and appeal to the men who are
deing battle for Home Rule.

No wonder that Irelund has been ever
faithlul to Rome. The faith planted by
st. Patrick on her soil is as strong to-day
as ever it was during the long and dark
ages of persecution.  And Rome has as
strong nnd devoted a sentiment of love
for Tealnnd and the Irish ag ever she had
in the days when the Green Island was
the home of scholars and martyrs.  One
griund duty seems to fall to the share of
the National festival—it is to pray for
Hix Haoliness, tope Leo XTI

A NOBLE SOPHIST.

¢ more than one oceasion we have
taken the trouble to expose the sophistry
and bigotry of the Rev. W.'T. Noble of
Quebee, Several times sinee we might
have taken advantage of that gentle-
nan's want of lozic and misconception
of faets to hold him up to eriticism and
even ridicule, We had a very good reas
son for not doing so; on a former oce-
sion an  Anglican Bixhop intimated to
us by letter that it would be preferable
to treat mischivimakers of his class to
the punishment of silence. By reluting
them we only serve their purpose and
give them the notoriety they are hank-
ering to secure.  On this oceasion how-
ever, withont wishing to add to Rev,
Mr. Nobies renown as an abuser of Cath-
olicity and Catholies, we deem it wetl to
contradict a fvw of his mistatements.

Ina ictter wldressed by bim to the
Quebee Morning Chroniele, under the
heading = Unehristian Clergymen,”™ he
attempts to refute the statement madee
by the Chatham, N B, World, to the
elfect that - —

“If the Quebee Legislature whould
stop the payment of public money te
the separate schools of that Provines,
and the Protestants shoukd appeal to
Parlinment aiter the Privy Conneil had
decided that they bad oright to appeal,
* & < how these Reverend gentlemen
wouid ehange their tune, how they wonld
fervently appeal for interference on the
part of the Fe leral Parliament.”

Before touching upon Rev. Mr. Noble's
peenliar exposition of this question, we
desire to incidentally remark that by
common concensus of all Christian and
educated men in America it isheld that
1o person ©exeept an unretined or very
fenorant man wilt persist in styling the
Catholies " Romanists’ and  their
ligion * Romi=it!"  As we onee before
explained we are perfeetly satistied with

the terms provided their use can lead to
any tangible good; but as they are used
alwavs ina aense and with spirit cal-
culated to hurt the teelings of our ¢oe-re-
ligionists we object to them. That Mr.
Noble is ignerant no person wili con

tend ; he is an educated man and a ripe
grhiolar.  So much the worse for himself
woere it otherwise his ignorance wonld
rxcuse his ungenerons and most ignebl:
method of insulting those who do not
unite with him increed.  That he is un-
refined goes without saying; every item
he has ever penned concerntng  our
Church, her doctrines, hicrarchy, clergy,
or flock, furnishes abundant proof of this
fact. We cannot make the man over;
we are unable to make his language cor-
respond with his name; we cannot pre-
vent him from hating Catholicity, as ne
stated publicly a couple of ycars ago
that he did; wehaveit not in our power
to irpress upon him—who calls himself
a Christian minister—the duty of “do-
ing unto others as he would have others
do unto bim;” but we can expose his
want of exacthess, refute his  sophistry,
and show our readers that, like Sir Wil-
linmm Draper's reply to Junius, he has
“assertion without proot, (l('chlm:ttinn
without argument and violent censure
without dignity or moderation.”

He states that there is no analogy be-
tween the public schools in Manitoba—
where no church controlg them, and the
achools in Quebee that are (a8 he calls it)
¢ cgaentially Romish and under clerical
cortrol.” He contends that to withdraw
the grant from the Quebee Protestant
geparace schools © would be foraibly to
convert the Irotestant children to
Romaniem.” ‘This man should buy a
pair of uncolored glasaes, Were he to
invest in a Cathode machine and turn
the rays upon his argnment, he might
pereeive the shadow of contradiction be-
neath the surfuce. TheCatholic Church
in Quebee does control the Catholic
achools ; does hie pretend that the Church
hae not that right? Would he have a
Protestant  Synod control  Catholic
schools? Bul the Church does not con-
trol the Protestant separate schiools in
this Province; nor does she attewmpt to
do 80; nor would she if she could, But
in Manitoba Protestantism would con-
trol Catholic Schools, beeause the in-
fluence of the controlling body is Protest-

‘ant in that Province, - Hcre the Protest:

ench Irish Catholic, on the approach of

ants control their own schools ; there the
Catholics have no schools to control, and
if they had any they would, at present,
be under Protestant influence.

Would not that be *forcibly to per-
vert Catholic children to Protestant-
ism?’ It would be as much & system-
atic perversion of Catholics to Protest-
antism as the phantom contrul of which
he speaks would be a forcible conversion
of Protestants to Catholicity.

He complains of a ¢ wifeless, childless
foreign priesthoud” taking the control
of the education of children. Area wife
and children impediments rather than
aids in the exercise of tne educational-
ist’s profession 7 Just a little reflection
will suflice to show that the teacher who
ean give his undivided attention to the
educational work must naturally suc-
ceed better than the one who has a wite
and family depending upon him and oc-
cupying the greater share of his time
and assiduity.  He talks of a * foreign
priesthood ;" our pricsthood is native.

Canadian born pricsts than there are
Canadian born ministers in all the de-
nominations of Profestantism put to-
gether.  Adter these few attempts at
wisdom the Reverend gentloman enters
the historical domain—and gets badly
tangled up.  Hesays :—

“ It was not Protestin ‘at took edu-
cation vutof the hands o, .o priesthood
in France, Italy, and many of the South
American Republies. And no doubt the
day is coming, when the people of Que-
bee will demand eflicient publie schools
under their own control that they may
be quaditied to take their place amony
the civilized and progressive autions of
the carth.”

No; it was not what he understands

by Protestants that usurped the rights
of the clergy in France and ITtaly and
other countries : nor was it Catholics—
as he inginuates.  In France it was the
Communists, the Nihilists, the Revolu-
ttonists, the Luctlerians and other organ-
izations of a like atheistical character,
that made war on the Chureh ; in Italy
it was the Carbonart. the Hluminati, the
sectaries of various hues, that fought the
Divine Institution; in South America,
aud elsewhere, the various branches of
that hydra of destruetion—Freemasonry
—performed the feat of snatehing the
edueational control from the God-ap-
pointcd custadians of the Faith. Was
Voltaire a Catholic? Were Diderot,
JAlembert, St Just, Cauthon, Marat,
Robespicre, Jean Jacques Roussenu, Ca-
mile Deamonlins or Bernardin de St.
Picrre, Catholics 7 Were Mazzini, Gio-
heorti, Strabini, Mamiani, or Garibaldi,
Catholies? That a man was born of
Catholic parents and  cduecated in a
Catholic school, and may still deelare
himsell Catholie, does not by any means
constitute Catholicity.
When next Mr. Noble feels the spirit
move him to write we would advise him
ta gt o copy of tord Chesteriield's Let-
tors on Politeness; tosecure a volume of
Canadian history ; and to purchase his-
tories of France, Italy and the Catholie
Chureh. Having read and digested these
works he may run less risk—provided he
can up-root his prejudices—of making
an exhibition of very unenviable qual-
itics.

CATHOLIC CRITICS.

We do not mean constructive criti-
cisin : nor do we purpose referring to
literary criticism of any kind. We use
the word criticism instead of “fault-find-
ing,” “back-biting,” or any such terms
as might be employed, because this one
word takes them all in. We desirg,
ander this heading, to briefly call atten-
tion to certain so-called Catholies who
make it a hobby—and the hobby be-
comies a habit—to have something to
say agiinst everyone and everything con-
nected with the Church. From the
Pope down to the humblest sextonina
remote country chapel, from the lights
on the altar to the bells in the church
tower, from the sermon preached last
sunday to the new confessorof the Satur-
day previons—all come in for some de-
gree of censure, or rather criticism, at
the hands of these religious cranks. A
child cannot be baptized, a couple can-
not be married, the dead eannot be buried,
without that the professional Catholic
fault-finder has something tosay against
the ceremonies, the attendance, the
priest, the faithful, or the Church’s dis-
cipline. '

We meet these people every day, and
we often wonder thal they are ever and
always making fools of themselves. It
matters not whether their henrers—the
people bored by them—are Catholic or
Protestant, Jew or Gentile, they must
air their grievances and let the world
know how they would act had they cc-
clesiastical sutherity.  God help Christ-
ianity if they had!

One of the superlative types of contra.
rincss and crankiness amused and as-
tonished us the other day with a criti-
¢ism of a.sermon preached by a certain
priest. By the way, it was an old scrmon;
it had been preached six years ago ; con.
scquently this man’s mental worry over
the terrible sermon was of long sinnding,
and it was'a relief to him to get it oft.
His complaint was that it was *‘a sordid,
worldly, begging appcal for money.”
The priest, he said, preached from the
text, “Give unto Cwsar what belongs to

‘Cmssr.” Our critic contended thut it

We have a far greater proportion of

was a sample of the eternal hankering
of the priests after money ; he never
heard “such a miserable, mean address
to a congregation,” In this strain he
went on for fully five minutes. As
chance would have it we happened to
‘have been present when the sermon in
question was delivered; and hLaving a
pretty fair memory—thank God—we re-
peated for him almost every sentence of
it, and showed him the one and only re-
ference made, in the whole discourse, to
money was found in the explanation of
the text, when the priest apoke of the
coin of the realm with Casar's image
upon it. The balance of the sermon

congisted of an instruction upon our

dutics to the State and our higher dutics
to God.

When he found himself flatly conf¥a
dicted and was unable to justify his own
“miserable, mean” criticism, he sovght
to get out of the box by saying that “if
the priest did not ask for money that
time, his sermon was intended to pave
the, way for the demand he purposed
making at another time.” We mercly
cite this instance—it occurred last week
and the person in question will read this
editorial—in order t~ illustrate how ab-
surd these Catholies make themselves.
We say that hie will read this : we know
it, becawse he reads every line in the
paper, and has done so for the past four
years and more, in order to find fault if
possible with our articles. 8o far he
has farled to sarisfy that destruetive pro-
pensity, and we trust never to give fuel
to teed such dangerous fires.

One thing a Catholic may be sure of :
he sinks in the estimation of non-Catho-
lies, in proportion to his ‘‘miserable,
mean"” criticisms of his church and
clergy.

THE SCHOOL BILL.

While we write the now famous de-
bate on the Manitoba School Bill is in
daily progress. It would be useless, ns
it would be impossible, for us to follow
all the speeches made for and against
the measure. Those of Sir Charles Tup-
per, in presenting the Bill; of Hon. Mr.
Lauricr, in opposing it; of Mr. Clarke
Willace, in expressing the extremists’
opinions ; of Hon, Mr. Ives, us the re-
presentative of Protestant Quebec; and
of Sir A. P. Caron, voicing the Catholic
views on the subjeet, contain  about all
that has materially affected the question
—one way or the other.  Mr. Beausoleil
on one side, and Doctor Sproule on the
other, may be taken as samples of
what is called “bolting” Liberals and
Conservatives.  Dcubtless some very in-
teresting matter will be added to the
pages of Hansard when Mr. McCarthy,
Mr. Devlin and a few others—whose views
are  already  known —deliver  their
specches.  So fur, however, the most re-
markable address has been that of Mr.
Laurier. We need not go over all the
arguments used by the presenter and
supporters of the Bill; with them our
readers arc familiar, In fact there is
scarcely one of them that has nog already
appeared in these columns during the
past ycar or sO.

Still uncertain as to the nltimate fate
of the measure. we will contine ourselves
to a few remarks upon Hon Mr. Laurier's
utterances. It would require many
pages to elaborate on the many and
striking contradictions in that cloquent
speech.
ways so; but we doubt if he were ever
less persuasive than upon this occasion.

In the first place Mr. Laurier declared
himself a *Liberal of the English
school ” and not of the French and Con-
tinental one. On this chord he has
harped times out of mind ; infact the ex-
pression has b :come so threadbare that,
were it not for the peculiarity of the
context in this particular speech, we
would not refer to it, While pronouncing
himself a Liberal of the English school
he immediately procecds to prove. by
his expressions of principle and by his
attitude towards the Church, that heis
absolutely, and in every acceptation of
the term, an adherent of Continental
Liberalism. He preaches one and prac-
tices the other ; rather he declares him-
gelf to be what his own language and
action prove him not to be. So much
for a first contradiction.

Secondly, beginning at Morrisburgh,
during his recent Ontario tour, and con-
tinning down to the moment that pre-
ceded the peroration of his famous
gpeech, Mr. Laurier declared himself in
favor of & commission of investigation
in order tosecure moreampleinformation
concerning the status of the Manitoba
schools., 1lis whole plen consisted ina
plea for such a commission. The speech
is supposed to contain the Major and
Minor premises of a legislative syllo-
gism ; to be logical—nnd Mr. Laurier
had the advantage of a course of philoso-
phy—he knows that the motion, to

“which the speech leads up, should bea

conclusion flowing from such premises,
otherwisc it is rank sophistry. In order
that the honorable gentleman may the
better understand our meaning we will
pit hisspeech in the cold form ofx sylio-
gism, divesting it of all superfluous, even
though ornate, langnage.

. Major Premise: When all the fucts
connected with the case are not suffi-

ciently “known, the proper and only

,

We say cloquent—{or he is al-

course-is to appoint & commission to in-

-vestigate and report, before any decision

on the Bill can be safely arrived at:

Minor Premise: The facts in connec-
tion with the Manitoba School Bill are
not as yet sufficiently known :

Conclusion: (according to logic and
common sense). Therefore n committee
to investigate and report should be ap-
puinted :

Conclusion : (according to Hon. Mr.
Lauricer). Therefore the present Bill
should receive a six months hoist—or,
in other words, be killed.

Let us illustrate a litile more :—

Major Premise: A patient suffering
from a contagious discase should be
isolated : )

Minor Premise: The patient in this
case is suflering from a contagious dis-
case:

Conclusion . (according to logic and
common sense). Therefore, the patient
in this case should be isolated.

Conclusion : (according to Hon. Mr.
Laurier). Therefore, the patient in this
oase should be knocked on the head and
killed at once.

If this is & sample of the hon. gentle-
man’s logic, acumen and statesmanship,
we pity all who may ever have to depend
upon such guidance.

Thirdly, he says that “if the schools
are Protestant there is a grievance; if
secular there is no grievance.”  Does he
pretend to be a Catholicand argue thus?
Whether Protestant or secular—as he
ealls them, meaning Godless— they are
equally non Catholie, and consequently
the minority has still its grievance. We
would even go so far as to inform the
hon. gentleman that the Catholie Church
would prefer Protestant to sceularized
or Godless schools.  In either casethe
rights of the minority would be infring-
ed upon ; and of the two evils the lesser
should be chosen.

These ure three out of about tifteen
contradictions in that one speech. It
was an able attempt ; the struggle of a
wiant with a bad cause ; it was a power-
ful eftort, but like Sampson shaking the
pillars of the Gaza temple, hig strength
is caleculnted to pull down ruin upoun
himselt and all who are with him on the
issue.

DELENDA EST ITALIA.

Ten thousand of the army destroyed in
Abyssinia; the wailing of boereaved re-
Latives all over the lund ; a broken treas-
ury: Crispi huried from power; Di
Rudini unable to accept the King's poli-
ey; Humbert vexed, menaced, men-
acing, impotent to stay the rush of
adversity ; Rome, Milan, TFlorence, Ver.
ona, Veniee, Turin, and all the great
cities in a state of riot; the crown tremb-
ling upon the royal head; wark clouds
along the horizon, growing, hourly,
thicker and blacker. And admidst all
these evidences of ruin and premature
deeny,the Papal prisonerordering masses,
in all the Churches of Rome, for thesouls
of the dead Italians. Is it possible that
the King and his sworn supporters ean-
not read the writing on the wall of their
public banquet hall of triumph? Only
last September did  Italy—anti-Papal
[taly—celebrate, with great pomp and
circunmstance, the quarter-century of the
Porta Dia outrage. To-day the streets
that then rang with cries of “ Viva
Humberto! ¥iva Italin !” are made hid-
cons with the shouts of misery, ven-
reanceinsurrection and national menace.

From his confinement in the Vatican
the Vicar of Christ pours forth his man-
dates tona listening world : heis respected
in St. Petersburg, admired in Vienna,
honored in Berlin, eulogized in Paris,
beloved in Brussels, obeyed in Madrid,
lauded in London, venerated in Washing-
ton, and sympathized with all over the
world: in Rome—iniidel Rome—alone,
is he captivated. From that same se.
clusion in the Vatican he leoks out upon
the crumbling monuments of ancient
and the disappearing power of modern
Rome. As, in 1848, his immortal prede-
cessor, Pius IX., cast & glance up at Ves-
uvius—from his erile’s rcfuge—and be-
held that ever towering menace to lives
and property, unable to sayat what mo-
ment its inlernal crater might not again
belch forth its torrents of death-dealing
flames; so Leo XIIL contemplates the
slumbering, but yet ever threatening
voleano of politicul menace, uuable to tell
what given hour may witness another
eruption—one thatwill shake the earth
of Italy and bury, under its lava flood, the
Herculainian monuments and Pompeiian

splendors of anirreligiousand tyrannical

power.

The wail from the plains of Abyssinia
is only the prelude to the storm that is
gathering. Of the Italian Houseof Savoy
it may truthfully be snid, as Charles
Phillips said of Napoleon L, *“thelast
hour of his triumph and the first of his
decline was when he smote the holy head
of your religion, nnd dared to raise the
immortal cross amongst his perishnble
trophics.”” We see in all this conlusion,
national chaos, political instability, the
signg of n fearful retribution. “Vengeance
is mine, saith the Lord ;" and ¥e is sure
of His lime, for all things are within the
grasp of His Omnipotence.

It may be for [taly’sregeneration; the
flagh of revolution may purify the at
mosphere ; the tottering power that is
basgd on usurpation may afford an object

lesson to the world hefore the inevitable.
crash comes—but the Church of ‘Christ
wx.ll still toweraloft * like the last moun-
ta:xn of the deluge, only the more nmag-
nificent from the ruins by which she is
surrounded.”

CHINESE JOURNALISM.

All our readers are conversant with

Bret Harte's “ Heathen Chinee" :—

** For ways that are dark
And for tricks that are vain,
The Heathon Chineo is peculiar.”

They have so far advanced along the
highway of civilization ae to enjoy a
species of journalism in®the Celestial
Empire. Away back in the early
cighties there was a ‘“‘newspaper” pub-
lished by order of the Emperor, in Pekin.
It contained any news, social, military,
religious or otherwise, that the Emperor
permitted to appear in its columns. In
addition to this, it had certain advertise-
ments, for which immense sums were
paid and the Imperial treasury absorbed
the fund. What was peculiar about this
Chinese ‘‘ liberty of the press” was that
no man commanded to advertise in the
paper dare refuse, under pain of having
his goods confiscated. When the late
lope Hennessy was Governor of Hong
Kong a bazaar was gotten up in the
town by a numver of European ladics.
They issued a gmall paper, one side in
English amd the other in Chinese.  They
solicited advertisements, and were ns-
tonished at the readiness with which
the Chinese merchants oflered large
sums to have their wares noticed in the
papers.  The fact wag that the Chinese
imagined it was a kind of branch of the
Pekin journal and that it was under the
control of the Emperor.

An enterprising Hong Kong China.
man—his name was Dee Quong—eaw a
fair chance of speculating a little. He
securcd & copy of the genuine bazuar
journal, and the following year set out,
about the same time, and went the
rounds of the merchants. IHe did not
tell them exactly that it was for the
bazaar he wanted their patronage; but
he held the copy of the genuine journal
in one hand and a slip of paper to take
down orders in the other. The mer-
chants supposed that it was the same
enterprise and were only too ready to
help in o good cnuse-—for they knew
that the bazaar journal had done much
to cmaneipate them from disabilities—
and gave the zealous fellow-country man
their patronage. He fared well for a
while; but when the real yearly bazasr
journal was again about to appear the
merchants discovered that they had
been badly imposed on. The end of the
story need not be told. Hong Kong saw
no more of Dee Quong. e tound its
climate too severe for his constitution
and lie lett the city and island.  When
last heard of he was in pillory in the

fronticr village of Tang-Ge, lle was
teying to get into Tartary: but he

“eaught a Tartar” and suilered in conse-
quence the fate of all Chinamen who are
discovered in their little games.

We hope that the spirit of Chinese
journalism may never be introduced into
Canada. It would be a certain sign of o
muarked retrogression in & young land
like this. It was very hard on the Hong
Kong merchants to feel that, while they
imagined they were performing a duty
and supporting a paper that protected
their interests and defended their rights,
they were really handing out their
patronage to a very clever fellow whose
success meant no beunefit to them.  The
Inte Archbishop Remondi, of Hong
Kong, who did us the honor of a per-
sonal visit when, in 1881, he came to
Canada, brought us a copy of that
famous journal.

Ix its second last issue the Dublin
Irish Catholie, Mr. Healy’s organ, hus
an editorial on the Leadership of the
Party that is splendidly calculated to
drive the dozen nails in the coffin that
Disunion is preparing for the Irish
Causce. It attacks Mr. Sexton for not
having accepted and Mr. Dillon for
having accepted the leadership. It is
as abugive of one ns of the other. It
simply ridicules cvery person—except
Mr. Healy—and imputes [alse motives
to cvery Irishman of prominence, and
to both parties. In a word, it asserts
that Mr. Healy is the one and only pro-
phet in the land. Is it not » crying sin
that & whole race should have to sufler
a continuance of injustices—alter seven
hundred years of persceution—simply to
pleage the whims and satisfy the preju”

dices of one mischiet-maker?
-

In Berlin sealed letters are being read
by Roentgen rays. Non-diaphanous en
velopes are sought for. Very soon
gseience will produce so many inventions
that secrets will be almost impossible.
Some day Roentgen rays may be let in
on Freemasonry, and then the outsido
world will know why the Catholic
Church is s0 opposed to that body.

B

Rev. H. MAIER, a Baptist prencher of
Powell's Valley, Ky., committed suicide
last week. He was one hundred years
old, and had been a preacher durin.g
seventy years of hislife. The event 18
very snd. Had the old man only wuizc}d
a very short time longer it is certaln
that Providence would have removed

him. - ’




