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anight make on her, to that which she might make
on him. .
._The Lady Winifred found the young Amy await-
ing her with jmpatience in ber chamber. N I have
‘seen him, my dear lady—I have seen him! ghe ex-
claimied with eagerness ; * and if be is but a8 good
as he i3 comely, why there jg no harm in leaving it
to one's king and one's parents to choose for one,
I am so overjoyed to'think my dear mistress 1may
be as bappy as she deserves to be; for you mever
could have been happy, my. lady, if they had ‘mar-
ried you to'such a husband as I had fancied in my.
own mind, But you,donot lock half pleased, ma-
dam ! ' Think you he is so worthy & gentleman?”
inquired Amy, with afgog_e_;lof_alu.rm. ; -

« Oh, yes, Amy ; I do not think any ove with such
2 voice could be other than most excellent and
most gentle!” -

« And it seemed to me, madam, a8 he was walk-
ing in the pleassunce, that he had the goodliest
¢yebrows !—80 black and so straight !—and yet he
41d pot look as though he were stern.”

i« I helieve not; but, indeed, I scarcely ventured
—1 was fearful —lest—-"

# And then every time you turned at the end of
the broad walk, he bowed with such grace and re-
spect to your honored mothber, it did onv's heart good
to see ; for it secmed a8 though he would make
a dutiful son to her, as well as o good husband to

”
Y bh, Amy! I cannot think i$ possible he should
ever be my husband.”

4 Why, 1 thought, madam, be was come here on
purpose.” .

« Hg pever can think of me, I um surc! 6o wise,
%0 noble as he is! And I who know unothing, and
have scen pothing—I can never make bim a wife
such as would be worthy of him !” .

# And if you are not worthy to match with any
earl, or duke, or priace in the wide world, my lady_',
1 do not know who is—good, sweet, gentle, beauti-
ful, and noble ag you arcl” exclaimed Amy with a
burst of enthusinsm which almost resembled indig-
nation at her lady for undervaluing herself.

 Ob, no! Amy, not beautiful! I never thought
beforc how much more beautifel my dear sister
Lucy is than I am I

# Nay, my dear, dear lndy, I have often beard my
mother say that Lady Lucy may be taller, and may
have more color in her cheeks, but that for real
beauty her foatures are not nmear equal to yours ;
and as for the Lady Carrington, or the Lady Mary,
or_”

“Stop, stop, Amy! I muat not listen to such
Hatterice! What would Father Albert say, if he

knew I was listening to such sinfal vaoities as |-

praises of perronal beauty, and that I was listening
to hear myself preferred before my sisters? Ob,
nig! It is not thus that I may make myself worthy
of him who is to be my lord, if indeed he can con-
descend to such as I am.”

“ Oh, my sweet mistress! you are only too good.
Bear with me, my sweet lady, and I hope in time 1
may learn to be something likeyou. But indeed it
hurts me to hear you speak to humbly and so szdiy.
1 am sure that every time you dropped behind, I
gaw the carl slacken his pace, and steal a look to
gee if you were there.”

“ Did he, indeed ?”said the young Winifred ; but
checking herself, she added, “ but now I will to my
prayers.  Alss | I wigh Father Albert were here! 1
feelas if I had much need of confession, and of
ghostly counrel ; and yet I do not know what sin
1 have committed which seems to weigh so heavily
upon me. My mind is buwildered, It is so very
longsince I have contussed! I wonder what Fa-
ther Albert would say "

[To BE CONTINUED IN OCR NEXT.]
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THE EXILE'S SHAMROCK.
A : St Patrick’'s Day.
¢ GGod's blessing on the ship that brought you over,
And on the land from which you come to me;
Long nay her barks, swift mesgengers of merey,
Like white-winged seraphs skim o'er the azure
sen.”

[, Scanlen in LN, Monthiy.

Ah| welcome, thrice welcome from over the ocean.
Dear Shamrock, to gladden my bosom to-day ;
To-dny, when 1 think with an exile’s «motion
Of scenes sod days that are passed away,
Afar o'er the sen,
. When, buoyant and free,
My childhood I passed, with a heart unoppressed,
While twilight came down
Without shadow and frown ;
But a flushing of crimson away in the West,
And an orient gombre that deeprned the while,
‘While henven sent blessings to every breast
In the icngth and the breadth of my own Green
Isle, ‘

Aud now, when I sec thee, my spirit is drenming
Of friends that perchance are as mindful of me,
While fondly their eyes, in my fancy, are gleamiug
So wistfully over theswelling sea
And oh! I would fain
Speed over the main,
And greet them with all the fond love of my heart;
But the ¢nemy’s bate
. Has a ban on my fate,
And I sigh ip the grief that my feelings impart,
While 1 bitterly thiok on the foreigner's guile,
And I know that from here Ishall never depart,
But to fight for the flag of my own Green Islo.

40, is it, my brothers, a fancied creation,
Or is it a dream evancscent and vain—
‘I'hat loved Innisfail shall aguin be a pation,
And free from the curse of an atien’s veign ?
Be ours to arise
In freedom's emprise,
And march 'peath the banner of Orznge and Green ;
And then, in our might,
Arrayed for the fight,
With the spirit of grand unanimity blending,
The factions of old, o'er the chaos between,
“The angel of liberty soon shall be sending
Her guerdon of gold toour Ocean Queen.
P. 0'Sues, (Ax Exie.)

THE PARADISE OF TEARS.

Beside the River of Tears, with branches low,
And bitter leaves, the weeping willow grow ;
The branches stream like the dishevelled hair
Of women in the sadness of despalr.

On rolls the stream with o perpetual sigh;
fhe rocks moan wildly as it passes by ;
Hysop and wormwood border all the strand,
And not & flower adorans the dreary land.

‘Chen comes a child, whose face is like the sun,
And dips the gloomy waters as they run,

And waters all the region, and beheld

The ground is brigkt with blossoms manifold.

‘Where falls the tear of love the rose appears,

And where the ground is bright with friendship’s
tears

Forget-me-nots and violets, heavenly blus, -

Spriug, glittering with cheerful drops like dew.

The souls of mourn®®, all whose tears ate dried,
Like swins, come gently floating down the tide,
Wulk up the golden sands by which it flows,
And in that Paradise of Tears repese.

There every heart rejoins its kindred heart;
There, in a long embrace that none may part,
Fulfilment meets desire ; and that fair shore

Beholds its dwellers happy evermore, .
[From the German,

LITTLE CATECHISM ON THE INFAL-
LIBILITY OF THE SOVEREIGN
PONTIFF.

——

DESIG;NED TO AID IN THE COMPREHENSION
OF THE DOGMA.

——

1.
Waar THE INFALLIBILITY 18, AND WHAT IT 18 NOT.

1. Do you Understand what the Infallebility ?gftﬁe Pope
is, and also what it is nol? a :

By the Grace of God I think that I understand if;
and that I am _able to rcfute all-the”errors dis-

seminated by the opponents ot Papal Infallibility.

9. Very well. But first, what 1 meant by this Infalli-
bility #  Does it mean that the Pope 13 impeccable.?

Assuredly not. "The Pope, a child of Adam, like
ourselves, is liable to bhave defects, and commit
faults. But Papal Infallibility relates to the words
of the Pope, and not to his conditel.

3. And are we then obliged to receive us an oracle cvery
word that comes from the Pope's lips ?

No; the wards of the Pope, however great be
their autliority, and however entitled to all respect,
are not infallible, 8AVE wHEN RE TEACHES A8 PorE.

4. You mean when he speiks KX CATILEDRA ( from the
Chair ?)

The Chair (cathedra) signified the teaching of the
Master, The Pope speaks ex cathedra when, in his
character of Universal Master and Pastor of all
Christians, by his sovereign and apostolic authority,
he defines some doctrine 1egarding faith and morals,
for the whole Catholic Church, Pontifical Infalli-
bility is then the privilege which the Roman Pon-
T bas receiveil from God, of being incapable of
orring when he speaks ex cathedra, in matters of
fuith and morals.

3. Whence comes il that, in this cuse, the Pope cannot
teach error in place of truth?  [In other words that
he 78 infullible ?

He is infallible because God assists him—because
the Holy Spirit, the Spirit of all Trath, nids him,
according to the promise mads to Peter,and in him,
to his successors. “

G, The Pope, then, has the same infullibility as the Church
itself?

Precisely the same. The 'ope cven alone, in his
character of Master and Universal Teacher, has that
same infallibility which Jesus Christ gave his Church
for teaching faith and morals.

7. When the Pope has pronounced ¢ definition, must it
be held vainfallible, and must no one be held capable
of discussing or reforming such decision ?

Yes ; the definitions of the Pope, made by his
supreme and apostolic authority, are, henceforth,
by themselves inmntable, In order to be certain
of their truth there is no need of awaiting the
consent of the Church, and, ws a consequence they
cannot be reformed.

8. Butin defaull of the consent, might it not chance that
we should see the Dope on one side of the question
and the Churck on the other?

No; we will never sce the Pope on oneside
teaching a certaln doctrine, and the Bishops on the
other side teaching the contrary docfrine. And
thus vanishes that terror ef isolated,separate and
personal Infallibility, as it is called.

The Catholic Episcopate, under the influence of
the Holy Spirit which assists the Church, will al-
ways adhere to the judgment pronounced by the
Pope in his infallible authority. The edifice will
forever remain united to its foundation ; but sus-
tained by the foundation, not sustaining it.

9, We will have then lwo infallibilities: the collective
infallibility of the teaching Church and the personal
infullibility of the Pope?

Strictly speaking, the Infallibility is one in its
erigin, which is the assistanco, of the Holy Spirit;
one in its end, which is the universal welfare of the
faithful. However, the subject in whom the Infal.
Inbility resides, may be either the Chief of the
Church alone, or this same Chief to whom unites,
though always subordinate to him, the Catholic
Episcopate, to form the teaching Church. Thus
we have, as it were, a duuble organ by which God
makes us hear His voice: the teiching Church, or
the Pope together with the Episcopate dispersed, or
reunited in Council ; and the Pope alone, speaking
ex cathedra, 8 the Universal Teacher, with His
apostolic authority alone.

1I.

Tne DsFixiTioN 18 NEw—rtHE DoGMA 15 NoT NEW.

1. The infallibility of the Pope United to the Bishops, or
the infullibility of the Church, i3 @ dogma both an-
cient and received in all ages; but is not this infal-
Lbility of the Dope independently of the consent and
authortly of the Bishops, a new dogma?

The definition is new—the dogma is not and
cannot be new, The dogma is as ancijent as the
Gospel in which it is said—“rtEAT JEsSvs Curist
Estapur-HED PrTER A8 THE ForspaTioNn oF THE
Cuurci AND THE Universar PAsTor ; THAT HE PRAYED
FOR HIM THAT HIS FAITH MIGHT NOT FAIL; TuAT He
GavE Hit THE PRIVILEGE OF CONFIRMING 1115 BRETHREN
Iy THE FAITH,” Now it is evident that if the Pope's
decision need to be examined and confirmed by the
Bishops, the foundation instead of sustaining the
edifice, would be sustnined by it; the shepherd, in-
stead of guiding and feeding the sheep, would be
conducted by them ; Peter; instend of confirming
his brethren, would be confirmed by them in the
faith. The dogma, therefore, is as ancient as the
Gospel itself.

2. But was the recognstion of this dogma alze uncient
in the Chuic'i 2

1t hes always been recognized in 2 more or less
explicit maunner in her teaching and in her practice.
Tho Popesalways gave their definitions a5 infallible,
immutable and without appeal. The Iathers, the
Bishops, the entire Church, have always venerated
the infallible authority of the Chair of Peter in the
teaching of his succegsors, although the doctrine
had not yet been defined as & dogma of faith,

3. Why did not the Church carlier define the dogma of
Fapal Infallibility ?

Bofure the present time this definition was not
needed; in our day it became opportune, This
dogma, like that of the Immacniate Conception,
pussed through three distinct phases. At first, for
centuries, it was simply admitted, aboveall in prac-
tice, without discussion or examination. Then
came a period of doubt, of controversy nnd of opposi-
tion, even in the bosom of the Church, from those
of the faithful who were called Gallicans. But the
Church, with an cnergy blended with mildness,
zever ceased to repel this error, and to eclucidate
the truth, until the moment when she considered it
a duty to give the dogma a solemn definition
From that moment, it becamo for all Catholics an
article of faith,

4, But ws not fuith, that 1s, truth, alweays the same ¢

The sun is always, in itselt, the same ; but in re.
lation to us, its light increases till noon. The in-
fallibility of the Soversign Pontiff was always, in
itself, n truth of faith ; but, in relation to us, its
light has been graduslly increasing, antil, at the
Vatican Council, it attained, by its dogmatic de-
cision, the height of its splendor. Consequently, to
deny the infallibility of the Pope would have been
at all times an error; but it would not at all times
have been a beresy, as it would be now, because
formerly the Church had not sufficientiy proposed it
to our faith; but she _did _an in-the Council of
the Vatican, the first thai Gacefiret since the great
controversics raised on this subject,

5. Will not this Council of the Vatican, then, e the last
of the Councils'? Since itds an article of faith tlfat
the Pop: 1s, ‘of himself, ‘infallible, and can decide
quéstions of doctrine on kis :Apastolic authority alone,
whae would be the usé of new Councils .~ -

Councils may still be necessary for many reasons;
but the neécessity can pover be.absolte, and’ it is
proper for the welfare® of,the Church, ‘that’ this
should: be the case. In fact, beforé this “definition,

Popes did; when it was necessary,define. truths und

condemmn errors without thie aid.of Councils:. ., " :
At the présent day, abo henerrors spread
with ' such rapidity, it is

dvantage that, in
order to: séu fulsehood conde

ed7dnd truth pro-

claimed, we need not, asin former times, await the |:
reunion of a Council for, the assent of Dichops dis- | .

persed through the entire’Church, It is now suff- }

cient that we hear tho voice of the Vicar of Jisus

Christ, the universal Pastor and Doctor.

6. Jtis said, howeuer, that in the last Council the Bishops
divested themselves of their authority to give a new
authority to the Pope?

A new authority | The Council gave- him abso-
lutely nothing. ‘The Pope already held and exer-
cised this authority, and the entire Church recog-
nized itas a fact. By its definition the Council did
no more than solemnly recognize as a dogma of
faith that infallible autbority. which Christ Him-
self gave to the Pope. 1t therefore gave the Pope
nothing new ; it took notbing from the authority
of Bishops, whethor dispersed throughout the
dioceses or united in Couacils. There was nothing
new, unless we consider ag such the solemn defini-
tion of the ancient Catholic doctrine of the iufal-
libility of the Pope.

[TO BE CONTINGED.]

MR. JUSTIN M‘CARTHY ON HOME
RULE

‘The celebrated novelist, Mr. Justin M'Carthy, has
contributed an article on Home Rule to the Galaxy
from which the following are extracts :—

The Home Rulers succeeded the Fenians so sud-
denly that the one had hardly gone when the other
filled ths scene, Are the Hume Rulers then oniy
Fenians in disguise? By no means; they are not
only different men, and with different aims, but
they are even a diffurent class of meun, T'he Fenians
were for the most part men of the humbler class.
I remember Mr. John Stuart Miil ovee remarking
to me that this fact constituted in his mind the
geriousness of the movement—the fact that it had
sprung from the soil and secmed to nced no leaders.
The Home Rulers are men of what wonld be called
the upper or upper-middle class. They comprise
some landiords, many merchants and men of busi-
nesg, some lawyers, some journalis's—the clagses
of men from whom in Great Britain members of
Parliament are made. The movement originated
in a serious ard settled faith on the part of many
men having o certain position in Ireland, that
Fenianism and abortive rebellion could only begot
rid of by starting n Parlinmentary cgitation fora
reusonable degree of self-government, and thus
withdrawing all sensible nationalists of any class
from any participation, even in sympathy, wiin the
feverish and fitful hopes of seditious organisations.
Here are tke questions these men had to ask them.
selves : Can Ireland ever hope or expecttoboa
separate and independent pation? The answer
must be—She cannot. But then, on the other hand,
will the majority of the Irish people ever be con-
tent with the present system, which makes Irith
legislation depend upon a Parliament cemposed
five parls out of six of Englishmen ? So far as hu-
man speculation ean give an answer, they never
will be so content. They grow less aud lvss con-
tented in every generation, What then, reasouable
men ask themselves, is to be donc?  Some of THem
turned their eyes to the example of your system,
and asked why should not Ireland be free to
govern herself in mere local affairs, while stilia
patt of Great Britain as regards imperisl legisla-
tion 7 Wby should she not do what is done by
every State in your Unien? The idva had a great
fascination in it—all the more so as the Englisk
Parliament is helplessly aod hopelessly encum
bered with work, is stifling undera maes of unman-
ageable responsibilitics, and is compelled session
after segsion to let the most important dutiee re-
main undischarged simply because thero i3 no time
to give to them.

Thereis at least something to be said for the de-
mand that Ireland should have the control of her
local affairs. 'The men who first put the demand
into-shape, and gave it 8 name, were certainly not
professional agitators. The first chuirman of the
Home Rule Association (I believo he is chairman
till) was Mr. William Shaw, a banker and mer-
chanf, a man of wealth, and essentially n man of
business, a Protestant, never before the birth of
Home Rule known to be engaged in any political
agitation, The first election contest at whicha
candidate came forward on the Home Rule plat-
form ended in the election of a Home Ruler, Mr
Blennerhassett, a young Irish landlord of rank and
foriune, one of the most intimate friends of the
venerable Earl Russell and his family, The sceond
Home Ruler elected to Parliament as such was
Crptain Nolan, an Irish landlord, who bad diatin-
puished himself as an artillery officer in the Eag-
lish army, and whbose judgment in military affairs
is looked to with the Lighest respect by all partivs
in the House of Commons. Now, whatever may be
satd of the movement, it is clear that these men
were not Fenians, nor tucbulent anarchiets, nor
peedy adventurers, not fools. The Home Rule
moveraent once started ssemed to bave a po-itive
fascipation init, Many Irishmen already in Par.
linment gave in their adhesion to it. Some great
Irish landlords like the late Lord Fermoy (a Pro-
testant) lent it their warmest support, Tt wanted
a leader in Parliament. Mr. Shaw, who had for
some years held a respectable position in the House
of Commons, was not much of a politician ; and
the new men were too young., The leadership
would probably have fallen to my valued and
lamented friend the late Jobn Francis Maguire (as
able snd boncse an Irishman as ever conquered the
respect of the House of Commons) but for the
sudden reappearance on the political stage of a man
8o remarkable in talents and in career as to deserve
some description.

Forty yenrs ago, Mr. Issac Butt was a brilliant
young advocate in Dublin, prefussor of political
econcmy iu Trinity College, and cditor ot the Dud-
Un University Mugnzine. Ho wasr Protestant and a
Tory of the deepest convictions, A litile later he
distinguished himself psa bold avd clever opponent
of O'Connell, of the priesty, and of the agitation
for Repeal of the Union. Herose at the Bar, and
soon became one of the most cloquent and success-
ful (perhaps 1 ought to suy the most cloquent and
successful) among Irish advocates, He defended,
as & matter of professional duty, poor Thomns
Francis Meagher, when the tter was tried for
bigh treason, and he was so crrried away by his
iaterest in his client and his own eloquence, thai
he succeeded in making his henrers think treason
to England an Drishman’s most sacred duty. When
he had described his tslents, the churacter, the
brillinat youth, the bappy home, nod assured posi.
tion of the prisoner, he suddenly asked how such 2
man came to stand in a felon's dock ; and he an-
swered his own question in words of passionate in-
dignation : * Becanse the curse of Swilt is on Lim
—Decause he isa man of gening and an Irishman 1"
Afterwards Buttdefended the present Sir Chrrles
Gavan Dufly, and succeeded in persuading some of
the jurors to refuse to assent to # verdict of guilty.
So Dufly had at last t6 be released—to enster the
Enplish Parlinment, and afterward go to Australin
and become a Minister of the Crown there, and re-

ceivoa knighthood from the Qucon. But Isaac

[ léarned from “their enemics—by agitation and by’
“imported x5 orator—theyddopted Issac Buth At

{'political economy was their spokesman: ; His power~

~=not handéom¢ indeed—looking rather -like: that

éarly by'a vehement attack on Mr Cobden, * *

Butt stil! remained a Tory. The¢ English Protec-
tionist' party, defeated by Cobden and Bright, and
thrown over-by Sir. Robert Peel, got vp a reaction-
ary agitation. They hoped to succeed by arts

popula¥ cloquedice;” They had no great speakers of
their - own— even Disrseli did not f‘omount to.
‘much” as the orator.of ajmonster meéting. They

“their great tmultnous meeting the ex- professor, of

ful 'voico, his gg@ging;dyés, ‘hislarge form, his face
'of'a negro suddeuly blanched, but capable of varied:
expression —- greatly-“impressed -the heavy-headed:
; § Ebglish’ patrons soon got him
‘here he rignalised himself ‘very

Fenianisng bioké.out, and Fevian trisls czme on,
and Butf defended the Feniane with all his power
—with all tbat strange blending of persuasiveness
and passion waich was his early characteristic. He
succeeded in obtajning an acquittal, or at least o
disagreement of thi: jiry, in some cases that seemed
hopeless. He grew popular in Ireland, and ke
proclaimed bimself & Liberal and a Nationalist.
The Home Bnle wwovement began,and Butt declared
himself 8 Home Ruler. He offered himself as a
candidate for a vacant geat in Parliament, and was
elected ; and from that moment it was evident that
Home Rule bad found its leader.

The House of Comnions saw with curiosity, sur-
prise, and a rort of good-natured interest the re-
ture of Isnac Butt to its benches atter somo six
yeurs of absence. He had grown old-laoking. But
he very soon began to shuw his steength. He dis-
‘played a cool, easy cleverness in argument ; he was
a master of law, of constitutional principles, of the
forms of the House; he was always ready; be
spoke with studied moderation, only rarely en-
livened by & burst of the old passionate fervour, as if
to show that he could be eloquent when he chose.
He gave a curious impression of power and of ease.
The House soon began to find that he knew far too
much, und was, far too gkilful in argument, to be
easily dealt withby any opponent, aud somehow, 1
cannot well tell how, he quietly took his place at
once in public estimation among the foremost men
in the House. I do not yet know whether in the
end it will prove a goad fortune or a calamity for
Home Rulethat Mr. Butt hay become its Ieader,
but I kuow that thus far he has managed its affairs
in Parliament with admirable judgment and with
great success.

The general elections in 1874 sent n regular
Home Rule party into Parlinment. Mr. Butt counts
o following of some GO members, and its seems
probable that every new change and opening will
add to this number, Indeed there seems nochance
pow in Ireland tor any candidat: who is not cither
the nominee of some great anc powerful land or of
the Home Rule Association. I am not by any
means convinced that all who follow Mr. Butt's
lead are in their Learts very apxious to sce Home
Rubo introduced into Ircland. Some of the conver-
¢ions to his side were too rapid to allow us to have
much faith in thejr sincerity. Au Irish landlord,
for example, whaose tendencies were all aristocratic,
aud who spent five-sixths of bis Jife in London, who
had oo sympathy whatever with Irish * pational ”
efpirations, and hated agitation of any kind, sud.
denly found that in his own conatry, which he re-
presented, and which for generations his ancestors
kad represented in the House of Commons, he had
no chance of being elected again unless he declared
for the Home Rule programme, Is it any wonder
that ha become for the time a Home Ruler? OQue
young Irish landlord was placed in a frazfnl pre-
dicament. I do not believe that the choice of Her-
coles could have been nearly so distressing. He
was a man of good family, high social position, an
officer in a “vrack” regiment,a member ofa partic-
ularly select military club. Has loved London
rociety, and especially his club. He discovered
that the county which he represented in Pailia-
ment would never elect him aguin if be did not be-
come & Home Ruler, and that the members of his
club would “send bim to Conventry” if he did. He
wounld not serve the two masters—his county and
hisclob. He chose the latter service, and resiga-
ed Lis seat in Parliament. Buat there were other
cases in which the Hercules, compelled to wake
his clection, chose the other way, and swailowed
the Home Role prafession.: . Twenty years
ago the late cceentric and clever Henry Drummond
—ua sort of Thadeus Stevens of Toryism—warned
Air. Disrzeli in a letter which hassince been puo-
Iished, thot Mr. Butt was o man he had better “buy”
at once. Perbaps Mr. Disracli neglected the ad-
vice, or perhaps Butt was not so easily bought
Anyhow Mr. Disraeli did not ¢ffect the purchase,
and Mr. Butt lived to brcome the leader of the Irish
party, on whose votes some day or other the fate of
an English ministry will inevitably depend.

O'CONNELL AND THE “DUBLIN RE-
VIEW.”?

Ruch and very just indignation has of late been
freely expressed with regard to au article which ap-
prared in the October number of the Dudlin Review
entitled, ¢ Ireland and 0’Connell.”” We have bither-
o abstained from noticing this article. Our rea-
sons for so doing bave been many, Silent contempt
we considered would be the best way to treat an
article that was evidently written with the delibe-
rate Intention of ingulting the Irish Catholic mem-
bers of Purliament, and of not only dufaming Ire-
land and the Liish in general, but O'Connell in parti-
colar, Had this effacion of bad tast and spleen, and
we do not hesitate to say fulsehood, appeared in
one of the many ¢ quarterlics” and “ reviews” which
are 50 ably edited and which possees so justly a
widespread circulation, we shonld have ‘deemed
oursclves at once bound tonaswer it, ard to point
out itsinaccmacies, its blunders, its spitefulness,
its wilful misstatement of facts, its pandering to
English prejurdices, its bidding for English favour,
it8 gratuitous insult of a whole nation, and its en-
deavour to throw ridicule upon a movement—Home
Rule—which bas not only been approved of by the
vast msjority-of the Irish people, and sanctioned
by her priesthood, but which has never been in the
glightest manver discountenanced by Rome. But
when thearticle appeared in a “ review,” calling it-
self the ¢ Dublin” —a “ review” having a very limit-
ed circolation—a "review” tbatis supported and
published by one who, in spite of many good qual-
itics, is sadly deficient iu good Judgment, for the
rlmost sole purpose of airing and ventilating his
own peeuliar views and idiosyncrasics, we confuss
we thought silent contempt was all it deserved at
our hands, This belicf of ours was strengthencd
win we remembered how the enid «Review” pos-
sussc_d scarcely any appreciative influence with the
public at large,and was looked upon with grave
suspicion by Catholics ou account of itx babit of
dogmutizing ; and wishing it to be undeistood that
whe_u it speaks on any suljeet, it is not 'he Dublin
Review that speaks, but the Feelesiv Doccns  Bat the
Dublin Review is not, thunk God, infallit!e"; and her
writers are not only poor fallible men, 1% in many
cnies are mot even accurate. If we required any
proof of this, it would be amply found in the article
in question. The editor of the “Dublin” must not
think us severe in our remarks upon him. The
mgximin law is tho receiver is as bod, it not worse
than the thicf, and in our criminal courts punish:
mentsare metcd out oftener with a heavier hand
to the receiver than to the thief. This rule any
honest man must acknowledge nlso cught to hold
good with regurd to these who receivo and publish
scurrilous, insulting, and abusive nrticles, It is
bad enough to write them, but 10 publish them is
unpardonablo ; and unless the cditor of the “ Dub-
lin”can give somo satisfactory explanation as to

.always_ love to crack &

how the article we complain of found its way iny,
the pages of his review he oughtin common honest;
-gtrike qutthe word “ Dublin’ and substitute vApyj, »
Irigh’ and let it in future be called the « Anti.
Irish Review ;" and all Irishmen who are worth,
of ‘the name sbould expel it from their reading
rooms and libraries, . Let those support: it who ar,
ever ready to believe what 'is Lad . of Ireland, apg
always joke at ‘the . €xpénse of
Irich, oF bl

" Now who is theauthor of this article? Who
.thid Solomon who quietly tells us that most of the
‘grand things, recorded of the great Liberator’ are

nly myths? Who isthe Danie] come to judgment

“who assures ug that “ 0'Connell was nostatesmay,

that his speecheés are “simply unreadable,” and j
read somewhat unintelligible.and as'to their ack.
nowledged ‘effect absolutely inexplicable?” i,
is this man who darcs to'say that were 0'Conne])

‘alive to-day be wotild regard any man who dareg

ask tpe government to grant & purdon to the few
remaining misguided Feninns, and who would tr
to get the mation to buck his petition—who is thi;
man, we repeat, who tukes it upon himself to gy
that O’Connell would regard such a man as th}
“ most execrable being crawling on Irish nround'g-
Who is this man who quictly tells us that 0'Con.
neil, the champion of everything Catholic, would-
bave :imply idolized Mr. Gladetone”?—who g
scribesthe Home Rulers asa handful of Irigh men:-
Lers who want the people of England to unhousei
themsel ves of the constitntion which hags stood since
the days of Edward the Confessor, in order that
ihey should have the privilege of Lawling one hatlf
of the year at College Green and the other half at
Westminster?  Who is this modest nan wllm
speaks of the Irish members as  the young sparks
who illustrate political genius in the genate and
who secl their juspirstion in the nimble tactics of
Mr. Facing-Bothwaysat Westminster”? In q word
(for we have quoted enough), who is this man who
has had the cfirontery to attempt to dethrone the
great 0'Connell from the position be zo justly helg
in Irish history, who has dared to asperse hig me-
mory and t6 make light of his deeds? Who is
this man who lavghs at “Home Rule,” and endeay.
ours tocoverthe Irish M.P% with ridicule? Whe
ishe? Well, if report speaks truly, and in this
case we have no reason to doubt if, ths writer is—
we write it with shame—an Irishman I—and, more.
over, was at one time a Young Irelander ! Yes
thisioyal hearted British subject of 1875 was not
such an admirer of British rule in 1818, Now he
condemns and ridicules Home Rule; then he woulg
draw the sword and let loose the dogr of war to
compel England to give Ireland her own Parliament
and let the Irish govern themselves. What has
converted him from a would Le-rebel into suchg
loyal loving subject and admirer of English rule
in Ireland ? Well, we cannot answer this questien
unless it be that he is a turncoat, a time-server ang
& place-hunter, and having been recogmnized as
such by his fellow-countsymen, they have given
him the cold shoulder. We are not surprised at
his making light of the deeds of the Liberator, since
!:e be'onged to the party that was always a thorn
in the old man’s side; nor are we astonished at
his trying to bring the Irish }.PJs into ridicule
because,}{nowing the stuff he is made of, they dis-
g.m_ied him. He may raveand abuse them until be
is tired, but he may rest assured notbing he can say
or write can possibly affect the Irish members of
the Houee of Commons. They arc men who have
been well tried and found worthy of henour—
men whoare true to their dufy—men who have
done_so much for English Catholics, and to whom
English Catholics owe an cternal debt of gratitude,
Alt honour be tosuch men {—l¢t shame and con-
fusion cover those who assail and malign them !—
London Unteerse, '

THE DUKE OF ABERCORN ON
IRELARD.

The inuug_'ural banquet of the new Lord Mayor
at the Mansion House, Dublin, although a socia!
festivity, l_ms, through usage, come to be an occa-
sion on which the Viceroy reviews, always of course
with studivd reticence, the past, and dim!ly forecasts
the future of the Ministerial situation in Ireland.
Last week the Duke of Abercorn honoured the
Mansion House with his presence for the sixth
time since his first nccession to office in 1866. The
Right Hon. Dr. Owens, an Irish Protestant and &
Cunservative, fills the civic chair. The Duke of
Abercorn, an Irishmavn, but of Scotch extraciion
and an excellent resident landlord, fills for the
second time the exalted position of Lord-Licuten-
ant. During the seven centuries of English con-
weetion with Ireland, not even one Lord-Deputy or
Lord-Livu'enant of the native race has ever been
charged with the duties of Viceray. Two or three
Fitgeralds in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries,
follmged by two or threc Butlers in the seventeentl:
and elglltcenth, make up all the Viceroys of the
Anglo-_lsorman race voucheafed to Ireland, From
the retirament of the Duke of Ormoundein 1713 up
to 1846, a period of 133 years, no one of Irish bir h
hela the office of Viceroy. For less than a year the
Earl of Bessborough, who iutreduced O'Conpell to
the House of Commong, was Lord-Lieutenant in
1846-47, and, singular coincidence, died in the lat-
ter year, the very day after the Liberator. The
Duke of Abereorn, an Irish planter of the Ulster
settlement of James I, has now, under a second
Conservative Administration, been for upwards of
{‘ou:-] years charged with the government of Ive-
and.

The personal and official experience of the Duke
of Abercorn is considerabl. Hesucceeded bis grand-
father, as Marquis of Abercorn when only seven
yearsof age. Hebas had a seat in theUpper House
since early in 1832, Three of his sons, gome of
his sons-in-law, and his brother bave pat in the
House of Commons. Hehas been & magistrate of
several countics, resident in Tyrone, and Licuten-
ant of Donegal for many yenrs, The testimony of
the Duke of Abercyn, when reviewing in public
the state of Ircland, is thercfors deserving of very
resA)ﬁct‘zul examination, .

the usual loyal toasts having been propased
by the Lord Mayor, and warmly rec%iw.-d, b?s ngcel-'
lency, in respumiding to the toust of the Lord Licu-
tenant and prosperity to Ireland, made many high-
ly important admissions, but fell into a few serious
mistakes. Irich banks show large deposits and
lnrge dividends ; last year has produced in Ireland,
though ot in England, one of tho most fav-rable
barvests knowp for many yesars; crime has dimin-
ished ; panperivm is decreasing ;  emigration hos
largely shrunk in magnitude ; and cattle discnse
has been all bus stamped out, The Lord-Lieuten-
ant also dwelt on the expansion of the tiade and
commerce fu Dublin, and on the grent genius for
art displayed to go great an extent by the Irish.
But while those powerful evidences of progress
were supported by specific facts his Tixcelleney
went off on the old traditional Tory lines about
English capital being scared fom the country,
owing to the absence of law, order, and security.
Some of these political fossils cropt out in the fol-
lowing dreary prenmble to the Lord-Licutenants
generally pleasant speech 1~

“I need not remind you, My Lord, thatamong
the most imporiant ronrces of the well-being of &
country are thoge which, unfortunately, havebeen
too often absent from Ircland,and which, even now
nre hn.r_d}y acclimatised amo: g us, namely—perfect
tranquility and security for. life and property-
What Ireland wants is to have morve capital ex-
pended in the country, and to have more woney de-
voted fo the development of her various indus-
tries, She wants more manufkctories, and & much
ereater demand for skilled: and highly-psid: labor,
Without perfect security for lifs and property you
cannot have peace. But if thero were that perfoct




