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NOTES AND REMARKS

ON VARIOUS MATTERS,

FROM AN OCCASIONAL CONTRIBUTOR,

“NPARER MY GOD TO THEE.”
—This well-known hymn was writ-
ten by Mrs. Sarah Flowers Adams,

a Protestant lady, who was once a
member of the Unitarian body, but
who subfsequently jained some deno-
miration of a more Christian char-
acter. However, the fact of the
writer being a Protestant does not
absolutely necessitate that the
hymn written be anti-Catholic. In
the present case I learn that the or-
iginal has been somewhat altered to
make it more in accord with Cath-
olic doctrine. Some difficulty recent-
ly arose regarding the singing of
this hymn in Catholic churches, es-
pecially at Mass. The ‘‘Intermoun-
tain Catholic’’ is credited with jus-
tifying the use thereof at a Requiem
Mass celebrated in St. Mary’s Cath-
edral, Salt Lake city. The writer of
““The Review’’ of St. Louis, refer-
ring to the article, says : ‘“We clip-
ped the report af the celebration
and the attempted justification, filed
it away and said nothing, as we do
in a dozen such cases, every week,
because we do not want to fill our
review with recording abuses and
censuring scandals.””

The ‘“‘Review’’ took down this clip-
ping from its file when the ‘‘Nord-
Amerika'’ procecded to support the
“‘Intermountain  Catpolic’” the
matter. We are then treated to a

in

number of quotations from various
papers, all marked in such a man-
ner as to draw attention to the
grammatical and other errors in the
different items mentioned. In closing
Mr. Preuss says :—

‘““To the allegation that ‘Nearer,
My God, to Thee’ contains nothing
directly, objectionable, our contem-
porary rightly replies that even if
this were conceded, it would not be
suflicient to render the hymn fit to
be sung in a Catholic Church. 1t is
a-law that, not only during the lit-
urgical services, but even at private
devotions in the house of God, no
music may be performed or sung
that has not been approved by the
Church. ‘Nearer, My God, to Thee’
has mnot been approved and will
never be approved, because it is
too much identified with sectarian-
ism (in the real sense) and does not
fulfil the dogmatic requirements of
the Church.”

It seems to me that had the edit-
or of the ‘‘Review’’ allowed the re-
port in question to remain upon the
file, he would have been doing a ser-
vice to the cause he has so much at
heart. Or, if Le found it necessary
to take up the matter, it would
have been much better to have sim-
ply published the paragraph which
I quote above, and which, to my
mind, covers the whole ground most
satisfactorily. The criticism of the
expressions and the exposition of the
faults of style fcund in other pub-
lications indicate a spirit of petty
fgult-finding.

The principle contained in the
first passage, above quoted from his
review, is a safe one, and should not
be deviated from even by the one
who has enunciated it. I can see
no good to be derived from small
criticism of Catholic journals.

“MOURNING OVERDONE."’—The
editor of the ‘‘Guidon’’ condemns
that which he considers as exagger-
ation in mqurnlng for the dead.
While he has no desire to belittle
the sentiment which prompts us to
mourn for our dead, still he 'con-
demns expensive wakes and funer-
‘als, as well as the complete cessa-
tion of all enturtainmeat for the
mourners. He says: ‘‘The piano in
the home is closed, and the fawi';
is expected to make itself as miser-
able a8 possible.”’ Does the learned
editor wish thatl, the piano should
be left open, and that the members
of the family sacald keep up all the
gay and entertuning practices which
marked their cistoms during tlie

: means of money. No wonder

i'seeking ‘‘to arrogate to themselves

\:ulc. it is far rcmoved from being

ney for Church purposes. One of our
contemporaries answers this objec- | i
tion in a yvery concise manner by
saying :—

a Catholic layman the right to pre-
scribe the doctrine that
preached in the Church which he at-

cations of the pustor and his as-
sistants. Money is

the life—with all its enjoyments—-of
a relative has t«en interrupted by
the Hand of Death.

SENSATIONAL REPORTS.—Nuw
that a term of the Criminal Court
is at hand we way expect elaborate
reports of all the most sensational
cases. There are certgin  crimes and
certain criminals that should he
ignored in all accounts given of ilic
proceedings in this court; there ore
others that should be touched upon
as slightly as 1s consistent with the
real requirements of the public. Pait
in all cases 1 see no benefit to he
derived from the scnsational details
that are generally given. Such rec-
ports do not aid in the cause of jus-
tice, nor do they confer any benctii
upon the reading public. What use
is it to tell how cach witness was
dressed, especially in the case of
ladies, how he, or she, walked, he-
sitated, stammered, grew pale or
red, as the case may be, and acted
in the box? We all know pretty weil
what it is to be a witness in a pub-
lic trial. ‘We may have our fixed
ideas,our settled oj inions, our wuil-
arranged array of facts; but the mo-
ment we come under the search-
light of & court of justice, we can-
not fail to be more or less troubled,
To become mixed up in one’s state
ments, to flush up at a question, 10
correct one’s own words, to with-
draw that which has been uttered
are all so many evidences of ap ex-
citement due v) the circumstances
but not necessarily evidence of un-
willingness, or of prevarication. It
may be of great utility for a judge,
or for the members of a jury to see
and to hear how u person gives evi-
derce; but these details cannot ai-
fect the great public, much less the
casc that is under consideration. 1t
is my firm conviction that the less
said upon such topies the easier
mended. We know that the public is
interested in the results of such
cases as have awakened general in-
terest in the past, but I fail to see
what interest (beyond a morbid
one), the public can have in all
these details.

CONTROLING THE CHURCH. —
I learn that Johr D. Rockefeller;
sr, and John D. Rockefeller, jr.;
have established a Baptist Bible
Class Club in New York. John D.,
senior, furnishes the money, and
John D., junior, selects the Biblua
The money must be used according
to John D., senior's desires; the
Bibles must be read and interpreted
according to John D. junior’s opin-
ions. No liquor, no cards, and no
non-Baptists arc admitted. In a
word, the Rockefellers purpose es-
tablishing a Baptist propagandt:hb{

a'
Rev. J. Clayton Youker, of the Eu-
clid Avenue M. E. Church should
have objected to men of wealth

too much influence in the church.’”
Referring to the dominant influence
of wealth in Church matters Mr,
Youker is reported to have said :—

““It has in its midst some sporadic
cases of genuine piety, but, as g

he embodiment of faith and hope
and love. It insists upon ®eing the
dominating power in the individual
church organization. It has even
been heard to ussert that no one
who is dependant upon a small in-
come should have a seat on" the
governing board of any church!’’
This clergyman sees a danger that
actually menaces more than- one | i
Protestant church in America. It
has been claimed that the Catholi:
priests are just u§ anxious as the
Protestant ministers to secure mo-

“*No amount of money can buy for

shall be

, or to pass upon the quahfi-

necessary, of
, Catholic or

4

; and the p

life-time of the de ?  Common

decency dictates due respect for, the
dead. 1t is not necessary to put

ex-
on  sack-cloth and ashes, nor to | penses of hi church and school, is
ves with lm;d—voleq‘d not working for himself, but for

Lhe 4

the other hand
disrejpectfy

Protestant, who tries to get
by every lawful way, in order
pay for and meet the

his people.
irely

sand followers,
ceased their internationgl struggles,
combined their forces,
from the shores of Europe, trod the

suns
beheld, set in the emerald meadows

rets and the grey battlements of the
Syrian Antioch. The story of their
achievements, both collective and in-
dividual, has furnished matter
only for the exact historian, but al-
80 for the weaver of the most won-
derful and bewitching romance. The
events connected with the successes
and failures that marked the differ~
ent crusades need not here
peated,
ject in this general manner, in or-
der to come to the state
Holy Land and especially the char-
acteristics of the mixed population
found in that country, as
by the writer in the ‘‘International
Monthly.”’

as historical information in the art-

ments of the writer
ventures
tinged with error.
paragraphs as they appear. He says:

races and creeds. The largest
ment in the population was
posed of
who spoke Arabic . and used
Greck liturgy, but who were nomi-
nally subject to the Roman Church.
They were for the most part agri-
cultural laborers or artisans.’’

the foregoing should make“use of the
word i

come of the deliLerations upon any
particular dquestion. Still, some of
the American Catholic papers seem
to have opinions regarding the
probable scope of this year’s con-
vention.

It appears that, amongst other
matters, it is believed that the
Federation of Catholic societies will
be taken up and settled for all time
to come. One organ treating this
matter editoriaily, while pretending
to throw some light on the situa-
tion, keeps very carefully within
limits and delivers an opinion after
the style of the Delphic oracle.

The following paragraph is
tainly most uncompromising :—

“Is the Federation of Catholic So-
cieties a desideratum? Two bishops,
a host of priests, and legions of
laymen ‘maintain that it is. The
writer knows of two archbishops, a
host of priests, and legions of lay-
men who maintain that it is not
The reasons urged against the wis-
dori of the movement seem fully as
grave as those urged in its favor.
What is to be done? How is the
man in doubt to cast his suffrage?
It seems to us that light should
come to him from the archbishops,
the highest einbodiment of Catholic
policy in the Church of the United
States.””

Very naturally, should the arch-
bishops of America decide the ques-
tion in one seuse or the other, the
Catholic community will accept

cer-

their views and act in' aacordance.
This the same editorial conveys in
these words :-—

“It may thercfore be affirmed with
all confidence that if the coming
archiepiscopal convention assures
the Catholics of the country that
the movement to federate the socie-
ties is a step in the right direc-
tion, it will have the enthusiastic
support of Catholics everywhere. 1f,
on the contrary, they deem the un-
dertaking unwise or infeasible or in-
opportune, it. will die a speedy and
unmourned death.’’

Nothing could be more safe than
this attitude. No matter what hap-

pens, whether the archbishops de-
cide favorably or unfavorably to
such a federation, or whether they

take up the question or entirely
ignore it, our contemporary will be
on the safe side. Yet, it is no easy
matter for us, who are at a dis-
tance, and, in a sense, outside the
field, to base any opinion upon such
like data. All we can conclude is
that there is much to be said both
for and against the Proposed feder-
ation, and that should the arch-
bishops deem tie matter one of im-
mediate importance, they will de-
cide the “‘for”” or the ““against’’ in
such a manner as to leave no future
Possibility of «ny doubt on the sub-
ject. Awaiting, then, the official re-
ports of that convention,» we can-
not well give espression to any opi-
nion regarding that great move-
ment

From time to time our
publications contain more
or less reliable on the subject of the
Crusades. The ‘‘International Month-
ly,”” in a recent contribution to its
pages, gives some interesting parti-
culars concerning the Holy Land at

modern
articles,

the Christians of the West and the
Infidels of the East. However, like
all who are not conversant with the
history and teachings of the Catho-
lic Church, the author falls into a
few errors. We all know what the
Crusades were. 1L was at the time
when the Turk held possession of
the Holy places, consecrated by the
events in the life of Our Saviour,
that Peter the Wermit, at lacen-
tia and Clairmont, awakéned the
echoes of Europe with an appeal to
Christendom to rescue the most
sacred portions of earth from the
grasp of the infidel. ‘“God wills it,’’
was the cry that went up over the
continent, and penetrated the very
palaces of Catholic England. It was
then that prince and peasant united
under the standard of the®cross;
that Stephen of Blais, Bohemund of
Torrentum, Godefroy de Bouillon,
Richard Coeur ue Lion, and scores
of others, with over a hundred thou-
left their homes,

sailed away

wilds of Taurus, fainted under the
of the Orient, and, at last,

that line Orontes, the brown tur-

not

be re-
We simply refer to the sub-

of the

depicted

While the bulk of what is set forth

cle in question, is exact, the com-~
whenever he
a personal opinion are
We. will take the

““The inhabitanis whom they found
n the Holy Land were of various

ele-
com-
the Syrians—Christians
the

It is natural that the writer of

e

d
s

to | its application were he dealing with
the_connection, between
or denominations of Pr
one of them might be nominally sub-
ject to the other, while
‘being separated entirely.
with Oriental rites Catholics. They
were Catholics and of the Church,
acknowledging
‘hominl;omm.j They could not be

lly*’ as it might have

two  sects,
otestantism;

in reality
Not - so

the supremacy of the

ﬁun to Rome;

THE DAYS OF THE CRUSADES.

the time of these struggles betwéen !

ot a

They had excellent schools and were
well versed in the knowledge  then
common in the Orient. The Armeni-
ans were especially numerous in the
north and were renowned for thei
brave: They had welcomed the cru-
saders, ‘who,’ as Matthew of Edessa
wrote, ‘came to break the chains of
the Christians, to free from the yoke
of the infidels the holy city of Jeru-

: salem, and to tear from the hands
l of the Mussulmans the consecrated
;LU“”J which received a God.’ They
joined eugerly in fighting the Mus-

sulmans and were the most import-
ant allies of the Franks. The Greeks
or Griffons formed o considc able
part of the population, especially in
the north. Finally there were a few

Georgians or lberians.’’
Turning to the non-Christian na-
tives we are told that of them

“‘Ue Arabs and the Turks were” the
most prominent. The civilization of
the former was far superior to that
of the Franks.”” The author must
hére be under some misconcepliou,
or else he is wrongly reported. He
forgets that in the very same article
he tells us that ““the Europeans in
the Holy Land were styled collect-
ively Franks, but under this design-
ation were included Frenchmen,
Normans, Italians, Lothringians and

Provencals, not to mention the
other nations, which were less nu-
merously represented.’’

It will be admitted, in view of

this last mentioned fact, that it
a pretty sweeping assertion
clare the Arabs of the Holy Land
more civilized than the Franks —
meaning the Kuropeans of all na-
tionalities. He then tells us that
‘‘the Turks were not very numer-
ous. They had but recently obtained
Possession of the land and were for
the most part soldiers; but were
0_1' little or no importance for cul-
tivating land, or in commerce,”” If
they_ were not very numerous it is
bassing strange that al] writers, se-
rious historians or builders of rom-
ance, should picture, them in clouds,
like locusts, and as vast hordes
Swarming around the crusaders. He
telis us, later on, that ‘‘of Jews and
Samaritans, Benjamin of Tudela,
who was in the Holy Land about
1165, enumerated 2,600. He did
well, however, to express the be-
lief that these were the heads of
families and not the individuals
composing them. It would be a still
more wonderful thing if the Holy
Land contained no more than two
thousand five hundred Jews,
l':Iowever, all this indicates two
things; that the Orient contained a
very mixed population in the time
of the Crusades, and that the per-
son who has undertaken to furnish
details regarding that population
would have done better to omit any
expression of opinion regarding the
status of the Eastern Christians in
regard to the centre of all Christen~
dom—that is to Rome and the Ro-
man Pontiff.
%
THE GREAT FUR HOUSE.

is
to de-

We have the
collection of furs on the continent
at fair prices all the way through.
Come and sce ¢ ‘o Cispldy in
our fur pariors, the largest  in the
world. Chas. Desjardins & Co., 1533
to 1541 St. Catherine Street.
ATRONAGE. —The new May-
York will be at the hend
ernment employing an army
offie of  various de-
of

HIS
or of N

finest and broadest p

CATHOLICITY

IN SCOTLAND.

CATHOLIC TRUTH SOCIETY. —
On Tuesday, the 22nd ult., a great
demonstration was held by the Cath-
olic Truth Society of Scotland in
the Music Hall, Aberdeen. The chair
was occupied bv His Grace Arch-
bishop Smith, Metropolitan, and
amongst those on the platform were

Bishop Chisholm (Aberdeen), Bish-
op MacFarlane (Dunkeld), Bishop
Turner (Galloway), the Right Rev.

and Monsignor Fraser (Scots Col-
lege, Rome), Major-General Ralph
Kerr (Dalkeith), and clergymen from
every diocese in Scotland. Apologies
were sent from His Grace Arch-
bishop Eyre and Bishop Maguire
(Glasgow), Bishop Smith (Argyll
and Isles), the Right Rev. Mon-
signor Clapperton (Dundee), and
others.

Ilis Grace Archbishop Smith, on
taking the <hair, said he had had an
intense interest in  the Catholic
Truth Society of Scotland since its
inception. He started it in Dun-
keld, where he was sure his suces-
sor would improve it, and, with one
exception, he had been at every gen-
eral demonstration the society had
had. If they would excuse him he
would just take the chair, and not
stand between them and the great
guns that were about to open fire
upon them (laughter and applause)

Mr. A. C. J. Charlier (Glasgow)
submitted his yearly report. The
sale of their pamphlets last year
had passed all previous reco Two
vears ago they amounted to 52,000;

last year they exceeded 82,000. The
sale work of the society was,
to bring pamphlets out for
who wished to learn more
their faith and doctrine, and,
ondly, to break down, if possible,
any bigotry which might exist
against their holy religion (cheers)
Bishop Chishoim expressed regret
at the absence of Bishop Maguire
with whom all sympathized in his
illness. Acting under medical advice,
the Bishop thought it would be most
prudent not to face the austerities
of their northern clime, although
they would have given him such g
warm reception as would have put
any cold out of his head (laughter
and applause). Ile had great pleas-
ure in calling upon Major-General
Lord Ralph Kerr to uddress them
Major-General Lord Ralph Kerr,
C.B., who was greeted with cheers
again and again renewed, addressed
himself to the subject of the
amount of co-operation the laity
could and ought.to render the cler-
gy. His Lordsnip did not share the
views of those who would appoint
churchwardens having right of con-

trol or administration over mission

first
those
about

sec

in a false position in regard to their
priests. What laymen could do was
heartily and carefully wish to be of
use in their respective missions, to
take interest in its needs. If that
course were followed a system would
grow up throughout the Scottish
parishes, gradually perhaps, which
would be to the benefit and advance-
ment of their holy Church. Refer-
ring to the retirement of Mr. A. C.
J. Charlier from the secretaryship
of the society, Lord Ralph said that
Catholics throughout Scotland owed

Mr. Charlier a deep debt of grati-
tude.
The Rev. W. Humphrey, London,

gave an address on the objectivity
of truth. Truth (he said) did not de-
pend for its trueness on the know-
ledge or belief of the men who held
it. The trueness of truth was en-
tirely independent of these men, as
a truth did not become true by men
holding it, nor did it cease to be
true by men denying it. Had Jesus
remained visibly among men to this
present day His teaching would
have been precisely the same as it
was nineteen centuries ago, for it
would be impossaible that He should
have contradictad Himself, who is
the Incarnate truth and the God
who cannot lis. It had been said
that the Scots would never be con-
verted, the reason given being that
““they were too hard-headed.” It
was just because of this hardheaded-
ness. that there was ground for hope.
Scots’ common sense, Scots’ love of
logic, the Scottish attraction -

to-
wards metaphysics and theology,
which alone merited the namwe of

science in its strict and proper
sense, have gone to form a 80il, the
best fitted of #11 mental soils, for
the sowing of the seeds of objective
truth (cheers). That their country-
men would receive the gift of light
they must pray, and when these men
of good will had received this grace
the work of the Catholic Truth So-
ciety would not be in vain (cheers).

After addresses from  Canon M.
Gipnes (Innesleithen) and Mr. J. C.
M. Ogilvie Jorbes (Boyndlie),

The T ivht Rev, Monsignor Fraser
(rector, Scots’
ited

m the |

Leo Linse {Abbot of Fort Augustus) |

property. Such a system* he was '
convinced would sooner or later
lead to friction and place laymen

that the Catholics of Scotland were
not a depressed minority in a sleepy
hollow, but an organized body ready
to assert the cluims of the Catholic
Church to the w«itention of their fel-
low-countrymen. Ile was able to
tell him of the poble churches rising
all over the laud, taking the places
of the sanctuacies lost at the time
of the “Reformation.” He was able
to point to the schools being built
for the education of youth, of the
} noble seminaries erccted, and being
erected, as nurseries for their future
clergy men, and he was also abfe to
say that a steady stream of con-
verts. were returning to the Church
of their fathers irom Protestantism
and, what seemed to him a happy
augury for the future, he explained
to His Holiness how the doctrines
of Catholicism were permeating Pro-
testantism itseif, and that from
Presbyterian Pulpits we were now
practice which fifty years ago would
hearing  of Catholic doctrines and
have been pronounced rank Popery.
In conclusion, DMonsignor Fraser
moved : “T'hat the Catholic Truth
Socicty, while rejoicing to see that
our Holy Father has been preserved

S0 long for the good of
Church, join Wwith Catholice
all over the world in pPraying

that he may be long spared to sce

the years of Peter.”” This was car-
ried unanimously.

Bishop Chisholm, having congra~
tulated all on Laving come to the

end of a very successful meeting, the

usual votes of thiunks were accorded
on the motion of Mr. John Craigen,
solicitor I'he  proceedings closed
with the singing of “‘Iaith of Our

I'athers,” the audience standing,

OPENING OF A NEW CHURCH —

The 24th day of October witnessoed
at Aberdeen a ceremony which stir-
red the hearts of Catholic Scotland,
says the ‘‘Univers of London,
Eng. This was the dedication and
opening of the new church erected
at Blairs College, Aberdeen, at the
expense  of some $60,000, de frayed
by Mgr. Lennon, of Liverpool High
Mass was celebrated by the donor,
Mgr. Lennon, the Rev. Dr. Mullern.
(St.  Patrick’s, Glasgow), being

deacon, the Rev. F. Miley (Dunferm.
line) subdeacon, and Professor Welsh
(Blairs College) master of ceremon-
ies. Amongst those in the sanctuary
were His Grace Archbishop Smith,
of Edinburgh and St. Andrews, the-
Right Rev. Bishop Turner (Gallo~
way), Bishop Chisholm (‘Aberdeen),
Bishop Macfarlane (Dunkeld), the
Right Rev. Mgr. Fraser (Scots Col-
lege, Rome), Leo Linse (Abbot of
Fort Augustus), Prior Milne (Fort

Augustus), the Very Rev. Canons
M’Ginnes (Innerleithen)), M’Closkey
(Glasgow), and representative

priests from every diocese in Scot-
land.
Right Rev. Bishop Chisholm

preached the sermon, After express-
-ing his gratitude to all benefaetors,
His Lordship proceeded to give an
interesting historical account oOf the
trials which had attended the found-
ing of Scalan Seminary, in 1712, on
the banks of the Crombie, amid the

tribute to the so- |
ciety and its work, said that it was
| @ very good pleasure !ng him to an-

wild hills of upper Banfishire. Twice

within sixteen years of its com-
mencement its inmates were dispers-
ed by the soldiery. In 1746, after

the defeat of Prinee Charlie, the
college was completely burned down
and the students compelled to flee
to the hills for their lives. It was:
however, shortly afterwards estab-
lished, and a more commodious
house built, on the opposite bank
of the mountain stream, and added
to from time to time, notably by
Bishop Hay, until its transference
to Aquhorties on the banks of the
Don. In January, 1797, Bishop Hay
obtained 107 vears’ lease of ‘the
farm of Aquhortics, the house to be
fitted up to accemmodate  thirty
students, besides masters and ser-
vants. It was n great advance op
the old Highland home. Scalan:

a house of two storeys and an®att
—thatched as was the custom then——
about 50 feet in length and 16 in
width. Compared with Scalan, Aqu-
horties was a uwnsion. Tt was

@
building of s¢lid granite three
storeys high with an attic 80ft. in
length, and 22 iy width. At e
western extremity was the vhapet,
20ft. by 14ft., rising to the soiond
floor. The small congregation o1

tached had an entrance from ‘the
outside, while the students hiad
theirs through o door leading to a
gallery on twa sides, one of which
Wwas occupied by ine Leslie family v
whom the Bishop was indebted . fiv¢
the house and the long lense of Yhe
farm. The room on the same floor
as the boys’ enfrance to the chaput
at the eastern ¢» iromity had a s
closet to the buck, and  this was
Bishop Hay’s room, in whien he died
in 1811, at the age of 82. Yt
the change was for the
as regards amenity
surroundings, they had the
Bishop expressing  his
leaving Scalam
tory
fo




