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to ']I;he Angelical teaches us that obedience
e W is a mora] duty, that we owe re-
€ to the authority of our superiors.
peiire’,bY_regogpiging inferiority and su-
fou Ority in individuals we see the whole
Ndation of communism and socialism
mii%t away at the touch of one master
our Such.lt is with all the errors of
6 Modern times and such it will l?e till
birtﬁ 80es on, and new errors shall find a
as Place in the mind of man, St. Thomas
at Smgularly well ada_pted to the task
amg Was set before him. He counted
Suchng IS ancestors on the paternal side
etic I‘TIlen as Frederic Barbaronssa, Fregl-
mate and Henry 1V, and among his
the ™nal ancestors, Robert Guiscard and
tha . ancred, He ‘1mblbed from these
wag tSPmt of opposition to wrong which
life e characterlzmg mark Of. his entire
idey 10 have endeavored to give you an
4 of the. genius of this man would have

i
been 3 futile effort. “What shall I say of

him,” says Lacordaire, “would what I
would endeavor to paint to you of this man
and his labors be true? As much might
I wish to give you an idea of the grandeur
of the pyramids in telling you they had.
height and breadth. Leave aside these
vaiu efforts, if you wish to see the pyra-.
mids. Cross the sea, advance into that
country where so many conquerors have
left the traces of their steps, and there
behold something solemn, grand, calm,
immutabable, profoundly simple. These
are the pyramids.” These then are the
characters which Lacordaire would give to
St. Thomas solemnity, grandeur, calmness
and simplicity. That he does not exag-
gerate is evidenced by the consensus of
opinion of all learned men upon the ques-
tion. To those who would desire to form
some faint estimate of his labors, I would
say: See for yourselves; read for your-
selves.
W. F. KEHOE, '8¢,
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NORMAN FRENCH INFLUENCE ON ENGLISH LITERATURE.

HILE English scholars claim for

. England the first rank amongst
litera modern nations for imaginative
trOublure’ th{ay give themselves but little
erEfatito pomt out the causes of .thexr
Arp TS Wonderful progress in this de-

et of Jetters,

If 3 are content with the fact.
Doing ,.of assertion is disputed, they
ax oft“nn}phantly to their brilliant gal-
anea-PIC, Dramatic and Lyric poets, of
nlcqrs and novelists. But if asked
efplg Al this progress they are more
alj Suc}f,ed than ever. However they are not
Of thig Some there are that give causes
in o.: PTOBTess.  And with these we agree
this f);lng that the most powerful cause of
Say, ncun, Ity was the union of the Anglo-
Déoples With the Norman French. Both
Uone . 13d excellent qualities but neither
3 ns:OUId have produced a Chaucer, a
81ance ha Shakespeare or a Milton. A

at the nature of the Anglo-Saxons

will show that they were wholly incapable
of doing it

For centuries they had roamed the
North Sea till finally they obtained a foot-
ing in Britain. It was then the special traits
of their character began to appear. Rich
land had for them a great attraction ; it
acted on them as a magnet on steel, when
once they came together nothing could
separate them. Once established on the
soil they were like the pyramids of Egypt,
you could not move them. Their in-
tellectual characteristics were in harmony
with the rest of their nature ; in all their
dealings they displayed much good com-
mon sense, much equilibrium of mind or,
as Lowell says, much intellectual good
digestion, which made them what we call
a very fixed fact. But you would not find
a poetin a hundred thousand square miles
of the country of such a people. In other
words the Anglo-Saxon was deficient in
taste and in a true perception of the



