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CALANDER—FEBRUARY 1877.

pth—St. Andrew Corsini, Bishop and Confessor.
St. Apollonis, Virgin and Martyr. William
Carleton, the Irish Novelist, born 1796.
Amedeus Eing of Spain abdicated 1874.

10tb—St. Scholastica, Virgin, Boston taken by the
British, 1776. Queen Victoria married, 1840.

11th—Quinguagesima Sunday, De Wwitt Clinton,
who projected the Erie Canal, and was fonr
times chosen Governor of the State of New
York, died, aged fifty-nine, 1828. .

12—St. Raymond of Pennafort, Confessor. Michelet,
French Historian, died 1874, Lady Jane Grey
Behended, 1554. Wolfe Tone arrived in Paris
{rom America, 1796,

13th—Feria. Shrove Tuesday.

14th—Ash Wednesday ; beginning of Lent.
entine Day,

15th—SS. Faustinus and Jovita, Martyrs. The
Irish Volunteers at Dungannon resolved un-
animously # That the claims of any body of
men other than the Eing, Lords and Commons
of Ireland, to make laws to bind this Kingdom
js unconstitutional and a grievance,” 1782,
Galileo born.

Val-

-

REGULATIONS FOR LENT.

All the days in Lent, Sundays escepted,
from Ash Wednesday to Holy Saturday in-
clusive, are Fast days. ,

On the first four daysin Lent, as weil as
every day in Holy Week, the use of flesh meat
s prohibited.

The use of fiesh meat at every meal is per-
mitted on all the Sundays in Lent, Palm Sun-
day excepted.

The use of flesh meat is also by special in-
dulgence allowed at the one repast on Monday's
MPuesdays, and Thursdays in every week from
the first Sunday in Lent, to Palm Sunday.

On all days inthe year without any excep-
tion, on which the use of flesh meat is pro-
hibited, it is perfectly allowable to use animal
fat, such as lard, or drippings, in the prepara-
tion of meagre food; for frying fish, for in-
stance, eggs, and other Lenten diet; but it is

_mot permitted to eat the meat, or animal fat in
its natural condition. '

ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDENTS.

J. B. QuesEc.—You mistake our mission,
e have announced before that «bigotry in
any and in every form will find in us 2 foc,”
We are desirous of treating all denominations
with courtesy. Above all things we do net
wish to promote 2 belief that it is a Christian
duty to hate each other for the love of God.
You will find us ready enough to defend Ca-
tholic interests, but you will not fird us ready
to insult our Protestant friends.

New Brosswick.—The interesting event
to which your letter referred is now too late to
notice. '

THE IMMIGRATION QUESTION.

InpORTANT COMMUSNICATION FROM THE GOVERNMENT.

——

‘We have received an important communica-
_tion from the Government in reply to our ar-
ticles on the Immigration Question. In our
next issue we shall publish the communication,
and review the question again.

« CATHOLIC INTOLERANCE "

To the bigoted mind we ¢ Papists” are the
most intolersnt of men. We rejoice in the
days of ‘“wooden shoes and brass money"'—
glory to the Inquisition, and the St, Barthole-
mew slaughter—delight to hear of our Papal
Juggernaut grinding the unbelievers of the
earth into raw heads and bloody bones, and in
general, kick up such fiendish pranks before
high Heaven as make the angels weep. We
are the Nazareth out of which no good can
come. We can be improved only by being
swept off the face of the carth, We are good
for little in this world, and are oaly fit for fuel
in the next. We are, in fact, miserable sinners
all. Death is the wages of our erimes. There

“are no bowels of compassion for our misfor-
tunes—we must go down, down below, and say
the bigots of this earth sent us there. It isa
pity that this should be so, but it is yet true,
Hatred of Catholicism is the only religion that
some men profess. Itis, in the opinion of bigots,
quite enough to shout ¢ Down with the Pope,”
0 secure salvation. But are we as bad as we
are painted ? -Are we. all. lawed fellows of the

" paser sort?” " Ts ‘thefe no place for us in

- our « Father's Mansion ?”:, Are we intolerant

" and“idoldtrous? - Let usses ! And- firsh let

. ug take the ease of Great Britain ‘and Ireland.
Well, what do we find? We find England and

‘Scotland sending 500 M.Ps, to the British

House of Commons, These 500  M.Ps.re-

present a population of about 28 millions. Of
these 28 millions—two millions at least are
Catholic, and yet Great Britain does not send
one Catholic M.P. to the House of Commons.
The two millions of Catholies in Great. Britain
are as Gatholics, practically disfranchised. Liord
Robert Montague at one timeindeed represent-
ed an English Constituency, but it was before
he became a convert. At the present moment
there is not a constituency in England with
which ke would. have the shadow of a chance

of being elected as its representative. His.

religion is a sufficient barrier against the
support of English politicians, of every shade.
Neither Conservative nor Liberal England
would tolerate a ¢ Papist,” and so our people
arc debarred from that Parlimentary repre-
sentation which is supposed to be the guardian
of English liberties. If the Catbolics of Great
Britain were represented according to their
numbers, they would have 30 or 40 M.P’s
from Great Britain alone, but the * tolerant”
policy of ¢ liberal” England, shrinks from allow-
ing ¢ papal propagandists” to rapge upon
cither side of the Speaker's Chair. . But how
different it becomes in ¢ bigoted,” ¢ priest rid-
den,” « intolerant” Ireland. The land of super-
stitions “priest craft,” and “mimic ceremonials.”
How different it isall there. Many, if not most
of the leaders of the popular party are Pro-
testants. All the Protestant Home XRule
M.P.’s represent Jconstituencies where, from
four-fifths to seven-eight, of the clectors and
non-electors, are Catholic, Butt, Henry, Big-
ger, Parnel], Bryan, and many other Protest-
ant M,P.’s represent Clatholic constituencies.
Even the last elections—Waterford and Sligo
—illustrate this. The new M.P, for Sligo—
a man who will yet, in chivalrous devotion to
his native land, prove the Smith O’Brien of
Ireland — King-Harman—is a  Protestant.
Sligo is a Catholic County, but it trusted its
honour into the keeping of a Protestant Home
Ruler, and one for whom we predict a brilliant
and a patriotic carcer, But it is so all through
the Country. Bigotry is unknown. The
Dublin Corporation which is always three-
fourths Catholic, alternately elect a Catholie
and a Protestant for the office of Lord
Mayor. Last year it was a Protestant—
Owens—this year it is a Catholic—Tarpey.
And so from one cnd of the land, and from
one cnd of the year to the other. And this is
« Catholic Intolerance,” But let us look a little
pearer bome, Tict us look here in Canada, and
what do we find ? We find in this Catholic Pro-
vince of Quebec theProtestants have 15 mem-
bers in 2 House of (3 and of these, 15 two are
(abinet ministers. This number is apparently
smal], but it is more than they are entitled to by
five or six members, On the Bench, ir the
Senate, Legislative Council, and in allother Gov-
croment positions, the Protestant minority, in
Catholic Quebee, have at least a fair representa-
tion. Even Montrcal—which is more than
three fourth Catholic yet ¢ intolerant” *priest-
ridden” Montreal—sent 2 Protestant to each
House of Parliament; returns 11 Protestant
Alderman out of 27 and- elects a Protestant
Mayor alternately with an Irish and French
Catholic—has a Protestant Chief of Police, as
well as many other officers in the various civie
departments. Now turn to the Protestant
Provinee of Ontario where the Catholies number
about one fifth of the population. Ina house
of Assembly comprising 68 members there are
now but eight Catholics, and until recently
they had but two or three, including one mem-
ber of the Cabinet. In the Dominion Parlia-
ment there are but two Catholics returned,
against 19 or 20 Protestants sentby Quebee to
the Parliament ol the Dominion. Where is
the «“Intolerance” here 2 Of the two Catholics
returned from Ontario for the Dominion Parlia-
ment, one is returned from Ottawa, which is
pow more than half Catholic in population,
Last year in Toronto, they had no¢ ene repre-
sentative in the City Council, out of 27 Alder-
men, while this year the Protestants have so
fur relaxed that they have allowed one Catholie
to squceze himself into the Chamber. In
Moronto there is not asingle Catholic employed
in any office of note, under the Corporation.
The ¢ Protestant Defence Society’” takes good
care of that! The Scnate of the Dominion is
the only representative Assembly where the
Clatholics can claim anything like fair repre-
sentation, But after all, we repeat now what
we lhave said before—that we arc not represent.
ed according to our numbers, e form nearly
one half the population of the Dominion. OQur
representative in the Senate is satisfactory.
But this is not the doing of the people. It
behoves us’ then, to look to our interests. It
is time we awake from our lethargy, and man-
fully confront the difficulties of the hour, and
ascertain for ourselves if we cannot do some.
thing to improve the difficulties of our situation,
We are neither “bigoted” nor “intolerant,”
neither at home nor abroad can- our epemies

‘make ¢ good their boasts, nor prove them true,”
Bigotry, in any and in every forw, will inus
find no fricnd, but we shall meanwhile do
what we can to fight our own cause without
malice or ill-will; ‘ ‘

“OLIVER CROMWELL.”

The Rev. Charles Clark is a brave man., He
speaks like one who has the courage of his
convictions, and he acts like ome who is
prepared to stand against all odds in vindica-
tion of the principles he holds. This virtue is
to be admired in its way, and when allied to
Truth, it is a boon well calculated to make a
man respected by ‘his fellows, Mark - you, we
do not think that the people of Montreal en-
t®rtained “an angel unawares™ when they
went to hear the Rev. Mr. Clark's lecture on
« Qliver Cromwell ” last week, or that a half
filled house indicated: much appreciation of the
cloguent geatleman who stood before the
audicnce to defend, nay to applaud, England’s
great  Protector.”  There is so much trim-
ing of the social and political top-sails in these
days, that it is refreshing to hear a man boldly
and honestly—in language full ofimpassioned
eloquenc: and choice diction—stand up for
what nearly the whole world condemns, that
we are forced to respect his pluck and his con-
victions, while we may reject and differ from
the conclusion he forms. It is thus with our-
seives and the Rev. Charles Clark. In the
first place it is difficult to understand why the
Rev. Charles Clark never meaticned Crow-
well's carcer in Ireland! The record of the
« Protector’s” life is not only incomplete, but it
is imperfect and unreliable, without containing
some of his deeds when he combated for the
(‘ommonyealth, against ““the Irish enemy.” To
aman of the Rev. Mr. Clark’s attainments
the “ Ormond Papers” must be well-known
documents, and as they are the most reliable
source of information about Cromwell's career
in Ireland, we must express our astonishment
that the subject was never referred to. We
will ot charge the Rev, Mr. Clark with being
overtaken with that coward congeience which
is supposed to make poltroons of us all, but
still it was passing strange thut this page in
Cromwell’s life which should disclose the
« heroism”’ and “piety” of his nature,
was not opened to the view. If he was afraid
of the hostility of Lingard, of Curry, of
Macaulay, of Carey, of McGee, of Apppleton,
and others ; had he not the support of Goldwin
Smith, Froude, and Carlyle. The Reyv. Charles
Clark grow pathetic over the ¢ martyrdom” of
« Qir John Filiott’’ and justified the execution
of King Charles because of Elliott’s death; but he
was silent over the butchery at Drogheda where
thousands perished by the sword for the glory
of the Puritan Géd, the interests of England
and by the ordersof ¢ Oliver Cromwell, Esq.”
We shall not excuse the “ murder” of Elliott
as the Rev, Charles Clark boldly excuses the
murder of King Charles. 'We are not as brave
as Mr, Clark, nor do we wish to show our
pluck by bigoted and- vindictive retaliation,
We shall not wish that Cromwell was ussassin-
ated as the Rev, Mr. Clark rejoiced at the
assassination of Buckingham. Life to us is
far more sacred than it appears to be to the
Rev. Mr. Clark; Drogheda more cherished in
our annals than ¢ Nasby fight,”” or the “Hypo-
oritical Puritans,” as 2 famous Englishman
called the *Reformers” of the day. The
Puritans, with Cromwell at their head, were
and are accursed in Ireland. On the 1st of May
1654, Cromwell made alaw quietly sending our
people to ¢ Connaught or to hell.” At a stroke
of his pen he confiscated five millions of
acres of the best land in Ireland, he vowed to
butcher the Catholies unless they followed the
long visaged Puritans in the mock solemnity of
their ways. Ircland was to ‘¢ Obadiahed”
or Ircland was to be destroyed. He trans-
ported 80,000 of our people to Barbadoes,
where they were sold as slaves. In the lan-
guage of the Seriptures, he lay the county void
as a wilderness :—

« Women and Children,” says Prendergast, © were
found daily perishing in ditches starved. The
bodies of wandering orphan children were preyed
upon by wolves. bian, beast, and bird were all
dead, or had quit the desolated localities. The
priesthood were hunted down like wild beasts.”

And yet Mr, Clark tells us that one of the
grand results of « Oliver Cromwell’s” sets was
to secure ¢ civil and religious liberty.” Why
Pym, Cromwell's bosom friend and subordin-
ate, boasted that the Puritans would not
“Jeave a priest in Ireland.” Even in Cromwell’s
time the priests were counted as one of the
three * burdensome boasts”’—the wolves and
the Tories being the others.  Cromwell was in
Ireland in 1654, and we read that in 1655, the

¢ Jails were full of priests, and they wero trans-
ported to Barbadoes in hundreds, where they lived
in cabins. In 1658 a Lientenant Wood received a
reward of twenty-five pounds for apprehending five
priests, and soldiers of Colonel Leigh's Company ten
pounds for arresting two priests” :

and so on at the marketable rate of “five
pounds for thehend of a “Papist” priest. And
this is ¢ Civil and Religious Liberty” under
#Qliver Cromwell”l' The * funatical hypoerite”
did not know the meaning of the phrase. Why
there was no. semblance’ of civil and religious
liberty in Ireland until 1823-—and even at the
present hour, there-are offices in Iréland which
a Catholic cannot hold. - It is no wonder we
are surprised at the. bravery of the Rev. Mr.
Clark to declare in.-the presence of an intelli-

gent audience—that Cromwell secured the
boon of civil and religious freedom, But we
shall leave Ireland out of the question. Crom-
well's record in that country is stained with
murder. Fanatical, and cruel, he has left be-
hind hima name, which islikened to thatgiven
to Ivan of Russia, called the Terrible—‘a
tiger atlarge.” The Rev. Mr. Clark was in
some respects as prudent as he was brave, and
by omitting the mention of Ireland in his lec-
ture, he adopted that course which is supposed
to be the better part of valour.

But let us look at the lecture from an Eng-
lish point of view, let us review it as if we
were destitute of Irish sympathies, and take
it as we find it, We have alluded before to
Pym, to Elliot, to the Rev. Mr. Clark’s justifi-
cation of the murder of King Charles, and to
the apology he made for the murderer of
Buckingham. We pass ali these by, and shall
confine ourselves to the question of Cromwell's
policy and its results. Did he secure civii and
religious frecdom for the people of England ?
What do we find? In the first place we see
that from the time of Henry VIIL (o that of
Charles I. not a single voice was lifted up
in Kogland to protest against the violent
suppression of the Christian priesthood.—
More and TFisher perished for denying
the Pontificate authority of the King. The
Church was, in the chaste language of Fulke,
“gpat upon” as a ¢ greasy, stinking, anti-
christian” order. But the Church flourished
in spite all Rid!ey and Hooker and Fulke could
do. It flourished until even as late as the
reign of Charles II. But even long after this to
aduit a convert into the Catholic Chureh was
a capital crime. Alluding to this time Dr.
Johnston said that ¢ there is no instance even
in the ten perseccutions, of such severity, as
that which was exercised against the Catholics.”
This continued until long after Cromwell’s
time. In 1691 an act was passed by the Eng-
lish House of Commoans providing that “ No
person should sit in the Irish Parliameant,
should hold any Irish office, civie, military, or
ecclesiastical, or should practice law or medi-
cine im Ireland, till ke had taken the oath of
Allegiance and Supremacy, and subscribed to
the Declaration against Transubstantiation.”
Yes, and that act was not repealed until
1820, Was that civil and religious liberty ?
To say that Cromwell brought about civil
and religious liberty in Eogland, is to
express what history will not sustain. The
Puritans, says Macaulay, were

tt ag intolerant and as meddling as Laud had been,
It was a crime for a child to read by the Ledside of
a sick parent one of those beautiful collects which
had soothed the griefs of forly generations of Christ-
ians, Severe punishment was inflicted on those
who shonld presume to blame the Calvanists mode
of worship. Churches and sepulchers, fine works
of nrt and curious remains of nntiquity, now totally
defaced, The Parliamncnt resolved that all pictures
inthe royal collections which contained represonta.
tions of Jesus or of the Virgin Mother should be
burnoed. Sculpture fared as ill ag painting, nyphms
and graces, the work of Ionion chisels were deliver-
ed over to Puritan stone.masons to be made decent.”

These were some of the lovers of civil and
religious liberty !

The “Reformation” promised the same. There
13 no reliable testimony to sustain Mr. Clark.
It was after the time of Cromwell that Lecky
wrote about the ¢ Scotland cowering in
helpless  subjection before the reformed
clergy.” Even Emerson admits that the
Catholic Church ¢ had been for centuries the
democratic priaciple of Jurope, and Christi-
anity lived by the love of the people,” (‘rom-
well assisted in substituting the State for the
Churclh—it was only as Iallam said *a change
of Masters,"”” but the change was no¢ togive Civil
and Religious liberty, The people became
weaker instead of stronger. “ The whole of the
Northern people of Profestant countries,”
said Lord Molesworth, himself a Protest-
apt, ¢ have lost their libertics ever since
they changed their religion for a better.”—
Was that ¢ eivil and religious liberty 27 Why
“civil and religious liberty’” did not exist in
England until recently—some men say it does
not exist there now. But of one thing we feel
assured that there is not that freedom from
religious intolerance which every true friend
of liberty would wish to be universal, and to
which the Rev, Mr. Clark is not likely to con-
tribute. It is a pity that a gifted man should
be eaten up with the rancour of religious
fanaticism, and that hatred of Popery should
be his incentive to public emulation,

THE “WITNESS” WRONG AGAIN!
The Witness in reporting the lecture of the
Rev. Mr. Clark suys:— :

“ Ag the audience emerged from the door of th
hall, persons who were stationed there distributed
hand bills emanatiag from & Roman Catholic source,
and announcing a rcply to Rev, Mr. Clark’s lecture
through the True WWitness. It is thus apparent how
the exposition of the truth is feared.” :

We found it necessary to correct some
mistakes which tho Witness made last week. We
now find ourselves compelled to put the Wit
ness right again. . It is surely a strange way
to.fear the exposition of the truth by giving
it publicity, and by courting investigation.
The Witness is wrong again,and so far from
“fearing the exposition-of the truth” we are

quite ready to continue the discussion if oup
contemporary is so disposed. :

Again ref?rring to our remarks in reply to
¢ ethnology in polities™ lust week, the Witneg,
says that :—

“Irish Protestants are not always go w i
by Irisch Roman Catholics ag evez{ Sc:ol:eellxl rlg:g:::tq
ants. A proof of this is the preference which w ;
believe is general throughout Ontario amongst the
Trish Roman Catholics for Mr. Mackenzie, a Scotche
man, over Mr., Blake, the son of an Irishman”

The Witness is again astray. We deny that
it is “ because Mr. Mackenzic is a Scotchmag”
that he is preferred to Mr Blake by the Catholigs
of Ontario. Our history refutes the charep
We suppose the Witness has heard of Emm:t.
of Tone, of Titzgerald, of Orr, of Mitche) o;‘
Martin, of Butt, of Galbraith, and other ]J:ish
Protestants who are politically rovered by ou;
people. It is not to Protestants, but it is ¢
fanatics and bigots we object. But there i
still another item of news to note in the ll’it.-
ness. It says that:— ‘

“ Arthur a Beckett, who has lately joined ths
staft of Punck, is a Roman Catholic, an}t'i J:Iansegdittﬁb
of The Tomahawlk when Matt Morgan drew thr
hbellpus cartoons of the Quecn, which gained ii
notoriety, but destroyed it. ¥, C. Burnand, aﬁtho;

t *H y s R
%mho;‘(’gf Thoughts’ in Lunck, is also 3 Roman

We hope the news has not alarmed our cop-
temporary, for if it has we must add fuel to
the fire. Fully one half the men on the st
of the London press are Catholics and Irish.
men. They have made their way aqgainat the

current, and they will no doubt hold it as
well.

THE OKA INDIANS.

A deputation of Evangelists has been inter.
viewing the Government on the Oka Indian
Question. The deputatioa which was composed
of the Rev. Alexander Sunderland, Secretary-
Treasurer of the Methodist Missions Society,
accompanied by Ald. Clendinneng, of M ontre:xJ;
and Mr. W. H. Walker, had an interview with
the Minister of the Interior.

To Ald. Clendinneng fell the task of «set.
ting orth the conditien of the Indians, and
asking that some action might be taken.” The
duty was 2 pious one to the worthy Aldeyman,
and we cun readily picture the apostate zeal
with which he bent to his labour. No warrior J
among the Oka’ braves ever flourished toma- §
hawk, or whirled in the mad fever of the war B
dance, more resolutely than Alderman Clendin-
neng of pious repute, laid the gricvances of the
Oka Indians at the feet of the Government of §
Mr. MacKenzie. But < impediments™ were in
the way, and the Alderman and his friends were
informed that # the Government had no juris-
diction in the matter, and the question in dis-
pute would have tobe settled before the Courts.” -
The deputation, was discomfited, the Govern. ;
ment acted discreetly and well, and the
deputation returned from whence they came,
vowing no doubt that the trail of the serpent
is over Mr. McKenzie and his Government
and all,

- B —

¢« THE CHURCHES OF CHRISTENDOM.”

The Rev. Alfred Bray is announced to wive
a course of six lectures in Zion Church, The
six lectures are— The Greck Church, the
Romish Church, the Waldensian Church, the
Church of Ingland, the Puritan Church.
and the Unitarian Churcl.” We may as well
complete the advertisement published in a con-
temporary, and announce tbat the price of
tickets is 81 for the course of six lecturcs, or
25cts for a single admission. Now we do not §
find fault with the Rev. Alfred Bray for giving
six lectures on ¢ Historieal and Critical” sub
jects as asnounced. But is it not somewhat
odd that among all the churches he has selected
to lecture about, the ¢ Romish” (‘Lurch is the
only one he ventures to name irrevercntly.—
We are the “Romish” Church., Well, if men
ever stand before God with the brand of
“bigot” on their countennnces, our loving
neighbors in Montreal will assuredly be i
danger. But let us pray for their conversion,
for they know not what they do—for all is
@ dark, dark, dark, cven amidst the blaze of
nooD,” g

MR. OCONNOR POWER, M.P.

We notice that Mr, Power is aanounced 10
lecture in the Mechanics® Hall on Thursdsy
next. The subject of his lecture is to be ©Th
Martyrs of Irish Liberty,” and it 1s onc wl 3
calculated to call forth -all the geniug and
pathos of Irish oratory, e have mude o
rangements to give a special report of the le¢
ture, but the report will convey but a poor in-
pression of the manner with which Mr. Dowe
delivers it, or of the fervid eloquence by which
e kindles enthusiasm in his audiences.

. THE MISSION.

'Phe Mission at St. Patrick’s and St. Ann®
Churches will open on thé first Sunday in Leth
The Missioners will be the Redemptori#
TFathers, -

CANVASSERS

for” this paper, I
Cities and Town
Send:.

make more money than at anything. else.
for terms, and go to work. Terms sept free.
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