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have the debates of 1879'and 1880, the.

words of Ferry,; Gambetta or Bert, to do
with the evils of the Revolution that oo-

curred a century before? Mr. N oble’s quo--

tation of 8 Paris correspondent’s ‘report
in tbe London Times of-an anti-clerleal
gpeech, in which the infidel spesaker

raves sbout medals and tells some grand-

mother’s atories about teaching immor
ality, savors too much of the ex-nun, ex-
monk, Mts. Shephel'd, BOb Ingeraoll
style of reasoning to be seriously consid-

ered. o
In fine—just ; )
men of the Brothers’ instraotion in

France: “ When our armies under an in-
vincible chief went everywhere to spread
terror and fright . . . . then the
country wss great,” Why don't he give
us the whole quotation? And even as it
js, what is wronginit? Would it be
wrong ‘to say of England,' ‘“when our
pavy went forth under an invincible
edmirgl . . . . then Britain was
great?” Then he quotes from a par-
agraph referring to the crusades. Does
Mr. Noble—in his anti-Catholic hatred—
side with the Saracens against England’s
Richard, as he sides with Voltaire and
Gambetta sgainat the Church of Rome?

One word more, and we leave Rev. Mr,
Nobte and his letter to whatever little
immortality our columns afford them ;
be may call us Romanists if he likes,
provided it pleases him ; we won’t feel
any the worse, nor will the Church that
bas comquered the tempest of nineteen
centuries be an atom less solid for that
matter. He cannot * honestly osll any
visible Churoh a or tke Catholic Church.”
The viaible Church of Christ will be none
the less Catholic becanse Mr. Noble does
not “ honestly” call her by that name,
In seying adéeu to Mr. Noble we desire
to point out one grand distinotion be
tween Catholic and Protestant teaching.
In olosing bis letter he indicates, as the
result of ecclesiastionl eduoation in our
Province, amiongst other things, “in-
oreasing debi, oppreesive taxation and
ecclesinstical tyranny.” Is-not Mr. Noble
attempting, in his own small way, and
according to his opportunities and pow-
ors, a small ecclesiastical tyranny—a
hate engendured one—of bis own? What
have increazed debt and the taxation to
do with Catholic education? In this
Province these things are due to the
different political parties that have heen
in power; nnt to the Catholic schools.
And partisularly are they 'due to the
Treasury department under different ad-
ministrations. And, again, that depart-
ment has been under the control of a
Protestant almost continuonsly since
Confederation. What has this to do with
Ustholic schoole? These are material,
political, industrial, progressive ques-
tiong—call them what yon like—but they
inno wey relate to Oatholic or non-
Catholic religious education. Here, Mr.
Noble, is the difference between our
systems. . .

The Catholic is primarily taught to
seek out the kingdom of God, and that
alt other things are secondary and will
#ettle themsaslves in due form and time;
the non-Catholic js primarily taught to
look ont for this world’s goods and’let

the affairs of spiritual moment take care

of themselves, Consequently, youn at-
temrpt to prop up your fragments of a
broken crecd by fiying into the political,
~ ommeraial or any other domain, except
that of Faith, You close with Longfel-
low's words: * Actinthe living present,
beart within and God o’erhead ;" we go
further than the poet: “Act for the
slernel future, love—not hate—in the
heart, and God—not the world—o’er-
head,” L -
e —
PTB.: Michigan Qatholio 8ays : “The St.
+ehrick’s Day Souvenir number of Trz

imsgine this fearful speci-

TRUE WrrNEgs; of Montreal, is stuadded
with literary and historical gems—and
illustrated with consnmmate art. It re-
flects credit on the learning and discrim-

‘inative power of its editor and on the en-

terprise of its proprietors.”
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GRAHAM VS, JESUIT.

. On Sunday last the Rev, W.T. Graham
made himself ridioulous before the Min-
isterial Association by his lecture on the
Jesuits, He then advocated the oon-
version or expulsion of that order from
Canada. After a most elaborate display
of & mioat superficial knowledge regard-
ing the history, rules, discipline, princi-
ples and teachings of the Jesuits, he

virtually repeated, in free Canada, the }

Cromwellian condemnation—'‘ to Hell
or to Connanght.” Not satisfied with
this feat, Mr. Graham goea before an
Orange andience, on Friday night, and
actually improves upon his former efforé,
It is a pity that he ehould have con-
tradioted ‘the Daily Witnees in his great
anxiety to kill the Jesuits,

Mr, Grabam said that “{he Papacy is
to-dsy - entirely under Jesnit ocontrol.
All the Roman Catholic 8ees ere to-day
filled by Latin bishops, who are entirely
satiafactory to the Jesuits.”

The Daily Witness of Friday, the very
same day, said: “Pope Lso the Thir-
teenth is a liberal. Theohief oare of hia
reign has been {o checkmate Jmuitism,
which he has the best reason to hate.”

Which is right, Mr, Graham or the

‘Wiitness? Neither of them. They know

as much sbout Jesuits and the Pope’s
sentiments &8 they do aboul the alleged
inbabitants of Mars., The only differ-
ence is this: While the Daily Witness
has the taot to clothe its ignorance on
the subject in acceptable language, Mr,
Graham presents his in all its nakedness
and deformity to the world,. As a
sample of how much he knows about
Jeenits and the Catholic Church in gen-
eral, wo take the following :

“The Jesuit wanta to. control Mac-
kenzie Bowell, but there is no probable
opinion on which the Jesuit may act
concerning that mas, Allhe(the Jesuit)
has to do in order to get an exouse. for
aoting mgainst the Premier or Govern-
ment is to get Archbishop Tache to say
that it is probably ﬂ'i‘ht to s oot down
Mackenzie Bowell. The opinion of a
single member of the Roman Catholic
Church is all that is necessary to make
it right for & man to do wrong.” (Laugh-
ter and applause.)

No wonder that this sample of wisgdom
created “laughter)’ Even Orangemen
must laugh et thesuperlatively ridiculous,
A few, perhaps, agerudite ag Mr, Graham,
may have laughed because the fit was
oontagious. Archbishop Tache died last
June, and the who'e of Canada (except
Mr. Graham and a few Crangemen) has
‘heard of the consecration of Mpgr. Lan-
gevin, Besidea Mr. Graham argues that
the Jesuits are & body of men that seek
to govern the Church. If so they surely
would not submit to Archbishop Tache’s
dictation, nor await his approval to act,
if they were what these firebrands depict
themtobe. Again, Mr,Graham mustbeig-
notant of the fact that Archbishop Tache
was an Oblate of Mary Immaculate—se
is his successor. What has A member of
that Order to do with the Jesuit Order ?
Are then the Jesuits subject to the dic
tation of other Orders of the Church ?
If so, they cannot be very formidable,
As well eay that because & manis a Trap-
pist therefore he'is 8 Sulpician, or be
oanse & soldier in the British army is in
the Light Infantry he belongs to the
Cavalry and must be directed by the Ad-
miral of the fleet.

We don’t refer to this leoture in order

| to refute the alanders and a million-times

refuted calumnies, we merely desire to
point out the abeolute absence of all

knowledge on the part of Mr. Graham—
& Roo genus omne—concerning the
Jesuits and their relations to the Oatbo-
lic Church and society. We have & few
‘queations to ask Mr, Graham, and unleas
be can answer them in the affirmative,

'|for his own reputation and for the sske

of non-Catholic training and instruction,
he should forever be eilent. Is he per-
sonslly acquainted with any member or
members of the Jesuit Order? Has he,
ever attended any of the claszes, from
elements up to philosophy, in & Jesuit
college?. Has he ever been inside a
Jesuit institution? Has he ever in-
spected & novitiate? Hags he ever heard
any of the oonferences, elther in the
novitiste, or in community? Has he
over attended a Jesuit chur:h? Has he
ever heard a Jesuit preach? Has he
ever followed a course of sermons, in
mission, retreat, or on ordinary or extra-
ordinary occasions, délivered by Jeauits ?
Has he ever read the FEzercises of St
Jgpatiug? Has he ever heard the
‘Jestita explain and develop those Exer-
cises? Has he ever read the rules or
observed their practice? In & word—
has he ever come in contact, directly or
indirectly, with the Jesuits? If not, he
must either be demented or else imagine
that his hearers are fools; if he pretends
to know aught about the principles,
rules, teachings—public or private—and
praotioes of the Jesuits. .And if be can
answer these queations in the affirmaltiva
he is simply in bad faith, and be is striv-
ing to gain notoriety by fanning into a
flame the smouldering embers of fanat-
icism and by playing upon the credulity
of all who wish to listen to his nonsense,
e _ - - ]

INFALLIBILITY,

We have shown that the Pope is not
infallible in any of the senses ususlly

olics. Heis net impecoable, nor gifted
with the power of miracles, por above
Divine Law. He is not infallible in
virtue of any talent, or knowledge he
may possess. He is nof infallible as a
man, a scientist, a theologian, a priest,
& bishop, a primate, or even as Pope—in
the plenitude of his supremacy. He is
‘only infallible as Vicar of Christ, that e,
as Supreme Head of the Church, Yet,
he is not as such infallible in his capac:
ity of supreme legislator, judge and ruler.
Only as supreme teacher and guardian
of Revelation is he infallible. And even
in that oapacity he is only infallible in
certain matters—and in these mattera
only under very restricted conditiona.
8o that his infallibility is a very simple
and reasonable doctrine. In this issue
we will .examine the matters in which
the Pope is infallible.

By reference to the Vatican Council’s
deorees it will be seen that four classes
of matters come under the supreme au-
thority of the Pope, as Visible Head of
the Church. 1st. matters of Faith—
what the Gospel commands us to believe ;
2nd, Matters of morals—pringiples of
right and wrong as prescribed by Divine’
Law. 3rd. Matters of discipline—which.
relate to public worship, liturgy, sacred
rites,adminiatration of sacraments,psaim-
ody, elestion, ordination, appointment,
manner of life, ecclesiaatical processes,
prohibitions, censures, pensalties, eccle-.
sinstical privileges, vows,. fasts, feasts, |
divisions of dioceses, administration of
churoh property, etc., ele. 4th, Matters.
of government—what relates to the form
and oourse of churoh government and its
laws. .

In matters of discipline and govern-
ment the Pope is not infallible. He is
only infailible in the doctrines tobe be-
lieved and the duties to be fulfilled—that
is in matters of faith and marals, There-

fare, all attacks made upon Infallibility,

attributed to the dogma by non-Cath-¢

founded on Bulls, Briefs, Comtitutions,

or Letters of Popes, oxr Ducrees of Coun-
cils, dealing with any points of discip-

line or government, are irrelsvant and of

no consequence, since the Pope is nof in-

fallible in any of these oases. This will

be fourd in Rev. Daniel Lyon's work on -
“ Christianity and Infallibility.”

To these claases, in which the Pope is
not infallible, belong the cbjsctions based
on the disciplinary decrees of the
“Index" in the case of Galileo and that
of Lagserre’s version of the Gospels.

“Thus the office of infallible Teacher
of faith and morals, clearly and of neces-
sity, implies the right to define, with in-
fallible suthority, not only matters
directly of faith and morale, but also all
other matters which, though mot direotly
of faith and morals, ars yet so connected
with, or s0 bear upon them, that the
‘latter oannot be fully and infallibly ex-
pounded, without an infallible discern-
ment of the { rmer; that the cffice of
infallible guardian of faith and morals
also clearly and neceesarily implies the |
right to proscribe and ,condemn all pro
positiona and principles that are in any
‘way at variance with the {ruibs and.
‘principles of faith and morals, or in dny-
way prejudicsal to their unity, purity, or
integrity. Othexrwise, as i8 obvious, the
deposit of faith and morals could not be
inviolably guarded.”

{See Franzelin, “De Tradition,” pp. 121,
127, 176, 209 ; Mazzells, “De Ecclesia,V
nn, 805, 826; Hurter, ®* Thevlngia Fan-
eralis,” vol. i., pp. 275, 283; Hettingers
% The S8upremacy of the Apost lic 8ee,”
pp. 120, 128 ; Mapning, “Petr] Privill
gium,” part it, pp. 60, 78, 88, 89, 178;
King, “ When Does the Chnroh Speak -
Infallibly ” pp. 49, 81 and Newman's
“ Apologia,” p. 281 (21 edition, p. 257.)

“ What matters, specially and ih detaily
appertain to the domain of Infallibility,
it belongs to the Pope (or to the Church
including the Pope) alone io determine
finally, for he alene has from God the
right to defire autheritatively and in-
fallibly the subject-matter of his jurisdio-
tion, its extent, contents and Kmits. Nor
is there anything dangerous, or staxtling,
or new in this claim; it is (the infalli-
bility of the decision apart) the olaim of
the court of final appeal in the State aas
‘well as in the Church.”.

We have yet ancther and all-import-

Lant question to consider regarding the

dogma of infallibility. We have seen
that the infallibility is limited to the
teaching capacity of the Buprsme Head
of the Church, end only in matters of
faith and morals, Is, then, every utter-
ance of the Pope, as Supreme Teachet;
in matters of faith and morals, infallible ?
No, it is not. There are very stringent

| conditions which must be oconsidered.

In our next issue we will deal with the
conditions under which alone i the Poge

'infallible. Before we olose our nom-,

Catholic friends will find that this moun-
tain of infallibility is actually only an
undulation on the level plane of dogma;

RECENTLY, Abbe Tolstoi—a relative of
the Russian novelist—abjured the Greek
' Schism,and was received into the Roman,
or rather United Greek Church. Hp is
informed it would net be saf6 for him to
go back to Russia, Meanwhile the Rus.
gian Government ordered him home to
answer for his conduct. He was made-
to understand that if he did not go the
Italian police authorities would hand
him over to the Russian'police. After
writing bis apologia, op the advice of the :

| Holy Father, he started from Rome on -

his way to Russia, What will be his
fate? Talk of Russian civilization and
freedom of conscience. If the Abbe "
would come over to Canada he would be
safe—provided the P.P. A, did not

smuggle him back to Rugsia,



