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[State, too, put forward a claim to 
educate its future citizens, and then 
«me the conflict. The Church resisted 
he demand of the State to be the 
ole educator, first by resting on the 
‘Declaration of the rights of man" 

and the claim of citizenship, and then 
ffiy demanding to be treated according 
to the principles of liberty it did not 
itself profess, In 1849, however, the 
Church conquered for itself the right 
of teaching, or rather the popular 
vote gave it to them, and it is this 
liberty which has been already at 
least partially destroyed and which 
we to-dav see wholly threatened, on 
the ground that to allow the Church 
to teach is to place too much politi
cal power in its hands. But it is in- 
deco curious to note that the present 
state of afiairs in France hardly 
seems to show that the Church has 
possessed itself of much political pow
er during the half century it has been 
occupied in education. We may now- 
turn to
THE SITUATION OF THE RELIG

IOUS ORDERS
m France and to the legal status 
which they possessed during the Con
cordat and until recént timcK It has 
been frequently asserted that in the 
agreement made by Napoleon with the 
Pope the religious Orders were pur
posely excluded. M is indeed true that 
by the legislation of 1789 and subse
quent years the French Congregations 
were suppressed and also that they 
arc not specifically mentioned in the 
restoration of religion under the Con
cordat. But it has been shown con
clusively by the Comte de Mun (p. 69) 
that they are really included in thc 
first article of that treaty which 
guarantees the “full and free exercise 
ol the Roman Catholic Apostolic re
ligion." How can there be a “full and 
free exercise" of the Catholic religion 
when the regular life is prohibited? Is 
not the regular life, though perhaps 
not necessary to the essence ol the 
Catholic Faith, certainly an integral 
portion of its full development? More
over, the work of the Comte Boulay 
de la Meurthe on “La Negotiation du 
Concordat" makes it certain that 
the Pope desired and strongly urged 
that the religious Orders should be 
expressly mentioned in the document, 
and that the First Consul was un
willing to include them, not because 
they were thought to be prohibited, 
but precisely because he desired they 
should be regarded as purely religious 
iocieties,
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NOT NEEDING STATE RECOGNI
TION,

and 4epending for their creation and 
regulation upon “a Brief (of the Sov
ereign Ecmtifi) should he deem it ex
pedient." It other proof was want
ing that the Concordat in no way 
contemplated the suppression of the 
regular Orders, we should still have 
the fact that in spite-of the laws of 
1789, 1790 and 1792; in spite of the 
silence of the Concordat; in spite of 
article IX. of the organic articles, 
the religious congregations had al
ready re-appeared three or dour years 
before the date of the Concordat. 
Houses and schools and hospitals had 
been opened by religious not merely 
in secret, not merely with the tacit 
recognition of the Government, but 
with the direct approval and en
couragement of the State. “I ask of 

their"owa^'y man of 8°od faith," writes M. de 
pjun, “whether in the face of these 
lacts It Is possible to pretend that 
the silence of the Concordat can be 
interpreted as meaning the suppres
sion of the religious Congregations." 
Frotr. the reconstitution or.order un
der Napoleon as Consul, for many 
years, and probably for half a cen
tury. it was considered useful for re-
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action in sueH-au

thcrizatioa in the case of such bodies 
ls desire to obtain State recognition 
lor the advantages which follow from 
the possession of the civil personality 
secured by legal existence Until the 
recent law of 1901 the nou-authorlzed 
Congregations, though not recognized 
by the State, were not in any way 
illicit. It is necessary to bear this 
in mind, because it has been the pol
icy of M. Combes to suggest the op
posite and to endeavor to rob the 
Congregations of the sympathy of 
law-abiding people by representing 
then, as rebels and law-breakers who 
did not dare to place themselves in 
relation with the State. “It cannot be 
toj often repeated," says the Comte 
de Mun, “that until July 1, 1*01, the 
noii-recognized Congregations were 
within their rights (in remaining non- 
autkorized); their existence was licit 
though they could claim no civil per
sonality" (or existence). Authoriza
tion then gave to the religious houses 
thst possessed it a legal status, and 
it was

. WALDECK-ROUSSEAU’S PRO
FESSED WISH ‘

in his Bill of 1901 to furnish the 
means for all religious to regularize 
their position. He was anxious—if 
we may accept his reiterated expres
sions—whilst making unauthorized 
Congregations hence forth illegal in 
Fiance, to extend the approval of the 
State to all bodies applying for It 
and complying with certain formal 
conditions, such as making a general 
statement of the ends and object of 
their institutions and of the extent 
ol their property and means of sup
port Better informed, no doubt, as 
to the real intentions of the party 
now in power in France than those 
who relied upon the words of M Wal- 
deck-Rousseau and on his reiterated 
asreitions that the object of his Bill 
wa-i not to destroy the Orders, )but 
to afford them a legal position in the 
State, some religious Orders found 
refuge in other countries, preferring 
expatriation to e'en greater evils that 
might perhaps befall them if they ask
ed for an authorization, which they 
foresaw would be denied them. It will 
be remembered that many, even am
ong Catholics in this country, thought 
that those who thus gave up early in 
the struggle were ill-advised and that 
events would prove them to have read

THE SIGNS OF THE TIMES
wr< ngly. Unfortunately this has not | 
been the case; but the fate of the re- \ 
ligious whq, with full faith in the hon
esty of M. Waldeck-Rousscau, made I 
their applications for authorization 
hxs shown how little honesty'or jus
tice or fair dealing remains to-day in 
the Government of France. Of those 
that remained, fifty-four Congrega
tions of men and a great number of 
Congregations of women, said to com
prize in all some 6,000 Houses, sent 
in their applications for recognition. 
Most of these,had long been establish
ed on the soil of France. A great 
many for three-quarters of a century 
had openly carried on the purposes for 
which they were established without 
let or hindrance; they had been in 
constant and official communication 
with State officials in regard to their 
work, and they had enjoyed the confi
dence and respect of thc public au
thorities in the places where their 
good works were carried on. * They 
came in good faith to Parliament -to 
submit to the new regulations and to 
ask for authorization required by the 
new law. The case of some was pe
culiar. Their submission to the law 
was the result of a scrupulous wish 
to obey the law, and they came to 
ask for authorization not because they 
thought they needed it or that they 
did not in fact possess it. It was the 
natural result of the advice given by 
M. Waldeck-Rousseau to the Congré
gations of Savoy on 28th June, 1901. 
“I think," he said, “that it would be 
prudent for them, as indeed for all 
who are in any particular condition, 
to ask for the authorization which 
will insure them against every kind of 
risk." Let us take
THE COLLEGE ANGLAIS, DOUAI,
as an example; perhaps most of inter
est to us. The English Benedictines 
had possessed a college there for the 
last three-quarters of a century. The 
property was British, and had been 
almost continuously in the possession 
of our Congregation since the begin
ning of the seventeenth century. Even 
in the Reign of Terror it had been 
respected as the property of English 
subjects, when the French religious 
houses were dissolved and their goods 
confiscated, until it was seized on the 
outbreak of the war between the two 
countries, not because <,lbe monks 
wcie monks, but because they were 
English. On the restoration of the

ligious Congregations to secure thelpsuperty after the Treaty of Paris. it
protection of the State by obtaining 
authorization under some “ordln- 
nar.ee" or patent. In this way, whe
ther under the Empire, the Monarchy, 
or the Republic, large numbers of re
ligious houses and Congregations be
came known as “authorized." Side 
by side with these, however, there 
grew up others which did not desire 
nor ask for State recognition, and the 
tei.dcncy has been for these latter to 
increase in number, especially since 

^1877, and in consequence of the uncer-
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_ administered by a Bureau in 
Paris as British property; and the 
Ëtialqpts were, since 1826, appointed 
to the various burses with the full 
knowledge ol approbation of the Min- 
iirtei oi the Interior. The existence of 
the college was thus constantly 
brought before the officers of the 
State, and the dealings with them 
alone surely constituted an authoriza
tion In Itself. Moreover, not so many 
years ago it was necessary to obtain 
a lease of the building* at Douai from 
the Bureau for the purpose of carry
ing on thc school, and this lease, with 
several years yet to run, vu ap- 

' t of
the Republic, M Carnot, and by the 

mlBer of Public Instruction
wuailivltetr a

_ it 4F
to tale the advice of M^Wa

was more than a mere matter of form 
and that in due course we should re
ceive the authorization. The result 
y.«u know. Our application was

NOT EVEN CONSIDERED
Wc were executed with the rest ‘‘en 
bloc," and the first intimation that 
we really received ol our fate was the 
appearance of a liquidator at the col
lege gates and the seizure of our 
goods and chattels though were were 
British subjects. To-day the actual 
end has come. The three months of 
grace given to us has run out and the 
College Anglais, which lor so long has. 
been associated with the name ol 
Douai, from to-day no longer exisU. 
By a curious chance the hospitality 
accorded during three centuries to 
English Catholics by the French na
tion at Douai is violently terminated 
on the very day that President Lou- 
bet lands in England on his official 
visit. The whole process has been 
as arbitrary as it has been unjust, for 
Douai is but a sample of an immense 
number of religious houses. M. Com
bes arranges things as he pleases. 
Just as it pleased him by a stroke oi 
the pen to close 4,000 free schools, so 
It pleased him in assigning to the 
Senate and the Chamber the demands 
for authorization, which were to be 
divided between them, to hand six to 
the former and fifty-four to the 
latter. The accompanying suggestion 
to the Chamber of Deputies for the 
rejection of all of them “en bloc" 
was agreed to without difficulty 
or delay and the “right of control ol 
the Senate," which exists according 
to the Constitution of the Republic, 
in this case, by

THIS PARLIAMENTARY COUP 
D'ETAT,

wa i ignored. The matter was made 
simplicitly itself by the action of M 
Rel.icr, tha “Reporter" of the meas
ure before the .Chamber of Deputies, 
“ii; what use is it," he asked in sub
stance, “to discuss the ends and oh-1 

jet u of the Congregations who have 
asl e I for authorization? We have no 
call to judge them, as we do not 
meat, to authorize them. Our inten
tion is to condemn them, and refuse 
their application, and so to destroy 
them under the new law." This was; 
the view taken by M. Combes’ ma
jority, and all those who at M. Wal- 
deck-Rousseau's invitation had pre
sented themselves for “regulariza
tion" found their petitions rudely 
dismissed without consideration. It. 
would be interesting to know some
thing of the ex-Prime Minister’s in
most feelings to-day. In the Cham
ber and in the Senate in 1901 he de
fended his law on the ground that au- 
thcrization would be granted or re
fused on the merits of each case, and 
he rejected indignantly an amendment 
which proposed the suppression of all 
existing non-authorized Congrega
tions In thc Senate, in reply to a 
suggestion that there was a parti 
pris, and that by the brute force of a 
majority the Orders would be con
demned, precisely because they were 
Orders, M. Waldeck-Rousseau exclaim
ed “As to saying that Parliament 
will not grant authorization, in my 
opinion this is to make short work 
of its functions. Can you believe that 
the French Chambers, in face of hon
est statutes showing openly a reason
able, philanthropic end, or one of 
social interest, will be animated by 
aim absolute parti pris, and will say: 
•This is a Congregation, we refuse it 
authorization?’ “ M. Waldeck-Rous- 
scau’s speeches also, that were post
ed up in every commune of France, 
beer witness to his engagements and 
to his reiterated promises in the mat
ter, whilst the electors, on the 
strength of those declarations, were 
assured again and again that the 
Government had no thought of sup
pressing the Congregations, and was, 
in fact, pledged to authorize those 
that would obey thc new law and take 
the necessary steps to legalize their 
position. It is
A COMPLETE MISREPRESENTA

TION
to say, as the English papers have so 
frequently done of late, that M. ('«au
bes was returned to power with a 
large majority, on purpose to deem' 
the abolition of tbs religious Orders, 
and that in refusing to grant the au
thorization asked by them he was 
merely carrying out the mamlate he 
had received. This issue was never 
before the country at all; on the con
trary, the electors In every part ol 
France had before their eyes, in the 
bills posted up by the authority of 
the Parliament, M. Waldeck-Rous- 
seau's own promises in regard to au
thorization and his indignant denials 
that any measure of suppression was 
intended; and, if they had any doubts 
upon the matter at all, they were set 
at rest by the same pledges of those 
that sought their suffrages In an 
eloquent passage of his pamphlet on 
the situation, M. le Comte de Mun 
describes the result of the complete 
confidence in the justice and honest 
dealing of M. Waldeck-Rousseau and 
his successor, M. Combes. “The flood 
(let loose by the former) is passing 
ox its way, sweeping on in a sad and 
glorious medley towards the obscure 
paths of proscriptiqn, confiscation and 
exile, into which those others had al
ready preceded them whom the first 
blast of thfr tempest had uprooted. It 
Is a crowd of innocent victims, we 
sec a body of men of all ages guilty 
only of being faithful to the name 
they tear and to th^Ltblt that
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the last moment wholly occupied) 
serving their God, in praying to ■ 
In teaching His law, in educating 
children of the people, ing 
alcL

ip*tt>

spreading abroad in every land under 
the Heavens the Name of Jesus and 
that of France."

1 Then come the nuns. Already the 
refusal of authorization has come up
on their brethren in religion.
THOUSANDS OF POOR UNFORT

UNATE LADIES
have been turned adrift into the world 
whose only fault is that they have 
associated to serve God in prayer and 
good works. Thousands of them have 
grown old in the cloister and are thus 
unfitted to begin life again. Most of 
them are poor and unable to support 
themselves in any new sphere of work 
and still less able to begin life afresh 
in any new country where they can 
enjoy the liberty to serve God, which 
is denied them in their own. In all 
parit of England, our Itishops tell the 
same talc of the piteous stories of 
these exiled ladies who, without 
means of any sort, or with means of 
thc slenderest kind, have applied and 
arc applying to them to be permitted 
to set up a new home in our mijlst, 
in the vain hopes of being able to 
earn their bread by a little teaching 
or a little nursing. It would be cruel 
not to undeceive them at once, but 
these numerous requests have of late 
added greatly to the anxieties, as the 
need of refusal has to the sorrows, of 
our Bishops. What is before these 
ladies no man can tell, and already 
we hear of nuns whose only course 
has been to seek dispensation from 
theii vows and find the necessaries of 
life in taking up the work of dom«‘stic 
servants, and in serving as shop-wo
men behind the counters of the Paris
ian millinery establishments. Even 
when by the force of the law the mon
asteries yd convents have been closed 
the Congregations dissolved, and the 
inmates dismissed, the unfortunatç re
ligious frequently finds himself or 
herself still under
THU IRON HEEL OF THE LAW.

If he preach or lecture after his se^ 
cuirrization, which as a priest he has 
surely a right to do, he can be prose
cuted as recalcitrant and punished. 
By M Combes’ circular of April last 
tho Bishops were directed not to al
low ex-rcligioqs to use thc pupifts of 
their dioceses and their refusal to In
bound by such an arbitrary exercise 
of authority has been in certain eases 
punished by the suspension of their 
very inil—ante ^snes In one case

fved ou 
a dii

If you are

..Renting
or working for someone else 
why not get a farm of you 
own in

New 
Ontario

For particulars write to

HON. E. J. DAVIS,
Commissioner of Crown Lands,

Toronto, Ont

Empress Este
—Terms i $LM per day.-----

r',

JAS. J. O’HEARN
House and Sign Painting

Graining In all its variety. Pip* bw 
Ing we., etc.

SOLICITS A TRIAL
omen iMin—ii

161 QUI1M BT. WIST 8 D*ASI
OppeWU Oejeod. U*U N*kowHikM
TtUpbeo. «âle S6T7

PER MONTH WILL BUY Yl 
a home anywhere under < 

plan. Live in it while pay la* lor 
Write for prospectus. Canadian He 
Builders’ Association, Manning Oha 
bet*, Toronto.

FIVE LITTLE MINUTES I 
the time perry Davthe time
*■ srtfcp i
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