3
&
o
ia %
#
A :
&
”
o
) T

e e TR

e A ek

el

\
e v e

s

THE CATHOLIC RECORD.

APRIL 27, 1889,

THE JESUITS.

A Reply to the Rev. J. J. Roy, B. A,y
of Winulpeg, by the Kev, Lewis
Drummond, S. J.

DBRLIVERED AT ST. PATRICK'S CHURCH
OTTAWA, MONDAY, MARCH 25, 1889.

From a V:rbltlm Report by Mr, ¥, Mallin.
CONTINUED FROM LABT WEEK,

Mr. Roy translates “herein above,”
The differenco in Frenoh is the difter-
enoce of only one letter ; it is the ditfer-
ence between ci-dessus and ci dessous. I
would pot charge him with making a
wilfal blunder. I wish to give him the
benefit of the doubt; but it is a most
serious mistake, If you take the text
scocording to Mr, Roy’s version, the
publication of this Brief was all that was
needed for the actual suppression ; but
when you read “in the form and msnner
that we have herein below prescribed,”

ou bave to exsmine what follows,

ow, in the rest of the Brief, such as it
is, there is nothing at all about the
manner in which the suppression is to
take place ; but we know that, together
with this EBrief was sent to each of the
bishops in the Catholic world, a docu-
ment explaining how the suppression
was to be eftected, The formalities to
be observed were so intricate us to place
a bar to the complete fuliilment of the
purpose expressed in the Brief, Some
pretend that Clement X1V. wished to
satisfy the ehemies of the Society, and
yet did not wish to have the work com-
pletely done. However this msy be,
1t is well known that especially for
Roman documents the observance of all
formalities is absolutely necessary to
their validity. The formality required
here was this: The bishop of each dio.
cese was to collect together all the
Jesuits of each college, to send a dele-
gate, or to go to them himself and read
1o them the Brief of Suppression,
Without that, the Briet would not have
ite eftect; for it was not addressed to
any one in particular, and it was not
osted up on the daars of St. Peter’s at

ome, as is generally the case with im-
portant Papal documents.

Mr. Roy has no right to side with the
Pope when the Pope suits him, and then
oppote or ignore him according to cap-
rice ; ho has no right w blow hot and
cold in onme brecth. It he wishes to
make capital ou. »f the Holy See, he
must take tho Fcp-'s documents in the
Papel way, Now, from the Papal stand.

iat, the Society was not suppressed in
F:uwil, in Russia, and probavly not in
the Province of Qaebec, for we have no
proof thet the Bisbsp of Quebec ever
read to the Jesuits the Brief of Buppres-
sion. He obtsined permission from
Rome to read it and to allow them to re-
main as they were. Gther bishops ob.
tained the same permission, so that the
Jesuita were not at ell suppressed in
some parts of the world.  They remained
more especially in Russia, At the
beginning of the portiticate of Pius VI.,
who was the successor of Clement X1V,,
the Russian Jesuits were in a great state
of conscieutious preplexity, Of course
those who are deeply prejudiced against
as will refuse to admit that we can have
any conscientious scruples ; but preci:ely
asthe best way to know the history of &
country is ta belong tc it, eo ihe best
way to know the historv ot an Order is
to be & member of it. Whatever people
may say, I have never found pgreater
sincerity then in the Bociety of Jesus,
The Jesuit Fathers in Russia were ex.
tremely exzercieed in their consciences
to know what they should do, The
Brief could not be published unless the
bishops read it eut to the Jesuits, and
the bishops did mot promulgate it, So
long as it was not read to them, they
were bount by their vows of poverty
and obedience. In regard to priests,
secular or religious, of course the vow of
chastity does not change. On the other
baad, they heard in the newapapers of
Kurope that the Brief had been pub-
lished in other countries. They wanted
10 know what they should do. They
met in council. Some of them said :
“We are bound to submit to the Pope ;”
others said : “Yes, we are bound to sub-
mit to the Pope, but, according to his
canonical regulations, you cannot leave
the Order until you are eanonioally sup-
pressed. Until that is done, you have
no right to use money as your own, you
are bound by your vow.” While in this
great state of proplexity, they sent a
messenger to Rome to see Pius VI, and
Pius VI, said to this messenger: «I
want the Jeguits to remain as they are
in Russia.” He would not give any
written document, for the times were
too troublous, the French Revolution
was at hand and the Governments of
Portugal, Spain and France would bave
clamoured against him ; but he allowed
them to exist there, and before the end
o! this century Pius VI. formally re-
established them in the kingdom ot the
two Bisilies, In the first decade of this
century, Piue VII, re-established them
in England, where they bad always re.
maiced since the suppression,

In Maryland, Archbishop Carroll,
formerly a Jesuit, and the firat Catholie
bishop in the United States, bailed with
joy the re.establish t of the Society in
that great Republic, Finally in 1814
Pius the VIL solemnly re established
the Order all over the world.

Hitherto, making & concession to Mr.
Roy, I have considerad this Brief as if it
were infallible, but no Catholic theo-
logian—and Catholic documents, if used
against us, must be examined on Catho-
lic principles—holds that it is an in.
fallible document. An iafallible docu-
ment must be one which defines a doo-
trine, and not simply a letter (Brief
mesns letter) containing a judicial sen.
tence. The Brief of Suppression is not
a Bull defining matters of faith or morals,
All agree that such a letter is uot an in.
tallible document, Catholics know very
well that the Pope is infallible only
when epeaking, ex cathedra, that 18 to say,
from the chair of St. Peter, teaching the
whole worid doctrines tbat touch on
faith or morals, Protestants of course,
who are enlightened, will know the same
thing, Even Mr. Roy must be aware of
this, for he quotes the very words of the
Vatioan Council. OQutside of the cir-
cumstances in which infallibility is prom.

takes, Only when there is question of
solemn definition ie he preserved from
error, The lhwits of infallibility are
very clearly marked, and this Brief has
absolutely rothing to do with them, it is
quite outeide of them; it might have
been a mistake from beginning to end,
80 far ae infallibility is concerned. Like
the care of Galileo, it does mot enter
into the ephere to which infallibility is
promised,

Mr. Roy proceeds tospeak of the death
of the Pope : i

“QOlement XIV, followed up this Brief
by appointing & congregation of car
dinsls to take possession of the tempor-
alities of the Society, and armed it with
summeary powers against all who should
attempt to retain or conceal any of the
property, He algo threw Lorenzo Ricei,
the General, into prison in the Castle of
St. Angele, where he died in 1775,

In September, 1774, Olement XIV,
died after much sutfering, and the ques-
tion has been hotly debated ever since,
whetber poison administered by the
Jesuits was the cause of his death.”

Now, I ask you if the General of the
Order was imprisoned, and ail the mem-
bers of the Order near and round about
were suppressed and houcded down by all
the governments, how do you suppoee they
could havejgot into the Vatican to polson
the Pope? Of course the epemies of the
Society who never met a Jusuit are accus.
tomed to stories about crypto-Je:uits aud
lay Jesuits. Oa their theory, you never
know in what unexpected situations you
may hit upona Jesuit, Perhspayour cook
or your housemaid may be s Jesuit, That
is the Jesult of fiction ; the Jesult of fact,
the real Jesuit is very diffcrent. There
are no lay Jesuits, no female Jesults, no
ceypto-Jesults, Thue, even if Jesuits are
beld to be monsters of inlquity—an opin-
fon which thelr prompt acceptance of the
Brief that killed them, wherever it was
duly promu'geted, empbatically contra
dicts—the cbarge of poisoning Clement
XI1V. is too ridiculous to be listened to.
Mr. Roy bimself, deepite his auvimue,
merely inelnuates it & la Littledale.

On the Sappression and what followed
it you will allow me to quote from an
excellent pamphlet reeently published by
the pastor of St. Pstrick’s Caurch, my dear
friend Father Whelan, It 1s one of the
best I have ever seen.

“I eball now read,” says Fsther Whelan,
“from a reliable hand book lately pub-
lished ou this subjact :»

“The Brief of Suppression is a valuable
document in the history of the Soclety of
Jesus, and it fs especlally remarkable,
because, as is observed by Protestant Hia-
torfan Scheell, it condemns neither the
doctrine, nor the morales, not the diecipline
of the Jesulte, The complaints of the
Court againet the Order are the only
motives alleged for its suppression, Iu
Rome, although unfortunately some of
the cardinals and prelates only too faith-
fally served the interesta of the Bourbon
Courts agalast the Suciety, the testimony
of Cardipal Antonelli, one of tha most
eminent members ¢f the Sacred Coliege,
gives ample evidence that this feeling was
not universal, and in a report addressed to
Pius VL, only two years afier the suppres.
slon, he thus expresses himeself :— The
impartial world recognizsd the iojustice of
the act.’ ”

Cardinal Auntonel!l herespesks boldly.

“And thote who do mot recogmize it
must be efther blind or else hear a mortal
hatred to the Jesnlts. What rule was
observed in the judgment rendered against
them 7 Wera they llstened to? Were
they allowed to bring forward their
defence? Such a mode of proceeding
proves that there exlsted the fcar of find-
ing them {nnocent,”

Thbe Pope had written'Christophe de Beau-
mont, Archbishop of Parls, requesting that
the Brief be published ; and Caristopbe de
Beaumont, one of the brightest and noblest
figures in the Church of France in the last
century, wrote back to the Pope a remark.
able letter, the purport of which wes -
“How can I do such a thing, when ovly
lately all the Bichops of France assembled
together, approved of the doctiiues of the
Soclety, and protested against its suppres-
ston 7”7 And then, he expostulated with
bim as & son would with his father, agatnst
the publication of this Brief. Cardinal
Antonelll goes on :

“As for me, | affirm, without fear of
error, that the Brief is null, invalid and
iniquitous and consequently that the
Soclety of Jesus is not destroyed. My
assertion ls founded on s number of proofs,
of which I ehall be satisfied with bringing
forward a few.”

Mark well that this was written only
two years after the suppression.

“The Cardinal then enumeorates the rea-
sons which, in bis opinion, invalidated the
Brief. 1.—When the Pope promised to
suppress the Soclety he was only a private
individual, unsble to estimate the full
consequences of his act. 2.—The Brief
waa extorted from & man, fettered by his
previous engsgment, by those whose only
object was to ruin the Ohurch, 3 —In
this infamous transction, false promises,
criminal threats aud open violence were
made use of towards the Head of the
Church, 4 —The Briof was destitute of
canonical forms requisite in a eolemn
sentence of thisdescription, It{s helleved,
adds the Cardinal, that Clement XIV. pur-
posely neglected these formalities, in order
to render the Brief less bindlng. 5 —In
the execution of tho sentence, the eccles-
lastical and civfl laws of justice were
equslly violated. ¢ —The sentence reats
upon unproved accusatione, and upon
calumnies which it Is easy to refute. 7 —
The Brlef contradicts itself, asserting in
one part what it denies in the other. S —
It contatns confused and ambiguous ex.
pressione, and in the part relating to the
simple and solemn vows, the Pope atti-
butes to himeelf powers that no Pontiff
ever clalmed, 9.—The motive alleged for
the suppression of the Soclety might,
under the same pretext, be applied to
every religious order, and the Brief fe,
therefore, an instrument prepared for the
general destruction of religlous orders.
10.—T¢t acnuls, as far as it can, & number
of Briefs and Bulls, iesued by the Holy
See and accepted by the Church, without
glving the ressons of this eweeping con-
demnatlon. 11,—It was a cause of scan.
dal to the Church, and a subject of joy
only to Infidels, hereticsand bad Catholica.
‘These reasons,’ continues Antonelli, suf-
ficiently prove the Brief to be null and
Invalid, and in consequence the so-called
suppresion of the Soclety 1s unjuet and
frregular.’”

ised to him, the Pope may make mis-

/

/

Cardinal Antonelll {s correct. I think
there are some insccurscies in it, It is
only the opinfon of a fallible man who
was in a high posltion ; but it shows what
views were current in Rome shortly after
Pope Clement’s death.

“As might be expected, the Jesulits,
againet whom accuations of regiclde have
been comstantly brought forward, were
charged with haviog polsoned Qlement
XIV, To o contemptible an accusstion
silence is perhaps the best answer. At the
same time it muy be mentioned, that even
Protestant historlans, and the enemies of
the Jesuits deny it. Thus, in the letters
of Gavazz! and Malvezzi, both men who
bad taken an active par: in the suppres:
slon, the charge fs contradicted ; and
Frederick of Prussia, writing to D'Alem.
bert, on November 15tb, 1774, says:
‘nothivg can be more false than the
ramors of the Pope baving died of polson.
* # * He ofien reproached himself for
the weakness with which he had eacrificed
an Ocder like the Jeeuits to the caprice of
bis rebelous children. * * * Daring the
latter part of his life bis temper became
gloomy snd morose, and this contributed
toshorteu his days.” Moreover, the Pope’s
physiclans, Sallcstti, and Adinolfi, in sn
officlal declaration, asserted that the
Pupe's death proceeded solely from natural
causes ; and their testimoasy was con-
firmed on oath by Father Marzoni, Gen-
eral of the Franciecars, and the intimate
friend of Clement X1V., whom he at-
tended durlog his last illnese,

I will now quote to you the words of
three Protesiants giviog their general
opinion of the jastice or njustice of the
suppression of tne Society :

“ScHoELL,—Cours d’histoire des Etats
Europeenr, vol. 44, p. 71, says: War
ageinst the Jesults became populer; or
rather, hatred and persecution of an order,
whose existence was bound up with the
Catholic religious and the throne became a
clalm to tha titls of philosopher.”

All that was required to pose ss a
philosopher was to declare oneself against
the Jesuits. There must be a great wmany
pbilosophers about jast now.

“Secondly, ScHLOSSER—H{story of the
Political avd Literary Revolutions in the
8th century, vol. I: Some people had
sworn irreconcilable hatred to the Cath-
olic religion * * * To complete this
fnterior revolution and to take away
from the ancient Catbolic system its
chief prop, the several Bourbon Courts,
not knowing that they were thus going
to place the instruction of youth in very
diftcrent hands, united against the Jesu-
its from whom the Jansenists had iong
since filched, often by dubious means,
the esteem they had enjoyed for cen.
turies,”

So Schlosser admits that it was a war
of prejudice carried on by the Jansenists,
a body that called themselves Catholics,
but were steadily repudiated by the
Catholic Church as heretical.

“Guizor—Hist, France, Vol, V. 5, ch,
54, A strange and striking reaction in
human «ffairs ; the condemnation of the
Jesuits was the precursory eign of the
violence and injustice which was soon to
be committed in the name of the most
sacred rights and liberties * * * The
destraction of the Jesuits served neither
religion nor reason, for it was contrary
to justice as well as to liberty ; it was
the wages and the bitter fruit of a long
series of wrongs and iniquities com-
mitted, but lately, in the name of religion,
againet justice and liberty.”

The Society of Jesus was restored in
1814 by Pope Pins VIL, no longer by a
Brief, that is to say, a document of
secondary importance, but by a Bull, a
more solemn document, and in that Bull
he says :

“Tne Catholic world unanimously de.
mands the restoration of the Society of
Jesus, We daily receive the most earn.
est petitions to this eftect from our
venerable brethren the Archbishops aud
Bishops, and from other enrnest persons.
Weo should deem ourseives guilty ot
great negligence before God, if, in pres
ence ot the perils that threaten Ohristen.
dom, we neglected the ascistance given
to us by God’s special providence ; and
if, placed at the helm of the bark ot
Peter, tossed by continual tempests, we
refused to employ vigorous and experi
enced seamen 10 master the waves that
threaten every instunt to cause destruc-
tion and deatb,”

A few years ago, a certain Catholic
clergyman, who had prejudices against
the Society of Jesus, aitempted to prove
that the present Society of Jesus was
not the old Society, but simply a new
congregation. He published what pur.
ported to be a learned work on the
subject, but it had not been long pub-
lished before it was condemned by the
present Pontiff, Leo XIII, Afterwards
Pope Leo XIIL addressed a letter to the
General of the Society of Jesus, in which
he shows that the Society was the same
a8 it bad ever been, and in which he
confirms all the privileges granted to the
Society by a score of Popee, except those
privileges that were incompatible with
the common law of the Oburch, as it had
been modified since the time of those
Popes, He thus restored everything
that could be restored to the Society,
and he expressly said that it was the
same Society as it had ever been, So,
taking the Pope's view of it, there can
be no question but that the Society has
been re-established, as I said in my
letter, and not re.created,

Mr. Roy proceeds to make some
apparently facetious remarks, which he
prefaces with large print, ;

¢‘fhe Dead Lecturing the Living.”

“The Pope though ‘being dead, yet
speaketh’ and, speaketh with infallible
authority, He does more than speak,
nay, he lectures, Hear, then, a dead
infallible Pope giving a lecture to a living
Jesuit,”

This makes me feel rather proud—to
think that the Pope should take ‘he
trouble of speaking to me,

“Your loyalty? My rebellious son,
after having suppressed you for ever,
how comes it that you pose as a great
patriot in Winnipeg when so many
‘clamors and complants’ have been
raised about your disloyalty 3"

I do not pose as a great loyaiist, I
simply said that many of us belong to
old Canadian families. What an exoel.
lent reason I have for making use of
these words “when so many e&lamors
have been raised about (our) disloyalty 1"

I'do not wish to say that this opinion of

Have the clamors and complaints proved

be true, they are not obstacles to my
loyalty, This I have & right to affirm.

“It was your continued opposition and
disloyalty to sovereigns that forced me
me to suppress your Order, snd you have
placed yoursel! to.day in the awkward
predicament of buving to depy my in
tallibility to get rid of the diflicuity.”

No, I bad not to deny the intallibility
of tke Pope, because no Catkolic ever
keld that tbis Brief bad anvthing to do
with infallibiiity, and Pius Vil in a sub
seéquent Buil reversed what was only a
Judicial sentence,

Jesuit Loyalty,

As for loysity, I ssid that most of the
Jesuits in Canada are Canadians; they
are not importations from the Old Coun.
try who come out here and faiten on
Canada, We have been here for genera
tions, [ donot want to ba obtrusively
pereonal ; bus, siuce Mr, Roy chose to
make a personal attack on me, I must
mention some nsmes. I will tuerefore
refer 1o three well- known Fathers of the
Society. Father Jones in Montrea), is,
on botk his father and motuer’s side, &
descendant of U, E. Loyslists, You
cannot easily get anything more loyal
than that, Father Kenny is a son of Sir
Edward Kenny, who was for some time
acting Governor of Nova Scotia, and who
is the very quintessence of loyalty,
Everybody in Halifax knows who the
Kennys are, and you would be laughed
at if you suspected them of being dis-
loyal, My father was Attorney General
of Lower Canada for some years, and
among other measures that be saesisted
in paesing was the Reciprocity Treaty
with the United States from 1854 to 1864,
which as many say. produced sn ers of
great prosperity, He also was the prin.
cipal factor in the drawing up and
passing of the Seignorial Tenure Act. In
aoing this, he showed considerable loy
alty to the best interests of Eastern
Canada : for, in reducing the rent roll,
he brought himself into disfavor with his
most intimate friends, his father.in law
in particular, being the owner of four
seigniories,

But Lewis Thomas Drummond held
bravely on his course for the eake of the
country; he got the measure passed, and
his legislation endures to the present
day. Esarlier than that he begsn his
career of loyalty, He was born in the
most loyal country in the world—the
north of Ireland. Is there any place in
the world where the patron eaint of
loyalty might show himself with more
efect than there ! My father was born
in the extreme north ot the morth of
Ireland, at Coleraine. He was brought
up among people who bad nothing but
reverence for British rule, I remem-
ber eome years sgo, When I was in Eng.
land, he used to send me Cenadisn papers,
but if there was any seditious article in
them, he would carefully cut it out as a
matter of coneclence, least it should cor-
rupt my loyalty, He came to this coun.
try at the age of twelve, studled French
thoroughly, aud when the Rebeliion broke
out in 1837, he was able to view all sides
of the question, Having recently come
to the Bar at that time, he was chosen to
defecd the rebels. This was at a time
whean the whole country wasa ferment.
His outspoken defence vn bzhalf of the
rebels established his reputation as a for.
ensic orator; but tbose that heard him
fay that what they admired most was the
polite respect he showed towards the
Judges who held in their hands the lives of
those misguided men, a respect redolent
of loyalty. My grandfatber, on my
mother’s slde, was the Hon. Peter Dom-
fuic Debartzsh, who was & membor of the
Leglelative Council in the Province of
Qaebec some fifty years 8go, When that
rebelilon began in 1837, bhe thought it
neither lawfal nor wise ; he belleved like
sll the Catholle prieits, with the exception
of one, that the movement ought not to
be encoursged ; and so he sct his face
againet it. The result wus that he nar:
rowly escaped death, He risked his life
in order to he loyal t» the British Crown,
Oaiy a couple of yesrs sgo I met in St.
Paul, a gentleman eighty years old, who
told me that he had epirited away my
mother when she was a girl, in order that
she might escape those who were threaten-
ing the whole family.

I think, therefore, that we have a right
to speak about our loyalty. The fact is
that in all countrles in the world, the
Jesuits, irstead of belng opposed to loy-
slty, have been remarkable for their
defence of legitimate government. I do
not think there is sny country In the
world where they were more attacked than
in Ecgland, and yet several Jesuits who
died on the ecaffold because they would
not believe in the splritual supremacy of
the Queen, took good care to eay that they
loved and reverenced Queen Ellzabeth
(fgooring the seamy side of her character),
and that they prayed for her; but they
would not submit to her as Pope, They
did not belleve that she was appointed by
Jesus Christ. In the United States the
Jesuits have always been first and fore
most {a loyalty to the Republic, Father
Neale, who afterwards became coadjutor
to the Archbishop of Baltimore, was a
great friend of George Washington.

Oa the 22ad of February, Georgetown,
our oldest college in the United States,
celebrated the centenary of fta foundation.
The President of the United States made
lta pointto be present. Nobody will
accuse the Jesuits in the United States of
being dlsloyal. In Belgium some years
#go, King Leopold I, s Protestant, sald to
one of his friends, speaking of the Jesuit
colleges in Belglum : “I like the education
that the Jesults give, becauce they en-
coursge the t:ue natlonal spirit.” = The
same is remarked in Spain,

Pombal.

One very remarkable instance of Jesuit
loyalty and generosity, even to thelr
eneruies, is glven in all histories that deal
with this question. The first person who
etarted the persecation in Portugal against
the Soclety of Jesus was the Marquis de
Pombal. ~ He had been received at the
Qourt on the recommendation of » Jeauit,
who had been decelved by Pombal’s
hypoctlsy, The latter’s object was to get
the reins of power iato his own hands and
then unchrlstianize the Kingdom of Por-
tugal. The Jesults were a bar to his
unchristian projacts, He determined on
their ruin. As soon as he had won the
kiug's confidence, he slandered and per-
secuted the order, and finally suppressed it
in the Portuguese Dominfons. One of his
many cruel acts was the casting them {nto

snything? Unless they are proved to

prison, where he kept them for seventeen

yoars in horrible duvgeons with hardly
enongh tn keep body and soul together,
Father Malsgrida, who was considered a
eaint, aud who bad, both in Europe avd in
South America, labored with unsparing
devoledneen as & true hero, was strangled
in the publ'c tquare by Pombal's orders
in 1761, Pombal blmeelf was diegraced
ofter the death of the king ; he wes even
condemned to death for his jadiclal mur-
cer and enormous thefts, though the
Queen sllowed him to live on 8+ A monu.
went of despised infquity,. When he
dfcd, no one would bhury his corpse. The
Jesuite re entered Portugal in 1829, and
they found bis coffin still unburied in a
chapel on the road between Jisbom and
Colmbra. * > * The priest who per-
formed the requiem services over bis body
was a Jeeuit, That was their revenge,
Poyerty,

Mr, Roy proceeds : “Your self denial
and poverty ! You now ‘brag aud bluster’
about your eelf-denial aud poverty, and
end that you work for your food and
raiment duly.” No; Idid not speak of
self-denisl. What I said wae we worked
for our country’s best interests with mno
earthly reward but our focd and ralment,
Put this assertion of mine on a basis of
statistics  In this co>mpensation for the
Jesuits’ Estates, how much fs to be glven
to the Soclety? Do you know how
much the sum amounts to for each indi.
vidual? By the Pope’s distribution, we
Jesults get, out of $400,000, only $160,000,
We are over 200 Jesutts in Canada, about
one-third of whom are priests like myself,
the rest students preparing for the priest.
hood, or lay-brothers, who do the manual
work in our houses, some of whom are
carpenters, others tailors, or shoemakers,
or bakers and cooks, generally very poor
cooks, Now, divide up $160,000 among
200 men, That does not give you much,
Call it $1,000 capital at 5 per cent, It
would give $50 & year, We Mve cheaply,
bat not quite eo cheaply as that, It costs
about $200 a year to keep each of us
golng. We do not spend sny money
uselessly, we do not wear fashionable
clothes, we want about one cassock a year,
which costs something llke $14, Then
we are not allowed to wear gold watches
or jewellery, We use no money except
In so far as we need It for travelling ex
penees or for immediate wants, we only
use that with permiseion of cur superiors,
and the superlor of the house has to give
an account to higher superiors of the way
in which the mouey is used, We carry
no books with me, If we want to
resd s bock, we fiud in each house
that we go to a common library,
we gelect a book ard put it back when we
are doce with it, For the lest twenty.
years, I have always made my bed, swept
my room end blacked my boots, and I
expect to do o until I die, If that is
noi poverty, whatis? It 18 not misery,
but 1t certainly is not wealth, What is
Mr. Roy’s snswer to that?

“Do you not hold a license uot to
observe the days of fasting, not to abstain
from forbidden meats, and not to recite
your prayers at the canonical hours, to
advance or retard the reading of your
breviary  and by your license you thus
make life more easy,”

We have indeed certain permissions not
to obeerve the days of fasting, if we have
a sufficiently good reason. I was work.
ing & good deal last week, oceasionally
preaching three times a day, besides
hearing confessions for five or six or
eight hours a day, and being beseiged by
all gorts of persons coming o see me—
not to attack me, I must say—the
enemies of the Order never come to in-
terview me, not, at any rate, as enemies,
But all this 1s very tiring, very wearing
upon the buman frame, and, therefore, [
think, constitutes a sufficient reason to
excuse from fasting. As to the breviary,
that is not a very important permission,
because every priest in the Catholic
world has it now just the same as the
Jesuits, “Aud by your license, you thus
make life more easy.” It is just the
contrary ; I find it a busy life, not at all
an easy one, If I wanted to lead an
easy life, all I should have to do would
be to find out that I have been mistaken
in the dootrines of the Catholic Church,
and set to work and proclaim that [ have
been perverted by Goldwin Smits, or Mr,
Roy, or somebody of that sort, and siart
out in a crusade againet the Jesuits,
What a sensation that would create! I
do not think that I should have any
difficulty in gathering in about 3,000 or
$4000 a year. Then I might like to
take to myself a wife, That would be
easy. And if she happened to die, I
might take & second wife, as Mr, Roy
dicf not very long ago, That, however,
would be very ditterent from the surt of
a life I am living ; I think it would be a
good deal easier ; but I have an idea that
I could nor feel, perbaps, as much ease
of conecience, and that I might have
some difficulty in getting on that side in
the next world where I wish, and pray
that I may epend my eternity,

“And one of the reasons,” says Mr.
Roy, always spesking in the Pope's
name, a8 given in my Brief of July 21st,
1763, for suppressing your Ocder in per
petuity, is it not ‘your seeking afier the
riches of this world with too much eager.
ness and avidity? And everybody
knows of your commercial transactions
in Paraguay and the infamous bank
ruptey of Father Lavalette,’”

I will say just one word about that,
The Pope does not confirm, he only
states the accueation, that we “sought
for riches with too much eagerness and
avidity,” What Mr, Roy eays about
Father Lavalette is partly true, About
the year 1765, Father Lavalette, & super-
ior of the Jesuits in Martinique, wanted
to clear away the debt, Moet Jesuit
houses are in debt, In Montreal, when
first I taught there, there was a debt of
$190,000 upon the church and the
college, and the only means we had to
pay that was the pension paid by the
students at the rate of $150 a year. This
generally left a deficit ot about $5,000 a
year ; and, of course, an appesl had to be
made to the people to help us a little,
Tuey subscribed $15000, and we man.
aged to get our heads above water, but
even now the finances of that house are
not flourishing, I have hardly ever seen
any house of the Order which was not in
debt, although they are supposed to be
rolling in wealth, To return to Father
Lavalette. He found himself in debt,
and he thought he could pay off this

debt by commercial transactions, It

rules of all priests, He loaded ships
with provisions for Europe, and if thoge
sh:ps had reached their destination he
would have been able to pay oft every.
thing ; but unfortunately war broke out,
the shipa were seized by the Englieh,
and he lost 500,000 francs. There was a
great fuss made about the matter, the
Order was called up before the Parliy.
ment and taken to task, Father Laya.
lette stated himself that he had done
wrong. He sent a paper to his supcrior
sayirg that his fault was a personai one,
that tbe Society was not to blame, and
he openly left the Bociety wiik the
permisgion of the authorities, in order
that his action might not in any way
refloct upon the Order. The eremies
of the Society overlooked hig disclaimer,
and fastened upon us tbe act of one
map, If ull societies were jadged in this
way, none would stand o iniquitoues g
test, There was no dishonesty, no un.
just use of money, but simply an impru.
dent commercial speculation, and yet
Mr, Roy holds this up to us ss a crine,
and adds :

“And besidee, was not your order
suppressed in Canada in 1774 by » royal
decree of the Imperial Leretical Pariia.
ment of Great Britain 7"

There is no proof that it was suppressed
a8 a society, for the last Jesuit was
kuown to be a Jesuit, living in Quebec
in 1800. He was Father Casauls. He
was known to be the heir of all the
Jesuit revenges, which then amounted
to about $5,000 a year, It was known
that he siways bad his pockets fuil pf
moeney, that the good old priest would
go sbout the streets of Quebec giving
money 1o every poor person who asked
him fer it; He spent everything ho had
on the poor. This fact is undeniable,
On education Mr. Roy says:

“You claim to have done much valu.
able work in teaching. How dare you !
Read my Brief and retresh your wmemory |
In the bosom of your Society, ecarcely
out of its cradle yet, various germs of
diecord and jealousy bad eprumg up,
which led them to eet themselves up
against the universities, the colleges and
the public schoole. There is bardly an
accusation of the most serious nature
that was vot brought up against your
Order.”

No; I did not say anythiog in my
letter to the Free Press about the work
we had done ; 1 spoke of the work w: are
doing  As 10 rhe past, [ have shown
that Pope Clement X1V, does not pre-
tend to infallibility on this point, as the
very form of his Brief proves, and, in
this particular paseage he sums up his
entire indictment as an sccusaticn and
nothivg more, In regsrd to religion,
Mr. Roy, with a heavy kiné of humor,
BAyR :

“You have written in black and white
that your whole lives were devoted to
religion, and religion is the bulwark of
society, But my rebellious son, waich
religion do you mean 1"

In what sense Mr, Roy can personate
my father, it is not easy to imagine.
But let this psss, I mean of course the
religion which I profess, the Roman
Catholic Apostolic religion, Mr, Roy
embraces the Protestant religion; let
bim muke the best of it, but I hoid that
mine ie best

“If the religion ot Christ is the bulwark:
of society that religion is certainly nos
your own,”

Mr. Roy, yGu are not in‘allible,

Then he speaks on patriotism, s
maiter which I have already touched
upon, But what seems to have stung
bim to the quick is what [ ssid about a
useless secret society, “The Suciety of
the Order of Jeaus, we are told, is not a
useless secret society, whose only pur--
pose is to brag and biuster., But the
Jesuit Order is a secret society.,” Mr,
Roy’s sffirmation is no proof, and he
gives po other. I have already told you
that I distinctly demied this in my MS.
letter to the Free Prees, and my denial
was omiited by the printer, Mr, Roy
continues ;

“Peace and trapquillity will not be re-
stored to our Dominion, and the brag
and bluster will not cease until Pope
Clement's remedy be applied by Her
Majeaty’s Protestant subjects,”

Protestants are thus called upon by
Mr. Roy to persecute Catholios. [s thie-
according to the Protestant idea of ciyil
and religious liberty }

“We have been advised to study his.
tory better,”

I did not advise anyone ; I leave pom-
posity to Mr, Roy. I merely spoke of
my friends who read bistory aright, and
of my honest foes who should cease to be
ignorant if they studied history better,
If this cap fits Mr. Roy, let him wear it;
He proceeds :

“An honest and sincere Jesuit, who
thus ventures to speak, shows that he
must have read the history of the Jesu.
its as written by themselves only. But
a8 we are all blind to our own faults and
Dever sea ourselves as others see us, I
would strongly advise Father Drum..
mond, before he again lectures the gen-
eral public on the study of history, to:
widen the range of his readings, and see
how impartial, trustworthy, nay in.
infallible, writers have written the his.
tory of the Company of Jesus,”
I am thaokful to Mr, Roy for this,.
He alludes to me as an honest and sin-
cere Jesuit, Now it seems to me very-
bard to reconcile those two things—that
1 should belong to such a black, damn.
able Order with all those horrihie crimee:
about it, and yet be an honest and sin.
cere Jesuit, who must have read the his-
tory of the Jesuits as written by them.
selves, Unfortunately, I am forced to
read the other side of the question. It
may be possible for a Protestant to read
ooly one side of it ; but in English speak.
ing oountries it is absolately impossible
for ue not to know all about that Pro-
testant side, It is thrust down our
throats every day.
Then comes the finale ;

‘A WORD OF WARNING.”
“The Order of Jesus was too much for
a Pope, Extinguished, it revived again,
To-day, the Order is too much for the
bishope, who ave afraid of it, Roman-
18 18 nOW synoaymous with Jesuitism,’”
This is & typical specimen of a covert
attack upon Catholics, Unless a man
takos his stand as an ultra.Protestant,
the propoer thing to attack is not Catho-
licism, but Romanism, Taen, it he
wants to go a little higher, and become
more withetis, his objective point will

Was a great mistake and contrary to the

be no longer Romanism, but Jesuitism,
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