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mutilate the national heart ? Do they not see that falsebood is the chief weapon
of faction and office and gain the motive cause of struggle. Take up a copy of
each of the opposing party organs in any Canadian city and read the accotînt
of a politicai meeting beid the preceding evening. According to one : "About
seventy persons were present. Mr. Blank, M.P., attempted to speak but xvas
bissed off the platform-a mamrnoth filutre."

According to the other, xve find that " lAbout i,ooo persons were present.
Mr. Biank. M.P., delivered an cloquent and logîcal address wbîch was most
enthusiasticaliy received-immense success."

Tl'le first question that occurs to the mind is :Which is iying ? An attend-
ance ait the demonstration miglit force us to the irresistible conclusion that both
liad wilfully deceived thieir readers, to satisfy the dehasing necessities of îîarty.
Makin g ail reasonable alloivance for diversity of opinion as to the brilliancy of
oratorical flreworks, is an approximate calculation of the numericai attendance
impossible? Or bas the science of înathemnatics gone mad?

At suich a tirne the organization of a National Society, wbose objects are to
place the demands of country before party, patriotism before faction should be
haiied with feelings of satisfaction;ý the unsuccessful assaults upon it of the party
press, and followcrs should be a testimonial to the worth of its objects. It is
noteworthy that its platform bas lîcen endorsed by the non-party press. The
attempts to defeat the organization by the devices of faction signaiiy failed be-
-fore the piublic meetings beld in the City of Montreal; notwithstanding the
efforts made to interpolate the false issues of loyaity to the croxvn and the main-
tenance oe the connection xvith the Mother Country.

The maintenance of a truiy Canadian National Society is not incompatible
with the maintenance of the British connection, and it shall deserve well if it
succeeds, even to the smallest extent, in maïking the Canadian people from the
ignoble bon dage of faction and prejudice.

The faveur with wbich the SPECTATOR bas heen received by the Canadian
people, may be accepted as a proof of the demand for hîgb toned and patriotic
journalism-an augury of the advent of a purer and bigber public sentiment.

ETNA.
Montreal, 9 th January, 1878.

"ON PRINCIPLE."

It is marvellous wliat things are done tinder the sun "lon principle." Men
have notions-form purposes-turn their purposes into deeds which destroy
peace, "'on prînciple." They bave corne to tise conclusion that they are riglit,
consequently, ahl who do not see as they see are wrong. Others see tbrough a
glass darkly-tbey sec tbrough a glass that is not sm-oked, is not concave, and
is not convex ; therefore, they see cleariy. If tbey turn to poiitics and take a
side they are qulte consc'entious in biati ng and îîersectiting those opposed to
tbem. They are Conservative-bolding oni to whiat bas been, cherishing tradi-
tions and ancient customs, and loving to lie under the guidance of venerable
leaders. And it is source of xvondcr and amazement that any should differ with
them. What can ever lie bettep than that xvbich bas been ? You have tried the
past, and found it more or iess good. You have not tried the ftuture, it is ail a
:speculation-you bave only theories to go upon, it is not safe. Or, they are
Liberals. They do not understand a love for and a passionate clinging to things
whicb are old and tried. They are cager to explore new continents-to try new
experiments, and in a general way " get on." And the Tory, wbo bas some love
for the ways in which bis fathers moved-who delights to linger in tIhe picture
gall îery of bis ancestral hall, and looks with rnisgiving on ail and every change in
Society, in the cburcli, in tihe nation, is a monstrosity, an anomnaly-almost a
miracle. So the Liberal will hiate the Conservative, and the Conservative wihl
pay it back in double measure, and each party xviii do it "' on lîrincipie.",

It does not ceasewxitb politics. It affects ail religious comnsunities. Somermen
will dwell on this or that part of general ethics-or a point in theological teaching ;
and looking on nothing else, working alxvays with direct, or indirect, reference to
it, they grow morbid ; and to their diseased fancy the thing becomes exaggerated,
until it fills ail space and ail time, and nothing else can be of moment. If they
bappen to be ortbodox, they go about with pale and anxious faces, as if they had
been spiecially retained to vindicate the bonour and glory of aIl eternal verities.
With a keen nose they sniff tIhe xvind to know if heresy is abroad. Tbey are
verîtable soldiers, with a great love for filhting. To lie on tIse losing side is joy
to tbem-for then tlsey can talk of persecuition, ansd liken tîsenselves to the early
Christians, andI die in glorious martyrdom, "Ion principie." They have notlsing
to do witls friendshiîî, svith love-with peace, poîular or personal-but ossly with
their conscience. They are very grim in their way of working. having no pîty,
no relenting, and no concern for the tbouglit and feeling of others-and no
regard for tise j udgment of others. They wili give their body to lie burîscd; but
charity is the weakness of women. They baptize their crotchet and cal] it44principle."l They caîl obstiîsacy Il conscientiousness," mounit it, imagining
that tlsey are providentially piut astride of Parnasstsgivc their hobby the rein,'I
and ride straight to the devîl. They are quite sincere, always in earnest, andi
neyer doubtfui of themselves. It bas neyer occurred to them tisat conscience
has need to be educated, like every other faculty, mental or moral. Tbey are
wise by the liglit of tîseir own peculiar nature, and ail others are ignorant in a I
natural way.

How bas this come about? In many cases it is the resuit of original nature.f
Tisere are natural Liberals and natural Coîsservatives-natural Calvinists and s
natuiral Armensians-..natuîrai leaders and naturai followers....nattîraî wise mien and î
natural fools. Man was doubtiess made upright, but he sought out many inven- t
tions; and among the first of tbem %vas liow to play the fanatic The first a
murder on record was the outcome of religious fanaticîsm. man me ae
fanatîcs by the nature of tbem. They were born with a moral twist, and j
doomed to be social corkscrews. Others again owe it to early training. Theyf
got warped, biassed, prejudiced in the days when the mind was being formed, c
and judgment put on its'tbrone. They were taugbt to move in a bard andInarrow circle-to view ail matters from one standpoint, and to cali pigheaded-(
ness by the naine of"I firmness." Tbey do much miscbief ini the earth, for as a '
g9eneral thing tbey take great license in ail other matters, living low and 1

questionabie lives, when tried by the true standard of ethics. They wili be
lenient to ail failings in those who acknowiedge their conscientious position.
Every cornmandment in the Decalogue mnay be broken, if society xviii but keep
and honour the commnandaient xvhich they have set up. Perhaps they are a
necessary evil-and perhaps the xvorld xviii be rid of them soine day, but
meantime their friends shouid look after them.

HILARION.

[The proposition that each writer shouid sign his own proper sname xvas inserted in the
prospectus and carried out in the first issue of the SPECTATOR, as a protest against the customa
of allowing personal attacks to be made through tise press under a nont de plum'le It is flot
deemed necessary ta do more. The principle svill be rigidly inaintained, and personalities
will flot be allowed. But in a general article the rule need. Iot apply.-EDIiOR.]

ROMAN CATH{OLIC CHURCH IN CANADA,

Viewed in its Civil Aspects.

(Continued.)

But this was a French colony, it was IInexv France " as tbey said, and tbe
Chuirch established here xvas the French Cburch-that is to, say it was Gallican.
And the principles of the Gallican Church differ vastly from the principles of
Jesuitism.

Look back just a little. The French Chtirch neyer put itseif altogether
under the control of the Pope of Rome. It was Romish as to doctrine and
ritual and methods of working, but a national Church. It had the right of
meeti 'ng in national Council to decide its own ecclesiastical affairs; it had and
exercised the right of deciding and administering its own discipline. France
accepted the doctrines laid down in the Couincil of Trent and other councils-
honoured the Pope and obeyed him in things spirituai-defended him and bis
interests with bier money and men, but held fast to the temporal headship of ber
own Church. The Bisbops were compelled to take an oath of fidelity to the
King. The Frencb Bisbops had a large measure of independence of Rome.
They lhad jurisdiction in ecciesiasticai causes, and decided matters without alîpeal
to the Pope. Appeals could be made from the ecciesiastical courts to tbe civil
poweýrs as being highest in law. France, with otber nations of Gauis, held tbe
doctrine that each nation must make its own rules of cburch discipuline according
to its own peculiar circumstances. And that is a sound doctrine. You can no
more compel two differing nations to accept and waik by the saine forms
ecciesiasticai than you can compel tbem to look alike or dress alike, or speak
alike. Different people bave different thouights of the saine thing because tbey
see it througb different atmosplieres and education-one set of civil laws could
neyer lie imposed uipon aIl the worid, nor can one set of ecclesiasticai Iaws. The
proud boast of Rome is that sbe neyer changes-semnper eadem, is the motto sbe
flaunts in the eyes of the world. It is but a boast, and takes for granted that
history is forgotten. She may be ever the samne as to spirit and aim, tbough that
may be questioned, but one and unvarying in outward form she bas not been.
We can point to changes in doctrine and in discipline; in the methods of ap-
pointing Popies and Bisbops ; in requirements made of tbe priests-we cani point
to one Polie undoing tbe work and annuiling the decrees of another-a sect,
iike tbe Jesuits, at one time suppressed by papal bull, at another time receiving
help and honour-there bave been changes in feast days and fast days-in the
dispensation and distribution of temporalities-Srn-per eadern ? Why she can
change ber form and manner with marvellous facility. As to outward appear-
ance, with regard to requirements for worship, processions, &c., she is quite
unlike in Engiand what she is bere. Tell me-what is the difference between
Arcbbishop Lyncb of Toronto, and the late Bishop Bourget ? And the French
people took and exercised the reasonable right of iegislating for themselves in
matters ecclesiastical. Tbcy said " rules for the discipline of the Cburch are
made for the benefit of tbe people, and neither Popes nor Counicils can possess
the knowledge necessary to formr a correct opinion as to what rules wouild be best
for any particular country, and a general rule for ail people is impossible." The
constitution of the A ssembly of French Ciergy ran thus :-i st. 'l bat the Bishops
have the righit, by divine institution, to judge in matters of doctrine ; 2nd. Tbat
the constitutions of the Popes are binding on the whole Churcb when they bave
been accepted by the pastors as a body ; and 3rd. That this acceptation, wben
made by the ishops, should lie in the exercise of their own judgment." And
they eý,ercised whiat they claimed. 'l'le King was absolute. A constitution of
the Popie could oniy be received, or executed, in France wben the King liad
ordered it by letters patent, being satisficd that it contained notbing that was
contrary to the rights of the crown and tbe liberties of the National Church.
When a papal bull was presented to the King, hie cailed a meeting of Bishops to
Eleliberate upon it. If they acceîîted it, and the court confirmed their judgment,
letters patent were granted and tbe bull registered. Even general counicils-
those sources of supremne authority to the Church-were not allowed to impose
their decrees on tbe French Cburch. The Councils of Constance and Bale were
received witb modifications, and the decrees of the Council of Trent as to
discipline wvere rejected aitogether. I amn not losing sight of the fact that tbe
iberties of the French Cburchi were somewhat restricted by the Concordat which
vas entered into in 1516 betxveen Francis ist and Pope Leo XI., whicb took
*rom the cbapters of the French Churches the power of electing Bishops, and
aying that the King should naine the bishops and the Pope confer tbe benefice,
tnd might reject the4*Iing's nominee on the ground of unfitness. It is true that
he French Government was often lax in its attention to ecclesiastical matters,
nd that Rome was neyer slow to take advantage of it, and so France lost and

ý-omne gained; but it i5 als true that the Church of France, wbile preserving
eaiously the unity of Catholic faith, bas also preserved lier own rigbts and
reedom. 1 could occupy much of your time by giving illustrations of this,
:rowning the wboie by reading the great charter of Gallicanism, drawn up by the
,rench clergy in 1682. But I need not. My point is tbis-that Gallican
~hurch was transplanted to Canada-was establisbed here by royal intention.
[at, and flot Jesuitism.Jesuitisrn was always opposed to Gallicanism, there in

~rance, here in Canada, as we shail see. 0f course the Jesuits have been on the


