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cf Customis, suggests sonie very înteresting and perplexing
questions. Mr. Ritchie, speaking on bebaîf cf sonie cf the
ablest and best capitaliats in the United States, proposes
te carry on at Sudbury, in Ontario, nining and manufac-
turing operations on an immense scase, involving the
expenditure cf not iess than $25,000 per day, on condition
cf receiving a liberal bonus in aid of a railway and the free
admission cf miniug macbinery and coke. The Govern-
nment has the question under consideration. Se far as the
free admission of the machinery and coke are ccncertned,
mcst persons would think it a most un-national poiicy that
would permit the question cf taxes on these articles te
prevent the establishment of a great industry. The giving
cf the railway bonus, toc, provided the enterprise can he
shown te be safe amidlionafide, would be quite i accord-
ance with the railway policy of the present Government.
To many minds the proposai cf sucb a transaction suggests
a uiuch larger question. It is evident that strangers would
net conie into the country and invest their capital in such
an enterprise unleas tbey were toierabiy certain cf realizing
a bandsonie, prebably an immense, profit. This profit, if
realized, will corne eut cf the products cf Canadian sot-
products whîch beiong naturaily te the people cf the
country. It is, cf course, vastiy better that these natural
products shouid lie turned te account, money put into cir-
culation and empoyaient given te many, in the process cf
enrichiug a foreign compauy, than that the resources cf
the country should romain uudeveloped. Nothing better
is, we suppose, possible under preseut circunistances. But
inay net a higher stage cf pelitical developnient be expected
at senie future day, in which the naturai weaith embedded
in the soul shall ho drawn forth and utilized for the benefit
cf the ewuers cf the soit the people cf the country te
whoni it realiy belongs-rather than for that cf any
individuais ï

T FIE New York Indepedejjj, wile referring approvingy
te tilt' Veidon Extradition Act, passeil by the Can-

adian Parlianieut, and uow awaiting oniy the sanction of
tho hoirial authorities in order to becouje iaw, says that
the UJnited States canuot reciprocate the compliment by
passing a simlar iaw for tihe dlivery cf fugitive crinîinals
te Canada, since Congresa bas ne power te legisiate on the
subject cf international extradition treaties, and since the
several States, as sucli, bave ne power te deal witb the
question at ail. If the Indépendent is correct, tbis is a
sîngular instance cf the mnanner ifi wiich the bands cf the
(4overnnrent and people cf tbe United States, are tied by
the Constitution, witb the resuit cf putting it out cf the
power cf tbe Reptîhlic to enact sucb measures governing
iLs relations te another aud friendly people as would
ciearly be in the intorests cf justice and morality for botb
nations. The Independent adds : I"The tiue renedy-the
one alike needed in both countries-is a new extradition
treaty between tbe United States and Great Britain,
enlarging the list cf extradition crimes. The treaty cf
1842, as experience abundantly proves, is entirely inade-
quate te the demanda cf justice in modern titues ; and it
is creditable te neither country tbat this treaty bas not
long since heen revised and imprcved." It is certainly
net creditable to tbe United States that sucb action bas
net been taken, but it migbt puzzle the Inélependent te
show what more Great Britain could bave doue than sho
has done to furtber the arrangements. The Independent
frankly admit. that the Senate made a mistakre in refusing
te ratify the treaty negotiated under the Cleveland admin-
istration, and hepes that President Harrison will renew tbe
effort te secure a suitahie treaty between the twe countries
on tbe subjeot.

THE ANTI-JESUIT CRUS4DE.

E F are net disposed te look unkindly upo the recent
''uprising in Ontario against the Jesuit iNqcorporation

in Quebec. On the wbole we regard this effervescence as
Wholesome, and as indicative cf a rigbt determination on the
part of our fellow-citizens. The enly tbing we fear i. that
it 'naY turn eut te be wbat our neigbbours cail a fizzle.
And a knowledge cf histery makes us dread that this xnay
be the end cf it. The Reformation is not played out.i
The principles whicb were enunciated by tbe leaders in 1
the Refermation mevement are eternal ; and ne State, se0
far, bas ever prospered, wbicb bas negatived thesei
principles. But there are diffierent ways cf asserting 1
tbem, aud we doubt whetber Lbey bave been asserted in i
the best possible way during the last few mouths. Some
of us are old enougli te remember the sensation caused in i

England by the creation cf Roman Catholie Bishopries in
Engiand by Pius the Ninth. Some cf us can reniember
the excited nieetings-far lucre excited than the recent
assemblages in Ontarioe whicb were held in ail the
principal tcwns sud citios cf the Mother Country, when
tbe Pope was denounced and the suprenîacy cf the Eugiish
crcwn was declared. Some cf us can remnember the

L" Ecclesiastical Titles Bill " cf 185 1. We can reineniber
it, and we know its restîlts. "'ho boy whochcalked up
'No Popery' and rau away," was Lord -[clin Russel anti

the Englisb people miade tlîeîîselves nw.rry over idm ; lbut
he was their represeutati vo. The English people did thon
chalk up "lNo Popery " in the Ecclesiastical Titie,; Bill,
and tbey ran away, for noc cre was ever callod te accout
for violating that Act cf the Iiiiperial Parliament.

M/e believe that the tiiue is comniug xvbei Caîîtlian§
will ho able te considor caluîly wbiat soiue cf tluibave
been saying about titis incorporation cf te Jesuits. We,
think as they do about this dangerous Order. XVo thiuk
as tbey do about the Churcli that is4<mdci the urile cf titis
Order. But we hesitate te atirinalltheir 4tateients as,
te the best way cf deaiug vith the state cf cii'cuîiîstnces
in which we ncw tind ourselves. XVe are net qnito sure
that the Dominion 0tJerniient and the Ileuse of Coi
tuons at Ottawa were aitogeier inithe!'vmong wiîeu tley
refused te negative the actiont o? tho oissur f Qîtelîc.
We may be quite sure that, if we lititi liCOitîinlers <of
that Legisiature, we sbouid have Vtîtî ,,aginst the icr
poration cf te Jesuits. But are we sattistiedti iat we have
the right te nogative thet action of that Legrisiature t
XVben we have mon like Sir John AIacdonialti anti
Mm. Edward 131ake refuising te (Io se, are we certainî thjat
they are wrong, anid thiat we PJ.botîlie riglît ini oppoHsiîiy
thein

Befere we auswor tirat questicît, we niu,î't niake s Oni
other points mnorae lear. Fer e.'auipie, as Xv iuthve sHaut,
we are dead against the .Jesuits. \Ve are diesitagýaiinst
their theolegy aud their ethics. M cmî'cver, ve are quite
agre-ed with those wiîe deciare that iL is our ituty te inquire
into the coustitutional character of th(e Act eofIireerport Lion.
If it eau lie proved Lhacthtie ogsstr f Qnilec hall t1c
riglît to incorporate titis Society, that their itoing seO wvss
an infringeutrent cf the Constitution under wlîîcb we liveé,
let that lie proved, sud te Il question fais." Thle.Jesuits
are net iucorporated aud there is an end cf it. But,
wben we are asked te go further, and te reverse the acticon
cf the Quebec Legisliature sud the Dominion Govemumnent;
when we are totd tbat whether tire incorporation is legal
or net iL is cur bîusiness to quashit i, w(,' hesitat,3 te accept
this view cf our duty. And we de se, on the double
grcund cf r-iti sud expediency. Ifave wo a right, thonl,
te nterfere with a sister Province, snd, ,eon if w(, haVe s
riglit, shalh we be bonefiting te col', -on weaî th by inter-
feriug with thon> in this niatter? lii answoring these
questions, we must draw attention te seule points wbiciî
are in danger cf being overlooked.

In the first place, iL is forgetten by soute cf those who
are taking part in the present agitation that Jesuitisn, is
now Ronianiani and Romanisai is Jesuitism. There was
a Lime wheu Jesuitieni was iuerely a tclerated party or
mevement in the Cburch o? Rouie. The representatives
cf that policy were kuown as Ultraîniontanes or Curial«
ista. Tbey were simpîy au extrenre Papal party. Now
they are the Chùrch cf Roune. There is ne essential point
for whicb the Jesuits conteuded which they bave net gained.
The doctrine cf tbe infailibiiity cf the Pope bas been pro-
mulgated by an (Ecumenical Couîîcii and accepted by the
wboie Churcb. Any one wbo now questions that iudg-
ment if net rejecting a tolerated opinion, be is delîying
part cf the faitb of the Church, one of lier accepted dognias,
be is, in fact, guiîty cf beresy; aud, if lie avails biniseif of
any cf the sacraments of tire Church whiie holding sucti
opinions, he is guiity cf sacrilego.

The Jesuits were great advocates cf the culeus of the
blessed Virgin Mary. They bave had their way. That
whicb the Council cf Trent refused te do, Pius the Ninth
did wbeu he proclaimed the imniaculate conception cf the
Virgin "Mether of Qed." The great Council refused te
formulate the dogma and resolved te lecave the denial cf it
as a tolerated opinion. Althougb the new doctrine was uaL
put forth by a Councii, iL was accepted by the whole Ro-
man communion, aud so bas obtained a place besido the doc-
trine cf the Trinity, as part cof the Catholie FaiLli. Besides,
the papal decrees, wben spoken ex cathedra sud addressetl
te the whole Cburch, are now deciared te bc irreformable
aud infallible, spart front and without the consent cf the 1
Ohurcb (sine consensaè Ecclesioe-).q

On another peint the Jesuits have triuniplied. M/e
refer to their oftÉ-accused casaistry. Every oee as ibeard
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of the wonderful discipline by whicb the Jesuits have
become the greatest directors and confessors in the Cliurchi
of 1tonie. They have reduced this part of their sacerdotal
work to a science. We do not bMaine thern for this, we
applaud thein. I t is only wheu anly kind of w ork is doue
scientifically-that is, methodicaily and on principle-that
it can be donc satisfactorily. A casuist is net an eneny
of society: he is a necessary appendix to the moralist.
Jeremy Taylor, the Anglican, and Richard Baxter, the
Preshyterian, have treated at large of "lCases of C<on-
science. " The Jesuit CasuisLry cauinot be bianied for
existing, but oniy for being wbat it is. It has been thus
condemned by soine of the greatest of the sons of the
Roulant Curcb. Every ono lias beard of Pascai's "Provin-
cial Letters "; and, if Pascal was not ailways fair to, the
3Jesuits, lie certainly made outL a very daning case against
themu. But how stands< the ijiatter now? We think we
inay say tbat, as ini other matters, the Josuits have
triumnpled bore. The .Jesuit casuistry is that of the
Roman Catholic seminary and confessionai.

T[tis iast statemneut is malie on ne miora genoral grounds.
it is susceptible of particular proof. We know what are
the manuals and text-booksf put int the bands of those
wvbo are preparing for the Priestbood. There is no secret
or mystery about it. (mroat iistakes are madle by soute
Protestant orators whon thbey speak of people being secret
Jesuits ami the like. No doubt, Jesuits have been sent
on particular missions witbout lieing known as such. The
Jesuit is not under the or(linary obligation of wearing tile
cierical habitIle doeK not, like ineinhers of other religions
orders, wear the tonsure. Rtt he Jesuit is a priest, ani
bis Ordlr iS ntIOaIlpr'ivatto îOCi)ty.110eiii a180o quito explicit
in bis teacling. Now, the text-books on praî'ticaî Moral
'T'leology niost commioniy xise.d iii Ronian Seinaries at the
present timie are those of C.ury anîd >Savini. Tbiey are, in
many respects, m orks of great ahii it.y ani excel lence. Fow
persons, eaiied to doii.e doubtful cases of conscience, wili
consuit cither of theui witliout advaiitage. But ont ail
the points in whicli the Jtesuits are supposod te o b lis
tinguished in their casuikitry, these books atre Jesuit. (Jury
is llillis'if a Jesuit ;ani it wouild lie bis giory tba<, liefoi-
lows the great miasters cf bis Society, SIiarez', 8aucblez, andi
the rest of thent. Scavini fouills bis treatise <îîtainly uipon
the principies of Liguori, wbo vas not a Jesîîit, but a
ReJenmptorist ; but there is no essentiai ditrerence betwoeen
the scboois. We coutl give soute starting examipies cf
Roman casuistry frein cither, if that were our diesign.
But this is not our purpose. We have, at present, xîothilig
kit ail te dIo with the teaclîing of the Church cf Reine Iin
general, or witb the teacbing of the J esuits in particular,
except iii one way. We are niereiy poînting eut that
Romuan theory and teaching arec.Iesuit tbieory andi teach-
ing ; that, ini attacking the j esuits, we are attacking the
(Jiurcb cf Reute.

Now, we bave, cf course, neo objection te attacking the
Cliurcbi of Roule ; but it is just as weli that We aboulil
know wbat we are doing and how Ibest te do it. .tt is a
cemuplete inistake te separate Jesuitisml andi RomnanisIn;
for tbey cannot now lie separated. We may suppress tuie
Jesuit order, as is donc in France anîl Germany ; but we,
can suppress Jesuit principies only by supprîtssinga the
Roman Churcb itself. And it soeins that, il, modern
tilues, we have Made up Our îninds to suppress Opinions
only by nîcans cf arguments. We are net arguing on
behaif of the Jesuits. We do net differ front the opinions
which have heen expressed-often eioquontiy, almost aîways
loudy-at recent public meetings. But we want it te be
known and understood that the principles denouniced are
net mereiy those of a particular seciety, lbut thoseo f the
wbolc Latin Cburcb.

There is anether part of the sîub)frcet the censideration
of which we must defer, namneiy, the question as te th,,
right of the Province cf Ontario te interfere ini this niatter
witb thle province cf Quebec, and the expediency cf se
intcrfering, if the right exists.

C0ZVERNTNQ RELIGION INJN IAr, N XD
SOMETHINO ABOUT BUDDJA.

T HE introduction cf Christianity into Japan is like theTintroduction cf a bit of mnediteval Europoan furniture
into a Japanese rooni. This ineans nothing derogatory te
the furniture, and ne reflection upon the room, lbut only
that the etfect of the two tegethor soonis-highly incongru-
ous. The religion cf the Japanese is a natu rai outcome cf
the requirements cf thoir hearts, and unless religion is an
outcome cf the requirements cf the heart, it is werthless.
The Japanese are by nature gay, free-liearted, superficial.


