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AGNOSTICISM,

In our lszst iesue we made some re-
marks on Professor Huxley’s article on
Agnosticisem in the Nineteenth Century.
We mentioned that as an objection to
the reliability of the Gospels, while ad.
mwitting that the four Evangelista are
evidently eincere, the Professor states
that there are discrepancies beiween
them which show that they have a very
imperfect knowledge of the facts which
they relate, eo that no reliance can be
placed upon their narratives

We may in the first place remark that
even if such discrepancies existed, at all
evente, by all the rules of evidence, such
facts ae pincere witneeses relate, and
which gre public and quite palpable to
ihe senges, must be true, when the wit-
nesces are eye witnesses, or contem.
porancons witneeses who have taken the
frecuble to accertain from a number of
eye-wilnesses the truth of the matter.
And this must therefore be the case, at
leaet as regards those things on which
the wituesees are in agreement, When
they dissgree on rome points, it may
jusily be said that on these points there
is a doubt, but the main features of the
narrative will remain indisputable,
especially those which are related
by eeveral  of the witneeses.
Now, it cannot be denied by
tbe most eceptical, that by far the
greatest part of the Gospels consists of
statemente concerning which there is no
appearsuce, even, of a discrepancy, The
salient facts ought, therefore, to be
admitied as certain, even by Professor
Huxley acd his followers, and there will
be encugh, even then, to eubstantiate
the divinity of the Christian religion,
We Il bave the birth and early life of
Chriet with many miraculous circum
etances attending His missionary labors
nterpersed with continuous miracles,
s bealing those {1l cted with every
malady, His raising the dead to life, His
admi:able doctrine, the truth of which ie
attested by these miracles. His death
end reseurrection and His final ascension
into Heaven in presence of His apostles
and disciples ave facts concerniog which
none of the bystanders could be decived,
and these, told by sincere witnesses,
become undeniable, Let it be granted
that some of the details are related
differently, SLill these main facts will
remain unimpeached and unimpeach.
able, and Jesus Christ will have proved
the divinity of His mission by His works,
which are beyond the power of man,

Let us now see the naturs of the dis-
crepancies which Professor Huxley dis-
covers, or pretends to discover, in the
goepels, He says: “I am of opinion that
there is the gravest reason for doubting
whether the sermon on the Mount was
ever preached, and whether the so.called
‘Lord’s Prayer’ was ever prayed by Jesus
of Nazareth. My reasons for this opin.
ion are, among others, these.” We gave
in our previous article the continuation
which amounts to this, that three of the
gospels, often called the “Synoptic Gos.
pels,” are merely comparatively modern
attempts to give a synopeis of a previous
documentary or traditional narrative,
from which they strayed away, every one
according to his own notions, in relating
the details,

We already gave reasons which prove
that the Evengelists are the original
writers of Christ's life as recorded in
their respeclive (iospels, and that the
theory of a previous Gospel, the basis of
the extant Goepels, is without founda
tion, We should now see wherein con.
gist the supposed discrepancies in their
account of the “Sermon oi the Mount,”
St. Matthew relates it in the 5th, Gih
and 7ih chapters of his Goepel, bagin
nivg thue : “And Jesus sceing the mul.
titudes went up into & mountain, and
when He was sal down His disciples came
unto Him, and opening His mouth He
taught them, saying,”

It will be remarked that the disciples
were present on the occasion, and as by
this term the Apostles were designated,
there is no doubt that St, Matthew him.
galf was one of the listeners, and that he
wiote what he himself heard Josus eay,
There cannot, therefore, be a reasonable
doubt of the accuracy of his statement,

as even Professor Huxley acknowledges
that he is “perfectly sincere,”

Bat in S;. Luke vl. there is a shorter re.
port of a sermon of our Lord, very similar
to the sermon on the mount ; and in both
cases it 1s stated within & few verses after-
wards that Jesus entered into Capernaum,
and there are other indications that both
Evangelists have in view the same sermon,
It is further to be remarked that 8t. Luke
expressly names Matthew as one who was
present on the occaslon, with the other
Apostles,

Professor Huxley declares that both
sermons “‘cannot be accurate,” because
while there is conslderable resemblance
between them, St. Luke's omits much
which s 1o 8t, Matthew’s verslon ; and he
disposes of both in the following cureory
manner :

“Luke elther knew the collection of
loosely connected and aphorlstic uttersnces
which appear under the name of the
‘Sermon om the Mount,’ in Matthew, or
he did not. 1f be did not, he must bave
been Jgnorant of the exlstence of such a
document as our canonical Matthew, a
fact which does not make for the ganuine-
ness or the authority of that book. If be
did, he hes shown that he does not care
for its authority on s matter of fact of no
ema'l importance ; and that does not per
mit us to concelve that he believed the
first gospel to be the work of an authority
to wﬁom he ought to defer, let alone that
of an apostollc eye witness.”

Is 1t thep, such an extraordinary matter
that two writers should differ in thelr
style of rclating the eame event, that
when tuch a difference ls obeerved, the
whole trapeaction must be eet down es
fabulous? The thing 1s so prepos-
terous that we are surprleed that a
writer of Professor Huxley’s undoubted
abllity shou'd virtually maintain the pro-
poeitfon, If Professor Huxley's reasoning
be correct, St, Luke ehould not have
written his Gospel at all, unless he trans.
cribed evergthing just In St. Matthew's
words, We already pointcd out a differ.
ence in the purpose of Sts, Matthew and
Luke In the writing of thelr Gospele,
None of the Evangelists proposed to
record all Chrlst’s sayings and dolngs, for
St. John tells us In the end of his Gospel
that scarcely would the world contaln the
bioks that should be wrltten, if all the
acts of Jecus were rccorded. Each Evan.
gelist, therefore, selects thase facts which
best sult his particular purpose in writing ;
and as St. Matthew writes for the Jews In
Palestine, who already have a knowledge
of God and of His providence, he dwells
especially upon the ealutary dectrlnes of
our Divine Saviour, 8t, Luke, who
writes for Greeks, apparently for this very
reason, deals more with the miraculous
events of our Lord’s career which would
induce that philosophiziog people to
acknowledge Christ, because of those
works which proclalm His divinity, There
may, Indeed, have been many reseone
why the Evangelista wrote thelr Gospels
diffsrently, but we can only speculate
upon what they may have been. A very
probable reacon, besldes that we have
already given, is that by not counfining
themselves to the rarsation of the same
events the faltaiful have & more
fuli account of the life of Jesus
than they would have had if
the evavgellsts had followed exactly
in ench others’ footsteps, The profe:eor
can only gee fo St Luko a contempt for
the authorlty of St. Matthew in the fact
that St Luke narrates an event some-
what differently from the apostle, If
thls be so infidels must entertain for each
other most supreme contempt, for no two
of them agree in thelr mannor of assailing
the authority of holy scripture, Profes-
sor Huxley himself does not agree in his
methods with elther Tom Paine or Col,
Ingersoll, and we are sure that Strauss,
Salvador, and Rsnan would not thank
him very cordlally for his admisslon that
the writers of the four Rospels, whoever
they may have been, were Yperfectly
sincere,” The three last named wrlters
are of one accord In maintaining that the
gospels are a mere myth or romance,
Such Irreconcllable differences as exist
between the sdveraarles of Chrietianity,
who all profess to glve the most certain
results of tclentific Invest'gation, give
very jast reason for the bellef that they
are all equally floundering in the mire of
error,

Professor Huxley has still another dle.
crepancy to produce between the first and
third gospels, St. Matthew says of the
sermon of Chrlst that It was dellvered “on
a mountaln,” whereas Si Luke says:
“coming down with them (the apostles),
“He stood In Ja ‘plain or level
place.’” This glves occasfon to the
Professor to dleplay his wit, so he tells us
that while the discourse recorded by St.
Mstthew Is known ae “the Ssrmon on the
Mount,” the eame diccourse as recorded
by St. Luke may be called, by way of dls.
tinction “the Sermon on the Plain,”

We cannot bring ourselves to think that
the Professor really belleves that there is
a dlscrepancy here, There s certainly
none, and the learned Professor must
know encugh about Palestine to know
that “plain or level places” are frequent
on {ts mountaina, It mlght very easily
have been that Christ dellvered two dis-
courees which resembled each other, and
that St, Matthew spoke of one and St
Luke of the other, but we belleve with the
generality of commentators and with Pro-
fesor Huxley, that both Evangellsts wrlte

of the same sermon. Bat ls it impossible
that on » mountain, or near its foot there
should be “a plsin or level place 1” That
there 1s mo such {mpoesibility is evident
from the timple fact that such “plain snd
level places” are numercus on the sides of
the mountains of Israel, St. Luke throws
some light on the matter by informing us
in verse 12 that Chrlst “went into the
mountsin to pray,” and that there ¢“He
chove twelve whom He named Apostles,”
After the selection of His twelve Apostles,
‘comling down with them, He stood in a
plain place, and in the company of His dis.
clples, and a very great multitude of
people from all Jodea and Jerusalem, and
the seacoast both of Tyre and Sidon were
come to hear Him,” B8t Luke here cer-
talnly gives the Impression that the serm:n
was dellvered on the eame mountain on
which He prayed and chose His Apostles,
but on & lower part thereof where there
was & level epnt, where He could be con-
veolently heard by the great multitude
which had es:embled,

Robinson states in his ‘‘Researches”
that the mountains of Israel have on
their sides “many terraces” which are
“undoubted signs of former cultivation,”
There was no difliculty, therefore, in
finding on almost any of them a plain or
level place, Another traveller declares
that he often counted forty, fifty, eixty,
or seventy such terraces. In the pres.
ence of such facts, Professor Huxley’s
witticisms become very flat. The moun-
tains of Palestine are numerous, but
tradition points out a mountain near the
sea of Galilee as that on which was de-
livered the sermon of cur Lord. This
wmountain is still named the mountain of
Christ, though called by the Arabs “the
Horns or mountain of Hattin,” from the
village of Hattin which is near by, On
the west side of this mountain there is a
large undulating plain which is perfectly
suited to the gathering of a great multi-
tude of people, and which might very
weil be described either as St, Matthew
describes it, on the mcuntain, or as St,
Luke describes it, a plain place.

From what we have said it will appear
that the statements made by Sts, Mat.
thew and Luke, while differing in form
conetitute an undesigned coincidence,
which is one of the strongest possible
atteetations to the truth of both Evan.
gelists, and to the authenticity of their
narratives, It is evident from the
apparent discrepanoy between them that
they wrote independently of each other,
and from sources of information quite
distinct : yet the coincidence in each
case with the nature of the locality to
which they refer, proves that their
sources of information were both correct.
St, Matthew wrote as an eye witnese, St,
Luke as one who had taken pains to
obtain authentic information, as he states
in the beginning of his Gospel, ch, i, 2
to 5.

We have thought it advisable to enter
upon this full refutation of Professor
Huxley’s greatest difliculty, ae it will,
undoubtedly, be one on which the rank
and file of infidelity will love to harp,
Our readers will thus be enabled to desl
with it should it be brought forward in
their presence as an argument againet
the strict accuracy of Holy Writ.

AGGRESSIVENESS — IN
YORK,

NEW

" Bishop Potter, of the Protestant Epis-
copal Church in New York, resembles in
many respects the parsons in Ontario
who are endeavoring to make the public
belicve that their impudent aggressive.
nees is caused by the aggreesion of Koman
ism on Protestant liberty, About twenty.
five years ago the Episcopal Church of
the Redeemer petitioned the Municipal
Council for & building site, and the
council granted the petition without sell-
ing the lot or giving any legal deed, The
occupancy was expressly declared to
extend during pleasure of the council.
Lately the trustaes of the church deter.
mined to remove the old church and
build a new one in such a position that
it will cut off light and air from the
establishment of the Sisters of Mercy,
which is on an adjoining lot, but
it so, happens that the proposed site
of the new church is on a piece
of property which is not even in.
cluded in the property which was
temporarily granted to the Chaurch of
the Redecmer. The whole property
granted conslsted of ten lots, which were
recently put up at auct’on, and elght of
them were purchased by the church for
867,800, about half of their value, Two
lots remsin unsold, but the site of the
proposed church s on two other lots to
which the trustees of the church have no
clafm  whatsoever, except the clalm of a
squatter, These four lots are to ba put
up at auction in 1890, and the trustees of
the church fear that the Sleters of Mercy
will be competitors at the sale for thelr
ecquisition, Heuce Bishop Potter'sicdlg.
natlon, He eends to Dz, Shackleton, the
rector of the church, a contrlbution of
#50, and at the same time complains that,

“Owing to the deslre of a hostile
rellglous communion to get posses:on
of what, by every rightful and equitable
construction, was your own property,
you are now compelied to pay thousauds
of dollars for continued possassion of {t.
The whole history of this buslness, so far

/a0 45 zelates to those who have been strlv-
ing to disporsess you, is & thoroughly dls.
creditable one, and it ought to awsken the
gonerous resentment of every friend of
religions liberty. For, certainly, it s a
grave infringement of such liberiy that
sny religlous sect should bs allowed to
avall iteelf of a lagal teshnicality in order
to get possession, whether for so called
religlous or other purpose, of that which
is not thelr own, Aud the consplcuous
inconsistoncy of this actlon with that
taken in the interests of those who have
fattened upon State and municlpal gifts
aud grants, would seem to Indicate that
Protestantiem has still abundant raison
d'etre, and that Protestants may find In
your case an ohject worthy, whatever
thelr religlous convictions, of their sub
stantial sympathy.”

Certainly if the city intends to put up
the property at public sale the Sisters of
Mercy have as much right as any other
citizans to bid on it, and Bishop Potter’s
endeavor to cast odium upon them as
“g hostile religious commuaion” for their
supposed intention to do 20 is as unjus:
tifiable as the attempt made in Ontario
to impede Qaebsc legislation on the plea
that the existence of Jesuits in Canada
is “against public policy” in a British
colony, Taat the course of the New
York council was not dictated by a
deeire to curry favor with Catholica is
sufficiently evident from the fact that
the council determined on their course
while Mayor Hewitt occupied the civic
chair, Dr. Potter has taken the wrong
method to gain public sympathy, and if
his church should lose the property it
will be & just punishment for the bigotry
he dieplays.

CHURCH TROUBLES.

The above heading of an article on
last Friday's Advertiser arrested our
attention, so as to make us glance down
the column for further and more precise
information, Our spprehensions that
some scandal, such as we read of crop
ping up occasionally in the Protestant
churches of Toronto, were eo0on allayed,
when we discovered that the cause of
trouble this time, is an altercalion be.
tween the choir and the pastor. The lat.
ter, Rev. H. D. Hunuter, it appears, has
ceased to ‘“draw.” Let him advertise
all he may, and in the Saturday dailies
promise any smount of hot fire and
brimstone, or announce that he will
illustrate *the machinations of Rome,” or
describe the avenging’angel pouring out
the “seven vials of wrath”—the multi-
tudes will not come. He has ceased to
draw, A few weeks ago, under the ex-
citement of the Jesuit scare, and the
expectation of something new and spicy
in the lectures loudly advertised
against “Jesuit intrigues,” “The parson
in politics,” and “Protestantism in
danger,” the church was fairly crowded,
and the Congregational Church was
booming But, alas! for Mr.
H, D, Hunter’s popularity and useful-
nees! The Jeeuit card is no longer
trumps, the “Parson in Politics” is
played out, and no fear is spprehended
by the general public that the Jesuit,
armed with his missal, his cross and his
sash, is about “to come down like a wolf
on the fold,” The excitement is abated,
the reaction has been felt, and the pecor
man is driven back to the dry sources of
an unimsginative mind, and a rehash
of former sermons that wiil not strike
oil—and that certainly refuse to strike
fire—or kindle any, even the most
evanescent enthusiasm, The great
trcuble, however, with the congregation
and the church wardens is that while
Mr, Hunter ceased to draw in one way,
he is fully determined to draw the other
way, He draws a big ealary, and that
he is determined, and his coterie, or
the few friends who stand up for him
are & unit in demanding that there shall
be no diminution in his yearly allowance.
They are bound he shall draw this no
matter what objsctions there may
be otherwise as to his popularity or
effecliveness. In fact they will mnot
admit that he is ageing and paling or
ceasing to interest, The choir, they main.
tain, is to blame for the empty benchnes.
Some few addilions, a new soprano who
would draw, & new baritone who has
already starred it in theToronto pavillion,
or an, imported organist, would soon
sottle the whole difficulty, The climax
was reached on last Sunday evening
when it was announced from the pulpit
that a grand organ recital would be held
on the 3rd of June by the various iocal
organists, “‘assisted by our friends in the
rear,” said the minister, pointing to the
choir that was thunderstruck on hearing
of the affair for the first time. Of course
every member of the choir was indignant,
and its leader, Mr. Allen, stated his in-
tention of resigning, which he did sub.
sequently, The rest of the choir, resent.
ing the inzult given their respected
leader and themseives, unanimously
decided to hand in their resignation,
So that the church is now without
a choir and Rav, H, D, Hunter
has to do all the drawiog himself, It
is very evident this status quo of things
cannot endure., That an ordinary Con.
gregational minister should be able to
keep his people together, or attract the
loose fish who float around on the eur.
face of society without owing allegiance
to any religious organization, is a hercu-
lean task, fit only for the shoulders of

De Witt Talmage, Dr, Wild, or Professor
Swing. Extraordinary men of acknowl.
edged power, with an acquired reputa.
tion for genius and originality, if not for
sound scriptural orthodoxy, may astract
crowds and draw full houses any time
independently of choir assistance. But
from the turbulence raised in the Con-
gregational Caurch of this city it would
seem that Rev, Mr, Hunter has not
reached the required standard for going
it alone. It is not every week that a
sensational scare can be furnished, and
startling advertisements must have
some nominal foundation, It seems to
us that 1t was unwise policy for Rev.
Mr, Hunter to overlook the advisability
of securing the loyalty and attachment
of the choir, instead of looking to other
churches and strapge organists for
attractions that could not last unless
“assisted and sustained by our friends in
the rear,”

THE VETO QUESTION.

The Mail of May 25th contains another
long winded editorial on the Jesuit
Estates’ Act, filling nearly three columns,
and indeed there is ecarcely an issue of
that journal now which does not give to
the public a treatise showing why the
Act should be disallowed by the Domin-
ion Government, Nearly two columns
are taken up with an elaborate argument
to prove, what we believe no one denies,
that the Dominion Government have
really the right, under the British North
America Act, to disallow the Acts of
the Canadian Provincial Legislatures,

It was scarcely necessary to quote Sir
Alexander Galt, Sir Jobn Rose, Hon,
Alexander MacKerzie, and others who
took partin the debate on Confedera-
tion, to prove that this right ought to be
exercised under certain circumstances ;
but it does not at all follow that it ought
to be exercised merely to show that the
Dominion Government has a certain
amount of supremacy over the Provinces.
If this be so, the Imperial Parliament,
which also can override our Home Leg-
islation, ought to be constactly inter.
meddling with the legislation of the
Dominior., and Responsible Government,
the glory of Oanada, is a mere sham,

There is, however, in Sir Alexander
Galt’s words somethicg very appropriate
to the present occaslon. Sir Alexander
eald :

*“The veto by the Federal Government
i3 the real palladlum of Protestant
liberties in Lower Cinada. The educa-
tional rights of the people ¢f that Pro-
vince are only eafe under its shelter, , . .
and their representation guarantee will
some day diesolve Into thin alr without
its exercise.” He adds: “It is in the firm
but moderate use of this vast power that
eafety may yet be found from the uidae
encronchments to which both Cathollcs
and Protestanis are expoeed,”

It will be seen from this that Sir
Alexander speaks here of the legitimate
use of the veto power, when the minor-
ity either in Oatario or Quebec feel that
an act of their Provincial Legislature
irflicts undue hardship upon them.
But in the present case, the (Quebec
minority have really declared through
their representatives in both the Legis-
lature and the House of Commons that
their liberties have not been attacked
by the majority, that their perfect educa.
tional equality has not bsen impaired,
and that there has been no encroach.
ment on Protestant rights in the Estates
Act. It is difficult to conceive, then, how
the Mail can twist Sir A, Galt’s words
to mean that the Dominion Government
should interfere on the present occasion.
To do so would be & most unwarrantable
interference with the right of Quebec to
govern kLerself,

It has been frequently poinied out
that in the Jesuit Estates’ Act the
Quebec Legislature has done more than
justice to the Protestant minority ; for
while acknowledging that the Jesuits
have an equitable right to five times the
sum which was voted for the extinction
of their claim, the Protestant mnority
have received & gratuity for education,
to which they bad no equitable claim
whatsoever, and this gratuity is fully
equal to what they would bave received
if the Legislature simply made the whole
sum of $460000 as an educational
appropriation, without raference to the
just claim of the Jesuits, There never
was & cage when bigotry had less reason
to display itself than in reference to the
Jesuits’ Estates Act. There is, indeed,
a large Montreal faction which hes
allowed itself to be influenced by the
Ontario Ministerial Associations, or
Evangelical Alliance, to jsin in the anti.
Jesuit cry : but the result of the Comp-
ton election has proved that the Pro.
testant population of Qaebec are really
unmoved by it. We are awara that the
Mail does not regard the Compton
lesson in this light, Ithas declared that
it does not prove anything as regards
the feeling of the Protestants as to the
Jesuits’ Kstates Act, and the way it
attempts to prove this is truly characier-
istic, It tells us that Mr. Pope, who
sustains the Dominion Government,
even in the refusal to disallow, was
elected because his Rsform opponent
was equally favorable to to the passage
of the Act! Why then did not some
third party man contest the seat? Why

did not some adherent cf “the noble
thirteen” lead on the indignant Protes-
tant population of Compton to a glorious
viotory, under the no.Popery banuer?
The reason is not far away. The Pro-
testants of Lower Canada will not be
dragged through the mire of a no Popery
cry ; and in one of the most Protestant
counties of the Province, to the credit
of the Quebec Protestants be it said,
there was not to be found a single man
who would raise the standard of the
anti Catholic bigots.

The rest of the Mail’s article is de.
voted to a rehash of the reasons against
the Act, which have been over and over
again refuted, We are told that the
Pope is recoguizad as legislating for
Canada, The Act has nothing to do
with the Pope as a legislator. 1t recog-
nizes him merely asa claimant to the
property, and deals with him ae any fair
claimant would be dealt with. We are
t)ld that the celebrated Syllabus claims
the prerogative of the Papal supre.
macy, The Pope's spiritual supremacy
is an essential doctrine of the Catholic
Caurch, but neither in the Syllabus, nor
ia any other doctrinal act of the
Pope or of the Chaurch is temporal
suthority claimed over the nations,
whether Catholic or Protestant, The
real reason of the Mail and those who
follow it, for opposing the Estates Ast, is
that they dislike to see Quebec govern
herself, independently of Oatario fana-
tics. Quebec is a Oatholic Provincs, and
therefore the parsons and the Orange.
men cannot endure to see her exercise
the same rights within Lerself which
the Protestant Provinces of the Domin-
ion enjoy without question, They would
be as usefully occupied in beating their
heads againat the rocks of Queenston as
in the agitation on which they are now
epending their energies,

A FAIR STATEMENT OF THE
CASE,

We have much pleasure in giving space
to the following article from the Sarnia
Obeerver. The wave of bigotry struck
that town some days ago, and the parsons
took occaslon to epeak urcharitebly as
well a3 untrutbfully of the faith of thelr
Cathollc neighbore, under cover of dis.
cussing the Jesult Estates Bill, The cool
common gense of the following article will
be commended by all who are lovers of
bonesty and falr play, and is a fitting re.
buke of the conduct of the erratlc moun-
tebanks of the Dr, Hunter stripe, who,
inetead of preachirg Chrlst crucified, are
willing to preach the gospel of hate when
found to be more popular and profi:able ;

“The antl Jesult meetlng on Friday
evening diffsred In no respect from the
generality of publlc political gatherings,
aud as & means of testivg the feelings of
the people was as apt to be mlsleading as
such meetivgs usuzlly are, Rev, Dr,
Thompson’s address was a falr deliver-
ance rgalnst Jecultism, moderate In its
language, but open to the objection that
It contained attacks upon the O:der, the
truth of which have been denied and dis-
puted over and over egaln by deferders
of that body. Rev. Mr. Cuilen arralgned
the Catholic Chuich, the French of Que-
bec and the separate ¢chool eystem, all of
which furnish fenitful subjeets for dlscus-
slcn, and do not suffar for lack of defend-
ers, Tha frultlessness of attacking the
Qaebze Jesults’ Estates Act on these
lines ought to be resdily appar-
ent, Neither the Catholic ™ religion,
the Jesalts, the French linguege, nor
separate achools are on trlal bofore the
people of Oatarlo or of Canade, and it is
useless to arraign them, slogly or collect.
ively, for political purposes, That
rellgion s the religlon of the msjority in
the eister province ; the langusge is the
language of the majorlty ; whatever may
have been the law and the practice In
Great Britaln or Frarce a century or more
ago In regard to the Jesuits, at this day
and in this country they are under no dis-
abilitles and poseess the same rights as
every other law-ablding citizen, and are
entitled to all the privileges that the legls-
lature of Qaebec or of any other Province
chooses to bestow on them, Separate
schools are not only the law of the land,
but are beyond the power of legislatures
or parliament in Canada to suppress, No
political party nor combination of politi.
cal elements could alter the siatus of the
Catholle Chkurch, the Jesults, the French
or the separate schools, by peaceful legisla-
tlon, and no one, we baiteve, would serl-
ously advisa our people to attack these
lpstitutione in any other way., What
good objact can ba galned, therefore, in
arousing dorment Flulom and prejadices
against any or all of the above named
institutlons,

“The question of disallowlng the Estates
Act must rest upon a boarder basis than
that which condemne it for favoring a
religlous order that in the dlm past fell
under the ban of Popes and royal poten.
tates. If ancient edicts of suppression
and expulslon are to stand as a bar against
the enjoyment of civil rights and privi-
leges at the present day, there would be
few who could show a clear title to cltizen-
shlp, Thae legality or illezallty of the
disputed Act depends not upon the
fact that certaln Jesults or Church
socletles are benefitted by the Act,
but whqthar the Quebec Leglslature
bad a right to dlspose of the public
domaln affected by the Act and for the

urpose specified thereln, All other
Baues 1mpqted into the controversy are
extraneous,” and would, if the case was
brought before our courts, or the Privy
Counetl, be ruled out of the argument as
Irrelovant. It ls for these reasoms that
we deé)reclta appeals to the people on
grounds that cannot ba consldered by
overnments or courts of justice in deal-
ng with the subject, and that we advise
a cessation of the agitation for dlsallow-
ance on the lines o gemerally adopted
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throughout thls Provicce. Nome cf the
objects that sppear so vital In the eyes of
speakers at these public gatherings can
be attelned by ms:kirg them political
jesven, snd while we have the greatest
confidence in the gocd sense of the major-
ity of our people, much harm may he
done, unintentionally too on the part of
wany of those who are taking a leading
part In these diccuselons, by exciting
yational and creed prejudices among a
wixcd population such as ours,”

THE RECORD OF THE
JESUITNS.

$EV. FATHER FLANNERY MAKES
ANOTHER REPLY TO REV, PRINCI
PAL AUSTIN.

To the Editor of the Jowrnai :

Sie—When at your suggestion, and
according 1o the expressed wish of eome
of my Protestant friends in this city, I
declared this controversy closed in my
1ast letter—I had no idea that Mr, Austin
would prolong the combat by opening
up new questions aud re.opening new
sores, The defendaunt has always a right
to be heard last, especially when the
plaintift has made unjust and malicious
charges that should not be left un.
answered. 1 shall be very brief, how
ever, and as the plaintiff has quoted the
organ of the Third Party, the Toronto
Mail, I hope to be allowed space for a
quotation from a good Protestant paper
—the New York Tribune,

Mr, Austin’s arraignment of the Jesu-
its as to their acknowledged record has
been whittled down to a few garbled
quotations from KEscobar, a Spanish
author, whose works on casuistry ap.
peared in print about fifty years previous
1o the Battle of the Boyne, They are
out of print now for over 100 years, and
only a few extracts remain, These ex-
tracts were taken by Pascel, and garbled
and distorted in such a manner as to
mzke the suthor appear odious and
oppoeed to gocd morals, And this is all
Mr, Austin has to rely on for bis attacks
on the moral teachings of the Jesuit
fathers, I suppose there is no use in
proving how totally unreliable is Pascal
in bis attacks on the Jesuits. Mr, Austin
will still hug to his bosom Pascal, and
Pietro Sarpi, and Pompadour, and the
u fidel parliaments of Paris, or Satan
himeelf, if only arrayed, as his Satanic

mrjesty is always arrayed, against the

Jesuits, De Ravignan, an able and con-
scientious French author,
answers to Pascal’s Provincial letters
bave proved that those letters contain
900 alterations, or falsifications of pas-
sages,”

Voltaire (Siec le de Louis XIV,,) says :
%“Pascal attempted to prove that the
Jesuits had a design to corrupt morality,
a design which no society ever had, or
could have, but the point was not to be

right, but to be amusing at their ex
pence.”

saye: The

Voltaire was no friend of the | a
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Jeguits, his cry was “Ecrasezles Jesuites | the fligh

et Veglise s’en ira vite,”
Jesuits, and the Church shall eoon fol.
low.”
snd an able rhetorician,

bequeathed to us an immortal lie.”
To this liar and calumniator iz Mr

Austin indebted for all his knowledge of
the morality ot vhe teachings of Jesuit
in the south of

who lived
Fravce and Spain in the days of Eliza
beth, Mary and Jam's L, )
My. Austin cannot for the life of him
innocent man, see how the manners
customs and laws can be difterent now

Fathers,

here in Canada, from what was the
accepted rule in those days, either in
tempora
snutantur, the times change, and so do
customs, even with these

England or France, But

laws and )
cuanges, and notwithstanding the altera

tions in the passages, scarcely one case | to
has been quoted from Escobar which is | in
uot open to dispute, and which, in the
hands of an able lawyer, would not fiad
favor in the ¢yes of a competent judge.
For instance: Usury is condemned by
But supposing

Escobar ae & great sin.
I have $500 invested in the brorzs o

other manufactory, which brings
o t and | I have h

me twenty per cent profit,

Mr. Austin comes to me for a loan of
2500, I tell him my circumstances, and

“Crusgh out the

But he was a critical historian,
Chateaubriand,
the great upholder of Christian faith and
morals in a corrupt age, said : “Paecal
after all is only a caluminator ; he has
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he eays, “Ob, that’s all right, I am going tine, Bo

to make thirty per cent.on a purchase
of real estate, you must get twenty
per cent.” Why ehould I lose fourteen
er cent to accommodate Mr., Austin,
his is what Mr, Austin styles usury,

and gimilar cases he calls ueury, lyin

perjury, but every case quoted by Pascal
is altered and distorted in such a manner

as to change the whole nature of th

subject matter in contention, As Mr.

Austin does not tell the name of th

treatise in Gury, which he, or the man
who is writing for bim, cntiocises,
exactly whether
making alterations or not

I can not eay
he is { . ¢
Gury's Moral Theology is written i
Latin, and should be given in th
original, or the chapter and page shoul
be indicated. But Mr.

what he likes, or rather what the ma

likes who has found out those cases as

mare’s nests, for the delectation of th
enemies of the Jeguit fathers,

question of the interual court, or what

termed in foro conscientiw —for instance,
one of those cases given by Mr, Aastin,

I John, who is clerk in astore, bought

suit of clothes from his employer and
paid for them, but got no receipt ; if he is
sued before the court and condemned to
pay a second time; if afterwards he comes
to me in confession and tells me that,
smarting under the iojustice, he priv.
ately abstracted enough to indemnify
himself, am I obliged to tell that man
that ke is guilty of theft, and that he
must make restitution of what he has

Austin does
nothing of this kind, He makes Gury say

Even the
cages cited 8o triumphantly against (.{’ury
are open to judicial investigation. The
public should understand here it is
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abstracted 7 Gury says “no,” and 1 defy Catholic

Mr. Austin to says in his_conacience
Yyes!” It is very easy, however, fo
garble cases of this kind to twist the

meaning of one or two words in Lati
and then cry out, oh horror! Gury,
Jesuit, teaches robbery, murder, perjar

and every other crime from pitch an

toss to manslaughter.

Therefore the record is bad, and there-
fore the Jesuit Fathers, who were the
first white men in Canada West, who first
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