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.namely, ¢ Her Majesty’s Government” .and CHér
Majesty’s Opposition.” American legisiative cham.
bers, as well as French, German, Italian, Augtrian,
are constructed and seated in & semicircle or am-
phitheatre, The British, on the contrmry, is-an.
oblong ball or short parallelogram; divided right
and left by 8 wide ceptral avento running itsfull!
length from the entrance door to the «table of the:
House” fronting the speaker's chair.: Th,erje_:-}m,l_
therefore, no middle seats; every one must ‘5it“on
one side or another—with the Ministerialists ox
TPories on the right of the-chair, or with the Op~
position or Liberals on the left. Halfway up the
tloor there runs (right and left to each side of the
chamber), at right angles to the wide central avenue
above referred to, a narrow passage often mentioned
in newgpaper reports as “the gancway” “ Above
the gangway" (or nearest the chair) on each side
sit regpectively the thick and thin followers of the
present or late minlstry. * Below iho gangway”
(or farthest from the chair) sit on each side ‘men
who would cecupy some section of the middle seats,
if the House possessed any—the right and left
centres, so to spcak. The Home Rulers sit in a
compact body * below the gangway," on the oppo-
site side. - ‘

Ip taeir thiid session pudlic opinion bas now
pretty well guaged and mensured the ability and
rasources of the Bome Rule party. In their first
campaign, 1874, though much praised because they
were infinitely better in every respect than most
people expected, they exhibited plentifully the
faults and shortcomings of “raw levies” Their
farmal debate on Home Rule, on the 30th of June
and 2nd of July was utterly wanting in system and
maangement, and would have been a failure had
not the anti-Homse Rule side of the disscussion
been iocontestibly much worsw bandled. But
never, probahly, iu parliamentary history has anot-
her body of men learned u quickly, and so rapidly
attained a hizh position, as they have dene. By the
concurrent testimony of their adversaries them-
scives the Home Rule members are the best discip.
lined and best guided and, in proporticn to their
numbers, the most able and powerful party in the
Dritish House of Commons. 1ln order to have a
complete and accurate conception of all that relntes
to the Irish Homw Rule movement, there remains
ouly to Le considered the policy or linc of action
ou which its leaders propose to operate, Iow do
they expect to carry Home Rule.

At no time have the criticisms of the English
press on the subject of Home Rule exhibited any-
thing but the shallowest iotellizence; and many
of the Home Rule victaries have been won because
of the stolid ignorance prevailiog in the English
camp. The English journalists disliking the Irish
Goveroment, believe and proclaim to their readers
only what accords with their prejudices; and, ac-
cordingly, upon them has fallen the fate of the
general who refuses to reconnoitre the enemy and
accurately estimate his strength. On this subject
the Dritish jourpalist will bave it that Le * knows
all about i1, and has no need to investizate things
seriously. From the first hour of the Home Rule
movement he had declored it to bz * breaking up,”
“ failing,” “ going down the Lill.” It hias been so
constantly going dowa that hill in his story that
one can never find out when or how it got u#p there,
or whether there is any boltom to the declivity
which it can uver reach in such a rapid and persis-
tent doxnward motinn, On no feature of the Home
Rule quustion has there been more affectation of
knowing all about it, and more complaceut dog-
matism as to its inevitable fate, than this of the
Home Rule plau of action. The way these people
ook at the matter explain their consolatory con-
clasions, They view the Home Lulers simply as
sixty members in a House of six huadred and fifty-
cight. “Six hundred to sixty—surely it is absurd !
Are the Irish demented, to think their sixly will
convert our six hundred ?”

The mistake of viewing Mr, Butt and Home Rule,
just as they view Sic Wilfried Lawson and prohibi-
bition is just where the English show their unpar.
donable and fatuous want of intelligence. Iudced,
others besides commentators’ fall into this error
they imagine the Home Rulers contemplate working
Ilome Rule through the House of Commons by
brioging ina “ Bill' and baviog au aonual “vote”
upon it, as if it were the Permissive hill, or the

Woman's Suffrage, or the Game Law Bill. The
Home Rulers laugh heartily over all this sort of
criticism, They dream of nothing of the kiand,
There is another way of looking at the Home Rule
party and the Home Rule question in the House
of Commouns.

8ix hatodred men can, indeed, very easily vote
down sixty, and mnake short work ot their opposi-
tion ; always supposing these latter to Lo units
from places wide apart, rcpresenting scattered jn.
terests ar speculative opinions. Tha House of
Commois de:ls every year, session after sessioo,
with several such sixties and sevcnties and cighties
and nineties, Dut it would be a woful apology for
¢ gtatesmanship” to regard the Home Rule sixty in
this lizht. In their case the government have to
do, not with sixty of theicr own general body of
British members, but with the Irish representation,
The question is not with sixty members of the
House, but with [reland.  In any crisis of the em.
pire, as the English Chancellor of the Exchequer
said recently about the Dritish representatives on
the Suez Caunl Board, ¢ their votes would be weigled
not counted,”

The purpose of the Ifome Rulers, for the pre.
sent, at all events, is much less with the House of
Commons thaa with the country ; they operate on
the conntry through that Hoose. They want to
get Irciand into their bands; and even already
they have very substentially done so.  They want
to convince and concilinte and enlist the Boglish
democracy ; and they have very largely succeeded.
With this key to their movements, the supreme
ability and wisdom which they have displayed will
be better recognized, ‘They lave taken the whole
of the public aflairs of Ireland into their charge.
They have taken every public interest in the
country under their protection. Whoever wants
anything done or attended to, whether hie be Catho-
lic, Protestant, or Dissenter, now looks to the Iome
Rulzrs, and to them alone. Not the humblest poa-
sant in tho land but feels that, if a petty village
tyrant has wronged him, the Irish party in the
House of Commons will # know the recason why.”
They have seized upon every subject deeply affect.
ing the people as n” whole, .or important classes
among them, and showered bills dealing with these
subjects on the table of the House of Commons,
The distracted Premier knows what is benenth all
this; he detects the mnster hand of Isaac Buttin
this deep strategy. These are not sham bills,
merely to-takeup time, They are genuine bills,
ably and carefully drmawn, and cvery one of them
denling with areally important and pressicg mat-
ter for Ireland. Every one of them bhita a blot;
they are nearly -all such bills as our Irish Parlia.
ment would pnss,  Some of the subjects (such as
the © Fisheries Bill") are popular with very nearly
all clnsses in Irelavd ; then thero arethe Univer-
sity Education Bill,  the Land Tenure Bill, the
Grand Jury Bill, the Municipal Privileges Bill, tho
Franchise Bill, the Registration Bill, besides a hoat
of others. Supposethe (Government give way, and
accept one ; there is a shout of triumph in Ireland :
¢ The Home Rulers hnve forced their hand " and a

cry of disinay nnd rage .from ;the;irreconcilable

Orangemen : “ The Government- have succumbed.|.
to the Jesuits ;" Suppose they rosirt.and vote down |

the bill ; matters are worse. The.Irish people are
inflamed, and even MMinisteralists sulk and say :

consider it this year.” der-shout -
greets such a statement:  There i5" Do ‘room - for
Irish busioess. Then let us transact it- here at
homel: . - L oL m T

"«.:It i8'a matter of notoriety; that there is growing
uip among . Englishinen,. within and withont the
‘House ot Comymons; a fedling that, evenapart from
a}l political congiderations; something ‘muct be'done
'tolighten thé woik, and temit to ‘othe~assémblies)
‘a/large portion. of the legislative” bsiness . now at-
tempted there -.The House ia breakivg down nnder
the lond 1aid upon or underfaken, :by:it. jSo;Would:
Congress,'if; in addition to its own' functions, {t at-
tempted to do the work of the State Leglslatures |
besides. There are hundreds, it may be said thou-
sands, of influential English politiclans who, seeing
this, regard as simply inevitable something in the
direction of the Home-Bule" stheriié only, of courae,
“ not s extreme,” as theyieallit, Nothing'but the
bugbear of ¢ dismembéring” the ompire” prevents
‘na English cry for lightening the ship. Thé Home
Rulers watch all this, and take .very good care that
the load which the House prefers to retain shall
press heavily on it,. Not that they pursue or con-
template a policy of mere obstruction, which many
persons, friénds and foes, thought they would. Ar,
Butt has again and again repudiated this. He
knows that such acourse would only put the house
on its mettle, and would defeat his scheme of si.
lently sapping the convictions of the more fairly
disposed Englishmen. He knows that the present
system cannuot last ruany years, e knows thatthe
English people, once their convictions are atfected
soon give way Defore public exigency. To affect
those convictions and to create that exigency is the
Home Rule pollcy. Itisall very well, while the
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past and present, to bluster greatly about the im-
possibility of entertaining the Irish demand. Itis
all very well, while the present Tory majority is so
Home Rule. Opinions change wondrously in these
cases,
course of nuture dropped down to forty, thirty,
iwenty, and ten; when the Liberal leaders find
they can attain to office with the Howme Rule vote,
and cannot retain oftfice withont it, they will—ofler
Home Rule? No. Offer palliatives—good places
for Home Rulers, and good measures” for Ireland ?
Probably. But when these offers are found to be
vain; are found to strengthen the power and ia.
tensify the resolation of the Home LRule party, the
transformation which England went through on so
many great questions—Catholic Ewmancipation, ete,
(eachin its day just as solemnly sworn to be *im-
possible)—will begin to set in; and—all the more
loudly if such 8 moment should happen to syu-.
chronize with n deadlock in the legislature, peril
abroad, and popular resentment at home—from
Englaud itselt will arise the ery that * Ireland neust | t
be fairly dealt with” At fuch a moment a British
miaister will easily be found to “discover,” as it
were most fortunately, that ¢ the question has|t
hitherto been misunderstood,” and that it is Eng-
land’s juterest not less than Ircland's to have it
sutisfactorily adjusted.

For it is not with Ireland rlone British ministers
will have to settle. Although no reference bas
previously been made here to the fact, the strong-
est arm of the Home Rule party is in Eogland it-
self.  Within the past thirty ycars there Las grown
up there, silently and unvoticed, a vew political
power—hundreds of thousands of Irishmen who,
baving grown fu citizenship, power, and influence,
Yrowm Dristol to Dundce theére i3 not a large city
that has not now on its electoral roll Irish voters
wheso action can decide the fato of candidates.
Coiucidently with the cstablishment of the “ Home
Government Association’ in Irelaud there atose in
Logland, as a co-operative but independent organi-
zation, the ‘-lome Rule Confederation of Great
Britain.” This body has organized the Irish vote
all over England and Scotlaud, and holds virtually
in its bands all the vast centres of political thought
aund action. Reflectiog their sentiments and their | i
infiuence, Dundes, Newcastle, Tynemouth, Cardiff,
and morc than a dozen other important English
and Scoich constituencies returned English friends
of Home Rule to Parliament. It was not the mere
matter of 50 many votes that lent such value to this
fact; it was the incentive which it gave to the
growing feeling (amongst the Eanglish working-
classes especially) that the Irish question was one
to be sympathized with. An eveat which occurred
in England barely a few wecks ngo was, however,
beyond all precedent in the sensation which it creat-
ed. This was the recent Manchester election. A
weok previously, in Buraley, it was found impas-
sible to return any but a Home Rule Liberal, and
suich & man accardingly headed the poll, In Man
chester Mt Jacob Bright (son of Mr, John Bright)
was the Liberal, and a Mr, Pawell the Congervative
candidate. It became clear that the Irish vote
would decide the Issue. Qune morning the news
flushed through England that Zoth candidates,
Liberal and Conservative, had undertaken to vote
for Mr. Butt’s motion cn Home Rule! What! Man-
chester, thie political capital of Englavd, gone for
Home Rule ? It was even so, and Mr, Bright, Leing
preferced by the two, was trimphantly returned by
the Irish Home Rule vote, :

All this means that on Epnglish ground Iveland
now has hostages—hostages of s:curity that ne
daving act of avincd violence shall be attempted
auniast her; hostages of fricndship, too, as well as
of sufety ; centres of a propagandism, of conciliation;
sitndels of political power.  The growth of fecling
in Buglaud in fuvor of the concession of Ireland's
nationnl autonomy is simply incontestible. It may
well be that, as many Ivish politicians deelare, Hthe
battle of flome Rule for Ireland will be fought and
won on British spil”

And this is how Ireland stands in 1876—erect,
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have in store for her, victory or defeat, is beyond
human ken, This effort too rany fail, ns many a
gallant endeavor in her bebalf has failed before
All that can be said is that so far it has progressed
with a success uoparalleled in Irish political an
nala; that it is wisely pguided, boldly animated,
faithfully upheld. Much depends on Ler own i
children, at home and in foreign lands; on their
devotion, their vrudence, their courage, their perse-
verance, May this new dawn of unity, of concord
of conciliation herald the day they have so long
heped to see!

# And thou, O mighty Lord ! whose ways
Are far above our feeble minds
To understand,
Sustaia us in these doubtful days,
And render light the chain that binds
Our fallen land!
L.ook down upon our dreary state,
And, through the ages that may still
Roll sndly on,
Waich thou o'er hapless Erin's fate,
And shield at least from darker ill
The blood of Conn.”

Men may blush to hear what they were not
ashamed to act, '

1f every man bad his own ends, all would come
to a bad end.

Sin is like a bee, with honey in its mouth, but

sting in its tail.

Imitato the dove in innocence, and the serpcnt_ .

in wisdom.
Ho that believes bis own relatives his Lest fiiends

¢ This is bad policy ; *is playing the Home Rule

is frequently mistaken,

taken my effoits hither!
Torg confidently or-more cad
altogether” With these word

When the Disraclian msjority has inthe ] will Le held to a strict accountability,
ed that he use all meaos in bhis power to extend the
possessions of his Divine hlaster by the conversion
of the heathen ; that he do his utmost to correct
schismatics and heretics if possible, or at least pre-
vent them from ravagivg the flock; and that he
enforce discipline and extirpate vice within the
fold,
the sword of the Gospel, the word of Faith, must
not be hung npin his balls. St, Bernard exborts him

interests,
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appeals with reason,
without cause ?

By J. F. L, D.D.
(Continued.) -

¢ IfT:'were:more fully ;informed
i %

how you have
--preceed either

cailtiously” or."e
s St ‘Bernard ‘begins

' his fourth book, De Consideralione, “reolved to leave
off, if bis freedom have given offence; but, if ve-
‘quested to continue, determived to spcak the
‘truth, ‘

After having invited the Pontiff to enter upon a

serious examination of himself, the Saint directs his
attention to the things which are under him. " 1f you
ask me, O Eugene, best of priests, what these
things are, 1 shall ask you what things are,
~nof under yon? A
not under yonr csre, must seck it outside
‘ot this earth. Your birtbright is the universe, not
that it delongs to you for you are not he of.whom
the Prophet said :
sion. It is Christ who claimsthe possession by right
of creation, by merit of reGemption, and by the gift
of His Father, JJisis the dominion,¢ine the manage-
ment. Be careful that you do not usurp what is
not yours.

Whoso would find wnythicg

The whole earth shall e his posse-

“¢ Buat,’ yon will say, thow can yeu admit that 1

am chictif you deny me the dominion? You are
chief, but in selicitude.
of the farm, aad the pedagogue of his little master,
although neither the farm belongs 1o the steward,
nor is the pedagogue lord of hiz master. ‘Thus you
preside in the character of & minister, procurator,
servant.
skies are clear and tranquil, for Eaglish Ministers, | is no puison, no weapon so much to be dreaded by
you as the lust of power.
to fancy that you have received greater gifts than
the Apostles, one of whom said, to the wise and the
strong, for buth partics to protest their hostility to ] unwisc 7 am not ruler, but debtor.”

so the steward has control

1 insist upon this, because there

Certainly you ought not

The Pontift being a steward, it follows that he
Itisexpect-

While infidelity, heresy and vice shall last,

“ How long
Are we to

o move forward bis missionary army.
hall we detain God's truth unjustly ?

cxpect that th:e Gentiles shall believe by chance?
But who bas cver Lelivved without a preacher ?
Peter was sent to Corneliug, Philip to the cunuch,

ud if we seck o wore recent example, Austin was

dispatched by St. Gregory to preach the faith to

he English. Do you in like manner.

Theu giving a glance nt the internal condition of
he Church, the saint discovers an ample field for
Lie exercise of Apostolic zeal,

“Behold ! weall of us are intent upon our own
Hence it comes that we cavy onean-
ther, we take up arms to isjure and quarrel, we
re prone to detractions, we break out into curses,

we arc oppressed by the stronder, aud oppress the
weaker.
meditation occupy itself with this pestilentious
folly, which bas ¢ccupicd the body ef Christ, the
multitude of the faithtul.
of the awmbitious! how dost thou still please all
though torturing all!
ing, so ruthlessly troublesome, yet nothing by
wretched rxortals so universally courted,

How well and worthily may your beart’s

O ambition ! thou cross
Nothinz is so Ditterly rack-

Does not
mbition bring more votaries to the tomb of the

Apostles than piety 7 Is it not with Aer prayers that

our palace resounds? 1s it not she that disturbs

your rest, interrupts your religious exercises ? Does
she not take advantage of the right of appeal, in

rder to rulethe Church through your authority ¥’
The question of appeals to the Apostolic See was

one which Bernard had studied profoundly in all

te lighta and bearings.
* The right ofappeal is of primie necessity—as

necessary to morfals as the sun itself; butifabused,
it may occasion pernicious evils.
you from nl! parts of the world, and indeed they
arc a witoess to your primacy.

Appeals reach

Wauld they were
8 fruitful as they are nccessary! Would that when

the oppressed man cries, the oppressor should feel
it, when the poor is in grief, the wicked had no
reasen to be proud!
the oppressed should rejoice, and the oppressor
tremble, when your name is invoked?

What is so becoming ns that

On the
ther hand, can there be anything so preposterous
that your name should shield the wicked and
nnoy the junst? You are most inhuman if you are
ot moved to compassion toward one whom injuries
ndured, « laborious journey and heavy expenscs

have laden with grief; and you are shamefully
slugeish if you are not moved to anger against one
who of s6 many calamities has been partly contriver

nd partly cause. De watcbful, man of God, when

these things occur, and be aroused to pity and
indignatiou, to pity towards him who suffers, and
to indignation against him who caused the injury
Let the former be consoled by compensation for his
losses, by satisfaction for his 1njurics, by the cessa.
tion of calumnies ; and let the Intter be forced to
repent of that which be dared to do, and not be suf-
fered to Inugh at the grievanzes of the innocent.”

Thus far Bernard bas Leen treating of one who
but what if he bad appealed

“ Let an unreasonable appeal be of no use to the

appellaut, nur an obstacle to the appellec; for ench
an appeal is unjust, and if allowed to go unpunish.
cd, will brecd uunmberless others as unreasonable
as itseli,”
ever,” auswers the saint,* the appellaut has recourse

When is an appeal unjust? % When-

o0 it, withont being forced to it by failing to obtain

powurful, resolute, united. What the future may | justiceat home! flence it is not lawful to appeal
before an unjust sentence has been pronounced, un-
lers the grievance is palpable.
before be has heen agprieved, evidently is secking
either to agzrieve or to gain time.
refuge not a subterfuge.
hnve appealed, fimply that they might be allowed

“Whoever appenls

But appealis a
How many we know who

n the ioterim to do that which is never allowed ?

We know scveral that on the strengih of an appeal
have continued to the end of their lives in incest
and adultery. 1s it not absurd, that what was in-
stituted in order to strike terror into the scandalous
should be made to patronize their scandals? Awake
and consider this great confusion aud abuse of ap-
peals. ‘They are made agninst right and justice,
against usage and order,
ror tothe jost in the hands of the wicked, nnd this
great antidote is changed into poison.

They have become n ter-

* But, you will say, whydo- not those who are

upjustly appcaled from come and prove theirown
innocence, and tho malice of the appellants? I
will tell you what they used to say on this point,
‘We do not wish to trouble ourselves in vain.
There are those at court, who are ever prone to favor
appellants and encournge appeals.

yield at homg thau yield at Rome.”

It is Letter to

St. Bernard next exhorts the Pape to respect the

scveral grades of dignity ia the Hierarchy, and not
allow them to be confused or disturbed,
to be content with the fulness of power which he

He ought

possesses and not ‘envy others tho small remnants

Aassigaed to them, or imitate the impious King

Achab, who, thongh of sovereign authority, was
rostless until he had deprived his neighbor of his

{ bumble’ vineyard.: By weakening the authority of

the Bishops, discipline becomes lax; by granting

| untimely exemptions and dispensations, the Church

become mutilated and digorder reigns,
“1f justice consists in giving to-every one his

7o 8188 desist

thig look well? It proves.indeed that you are full | .

of ‘power, but not that you are full of justice.  You

-| do it because you cao, but the! question-is whether

you ought. You err if{you think you aje sole as
well as chief guthority.: There are othersjan the
Church, some with internicdiate, some ‘with infericr,
poyer ; and as wé are ngt to séparate what God has’
conjeined, so neither must we equate what He has
subjoined. Would it nat. g monstrous to subtract
the finger from the hand-and make it depend. from
tho head? * A 'similar- monstrosity is producéd
whenever you-locate the members of the Church.
otherwise than Christ has disposed.” ‘

It now remains that you take in with o glance
the general status of the Church. Consider whether
with due humility the people are subject to the
clergy and the cleray to God ; whether in the mon-
asterics and religious houses discipline wakes, order
reigns; whether the ecclesiastical censures against
‘vice and heresy are enforccd ; whether the vinyards
are  flourishing with a respectable and virtuous
priesthaod; whether the fields are whitening with a
faithtul and dutifal laity ; in fine, whether your
Apostolic mandates and decrees are observed with
the becoming diligence. Do not doubt that you
will find mauny a thing left untilled through negli-
gence or pilfered by traud.”

Ia the cext book the holy Abbot passes to con-
sider the things whichare about the Iontiff) the Roman
clergy and p2ople, bLis Cavdinals, the court and
household.  Nothing escupes the vigilance of
Rernard, not even the table and kitchen of the
Pope. He desires that everything gghould Le ex-
cmplary fu the Eternal City. I any abuses ave
tolerated in the centre of Catholicity, what pre-
text can Eugene allege in extenuation? ¢ And,
first of all, your clergy onght to be well conducted,
as they are the pattern of the clergy throughout the
worla. 1t deeply concerns the reputation of your
Joliness that those who are under your eyes be the
embodiment of respectability and discipline.

. . If the priests of your houscholl arc not
more orderly than the other, they are sure to be the
Janghing stock of all, .

“What shall I say of your people? 'I'hey arc
Romuans, I could not more briefly or more forcibly
express my sentiments regarding them, Zopulus
Romarus ¢st. What is fo notorious from of old as
the impudence and arrogance of the LKomans ?—a
nation unaccustomed to peace, accustomed to tum-
ult a savage and intractable race, never obedient,
except when they are powerless to resist.”  St. Ber-
nard, will not, however, despair of their conversion.
He exhorts the Tope to take upon himself the bur-
den of preaching the Guspel to them, instead of
entrusting it to others. " Your satraps will cry out
that [ am couuseling an unheard of thing, but they
cannot deny that it is just. They fear forsooth, that
it may lessen your dignity to assume the office of
pastor. Bui von must elther deny tbat you are
paitor to these people or show that you are such.
You will not deny it, lest you deny that you are the
successor of Peter. Itisin your pastorship that
you suceeed to Peter: in yvour gems, and silks, nnd
horses, and soldiers you are the successor of Con-
stantine. ‘lolerate these, but let not your purple
and gold prevent you from performing your pastor-
al duties.”

I shonld be obliged ta transeribe the entire work
if I wished to Jay all its striking passages before
my readers. There are properly speaking, no salient
paints in any of St. Bernard's compositions, Every
sentence is pithy and contains a new iden, We
shall also pass over the last book in which the holy
abliot opens heaven to the consideration of the
Pope, and leading bim through the Anpelic choirs,
conducts bim to the Throne of Ged and develops
the mystery of His Unity, Trinity anod infinite Per-
fections,

Eugene did not loox survive to profit by the in-
structions of his great adviser. He died on the 8th
of July, 1153, about a month before the death of St.
Beroard. The remains of the Pontiff were carried in
state to St. Peter’s and buried before the main altar
He was even then looked upou and invoked ssa
saint,and miracles were not wanting to confirm the
opinion of the people. He had horne the honers
and hardehips of a stormy Pontificate for upwards
of eight yesrs.—Catholic Standard.

CATHOLIC FRIESTS AND THEIR
VOWS.

Mr. (iLapsTONE AND PERE HYACINTHE.

The following correspondence between Mr, Owen
Lewis, M, P., for Carlow, Ireland, and the Rt. Hon.
W. E. Gladstune, will be read with interest ;—

10 THE RIGHT HON. W. E. GLADSTONE, M.T,

19 Seymeur-sireet, Portmag.square, W,
July 14th, 1876.

“ 8ip=The ffuardian of July Bth contaips a re-
port of & meeting held in St. James' Hail, on the
25th of June, at which yon presided, when an ad-
dress was delivered by M. Loyson, a suspended
priest, formerly known as Father Hyacinthe, of the
Order of Mount Carmcl, At page 883 he is stated
to have used the fallowing words—* The present
system-he was compelled to say it—led toim
morality. A minority of the priesthood kept their
vow of chastity ; the majority did not. But the
immorality which destroyed souls was preferred by
the Fapacy to marriage, which saved them! Asa
Cntholic layman, I have a right to inouire’if this
charge of wholesale immorality aguinst our clergy
all over the world—a body of men numbering half
a million—~was mado in your hearing and with your
approbation, as you are not reported to have made
aiy expression ot dissent, I do net belicve that
any Catholic would hawve bLrought such a charge
against the clergy ot the Chuich of Englaud,
calumny not being one of our arguments; hut had
aay one doae 50 at a meeting, of which I was chair-
maun, I should have igstantiy and indignantly re-
buled tbe slanderer, The opinion of M, Loyson
matters little to Catholics, for we know that some
men are apt to mensure the moralitv of otlers by
their own fidelity to their vows; but it becomes
different matter when an fllustrious English states-
man appears to indorse it, even by his silence, The
Cathalic clergy need no defence from me, They
ate meo upon whose lives, nith infinitesmal cx-
ceptions, the shadow of suspicion has never rested,
1t would be wasting words to refute or to charac-
terise the statement of Mr. Logson ; suffice it to
ray a more grors and duliberate falsehood has never
been atteved —I have the honor to be, sir, your
obedient servant,

£ Owey Liwn"
“T0 OWEN LEWIY, ESq. .
“ 73 Harley-street, July 15, 1876,

“8m—Passing over the parts of your letter whiclt
animadvert on the character of Pere Hyacinthe, who
is ono of the most true and honorable men I have
ever known, I beg to esbure you that yon have been
innocently misled by an inaccurate veport. The
distinguished spenker made no chmige whatever
against the purity of Latin priesthoad at the pre-
sgnt day. I will not pretend fo reenll the whole of
his words, but I remember well that the opinion he
gave embraced all the centuries sinco the general
enforcement of celibacy began. This T conceive to
be an historical question, on which an unfavorable
Judgment may be passed without any fault of slan-
der or uncharitableness, even if it be crroncous.—
You may perhaps remember the statement of ous of
the greatest of all historians—TFather Paul--on this
subject with regard to the Germah clorgy ' of the
sixteenth century. - I should not wish to quote oF
describe it It is not easy for me to give an nc-
count of the speech of another mnn or even of my

_15tHnst. which T have. jiit rdceiveq
‘|- to.town, nss |

to the, Holy See, can be *{rue
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. “ W B Grapsroyy »
%70 THE RIGHT HON. w. ; '

; E. GLADSTONE, iy, p_
19 Seymour-st['cﬂt, ortmnn-s.luare W
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j ~ July 19th,"1876;
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“ 8 SiR—I beg to ‘scknowledge’ your

Jetter of the
i It is useless do discnss the édﬁéx:l{tre'{’mn
Loyson, ag, if you consider thit’s man whg o, X
liberately. broken his vow to Almighty Gog o:s .
petual chagtity, aid "his gglémin oath of auegi,ﬁfr'
h A X oe and honourably ce
ave no'common’ ground to o upon. Ag fy! 40 ¢
can undersfa"l;d the drift of your letter yoy mr sl
pared to defénd the allegation that nearly aﬁ pre-
Catholic clergy have been liviug for many eont the
in l}ﬂ.bltlm.l vice and profligacy, though v urles
willing to except from this wholegale indit:tl o
those of the present day. If this is o, the ca:mmlt
sumes a fur worse aspect than before, ' The Ge as
ian's report made M. Loyron assert that (e cru.ard'
of the present day were immoral—y fri [:trf
calumt_zy undoubtediy ; but according to mﬁ, ul
pla.l_muon it ia not one single generation “but t‘!r
entire body, who for hundreds of years Loye be "
indulging inimpurity. If such be true whey dl-n
they cease to be bad, and how is it that 3 p"-'lct'“}
which according to M. Loyson aand Yuurself 111“
produced such cvils in tho ‘past has suddenly ) ”
its peroicious character 7 If nearly all gur pri \ost'
in former days were bad, how is it that thags n'l"tilb
prescnt day wre good ; and if clerical celibocy )roc
duces virtuous priests in the nincteenth l.'cutlur .
“:hy should it not have done o in precueding C\bl’ltl{
ries ? _I also gother from your letter that sl-’!tt'm’-nt.
of this kind, though unjust when made ugaiu:t :
body of living men, when hurled against those }vl,l;
have puss_ed away become legitimate even if ter.
roneous’ in point of fact. Such may be your view:
of moral theology—it is not mine, I believe false
accusations, or, as you perfer to cail them ‘errone
ous and unfavourable judgments; of the ,li\'in t.
be wicked and unjustifiable, but when suchgnrg
made against those in their graves who cannot nnf
swer them or defend themselves, the sin ang the
slander Lecome, in my mind, increased angd intensj.
fied. IF it is wrong to accuse ome generation of a
crime which they have not committed, afortiors it i
improper to slander many generations of men It
is pluin, however, that as regards the lawfulnc's; of
assailing personal character you and I have noth-
ing in common. I wonld merely observe that 1 yy.
favourable and erroneous judgments, if passed upen
the character of a particolar ecclesinstic, would not
be held to be charitable or justifiable in an Engli:h
court of justice, ns M. Loyson would find ont if T
had the courage to fix his misrepresentations ttpon
somu living ropresentative of the clerical utder,
The assertions of Paolo Sarpi, to whom you refer
me, bave no weight whatever with Catholjes jovery
much the reverse. Nevertheless, I fully admit (Lt
at the period in question great scandals did prevail
amoug a portion of the German clergy. Any
Church wust have been corrupt which produced
such men us Luther and bis folluw-workersl st the
question is not whether a particular portion of e
Chureh was at a particular time and under particu.
iar circumstances corrupt or not, but whether (he
great majority of the clergy in all ages and in every
country have been, while preaching purity and
morality, living in vice and hypocrisy of the most
odjous desciiption or not, This is the qaestion at
issue, and the only difference between the Guard.
ian's report of M. Loyson’s specch and sour recol-
lection of it is that while the former makes Lim
impugn the character of oue single gencration of
priests the latter takes in in one widespread and ce-
lentless condempnation the virtues aod, pusity of
coubtless genemtions. I cannot accept es sy
Jjustifiention the difficulty you mention of giving an
account of the speech of another. If a public man
who has occupied such exalted positionr in England
and .whos_u words carry such weight with millions
of his countrymen, undertakes to preside at n meet.
ing where statements of the moit swreping and
terrible nature are made affccting the personal
character of a bumerous body of ministers of relig-
ion, whether in the present or in past generations,
be should be prepared to assume the (ull responsi-
bility of these charges to which he lends the sanc-
tiou of his name. Ultramontane as you would call
me, I should Llush either to make or to sanction
such, call them charges, insivuations, what you
please, against the clergy of the Church of England
whethber in the present or in past geverations. Their
views I believe to be erroneons: the men themeelves
I do not consider to be profligatesand hypocrites,—
I bave the honour to beysir, your cbudient servant,
' # Qwey Lewig"

The General Counvcils of the Chureh.

The Nineteen Councils which bave taken place in
the niceteen centuries of the Christiun Fia may be
thus epitomised i~

I. The Council of Nice (i), in 325, when 318
bishops were present.  Arianisin being condemned.

IT. That of Consientinople (i), in 381, when
there were 150 bishopr, and BMacedorius was con-
demned. :

JIT. That of Ephesns, in 421, when {here were
200 bishops, and the Nestorjans were condemned,

1V. That of Chalcedon, in 451, when there were
630 bishops, and the Entychians were condemned,

V' That of Constantinople(ii}, iu 553, when there
were 165 bishops, when the three chapters of Thec-
dorus were condemned.

VI. That of Constantinople (iii), in 681, when
there were 170 bishops, and the Monothelites were
con demned,

YII. That of Nice (ii), in 787, when there were
3G7 - bishops, and the Ieennclasts woere condemned.

VIII. That of Constantinople ¢iv), in 870, when
there were 102 Dishops, and Fhotius was cone
demncd,

IX. That of Luteran (i), in 1123, when there
were 1,000 bishops and 600 mitred abbots, when
the contest regarding investures wos settled,

X. That of Lateran (ii), in 1139, when there were
1,000 bishops, and the errors of the Albigenses were
repressed

X1. That of Lateran (iii), in 1179, when there
were 300 bishops, when o better form of clecting
the Sovereign Pontifi was prescribed.

XII That of Lateran (iv), in 1215, when {here
were 412 bishops and 800 abbots and frinrs, when s
short cxposition of the Cutholic Faith was made
out in opposition tothe errors of {he Waldenses nnd
Albignases,

XIII, That of Lyons (i), in 1245, when there
were 140 bishops, aud tha Emperor Frederick IL.
was depesed and excommunicated.

XI1V. That of Lyouns (ii), in' 1274, when there
were 500 bishops, and the Greeks returned to the
unity of the Church,

XYV. That of Viepne in France, in 1312, when
there were 300 bishops, and tho Order of the
Knights Templars was abolished.

X VL That of Florence_ in 1438, when thers were
200 bishops, and the Orientals were again united to
the Catholie Church,

XVIL That of Lateran (v), in 1512, when there
wir: 120 bishops, and the Pragmitic Sanction Wes
abolished, . B — :
o XVIIL Thatof Trent, in 1545, when there nere.
200 bishops, and Catholic doctrine was clearly ex-
pounded in regad to the Holy. Scriptures, 'Iradi-
tion, Original Sin, Justification, and the Seven Sacti:

“XIX. “That of ilic Vatican, fu 1869, when T04 -
hishops were present, and the dogma of Papal Io-
fallibility was defined. . '



