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A SENSIBLE MODERATOR,.

Thbe Rav. W, T, Herrldge, M derator of
ths Presbytery of Oitaws, 13 not a man to
allow himeelf to be borne away with the
stream of senseless bigotry which {s now
passlog through the Province of Oatarlo,
The ususl resulution to ask the Gouvern.
ment to disallow the Jeeuits’ Etates Act
was proposed in the O:tawa Presbytery
session, but Mr, Herridge, convlaced that
the proposed action was merely an ebul
liton of fanaticlem which would, besides
beiog useless, stamp the Presbytery as an
intolerant assembly, stated that if the reso-
lution were carried, he wou'd uot sign
it, a8 he deemed it urjust and {atol.
erant, With tbus understanding he
would put the motion to the meeting
If reqalred so to do. To take euch a
etand required no lttle conrega, but Rov,
Mr. Harridge wae equal to the cccisism,
The other Presbyterian clergyymen present
w.rs for a while dlsconcerted, bat, rally.
they demauced that the Modeiator
should leave the chalr, some goiog ) far
a¢ to demand that he should reslgn the
M deratorehip and give them the oppor-
tunlty of electing anotber in his place,
Mr. Herridge thereupon left the cha'r,
and a chairman belug appolnted in his
place the usual recolutions were psssed,
declaring, of course, that it {s dangerous
aad unconstitutional for the Province of
() 1ebec to attend to its own business.

Bat the Rsv, Mr, Herrldge has com-
mualcated to the Chicago Interlor a
paper In which ke glves expression to his
vlews on the ¢xlsting agitation against the
Jesalts Hesays:

“The fanatical Protestants have spoken
out very loudly. Through the Jussaly

ing,

At they vent their hatred of the Riman

Cathollc religion, and seem to regard its

extinetion at sny cost a3 a prelude to the
H ”

aud everybody who does not snout toeir
shibboleth.”

The Rov, Mc. Herrldge is one of the
most highly respected ministers of the
Preshytcrian Church, though he la well

koown to by abave pandarlog to the In-
tolerant spirit which manifests fteslf too
often among members of his own denomio.
on. That he bas the courage to ex
ge bis couvictions openly, instead of

zoing with the curreat, redounds to hls
credlt for honesty. I tainly doee not
swvor of his balog & “court preach:.r,”’
rady to sacrifiza h's principles for the
gate of cacrylog favor with those who are
aound blm, aud having power over
h'm, Yet a s:urrilous Toronto daily
takes ocsaslon, from Mr, Herrldge's
st alghtforward honesty, to call him a
“s)urt preacher ;” and lest by any mishap
th's should be mistaken for an honorable
epithet, 1t adds that a court preacher ls
one why, like Bourdaloue, “'praisad God
for Louls X1V, and his m!stresses.” Is it
necessary to tell the public what jrurnal,
thus In one breath, slaxders the living and
thy dead? Itiseafer to slander Bourda.
loue than the Jesuits. Bourdaloue has
been too long In the grave to thlnk of
eateriug a libel suit against hls maligner.

After the above epecimen of the

Mail's falrness and love for truth
hase Dbeen given to the publle,
that journal goes on to etate that

“ihe question 18 not now whether the
liabitans are to rule us, for the supremacy
of thelr $H)lid column has long bien
establlshod, but whether we and they
allke are to ba subject to a forelgn
yoke.” Suach language as this has
5ften baen heard 1o the British House of
C mmous, but the Whalleys and the New
d sgates who uttered it were a1 says listened
ty with derlsion, It appears that in
Oatarlo it can command a larger share of
attentlon, though we believe that thev

who pay attentlon to such talkers
are 1ore noley tham numerous, The
people of Caiuada of French orlgln
amounted to 1,208,920 according to the
ceneus of 1551, that s to, say 30 per cent,
of the population. The Catholles of all
origlos number 42 6 per cent. It is not

true that elther the French Canadlans or
the Catholles of other orfgins form a eolid
nolitleal organization slding with either of
tll‘e politieal parties of the D ominlon, The
Provines of Qaebec is strikingly like
Oatarlo in this regard, as a majority of the
members from each Proviace support the
Oonservative Government in the Domln-
jon Houee, while in the Lcal Legislatures
the Reform party have, in both cases, very
decisdve m jorities, There is therefore no
t:uth in the Mail's reitorated asserticns

concerning & solidarity of Catholics for
aggreselon upon Protestants, However,
we ackucwledge that if the Mall’s aggres-
slve policy, backed up by fauatics, he
very generally adopted, the result would
Iikely bes that Catholics would unite for
defence, At present, however, there 1s no
likelibood of thls belrg ca'led for,
Nelther {s it true, as the Mail egaln
asserts, that the French Cavadians have
disturbed religious and raclal eqnality, In
fact proofs are numerous thet whether it
be in eendlrg Protestants to represent
them in Parliament, in treatiog Protestant
schools with equity, or in yleilirg grace-
fully even to Protestant pr.jadices, the
French-Canadisns have ever thown a
magoanimity which the people of Ontarlo
might well im'tate, Even in the matter
of the Jesuite’ Estates, though the Church
might well clalm compensation pure and
simple ty ratlefy her moral claim, in our
e:timation, and in the estimition of all
who do mot lock at the matter with the
eyes of fanaticlsm, the grant of §60,000
for Protestant education takes away the
feature of compensation entirely, The
Jesuits’ Estates Act is rather the distribu-
t'on of $460,000 for higher education, to
to all denominations in fair proportion to
population, than an act of compensation
fora high-handed and arbitrary epolistion,
Let it be admitted that Catholics have
political izfluence in Canada, It would
be a strange thing if more than 42! per
cent of the population should be deprived
of political influence in & country which
professes to maintain civil and religious
equality, Not the smellest religisus de-
romination in the country is without
some political influence : and soma of
the smaliest wish to exert far more than
their share, Taere are none noisier than
the Congregationaliste at this very
moment, though they are but little
more than G per cent of the paople:

while the Mothodist and Presby.
terian clergy, who openly declare
that they witch to drive the

Jesults out of the country, have in thelr
congregations, all told, respectively 17.1
and 14 5 per cent. Bat the ministers
who are leadlug on the intolerance of the
country have not thelr congregations as
followers: and from the stani teken by
Rav, M¢, Herrldge, Rav. Princlpal Grant
and others, it is evident that not all the
ministers even are prepared to encourage
the present aggres:lve movement,

As far as Catholles are concerned, the
whole metter has been regarded with
great coolness and moderation. They
have abstained from anything like blaster,
though tha provocation 1s great, Late
developments are calculated to give con-
fidence that the gas which has hzen gen-
erated in Miuisterlal associatlon meetings,
synods, and Ocange lodges will all be lost
in the Immensity of the surrouundlsg
atmoephere. A s'gu of this {s to b seen
In the el.ctlon which has just taken place
in one of the few Protcstant countles of
Qaebee, Compton. It was coufileutly
aserted that Protestant indigaation in
Qachec at the course of the Government
of the D)minlon in sustaluiog the Jesnits’
Estates Act, would resalt ia a Govera-
ment defeal in that constituency, lnstead
of this, the Government candidale, the
gon of & mamber of the Cablnet, hag jast
baen elecied with the unexpeciedly lirge
msjority of 339 The Ministerial Assocla-
tions may not sustain Rev. Mr, Herridge
and others like him, but the c>untry wlll.

rneE IRISH IMMIGRANTS AT
BUENOS AYRES.

It 18 consolatory t> learn from a com-
munication from Rev. M. Gauchren, O,
M. L, to tha editor of the Buenos Ayres
Southern Cross, that the 'condltion of the
Irlsh immigrants who suffered so much
on their arrival at that city has been since
much amellorated. We gave In the
RecoRp an account of those suffsrings,
derived from various sources, a few weeks
ago. In Buencs Ayres thelr wants were
supplied in a great measure by the Irish
resldents, who at once organized measures
for their rellcf, and thus the inadequate
aslstance glven by the Government was
supplemented, The Government sgent,
however, did his bes! for the people with
such means as were at hils dlsposal, Pri-
vate generosity did tho rest.

The Immigrants remalned but a few
days in the clity, and were rent forward to
thelr destination, the Irish colony at
Naposta, The weather was very favor:
able and fine, otherwlse they would have
suffered much before belng abla to find
shelter at the end of thelr journey. The
country in which they have rettled is
belleved to be exceedingly fertils and the
hopefal Irlsh temperament has so zsserted
itself that the suflerings of the past seem
to bave been already forgotten, and hopes
of a prosperons fature are entsrtained ;
nevertheless the evll effects of thelr first
hariehips have been severely felt, there
belng many cases of serious illnees, and
several deaths haviog resalted therefrom,
It 1s expected that there are some more
deaths to follow yet. However, thelr
difficultles are rapldly beirg overcome,
and as arrangements have been made to
have provislons euppliel to them until
thelr ficst crops come In, there {s mno
danger of staxvation, though the focd to
be supplied s of slmple chiracter, con.
slating chicfly of flseh roeat, blscuits, tes,

sugar, salt and otber necessarles. Cloth.
iug 1s badly necded by the settlers, a8  tho
nights, especially, are gotting cold, but it
{s Loped that they will be supplled by
private charity,

SR

PROFESSOR HUNLEY ON
AGNOSTICISM.

Profeesor Huxley bes a cacoethes of
attackirg religlon, In bls own sphere of
sclence his great abllity caonot be denled,
but it cannot be sald that as & writer on
religlous subj:cts he isasuccess. A greater
mind than Ms, Huxley’s failed egreglouely
when it tarned from eclentific reasoning
to the ioterpretation of Scripture, which
was a new field even to the {llustricus Sir
Isaac Newton, BSir Issac Newton, how.
ever, notwithstandlng the errors ianto
which he fell ia Scriptural interpretatlon,
was highly rellglous azd respected God
and his revealed word. .With Profeisor
Huxley the case 1s different. He is one
of the principal upholders of Darwin’s
theorles concerning the origin of man by
development from less perfect creatures,
directly from the chimpanzce, or some
other apa, till we arrive at the monmers,
which are supposed to be the first and
slmplest form ia which enlmal life
appeared in the world, At the best this
doctrine is acknowledged by ite most earn-
est friends and advocates wh) ara en
dowed with any learning, to be a mere
theory wh'ch never has been, and in all
probability never will be, proved. Pro-
fessor Huxley himself acknowledges that
there is an {asupe:able difliculty to prove
that man has beea developed from any
other animal ; for, comparing man and the
apes, which most resemble man, he says :
“the differences between man and the man-
Ilke apes certalnly jaetify our regardlryg
him os copetituting a fa.lly apart from
them,” It seems to u: that the Pr.fesor
adheres to Darwinism as s mode of getting
rid of the necessity for a Creator, in
accounting how the unlverse with all its
marvels has come into existenca,

Tais i3 somewhat of a digresslon from
the subj:ct on which we propose to make
some remarks here, nevertheless it illus-
trates how ready men of scionce are, some-
times, to accept very dublous theories
which they esteem highly probabls,
though in matters of rellgion thzy prafer
to say that it 1s impossible to attaln to
knowledge, and they therefore proclalm
themselves “Agnostics;” that is to say,
“Know Nuthings” on all matte:s of doc-
trine. Thisis the case with Professor Hux-
ley. Thereisin the last Nineteenth Century
Magazine an artlcle from his peu entltled
“Agnostic'sm,” in which, for the second
time, he attacks the founiation of Chrls
tianity, maiataining that the first three
gospols are comparatively late accounts ¢f
an older tradltion concerning the life of
our Lord Jesus Ohrist onearth, Thus He
BAYS :

“There is now no doubt that the three
Sypoptic Gospels, 8o far from b:iag the
work of three independeut writers, are
closely Intexdependent, and that in one of
two ways, Either all three contaln as
their foundatlon, versions to a large ex
tent verbally identical, of one and the
grmo tradition ; or two of them are thus
closasly dependent on the third ; acd the
opinlon of tha msjrity of the best crisica
has, of late years, more ard more con
vorgod toward the comviction that our
canonical second gospel, the soca'led
Ma k’s goapel, 1s that which most closely re
presents the primltive ground-work of the
three, That I take to be one of the most
valld results of New Testament criticlsm,
of immeasurably greater importauce than
the dlscusston about dates and author
ship,”

It 1s worthy of remark tha! though the
Profeesor’s objact is to destroy the credit
of these Gospels, for authenticity, he alto-
gether neglects to glve any reason whatso-
ever why they should not ba believed,
Strangely enough ha glves credit to the
writers of these Gospels, and Indeed of
the whole New Testament, for slocerty.
This be acknowledges ia the following
manner :

“It Is the question whether the New
Testameat books, being, as I believe they
were, written and complled by people
who, accordiag to their lights, were per
fectly sincere, will not, whea properly
studied as ordinary hlstorical documents,
afford us the means of eelf crlilclsm ”

If the writers of the New Testament
were “perfectly sincers” why should they
not ba believed at least when they are re-
lating pablic facts, which they have elther
witnessed with thile own eyes, or the
truth of which they have ascertalaed from
eye witnesses innumerable who were
thoroughly rellable? We do not speak
here of their spaculative oplnions concarn.
ing doctrines, but of such facts as ths
tlms when Chrlst was born, when He
commenced His missionary labors, when Ha
wis crucified, and how long He stayed
oa earth after lils crucifixion; such
m'raculous facts also a3 the chavge of
water into wine at Cana of Galilse, the
curlng of s1! manner of disaases, a3 related
ia St Mg, xil, xlv,, St Luke xiv., and
elsowhere throughout the Gospels, Why
should they not ba belleved when they
tell how He ralsed Lazrus from the dead,
or the son of the widow of Nalm ? or when
they relate the history of Chrlst’s suffer-
1ags, or of His resurrection and ascension ¢
Ths writings of authors borderlng on the
v.:ry perlod when the Gospals were written
have come down to us, some written
b>fure, and rome after the Gospels: and

L w3 accept the works of Jallus Cwur,

Tacitus, Josephus, elc,, slmost as if they
related Gospel truths; fn fact with far
more lmpliclt confilence than agnostics or
lcfilels accord to the writlrg:s of St
Matthew, Mark, Luke anod Jobn, The
former are believed because they are
known from characteristics of thelr writlog
t> be eincere, and because the facts
which they relate ate facts which
happened ln great part withia their per.
sonal knowle Ige, and partly because they
had accees to witnesses In plenty who were
thoroughly coguizant of the facus related.
The writers of the four Gospels had lue
more eminent degree all these qualications
for narrating the trath, Bat 1f we bad
corroborative evidence of writers contem
poraneous with Cwiar and the other non.
Christlan authors we have named, we
would bs ready to acknowledge the
cumulative testimony of several such
writers, as placing their testimony
far beyond dispute. In regard to
the Goepel we have this cumulative testi.
wmony. The Gospels themselves are four
in number, the work of different
writers ; but besides these we Lave the
Acts of the Apostles and the epistles of
Sts. Paul, Jamee, Peter, Jude, and John,
which sre all based upon the Gospel nar-
ratlve, and presuppose ita detalls. To
these detalls they frequently refer as to
facts well known to those for whom they
write, belng evidently aware thut the
Christians to whom they are writing have
by some meane or other full knowledge
of the facts. Sarely it {s not a sufficlent
refatation of the trath of the Goepels to
say, as Mr. Huxley says in & footnote to
his artisle : “I may perbaps return to the
qu stion of the authorship of the Gozpels,
For the present I musi content myself
with warvlpg my readers against any
reliance upon Dr. Wace’s statements as to
the results arrived at by modern criticism.
Tacy are as gravely as surprisiogly erron-
eous,”

Agnostics or Infilels of Professor Hux
ley's stamp seem to take it for granted
that thelr bare aszertion iz a sulffislent
refutation of any array of sound reason-
ing on which Christians may rely,

It is not our purpos: here to enter upon
a rehearsal of the evidences of theauthen.
tlcliy and truth of the Goaspels. To do
this would require a treatise, and the
work s already done by many eminent
scholars, But we will make a few reflac
tions upon some statements made by the
Professor, whereby he hopes, but cignally
falle, to undermine the authority of the
Gospels. In a peesage already quoted
above, he spazks of the fiest three gospele,
the “Synoptic goepels,” 28 if it were a
proved fact that thelr exleted some primi.
tive gosp:l on which these three gospels
were based at a later pericd, each writer
departing from the criglnzl in his own
fashion, adding euch clreumstances as
fancy dlctated, or as had come to his
koowledge through other sources, com-
cerning Chariet’s life on earth. This
theory, to which the lcfidels of to.day are
very fond of hold'ng, has no foundation
whatsoever, In fact. There {3 not a par-
tlele of evidence that thls was the case.
From the very earlicet period of Coris.
tlanity the four gospels have been referred
to more or less dirceily, by the Christlan
wilters of each perlod, but there is not
the least reason for believing that there
was ever a previous goapel, which as from
a common written source the goipels we
now have were drawn and fashloned., The
closest criticlsm cannot draw any other
{nference than this: that the four goapels
were written by different pereons, having
in view the same general purpose, to in-
struct the Ohrlstian Ohurch in the
knowledge of the Ilife of Chrlst
on earth, and in His doctrines, yet with
certain differences of purpose in detail,
which led them to follow a difterent
method in their narrations, Thus, St.
Matthew wrote his gospel for the Jews of
Palestine who had become Christiars,
This gives a paculiar characternstic to
his gospel, that he does not deem it
necessary to explain the Jewish customs
to which he alludes, nor to dilate upon
geographical peculiarities, with which the
Christianizad Jews who were to read his
writings were supposed to be already
acquainted, He is, however, very par-
ticular in proving from the Old Testa-
ment that Jesus is the Messias of whom
the prophets spoke, Si, Mark wrote in
Rome, for the instruction of converts
from the paganism of Rome. St, Luke,
by personal investigation, made himself
acquainted with the circumstances of
Christ’s life and teaching, and writing
especially for Grecks, gives geographical
notices of localities in Palestine of which
he speaks: at the same time there is
nothing of the Hebraistic peculiarities
of St, Matthew in his Goapel. St, John’s
Gaspel is of a supplementary character,
and its objzct is to impress the spiritual
character of Carist’s teachings upon
those who readit: and it treats with
more specialty upon Christ’s divinity
than do the other goapels,

These difterences of objsct explain
certain diflerences between the Evangel.
ists in style and in mode of narrating the
same events, That they wrote inde.
pendently of each other is clear, The
resemblances which ocour between the
gospels arise from the fact that they re-
late ‘the history and frequently record

the very words of the same Christ, but

the diffarences are just such as would
occur when different persons undertake
to write on the same subject, though
with different purposes in view, The
whole testimony of history is to the effect
that the same four gospels which we
have to day are those which were read
n the Caristisn Charch from the very
beginning.

Professor Huxley thinks that he has
eatisfactorily shown that there are re-
markable discrepancies between the
goipels when the same event is related,
We will in & future issue have some re-
marks on this point, We will only add
here that the discrepancies which he
points out are but imaginary, Tae nar-
ratives are made from a different point
of view, but there is no more ditference
between them than would at any time
occur when difterent persors relate the
same events,

THE EXNUN OF KENMARE.

Miss Cueack, formerly known as “the
Num of Kenmare,” has been regaling a
select audience of ministers and Indies with
a rebash of old lles from former No-.
Popery lecturere, spiced with new ones of
her own manufacture. In spite of her
very recent protestations that the reports
of her abandonment of the Catholic faith
were false, she now declares that she has
left the Church because she cou'd not be &
good Catholic and be honest at the same
time, Fishing for opposition from the
priesthood, which she might turn to
peeuniay advauntage, ehe declares thst
“Protestants need reliavle information,
and that I will glve them ln spite of all
the oppoeition of the priests.” It does
not seem that ehe Las angled very success.
fally, for the priests have let her reverely
alore, but she did fiad some simple people
who purchased her book and tickets for
the lecture which rhe was ab:ut to Celiver
on “the Jesnits,” a popular subject now
with those who like to hear that illustricus
religlous crder maligned, The ex.uun
stated also that Catholics are gnorant of
the tenets of their rellgion,and that “most
of the priests are out and out infidels.”
As it 1s well known that Protestantism
throughout the United States, aud all
Europe, excapt Great Britain, has degen.
erated into infidellty, if Mlss Cusack be
telling the truth, Christianity must have
come to & deplorable pass indeed. Our
consclation s that we know that the
newly-fledged No-Popery orator wlshes to
decelve her audience.

As yet, the ex-nun has not gone to the
extent of stating, 1 ke other renegade no.
Popery orators, that all nuns and priests
are leading gross'y lmmoral lives, and it s
only the Jesuits that are accused in her
lecture of the 14th inst. of gross viola
tlons of Chel.tian etbics. Asshe s, how-
ever, well aware that the Jeeults are but
a small portion of the prlesthood, it may
justly be luferred that she admits the
virtuous lives led by priests in general,
aud thus virtually contradlcts the favorite
thesla which sudlences ke hers have been
accustomed to laten to with great delight,
Iadeed, che etated that tho Bishop of
Brooklya hsd banizhed the Jesuits from
bis diocese, leaving 1t to be inferred that
they were so banished on accouunt of their
wickedaess, 1f tais be sy, the Bishop
must be himself a good Christian, and he
must have great confidance In the superior
morality of the secular priesthood, who
form the great bulk of the priests of
America, Out of aboat 10,000 priests in
the Ualted States and Canada, there are
certainly not three hundred Jesults, The
ex-nun’s statements thus afford food for
r.ilaction to the average Protestant audi.
ences who are fond of hearing the priest
hood abused, and who encourage such
lecturera as Widdows, Chlaiquy end
Fulton.

We b:lleve that as a matter of fact there
are no Jesnits in the diocese of Brooklyn,
but we know that the canse of this is not
as the ex-nun wished her audience to
belleve. There are not so many Jesuits
in the world as would supply 8 c>mmun-
ity to all the dioceses which would be glad
to have them, and Brock'yn 1s not alone
io not having them. It is very easy to
conceive that there are exlsting circum-
stances which prevent them from being
in the diocese of Brooklyn, but we do not
thiok It worth while to suggest what these
clicametances may be, Itis certain tnat
the roasons are not such as should be
inferred from the maliclons innuendos of
the ex-nun,

She further stated that the methods
resorted to by Jesu'ts in lvfluenclng the
public are most dangerous, Shesald :

“The women are worked on through
confesslon, and the young men are treated
in the most lenient manner.”

The women worked on ! For what pur-
pose are the women worked on? The ex-
nun knows, and eo does every one who
knows what It is to go to confesslon, that
the sole objsct of the Jesuits, and of all
priests, in hearing confesslons, is to bring
eouls to Christ, and to Induce them to
lead Christlan lives, Her insinuation, If
she really means to ineinuate 1it, that
there s some dark and evil obj ¢t in view,
{3 elmply cowardly and malicious, It {s
cowardly, bacause she has not yet muz.
tered courage to aseert positively what
she insinuates ; it is maliclous, becanse it
ls intended to make people believe the
falee Insinuation,

Bat what of the awfal charge that tke
Jeeuits are lenlent to young men? We
admit it ; aud we adwit that they are
lenlent to yourg women too. Oaght
they to be in readiness, like tigere, to tear
thelr penitente t> pleces? Ouar Lord
Jesus Chrlst, too, was lenlent, He treated
kindly the most grievous sinners, He
was lenlent to Z .cchens snd to Mary Mag.
dalene, and His perable of the Phariice
and the Publican must for ever be a
leseon to His true followers, such as the
Jesults are, to be lenient to penitents :
nay, His death upon the cross for einners
is the most beautiful and touching proof
of the leniency with which sinners are to
be treated by the priests of Him who came
on earth to cill, not the jast, but sluners
to perance,

Of course, we are aware that the ex.
nun means to insluusts more {in the
above extract than ehe is bold enough to
say poeltively, She means to Insinuate
that Jesults are wont easily to permit
young men to contioue in sinful courses,
We are tired of following up these
cowardly inuendos. Let her make posi-
tive statements and we shall know how to
deal with them. We shall only eay now
that euch an inelnuation s like the one
with which we previously dealt, false aleo.
It will be time endjugh to prove this at
length when the maligner of the Jesults
will have the coursge to tay what che
means, Her uoneen!cal insinuation that
the Jesults poisoned Pope Clement X1V,
because he lssued the Ruil suppressing
their order we pazs over with equil con-
tempt,  Such a charge should be posi-
tively made, ard some plausibla proof, at
least, thould be g'ven, before a serlous at.
terept be made at a refutation,

The ex-nun of Kenmare ought to take
lessors in lylug from her colleague in the
leciurlng field, Edith O'Govman, Edith
can make positive nssertione,

Not satisfi-d with her success as a lec.
turer, the ex-nun hos wiitten a supple.
mentery letter to that congenial paper,
the Mall, and it sppears in that journpal of
the 1G:h Inst, She etates In her letter
that there has occurred in New York a
family scandal in which the paitice are
apparently all Romanists, Her authority
for the statement {s the New York Herald
of the 14:h inst,, and because a lacy who
is one of the family eaid that ehe is under
the direction of the Jesult Fathers of St.
Francis Navier’s, New York, the ¢x-nun
drawa the Inference that Jesuit ivflzence
In the family must be bad.

Tke whole story is too much of the
cock-and.a-bull kind to deserve serious
consideration. The parties “are all appar.
ently Roman!sts,” The literary lady fs
not sure wWhether they are or not, The
New York Herald reports the story : yet
it sometimes happens that the fizat reports
of the news gatherers are grosely exegger-
ated. O.e of the parties named in the
story was per

ps ouce or twice al cone
feselon to a Jeeult. Who knows but
gome one amoug them muda & confession
once to Bishop Potter, or publicly at a
Methodist revival! Every one knows
that confeasions are made both in the P,
E Church azd in the Methodist, Yet
the ex-nun draws the rather premature
concluefon that the Jesults areresponsible
for the who'e teandal, She may ot te
aware that there are eometimes famlly
rcandals in which no one concerned is a
Cathollc at all. This was the cwe wlith
the scandal on account of which a Pro-
testant minister was the other day turned
out of the minlstry In O:angeville,
Ontarlo, TheJesults had nothing to do
with that ecandal at all events,

But we do not pretend that all persons
who have gone once or twice to confession
are ever after eecure from falling Into evil
ways, We do notconsider it necessary to
dleprove that the Jesults are the cauee f
every sin into which Catholics may unfor-
tunately fall : nelther do we hold evcry
Protestant miolster responsible for every
evil deed which Proteectants commit, Bt
in the Orangeville case, we are sorry ‘o
say, & clergyman {s the principal, This /s
worse than Mis Cusack’s New York case,
In which it 1s not even pretended that a
Jesuit {o at all involved. The ex-nun is
simply a humbug, and will soon be as
violent as the most vlolent no.Popery
lecturer, for, in the depth of a fall like
hers, there are always deeper depths,

FRENCIH IN ONTARIO
SCHOOLS.

Me. Crsig, M. P. for Darham, who, with
the view of abolishing French from the
schools of Oatarlo, asked for the returns
of the number of Freach teachers in
Ontario who cannot teach in Eaglish, has
gone to California to reside. He did not
walt till the department had the returns
ready, bat they were published jast about
the time when Mr, Cralg was started on
the journey. It s a pity he did not wait
for them. It appears by the returns that
out of 5549 schools which are ia Qatarlo
there is one school in’ 15 Gloucester,
Carleton Co,, where the assistant caanot
teach Eaglish, though the head teacher
can do 8o “fairly well.” In 26 Glouce:-
ter, though the report ctates that the
teachers cannot use English i teaching,
the remark s appended : “Miss Scheffer
can use the Eag'ish languega fairly wall.”
In Stormont Co,, in 8:hool N, 12, Town-
sh!p of Tench, one teacher_is reported as
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in( flident in Eaglieh, «nd iu No,
Co, of Slmecoe, the princlpzl teache
1lsh, and the asslstant, Feench, [
taught by Oldendorf’s method n
s of Prescott and Russell whe
1ctlon in French, and tl
metzod i used In nez:ly all the se
Ewex Teuly the mouutain |
which caased so much exclteme:
Oatario legislature, with Mr Craig
1 M Meredith followlog the |
nt forth e ridicalous mous
whole Provicce has been trump
arms ia order to tease one or tw
ers and a couple of dozan Frene
dian children.

The Cleveland Leader of the ¢
anvounced with startling outlines
cesslon of & prominent priest f
Catboliz Church, aud bis adoptio:
creed of the Free-Will Baptists, a
wood, Orawford Co,, Pa, The 1
the priest was sald to be Rev,
Vanderborg, a Belglan, and a me
the Benedictine order., Many det
glven cf the supposed ex-priest’s
clrcumstances are added which gis
whole story an air of credibility.
other circumstances it was that
ed s!X years in Erie, Pa,,
four or five years in St Jerome's
tery uear Pltteharg  He was sald
been tub prior of the Benedictir
with three monasteries under h
diction, ard Blshop Varderborg,
aua, was eaid to be bls uucle, and
ther {5 cafd to be the superior of t!
nscastery on Euaclid Avenue, Cl

The whole of the above story i
lon, The Catholic Ualy
and, pciats out how the cirg
b are added to embellish |
are all [alss, and that there has |
ther Bizhop nor priest of the na
rg. There s no Josult mw
{d Avenue, Cleveland,
euperior named Vander
lishes, besldes, a letter from t
Geueral of Erle, Father Thomas
denying that any priest of the
ever cffizfated in the diocese
either s a secular or iu any
commuunity. The superlor of t
dletives in Erle also publishes
stating that no priest of the
louged to any monastery of the
any part of the Unlted States.
The Free Will Baptlets of G
have, evidently, a tharper play
thelr credulity for bustness purp

VORGANATIC MARRIL.

Taose Protestants who sti
merriage &8 & eacred rite speak
gret of the frequency with whi
ganatic marriages”’ are couly
princes in Europe, erpecially f
ing under German Jaw. A m
called by this neme when a
sod marries & pergon o
position, This is allowe
but the wife in such ¢

uot ubinin the busband’s rark
nor co the children begotte
marrisges inherit the hushar
The wife aleo has no cla'm to
dowry than the presents whicl
given to her by her husband,
may be specially provided fo
will,

Princes merried in this way
contract marrisge with pric
royal blood, in which case, of co
would have two wives, Itisn
say that before God such mar
unlawful, as princes are not ex¢
the universal law by which all |
are bound,

Prince Alexander of Battenb
sas the Prince of Bulgaria whe
the Servian invasion, and was ¢
driven from the Bulgarian thron
the pressure brought to bear
by the Czar, not long since c
one of these morganatic mprri
an opers singer, Mllé, Loisinger
slanding that it was believe
was betrothed to a sister of thi
Enperor.

A Protestant periodical, th
Companion, speaking of the:
marriages, says : “In our eyes t|
of double marriages is clearly ¢
of Christian precepts, It can
defended on the highest g
religion aad morality ; but on
tinert of Europe it is recogniz
churches as well as by the ro;
and it will probably be very I
the custom ceases to be practi

This periodical is mistaken
ing that it is recognizad by th
Church, which has always adhe
inviolable sanctity of the ma
making no distinction in the a
of the law between prince an
It has occurred betimes the
have violated the laws of th
but in such cases the Churc
hesitated to inflict the severest
censures, and has brought ev:
back again to penance when
80 trancgressed the Divine
half-hearted way in which P
protest against such trar
proves the necesaity of a living
in the Church, which will not |




