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!l|i«Awe he. ft* pamgt that will of the Sodety, Father Bieel, by the Com-

doctrine that “the mi jutUflet the «Mew" at THE BRIEF "DOKIIIIIAO REDBMPTOR 
that maxim it vulgarly widantooi. Thiel MOetBR."
oûxt will «tend until tee 12* day of July I «ball bow read from a reliable hand-
next, being the firit annirereary of ebe booh (“The Jeeuite : "Their Foundation 
Jesuit»’ Estates B1U of Quebec, (Bee | and History”), lately published, on *1»

Time will not permit to night an ex-1 "The Brief of Suppression is a valuable 
amination ol Oury on the question of doeumeut In the history of the etoelety 
“mental reeerration,” eufflee it to eay, of Jesus, and It ie eepeeially remarkable 
toat, here again, earlceture and Ubel because, aa la observed by the Protestant 
miserably fail to smirch hie character as Historian Sohoell, ‘it condemn» neither 
a casuist. Those rigid moralists who the doctrine, nor the morale, nor the 
afloat to be eeandallied. et the Jesuit discipline of *e Jésuite. The complainte 
prmeinle of “mental reservation," must of the Courte against the Order ere the 
be filled with holy Indignation at toe only motives alleged for ile auppree- 
lady who ie not “at home" to the caller I aion.' v
she does not desire to reoeive, or the ‘-The Pope begins by alluding to the 

j? tb? <*w* who pleads “not example of hie predecessors in toe sup. 
guUty rather than criminate himself for pression of various congregations, omit 
mer* toe*1* «•*»•Why do they not ting, however, to etote thatthe forma of 
point the finger of their righteous acorn justice observed in the oeee of these con
st such “lax moraliste,” as Jeremy g régalions were wanting in toe case of 
Taylor, who .eye : “to tell a lie for the Jeeuite. Thua. in 1310, the Template 
charity, to cave a man’a life, toe life of a were suppreacedby Pope ClementV. ; 
friend, of a hue band, of a prince, of a but before toe eentenoe was pronounced 
useful and a public pereon, hath not only the Biehope of Chriate^Agn were —rm 
been done at aU timee, but commended bled, toe accuaatioce and the defence 
.7. gr66t “d *Dd fi®*** ™en were carefully examined, and the Tern. 
Milton, who aake : “By which of piers were individually summoned be 
the commandment» is a lie for- fore provincial councils to be judged, 
bidden f You will any, by the The Jeeuite, four centurie» later, were 
ninth. If then my lie does not injure suppressed without being Informed of 
my neighbor, certainly it ia not forbid, the chargea against them, and much 
den by this commandment j” Paley, lees allowed to defend themselves, 
who says, “there are falsehoods which “It would be too long to give the 
are not lies, that ie, which are not crim- entire text of the famous Brief! After 
inal, and Johnson, who states, ‘‘the referring to the religious orders which at 
general rule ie that truth ehould never I different times toe Holy Bee had 
be violated ; there must, however, be thought it neoeesary to eboliab, the Pope 
some exceptions. If, for inetanoe, a proceed» to mention, on the one hand, 
murderer should ask you which way a the approbation bestowed upon the 
man ie gone ” Society by many of his predecessors, and.

SUPPRESSION OP THE SOCIETY; on the other, toe dissension» which at 
We shall now revert to toe history of various periods had broken out between

toe Jesuit». the Jeeuite and the secular clergy. He
In the second half of the 18 th century, then enumerate» the accusation» brought 

the infidel power» behind toe Bourbon forward against toe Order, without, how- 
Courte—the most corrupt in Cbrieten ever, either confirming or denying them ; 
dom—governing eo called Oetbolieooun- and lastly, he laya great stress upon the 
tries, conspired to destroy the Society, disturbance caused by toe exiatence of 
In France, in Spain, in Portugal, and the Society, and upon the supplications 
finally in Austria, their machinations addressed to him for ita suppression. In 
were followed by barbarous cruelty this laat paragraph lies the key note to the 
toward» it» members. Imprisonment, Brief. It was a sacrifice to peace, but, as 
confiscation, death and exile had to be event» subsequently proved, a sacrifice 
suffered. The reigning Pontiff, Clement made in vain. The Pope concludes by 
XIII., watched with sorrowful alarm the pronouncing the suppression of the 
development of this crusade against the Order throughout Christendom, and re. 
Jesuits He stood alone to defend them ; gulatee the details of the execution 
but no human power could hush his of the sentence. * * * In Rome 
courageous voice, which continued to although unfortunately aome of thé 
the end to uphold the cause of right, cardinals and prelate» only too faith- 
But Clement was already an old man, fully served the interests of the Bourbon 
and on the 2nd Febuary, 1769, in hie Courts against the Society, the testimony 
seventy eight year, he died. Now was of Cardinal Antonelli, one of toe most 
the hour of the enemy. The Jesuits eminent members of the Sacred College, 
were defenceless—maligned, threatened give» ample evidence that this feeling 
and insulted—in the midst of their foes, waa not universal, and in a report ad- 
Defenceless, but brave, resolute and dressed to Pius VI, only two years after 
defiant Instances of human fraility and the suppression, he thus expresaes him 

ROME “Jesuit MAXIMS.” individual weakness they bad indeed self :—“The impartial world recognises
Dr. Littledale claims that Pascal’s ™rDlab6d—as what society hoe not? the injustice of toe act, and those who

faetot a Coercion BUI being placed among I censures have been in the main justified ïf^iL011®.?®?!!!!1’ther®at another ; but, do not recognise it must be either blind 
toe Statutes ia not in itself sufficient by the subsequent teaching Jof the "■ the Ooiapany of Jesus atood or else bear a mortal hatred to the 
proof of its neoeasity. This haa been Society, for “the lax casuiatry, which he 5!2 }7“!® p7nTad “ f6."6”‘ f66'Wh6t rule was observed in
brought home time and again of late, held up to ridicule haa been formally î‘ tbeend of two hundred years sain toe *e judgment rendered against them 7
With telling effect, to toe minds of the reproduced in the most modem ?„,„1^hm*tlfut!oni , t??re „ tb*y. *"t6n6d to? Were
English people, but never, perhaps, more text book on the subject, that , The Conclave Jot the election of a I they allowed to bring forward their de
clearly, more pointedly, and more of Father Oury. In this and in w!k?!<7“*d.iPoÇ® •op!Ded I f|e”«e,.auo11 » ®ode of proceeding proves
authoritatively than it waa in open Court, kindred works,” he says, “it will be ®.“ 0,6 16°* .*6kru,,7> ““l straightway that there existed the fear of finding 
during the trial of Lord George Gordon, found that the principles of‘jmtiiication Î7 ï?®1 infamous intn8'161 were them innocent. Aa for me, I affirm,
on February 5th, 1781. The then Attor of mean» by end»,’ and of 'mental reser" fïîrfin'Tn*® uü®™ of 7i70.,> }*“* the Br,6f «
ney-General, who waa Proeeeutor in the ration’ are recognised maxims of the - ■ A g-th* °?rdi?*U.1)6 Bernis null, nvalid and iniquitous, and oonse
ease, said in his opening epeeeh : Jesuit».” The worthy Dr. pretend» to 7“‘h chief offender in tbia respect, quently that the Society of Jeeue is not

“In the latter end of the year 1778, an apeak whereof he knows. But he does 90,î6eP?nden0616766l,i d6T by day, destroyed. My assertion ia founded on 
Act of Parliament pasaed to repeal oer- not know in every case. For insUnoe î,MhânLeC!!îme' by whloh the d'"ir6S 6 “““T?1- Jproofs, of which I shall be 
tain provisions affecting tiro Roman he has written quite lately a letter to thé t enr Pourbm. ,°”r*'gne "ere only too satisfied with bringing forward a few.” 
Catholic» in thie country, contained in London Times in which he refers to the T th^.'IÎ®'* °~tl N° sp®01®* °f . t£,9n .e”um6rete« 11,6
an Act of Parliament made in the doctrine of Transubstantiatum"and isw 7 *7’Jhre,t’ « persuasion waa reasons which, in his opinion, invalidated 
eleventh and twelfth years of the reign with an BMuranoe that ie truly admirable’ d *!?ureT tbe eleotl”° of a Pope the Brief. I —When the Pope promised
of King William III. The particular that “although the word (IransubftrotU.’ di!.»u*Lw.™7 A“ the Car- toauppreis the Sociefyhe waa only a
provisions which it was the object of this I tion) is routined in Roman Catholic d‘nal,i however, were not meson whom I P,i,«*6 individual, unable to estimate 
Act to repeal were these : By toe Statute theology, the idea is virtually abandoned .‘h®*? T'Ji7n«U" ,t,ol'°‘, °“uld produce the full consequence» of his act. 2 —The 
of Kmg William, every Popish prieat ex by the most Roman of theologians, so th® b,“tor7 ?f tbe ®rle,.w“ extorted from a man, lettered
ereiaing any part of his function in this that the controversy ia obsolete’’’ I P°“ol6Te °f l‘b0 16 redeemed by by his previous engegemen’, by those 
Kingdom, was liable to perpetual im- quote this latest authoritative " pro- °S. lbe . P,rt ol whose only object waa to ruin the Church,
prisonment ; every pereon of the Popish nouncement of his, not necessarily as”n ^ M?i .V”f • numbe,)> wbo would 4 —I° th“ infamous transaction, false
religion, keeping a school or taking upon evidence of hie good faith, but merely to «°™.1?, ‘dr “ne016°ce> snd ”ho cour- promisee, criminal threats and open vio-
himself the education, government or «how how much he sometimes knows tb» 8o!!letf’ c”- 'enC6"6r6 made use of towards the Head
boarding of youth, was liable to the same about Catholic theology. i »? F,lnel,oen monk, of the Church ; 4 —The Brief was dee-
punishment. And by another part of Now. let us examine the Jesuit theolo. « “, b! f th® Conclave, having titute of the canonical forms requisite
this Act, Roman Catholics were rendered gion, Gury, accused of lax casuistry in ® f lbe *8|entiof tbe sP“*“k ™ 6 «olemn eentenoe of this description,
incapable of inheriting or taking by holding and inculcating the principle of d*ellr8tmn' ‘n "f»ch he It is believed, add» the Cardinal, that
devise or limitation any estates from “justification of means by ends ” to wit. ‘ ^ !b V^1?®. 8oTer6lgp Pontlg pos- Uement XIV. purposely neglected these 
their parent» or others, unless they that when the end is lawful the means to,„,?h>Pr " ‘be, S3C1®‘7 ,0rra“lltl6«, ln order to renuer the Brief
should take oaths and subscribe a to that end are also lawful. Gurv's work ”^j6'ue 6CC6rd™e to the Canon Law, and less binding. 5—In the execution of 
declaration, which by their religion they is accessible to all. Alter discussion the * *?, ^ hoped tb8‘ tbe ,uture fhe «entence the ecclesiastical and civil
eould not conscientiously do, and their nature of morality, and some of the con- mm thedesde n^!hrnm^rt..‘0,?°^,plT l?d' R°f Th“'C® »Wer® equ,lly Tiole- 
estates were to go immediately over to ditions that it presupposes in respect of T-uh he i 6 -The sentence rests upon un-
their next of kin being Protestants, and human acts, he proceeds to treatPof the L ci«m??t yiv tb6 J”n‘lfio61 tfarone proved accusations, and upon calumnies 
them and their families left to starve, sources of morality, or those principles X.IVl, Tbe 6le«ll0n oyer, which it is easy to relute, 7 —The Brief
There was another provision too which which assign their specific moral chàrac- 16 ,e6med to ,6P6nt of oon^tradicta itae^If, asaertiing in one part
made them incapable of taking any ter to human acts or modify them These b*Jl”8‘uff,6red tbe™,el,6i 10 1,6 mtimi "hat it denies m the other, 8—It con- 
estate by purchase. sources are three fold ; 1—Thé obiect d6ted'/0r tbe ne" Tope, on consulting ,8™» confused and ambiguous expree

“This Act, containing such severe of the act : 2—The circumstances of the îhem' fo'?n,d e . completely m I sions, and in the part relating to the
penalties, could only be justified by the act ; 3-The end of the act Havine mTnuL?f «MkJ®"nt,»,t. i-Bliî th® intidel "“P*6 ,,nd «olemn vows the Pope 
necessity of the case, for the salvation of established the existence of each of these brookto dl>.m Cthï °f,1<ifi|0Urt*, Wr°Uvd ti#rlbUt®S “! blm“u PO*ers that no Pon 
the State and our religion. It ia the principles, Father Gury lata down the br00b no de,6F ,n th® fulfilment of the tiff ever claimed. 9 —The motives 
height of severity to punish men for following conclusions as resulting from hfof and*?!?® extrî!ted from alleged for the suppression of toe
serving God in their own way, or in them • 8 him^and began to bluster and threaten Society might, under the same pretext,
employing themselves in one of the ‘T. The election of evil means ie always ôntathl^tKÜ’ftaL!^ .-Ji,®".' 11 "«* ^*PPlied “ religious order, and 
most important duties to society, the evil, but on tbe contrary it does not , .Ï®to«8en«e tbe Bn6,1 “ therefore an instrument
education of youth; that men shall follow that the election of good means ^e Withihf.,Ly...i?dnf .Ï® Church, prepared tor the general destruction of 
for these reasons alone be doomed always good. Thus, no oneis held to be «"«kemngthere came a I religious orders. 10 —It annuls, as far
to a loathsome prison for their worthy of praise because he abstains °f F11 responsibility, and of « it can, a number of Briefs and Bulls,
lives, and to the perpetual society from drink out of avarice-and he Is to be nh®-°»^^l€^ti0,l, ‘deumbent upon him aa I **,U6d by the Holy See and accepted by 
of the most profligate and wretched of held culpable who steals money in ôrdeî efforta'to eîtriMta hhi^1*fr® l,trenuol!“ ‘ïe,hChurcb’ ^'‘hout giving the reasons 
mankind, is cruel and horrid. The to give alms. 7 efforts to extricate himself from the of this sweeping condemnation. 11.—
other part of this Act was extremely “2. Whosoever chooses an honeat means T? ,°k° wj“oh b; hsd 1° ra,bl7 “ "M1 “““ of scandal to the Chureh,
severe in depriving a man of his birth- to an honest end, performs an aot of îh^ «n» î?.d® ° ?b0,B6u*i !™d 6 «ubieet of joy only to infidels,
ngbt ami inheritance. double honesty, if the honesty of the act «tlifd? “ p UtlTe’ Clement heretics and bad Catholic». “These

'The history of the limes, duet not far- in both cases falls within his intention “*» for the tut r^6*®?*’ continues Antonelli, “suffi-
null «NY PROOF of the necessity, nor affori In like manner, he ie guilty of doublé blami nor ï® t^'^r1 -FF”. nei‘her •°lell,t.1J Proje.the Brief to be null and
an apology for the hardthiy of these provis malice who elects an etil means to an nfoët J?n“01 lob è ’ ®Dd m- eon«6quenoe the so
«»., An account of the commencement evil end, as for instance, if any one stofo ?»?..d e.nL; n. P”860?"6" have celled suppression of the Society of
and progress of the Act ie given by a money in order to get drunk with it hlîn .Vth! ‘n,t,tute b« J6I!U, ‘«unjust and irregular.”
very learned divine, who was at that “3. Whosoever employs an evil means Trent^nd^eohd‘h® »h° 7 °”UcCl1 °f Th® Bourbon Constitutions have for- 
time a member of the House of for a good end contract only the mahe? mnxL’.^^riené, 7,°U,L Frenob ®T®r Pîe‘®= 8”e3r’ The monarohs who 
Peers, Bishop Burnet. It origin, arising from the choice of such means Y? ^6™1.00"60^1» »bove the opposed a Society which was one of tbe
mt.ed PF!17 faotion- ™ oppo. as for instance, if any one told a lie to General^CoL^-hZ11’ Ull' *,8e,mble6 plll*ra ?! «°0™1 ?rd6r, hastened a révolu
aition to the Court at that time. Toe free his neighbor from danger. So on a».w .h- F thmgs for and tion which their own corruptions and 
Bill was brought into the House of Com the other hand, he who mikes use of 'F, "1,1 m*7 bo l,elrllr di«- 0,iro6».h»d long invited. Frederick II.
mons that the Court party might reject honest means for a bad end contracts taXaJd ?,d ihh®re th®J tbema®lve8 «h»11 of Russia, possessed a mind of a superior
it, and draw upon themselves the odium only the malice arising from such end to them „ ILF',n der?nce ’ f®r 1 °"e ®;!,br6- Writing to bis agent in Rome,
of a measure in favor of the Catholics, ”4 Whosoever makes use of a means Ih-e1- Jüù V • 7 re,18;°u» order, jus- 13th September, 1773, be says, that he
lor those that bronght in the Bill did not indifferent in itself, that is, not havine S.l ifr i T' Moreover, the had never 'ound better priests in every
mean it should pass ; they were disap. any spécifie character of goid or evil in jind Pru«ia °. Sardm,a and ,6aPe0t than the Jesuits, and “I am
pointed in their view, for the Court order to a good or a bad end contracts ?«n, T m 7k “ , ‘° m® m their ”8°‘re.d t0 retam them in my States.” 
party made no opposition to it. They only the goodness or malice arising from fol ïhem therefore, by destroy. Catherine II. of Russia, did not merely
then wished to drop it, but they could tbe end projiosed ’’ g |?g , e™ onl$'content some princes by approve of the Society, but gave the
Fh1' Tu Which Bi,b°P Burnet B»7« I could give many passages from Gury’s T etnetest orders that they were to re-
tbey added very severe and unreason- text book in confirmation of the conclu- aeain.7 »h«l L L P® .eto,od alone I mal01n ber Dominions,
able clauses to the Bill and sent it up to sions just read, to show that this attack w^o nnin!m«,?"7kd iF.®*?* of Eur0Pe> I H°W OLE VENT DIED,
the House of Lords in hopes that that upon the moral teaching of the Church «acted their nmi nÎToflW,’ m®rc'leB,1!7 A* might be expected, the Jesuits,
House would reject it ; in this they were is baaed upon misapprehension and mis. health and in ^n,irii.°f « i b’n B!°k®n 10 Bgainat "bom «oeusations of regicide 
disappointed, too, for tbe House of Lords representation Although by no manner of resistance âru.t h "1 k“7r 7 7®a77 heT® been 00°»t»otIy brought forward
did not reject the B,II, but suflered it to of mean...ealth, mao, loin .fiord to Jesuits^thM, ,th®, 7,er® oha,g6d "*‘b b«v™g poisoned

.««, „ .»,.w ». I « k 1<%Z, I bisS

any tonani, and toe anamlav at toe Jeauita 
deny It, Thus, Ie toe letters of Gavaxsi 
end Melwaal, both men who bed taken 
an eetive part ln the aapproasion, toe 
charge 1» coni radio ted ; and Frederick 
of Pruasia, writing to D'Alembert, on 
November 16tb, 1774, ear» : “nothing 
can be more false than toe rumor» of 
the Pope boving died of poieoo. * * * 
He often reproached himself for the 
weakness with whieb be had sacrificed 
an order like the Jeauita to tbe eaprioe 
of hie rebellious children. » « » 
During toe latter part of his life hie 
temper became gloomy and remorse, 
and tola contributed to shorten tala 
day».” Moreover, toe Pope*» physioieni 
Balioeftl and Adlnolfi, in an officia 
declaration, asserted that toe Pope’s 
death proceeded solely from natural 
eauaea ; and their testimony waa eon- 
firmed on oath by Father Marsoni, 
General of the Franciscans, and the in- 
tlmate friend of Clement XIV., whom he 
attended during hi» laat illneee. (Ibid.)

RESTORATION.
After derkneee—dawn. After death 

—resurrection. Go the 7to August, 
1814, at the bidding of Plue VII, the 
Society of Jeeue arose triumphant from 
the tomb. The term» of toe Bull of 
Restoration are e complete vindication 
of the auppreeaed Order. “The Catbo- 
lie world,” It declares, “unanimously de
mands toe restoration of the Society ol 
Jeeue, We daily receive the meet 
earnest petitions to this effect from our 
venerable brethren the Arohbisbopa and 
Biahopa, and from other earnest perrons.
* * * We should deem ourselves 
juilty of great negligenee before God, if, 
n presence of the perils that threaten 

Christendom, we neglected the aaeiat- 
enoe given to ua by Qod’a spécial pro 
videnee ; and if, placed »t toe helm of 
the bark of Peter, tosaed by continual 
tempest», we refilled to employ vigoroue 
end experienced seamen to master the 
wavee that threaten every instant to 
cause destruction and death.” The 
Pope then goes on to re-establish the 
Society of Jesuit throughout toe Chris
tian World, and to recommend ita mem
bers to toe protection of temporal 
princes, as well to the Arehbiehopa and 
Bishops of the Chureh. (Ibid).
THE BONS OF BT. IGNATIUS IN CAN- 

ADA.
The early Franciscan or Recollect 

mise!oners in Canada, finding that the 
field was too vast tor their powers, ap
plied for the assistance of tbe French 
Jesuita, who, strong in 
aa In energy, 
compelled to rest on the reluctant 
support of the civil authorities. Three of 
their Society, Charles Lallemant, Ede- 
mend Masse, and Jean de Brebœuf, 
accordingly embarked, and early in the 
summer of 1626 Canada beheld for the 
first time those whose namee stand so 
imminent on ber annals, the faithful 

: ollowers of Loyola.
In his “Popular History of Canada,” 

the Rev. H. Withrow,» clergyman of the 
Methodist oburcb, relates how the 
Society which had belted the world with 
ile missions, gained some of ita grandest 
triumphs and exhibited its most heroic 
spirit in the wilderness of Canada— 
•'Nowhere,” he declares, “did toe Jesuit 
missionaries exhibit grander moral hero 
ism or sublimer self ssoritioe ; nowhere 
did they encounter greater sufferings, 
with more pious fortitude, or meet with 
a more tragical fate than in the wilder- 

missione of New France. They 
were the pioneers of civilisation, the 
path- finders of empire on thie continent 
With breviary and crucifix, at the com
mand of the Superior of the Order*at 
Quebec, they wandered all over the vast 
country stretching from the rocky shores 
of Nova Scoria to the distant prairie» of 
the Far West ; from the regions around 
Hudson’s Bsy to toe mouth ol the Mis 
sisaippi River. Paddling all day in their 
bark oanoea ; sleeping at night on tbe 
naked rook ; toiling over rugged port- 
ages, or through pathless forests ; 
pinched by hunger, gnawed to toe bone 
iy cold, often dependent for subsistence 
on acorna, the bark of trees, or the bitter 
aoaa to which they have given their 
name ; lodging in Indian wigwama, whose 
acrid amoke blinded their eyea, and 
whose obecene riot was unutterably 
loathsome to every sense ; braving peril 
and persecution, and death iteelt, they 
persevered in their path of self-sacrifice, 
for the glory of God, the salvation of 
•oui», the advancement of their Order,, 
and the extension of New France. ‘Not’ 
a eape waa turned, not a river waa 
entered,’ eay» Bancroft, ‘but a Jesuit led 
the way.’”

Parkman, in one of hia works (“The 
Pioneer of France in toe New World”) 
graphically deaoriblee life at Quebec 
after toe arrival of the Jeauita. ‘‘A 
étranger,” he eays, ‘‘visiting Quebec, 
would have been astonished at ita air of 
conventual decorum. Black Jeauita and 
scarfed officer» mingled at Ohamplain’a 
table, Thera was little conversation, 
but in ita plaee histories and tbe Lives of 
the Batata were read aloud, aa in a mon 
aatio refectory. Prayers, masses and 
confessions followed each other with an 
edifying regularity, and the bell of the 
adjaoentohapel, built by Champlain, rang 
morning, noon and night. Godless 
soldiers caught the infection, and 
whipped themselves in penance for Air 
•in*. Debauched artisans outbid «Th 
other in the fury of their contrition. 
Quebec was become a Mission. Indiana 
gathered thither as of old, not from the 
baneful lure of brandy, for the traffic in 
it waa no longer tolerated, (A point lor 
tbe Dominion Alliance ) but irom the 
less pernicious attractions of gilts, kind 
words, and politic blandishments.”

A SIMPLE CASE OF RESTITUTION. 
There remains to be said but a few 

words about the Jesuits'Estates Act of 
Quebec, The Jesuits’ estates were 
acquired by grants from the Kings of 
Franoe, by gifts from individuals, and by 
purchases made by the Jesuits them- 
selves. These estates were confiscated 
by the Imperial authorities under the 
reign of George III, in 1800, and were 
afterwards transferred to the authorities 
of tbe former Province of Oansda. A 
large portion of them was, at the time of, 
and since Confederation, ceded to the 
Province of Quebec. In all the official 
documents bearing on the subject, it 1s 
asserted that the Government of King 
George took possession, not by right of 
inheritance, nor of confiscation, but by 
right of oonqueek Let ua briefly examine

all the Quebec C 
that after toe Ac 
lature, toe Pope, 
eipala, will be ail 
prevent further < 
matter may thus 
totively aettled.

In the eeeond 
Protestants cant 
Pope aa arbiter, 
be Injured by ac 
A few years ■{ 
between Spain a 
the ownership c 
two Government 
preparation tor 
geeted to refer t 
trator. But fowl 
muet be a dlsin 
whose nicety of 
jostiee to both 
Pope’» mediatic 
effected an ami 
difficulty. Bret 
Iron and Blood, 
lice, the oppone 
gratulattd tbeP 
intervention. 
Proteetsnti hen 
tbia qneation tl 
Get many on the 
Government m 
restitution ; am 
that the Relig 
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KSSSJL'aS'ki-e.s.rot of toe Importai Government.
In 1760, Franee lost her Dominion in 

tbe New World to tbe English, who cap. 
tnred Quebee. By tbe articles of eepi- 
tulation, It was expreealy stipulated that 
toe inbsbilante "should be left in pos
session of their houses, landa, effects and 
privilege».” Canada being a colony by 
oeeaion, Its new master» had a right io 
Impose auoh taws on It as they ehoae, 
•ubjeet to any treaty that might be bed 
between the contending partie». In 
February, 1768, toe Treaty of Pari» waa 
signed, and by it toe people of Cenada 
were confirmed in their enjoyment of 
those rights end privilege» granted by 
toe Artlolee of Cepituletion.

Thie establishes the important fact 
that the terms of toe Treaty of Parle 
and of toe Oapltnlation did not give 
to the Eegllsh Government any right of 
proprietorship over toe property of the 
Jesuits. The title of conquest then, ae 
new, conferred the right of gorernment 
or superior dominion, but not of pro
prietorship.

The opinion! and theories here ad. 
vaneed are substantiated by those who 
had personal and practical knowledge of 
toe question. The Legislative Council 
of 100 years ago, whose members were 
appointed by the Crown, declared that the 
Crown eould not confiscate these estatee 
without abolishing the Order. It is true, 
that in 1773 the Pope suppressed thé 
Order of the Jeauita, but this suppression 
did not confer sny rights on tbe British 
Government, because the Order had not 
been officially suppressed in Canada. 
The illegality of taking possession is 
therefore clearly established. Aa wa» 
said by an eminent Quebec Jurist, “The 
act of confiscation waa an act of rpolia. 
tion.”

That the right of porseasion ia not 
based on the right of conquest, ie 
demonstrable in another way, If it had 
been proposed to confiscate the property 
of each inhabitant, by virtue ol such 
right, there would have been a mighty 
ery of grief and protest from one end of 
tbe Province to tbe other. The cry 
would have been heard in Europe ; and 
though miserable her condition at the 
time, France would not have permitted 
thiewholeaalerobbery. Nay,more: the 
people themselves would not have sub
mitted to it. They would have denounced 
the attempt ; they would have held pub
lic meeting» to condemn it ; and if their 
peaceful protest» proved unavailing they 
would have armed themselves to resist 
it- The thing would have been impos
sible, Why then should that which waa 
impossible in the oaae of a whole popula
tion have been attempted in the ease of 
a few Religious who had not the 
mean» of opposition and reaiitanee ? No 
satisfactory «newer can be given. In
deed, only one answer ia possible ; and 
it ia of such a faction» character that not 
even a Toronto School Inspector would 
be stupid enough to make use of it. 
Therefore, when the Imperial Govern
ment declared in 1800, that they took 
these estate» by right of conquest, they 
invoked a right which did not exist. 
They violated the terms of Capitulation 
and ot the Treaty of Pans, and infringed 
tbe rights of man

Juatiee, long delayed, is about to be 
done by the Jesuiis’ Estate» Act The 
main provisions of tbia Act, at least those 
which have chiefly evoked public discus- 
aion, are : 1st—That the Quebec Govern
ment will pay $400,000 in compensation 
for ihe confiscated estate», which aum ia 
to be distributed within the Province aa 
tbe Pope may suggest ; 2nd—That the 
agreement will be binding only when 
ratified by tbe Pope.

Ae regards the amount to be paid, groat 
diversity oi opinion exista. Some claim 
that it is too great ; other» that it is too 
email. Neither objection can very well 
be sustained. One approximate value 
of the Jeauita’ estate» place them at 
$1 200,000 ; another at $2 000 000. In 
the face of such estimates, $400,000 can 
not be regarded as excessive. It ia but 

half of the actual value of only one 
properties which the Jesuits 

bought with their own money. Then 
there are those who eay the sum is too 
«mail. While this may be true in point 
of fact, it loses its force when taken in 
connection with previous negotiations.
In 1884, when Cardinsl Taschereau was 
authorized to treat with the Government 
of the Province of Quebec, $400 000 wae 
toe aum agreed on between His Emin- 

on? toe Lesder of the Government.
could not

If them

moral tocology to 1 
cfal Letter»" of B 
from Jenuery, 1666,
the poisoned source

■Y HEV. M. J. WHELAN.

(OOXTIHÜ1D FRO* LAST W11K.)
•'AJBeUIT I* THX BACK-GROUND’
Ae for William Wataoo and bia pamphlet I *6°,?.?f /*’

“Important Considerations,’’ tiro cited moral,!, ol the Jeauita 
io toe Eoeyelora>4i» Britannica aa » I *nd rather by the 
witness against the Jeeuite, toe velue of Bourdaloue, of Pera 
hie testimony will appear from the follow- otber. preachers, and 
tag relation of faeu, and hia own eonfoe- 6ries * Let any one «
•ion on the scaffold ; *"een toe Lettres Provu

In 1603 rome disappointed courtiers mone of Pern Bourda 
aad Puritans—Grey, Raleigh, Cobbam I ■"I h® le*r,lt ‘F6 »°le 
and others—had formed » plot to seiie I «kill of prewntiog thi 
Jamee L To strengthen tneir party by I , ™«elvee under a ei: 
the aeeeesion of tbe Catholics, they made I Lbe e,t of tasnlling 
overtures to Wetaoo. The latter seems F,0™ P®re Bourdaloue 
to heve thought that if b, a counter-plot, I *° , «orere to hli
he eould then reseue the King, toe royal t?,w . 1 other». I aak, 
gratitude would tbenoefonh befriend tbe ,lde 11 true morality, ai 
Catholioa. He drew into his schemes m0“‘ u«*ful 1 l ™nl 
another prieet of toe neae of Clarke, nothing can be more 
Whilst he waa contriving hia notable «ontradietory, more 
scheme, it wee discovered by aeversl humanity, than to aoou 
partie», and amongst toe rest by Father me° "h° in Europe lead toe most 
Gerard and rome other Jeauita. The I •?,t*re live», and who seek death in the 
latter informed Garnet, their Superior, di,tant region» of Asia and America.” 
ae well ee Blackwell, the Arch-priait, Correspondance, 7th February, 1746, 
who eommaeded them, ae it wae evident Of toe “Monita Sscreta ” to which 
treason, to Inform toe Gorernment. reference has already been made, pro- 
Aeoordiogly, Gage, a Catholic gentleman, fessing to be the authoritative "Secret 
and Franeia Barnaby, a secular prieat, I Instruction»" drawn up by Aquaviva, 
informed Bancroft, of London, whilst I 6 th General of the Society, end given by 
Father Gerard sent word to Jamee b, » I tbe Superiors of toe Company to its 
Booteh Catholic, ooe of toe King’» eer- I various officer» and members, the moat 
vanta, wbo. Boding that it had become I favorable thing that Dr. Littledale ean 
known the day before, made no commun »ay ia : “The truth seems to be that, 
ioeiion. Being well versed in toe arts of although both caricature and Ubel, it waa 
hia father and of Walaingham, Cecil I drafted by a shrewd and keen observer, 
allowed the oooapiracy to ripen ; but who seeing what tbe fathers did, trav- 
finding it abandoned, seised ita pro- elled analytically backward» to find how 
motor». One of these declared on hia they did it, and on what methodical 
trial that it waa suggested by Jamea him- ayatem, conjectural!]/ re constructing the 
•elf, aa a means of Mating the loyalty of proeeaa, and probably coming very near 
theyouegnoblee The chief agent» were the mark in not a few detaila. • * • 
imprisoned ; but George Brooks and the It had a wide aucoeas and popularity, 
two prieata, Wataoo and Clarke, suffered passing through several editions, and 
the deeth of traitors. Wataoo, when I though declared a forgery, by a Oongrega- 
arrived at theaeaffold, was so much more tion of Cardinals specially appointed to 
eonoerned for hie sin than for the cruel examine it, has not oeeaed to be re- 
deeth before him, that he expressed his I printed and credited down to toe preeent 
wieb that he had a life to forfeit for every I time. "
°ne “whom be had by hia treachery Whet e striking similarity there ia be- 
drawn into hia treason.” (Ibid). tween the work of Pascal & Co and the

FENAL LAWS NOT THEIR OWN Time»' “Parnelliem and Crime” forger- 
APOLOGY. iea ! Like tbe “Provineiel Letter»" and

But what of those other penal law», 0,6 “Secret Instructions,” ia the eo- 
too numerous Io mention, enaeted under °*lled “Jesuit’s Oath,’’—caricature, libel, 
Elisabeth'» aucceeaura 1 Why not blame | end forgery, 
the Jeauita for toe whole aeries t Dr.
Littledale know» full well that the
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*this being so, a larger aum 
be demanded now.

But it ia asked why should the distri
bution of tbia amount be left in hands of 
the Pope 7 To this the Quebec Govern • 
ment replies : “Because we do nol wish 
to distribute it ourselvee Besides tbe 
J estate there are otber institutions claim
ing to be entitled lo a portion of this 
sum according to ecoleaiaatieal law. 
With tne merits of mob claims we can- 
not be expected to deal. Then there 
are controversies between the Jesuita 
and Laval University into which it would 
not become ua to enter. To attempt 
•ueb a thing would be to irritate the 
uneasiness we seek to allay. We hare 
chosen what appear» to ua the wiser and 
rafer course. In leaving toe diatribu- 
tion of the money in the hand» of the 

poüibility of conflict between 
the Civil and Religion» authoritiea will 
thui be avoided. He will diatributo this 
aum like a kind father, anxious only to 
secure toe peace and bappinese of bia 
children by rendering justice to each. 
He will give it to whom he wishes. But on 
one condition—that the amount fixed aa 
compensation «ball be expended exclu
sively in the Province.” However, what 
has been so far diacussed are but minor 
objection». The proposal "that the 
a8.r.®?™e?t "U* be binding only when 
ratified by the Pope,” has called forth 
the most vehement denunciation», and 
excited many bitter controversies. The 
discussion has assumed a two fold aspect. 
It is aaaerted that the Legislature should 
not consent to have one of its Acts sane- 
tioned by a foreign power ; that this is a 
degrading and humiliating position to 
occupy. The statement is not a fair one. 
It ïs misleading. In all important treaties 
negotiated by an agent or attorney, rati, 
noation by the principal is necessary, 
me agreement under discussion ie a 
®*,6I n, P«'ni Father Turgeon, who 
conducted negotiations with toe Govern- 
ment, ia only the agent or repreeentative 
- fo^Hojy See. Bearing tbia in mind.
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