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[1896. But to do one’s duty in the face !1903, has this to say: ““It may be

[of all the bhigots and secularists of noted that natural selection is not a
a linking

————
Ustus, but is identy. V
nder  which }-1¢ b

!Canada requires courage of a high |single hypothesis; it is
bUMMENT 'opder and deserves the same praise |together of three hypotheses.

Complaints having come to us ahout
..8 paragraph in our issue of the 25th
t., as if it cast a slur upon the
gentlemen at present administering the
Government of this province, we beg to
make gy explanation. For the better
understanding of this explanation we
ﬁ_l‘st reproduce the paragraph in ques-
tion as it appears under the heading
¥ Current Comment”, in the 4th

column of the first page of that is-
Bue.

Two days after the Telegram had
trumpeted abroad the Hon. Robert

Ogers’s great hopes for the western
extension of Manitoba, the same wise
and prophetic journal deplores the
fact tnat there will be no such ex-
tension in any dircetion. But it
Omits to give the reason thereof.
The only obstacle to the territorial
expansion of our province in its ini-
quitous and cruel school system,

Not even the wildest corner of any!

unorganized territory will consent to

saddle itself with such a tyranny.

Manitoba must be content to remain

small and mean so long as it main-

tains jts small and mean school
policy,

If, in the foregoing paragraph, we
Dentioned the name of the Hon.
Robert Rogers, it was merely as an
introduction to what we had to say,
1ot as if he, or any other member of
the present Manitoba Government, was
responsille for the school act now in

Orce in  this province. In fact, by
Using  the single word, ““Manitoba’’,
We  distinetly exeluded  all present
Bovernmentai responsibility, and  we
alluded to the “small and mean’
“ampaign carried on throughout this |
Province by our daily and weekly
fournals, by Protestant preachers of
all shades of opinion, and by anti-
Catholic lodges. In giving what wo

\Considered the real reason for the non-
eXtension of the boundaries of this
Province, we were not writing from
any special information received from
any quarter, ecglesiastical or lay, we
consulted no ne as to what we should
write, we argued
from the obwvious difficulties of the case.
Should this province be extended in
any direction, will not the question
immediately arise whetker the Mani-
toba School Act should he extended to
that new territory or not ?

Throughout  the quoted paragraph
we clearly referred to the state of po-
pular feeling, not 1o the dispositions
of the present Provincial Government,
Which " has always ~been remarkably
just and fair to Catholics.

The following cditorial paragraph
from “The Cacket” has the true Ca-
tholic ring about it, completely free
from  either Conservative or Liberal
bias,

“We read Sir Wilirid Laurier's
SPeech introducing the Autonomy bhill,
With a return of the admiration which
We often felt for him as a public man,
before his attitude on the Manitoba
School Question compelled us to take
sides against him. But when we turned
to  another column, and saw the
*Globe’ taking the wunprecedented
Course of flatly contradicting its
Leader’s statement, that the British
North Ameriea Act required the con-
tinuance of the Separate School Sys-
tem in the New Provinces about to be
formed, we could not help wondering
Whether the Government is preparing
for itself a way of escape from a
storm  similar to that which over-
threw the Conservative party in 1896.
If our fearg prove groundless, if Sir
Wilirid and his administration stand
firmly by the school policy he has out-
lined, and steadily refuse to accept any
amendments which will neutralize that
policy, we shall praise him as warmly
a8 we blamed him in 1896. Not for
having done a favour to our co-
religionists in the North West ; it is
no favour but their comstitutional
rights that they ask; for not having
done anything more than his plain
Quty as Sir Charles Tupper did it in

purely and simply !

now which we gave it then. We hope
Mr. Borden will stand shoulder to
shoulder with Sir Wilfrid Laurier on
this occasion, as the lattet should have
stood with Sir Charles Tupper in the
matter of the Manitoba School Ques-
tion. If he does not do this we shall
have the same censure for Mr. Borden
we had for Mr., Laurier &n

now, as
1896.”
No sincere Christian can read the

following dispatch without realizing
how the plea of "no harm”, commonly
rurged in defence of dangerous amuse-
jments and immodest dress, becomes
{futile and flimsy when once the wsoul
'gets a grip on spiritual things,

| Dixon, Ill, March 12.—After Evange-
list William A. Sunday, a former base-
'ball player, preached a sermon on im-
!pure amusements at the tabernacle
ilast night, hundreds of persons went
forward and publicly renounced dances
i’and progressive card games. Society
'women have also announced an inten-
tion of foregoing decollette costumes.
Nearly 4,000 persons heard the ad-
dress and more than 3,000 others
clamored for admittance. Gamblers
Lave broken their tables, burned para-
phernalia and turned the gambling

rooms into places of worship.

The March “ McClure's Magazine
.contains a luminous and most interest-
?ing summary of the triumphs of
" Modern Surgery” by Samuel Hop-
{kins Adams. To ahvone that remen-
j'bcrs how, ten years aco, the great
:])Ody of surceons were seized with o
craze for operating  so boldly and
iradically that one of the contributors
to a medical journal spoke of it as a
:“highway robhbery 6f the abdomen,”
|1t is extremely comforting to learn that
ithe operator of to-day *‘excises the
.disease instead of the organ, perform-
ling mot as muck as he may, but as
ilittle as he can. This is the touchsto.ne
iof modern surgery : to save not life
3alone, but the structure of the human
}body. Its watchword is conservation.”

While not impugning the general
.theory of evolution comsidered as an
‘explanation of the origin of some
ispecﬁal species, Mr. Bdwin V. O’Hara,
'in the March “Catholic World”,

iproves, by the testimony of contemp- !

lorary biologists, that Darwin’s much-
lauded theory of natural selection is
;being rejected on all sides. He quotes
{l\ferz’s ““History of Furopean Thought
‘in the Nineteenth Century,” published
Ein 1903, as saying : ** Although natural
}vselection is a definite formala wkich
lallows us to understand and clearly
idefine one of the many factoq:s which
"are at work in the development, in the
j'genesis and growth, of living bein.gs,
fit is only ome. It is not a prime
{mover. . . it is a check upon the (2ver~
luxuriance of other existing forces of
: production and development.”” 1t is,
i therefore, no more the maln cause of
levolution than an automatic brake is
'the cause of the motion of a railway
itrain. 0. F. Cook, in dn address hefore
'the Biological Society of Washington,
jMarch 19, 1904, said.: “By prfaventing
ymotion in one direction selection’ may
1be sald of course to cause advance in
lanother: but it is apparent that this
capasality is negative and passive, or a
mere figure of speech. Selection. . . is no
more the cause of the developmental
progress of the species than the turns
of the road are the motive power of
the vehicle.”” DProfessor Koken, of
Tuebingen, states that ‘““the purely pa-
leontological method has separated us
from Darwin to an extent that could
not have been considered possible
during the first decades after his work
appeared.”  According to Hertwig
natural selection, far from being a
scientific explanation of evolution, is a
“very vague’’ formula which gives a
‘“mere shadow of explanation,” and
notwithsbanding which, even eminent
men of science *know nothing” of the
actual cause of a particular trams-
formation. Professor Dastre, of the
Sorbonne, Paris, writing in the ‘Re-
vue des Deux-Mondes”, for July 1,

If we
iseparate the links of this chaim, we
can show that not ome of them will
Istand  test. The first hypothesis is
‘that of the advantage in the struggle
for existence which is given to an
animal by the possession of small
adaptive variations; the second is
that of a Preservation, by transmis-
sion, of this acquired character; the
third is the progress, always in the
same direction, of these profitable
variations, which, accumulating, final-
ly create a specific character, None of
these hypotheses will support a search-
ing  examination,” Further on, Pro-
fessor Dastre says: “ Now it appears
‘that while Darwin succeeded in estab-
|lishing the idea of the continuity of
|living forms by means of generation —
ithat is to say, transformism — he was
I'much less successful as regards the
jmeans which he proposed. To speak
‘plainly, he failed. There are but few
‘naturalists at the present time who
Lattribute to natural selection any role
iwhatever in the filiation of species.”

At the same time as the foregoing
‘article, there comes to wus in the
|+ Scientific Amenican’ of the 4th inst.,
a confirmation of this denial of natu-
‘ral selection. Dr. Sanderson Christi-
isom, writing about ‘“‘Curious fishes of
{the deep sea’”, says: “It appears that
;many surface-water species stray info
ithe deep seas ; and while the shift
from one environment to the other is
jnecessarily through a graded course, it
iis a mystery why any should ever have
'remained under such unfavorable con-

ditions. Such a naturalization  would
seem 1o Lo o reversal  of  the most
!natural king of sclection, and there

;appears to be no theory to account
(for it.” He even goes so far as to call
in question the universality of evolu-
tion even among the lower orders of
;marine animals. Speaking of the hot-
tom of the deep sea, he says: “As if
't0  demonstrate the limited and cir-
cumscribed influence of environment,
'we here also find crabs, prawns, cray-
fish, shrimps, lobsters, mollusks, star-
fishes, sea-urchins, corals, sponges,
?protoz()a, ete., which are not only
‘identical in all essentials with sh-'al-
How-water specimens, but also with
Ispecimens  of the
showing.”

The full*o\ving short sketch of a deep-
ily earnest and most significant address
1by a medical practitioner of the high-
est rectitude was tucked away in the
1 Local Notes ”” of last ‘Monday’s Free

‘Press. Dr. Halpenny’s dispassionate .
i

{arraignment of the public schools, in

;which he himself was a successful

;teacher, is singularly opportune at the

| present jungture. It will serve as a ter-
‘rible warning to Catholic parents who,
tallured by -the brilliant accessories of
ithose schools, may have overlooked
;the moral pitfalls with which they are
ihoneycombcd, and from which the Ca-
‘tholic school, with its constant safe-
‘guards of purity and it® continual ex-
‘hortations to frequent confession, the
‘only effectual preservative against the
ibondage of youthful lusts, is happ.ﬂy
'frae. This is the paragraph wh-l‘ch
. deserves to be emphasized by editonal
comment. ]
Dr. J. H. Halpenny, former medic-
al superintendent of Winnipg weneral
hospital, addressed the YJ}I.C.A.
boys Friday night on the subject of
personal purity. He first preseated in
his entertaining manner the story of
great progress of the old Ror.m:ms',
which was due to their proper living,
and then traced their downfall as the
result of sensualism. He warned the
bdys against associating with com-
panions of vicious habits, and the use
of vile language. He said that he had
seen the evils growing from school
associations during his experience as
a teacher, and was sorry to say
that the public schools were one c?f
the chief factors in spreading evil
infiuences among boys. Another of
of the agents leading to the same
end was intoxicating liquor. He
warned the boys that they must reap
what they sowed. :

) LI T 1 P
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remotest geclogic !
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It will be observed
Dr. Halpenny places the public schools
and intemperance among the evil in-
{{luences against which he warned the
i‘Y.M.C.A. boys, he views the former as
""‘one of the chief factors in spreading’
| the evil, while intemperance is only
“another of the agents leading to the
same end.”” A terrible arraignment in-

deed !

o,

Unreflecting  persons, kearing the
noise made by the Orange lodges over
the school clause in the Autonomy
Bill, are apt to forget that it is * all
cry and no wool.” The fanatical
clamor is utterly devoid of any real
reason. It is all made up of words
wrested from their obvious meanmg.
| The shouters vociferate **equal rights’”,
\when they really mean the right to
\Protestantize Catholics and rids Tough-
shod over Catholic rights. They shrick
jof ¥eivil and religious liberty,” not
Jfor others but only for themseclves. No

la senseless outery. Why, then, should
‘he fear lest hisA brother Protestant,
gwho is mot a IL.0.L. member, be
iswayed thereby ?
iThe days are past when they could, as
‘in Ireland in the thirties, maim, burn
rand kill with impunity. And for them
ithere is no middle course. Intellectual
jweapons they cannot use for the
jsimple reason that they have no
‘brains. But they are mortally afraid
;05 those who have. They want to stop
‘Catholic teaching because they know
it to be irresistible in its influence
tover clear and logical minds.

The following letter appeared in the
Free Press of the 13th inst.

To the Editor of the Free Press,

Sir—In your issue of a recent date
I notice a communication from H.
T. McPhillips, in which the following
statemeht is made: ““ At no time in
the Northwest or in Manitoba or in
any part of Canada was a Protes-
tant compelled to pay taxes to the
support of separate schools.” 1 beg
to differ {from this, as I am a Pro-
testant and have paid taxes for the
past sixteen yecars, very much against
my will,/to the Roman Catholic sep-
arate school at Lebret, in the
Northwest Territories.

S. CRUTIHERS.

Manitou, March 6, 1905.

I Promptly that same day, the 13th,
the Very Rev. Father Magnan, Pro-
vincial of the Oblates, registered in the
eolumns of the same paper this court-
eous but eategorical contradiction :

To the KEditor of the Free I'ress.

Sir.—As T have been a resident of

Lebret, N.W.T., for nearly twenty

years, and actively engaged in school
i work during that time, I can safely
speak on that matter.

I beg, therefore, to say that Mr.
8. Cruthers (however much I dislike
contradicting my old friend) in his
correspondence of the 13th, makes an
erroneous statement when he says he
““paid taxes to the Roman Catholic
separate school at Lebret, N.W.T. "
No such *separate” school did or
does exist there. Protestants and
Catholies are on the same footing
for the use and management of the
school, Protestants heing eligible,
and one actually elected trustee.
Hence the assertion of Mr, McPhillips
holds good.

J. P. MAGNAN,
St. ﬂ'ary’s Church, March 183.

The Toronto “News” is mistaken
when it calls our recent appeal to all
Catholics, Conservative and Liberal
alike, to strengthen Sir Wilind
Laurier’s hands on the school ques-
tion, “a very mischievous form of
agition,” which will tend to mar-
shall Protestants in a sclid phalanx on
the opposite side. There is little or no
danger of that, simply because, despite
the general opposition, in any case, of
most  Protestant clergymen and all
Protestant secret. societies, there al-
ways remains a large body of inde-
pendent Protestant electors who are
capable of appreciating the reasons
given by the Catholic body and' who

are not the slaves of party cries.
P | [ A |

| i E 1 .
that, although

decent Protestant is influenced by such :

Let the bigots yell, |

Besides, the system we recommend,
viz., union of all Catholics on religious
questions only, has worked very satis-
factorily in Germany for the last
thirty years, and Germany is, surely,
jas militantly Protestant as any part
of the Dominion. The German Centrum
is always ready to side with any
party that it deems right on any
other than Catholic questions, and so
wise has been its general policy that
not a few Protestants have joined it,
for they find in it—to adapt New-
man’s famous words—¥‘a  gerviceabls
Ibulwark against errors more fynd-
amental than their own.”

The Tribune’s daily farrago  of
|quotations from enemies of Catholic
; schools  seldom  contains anything
!definite nor anything worthy of com-
;ment, the most of it beings rant , and
(balderdash. But in last Tuesday’s  is-
isue the Rev. R. . McBeth, a native

| .
tof Manitoba, makes a statement which

;one can immediately nail ag untrue,
“The curriculuin “of the Roman Ca-
tholic * schools in Manitoba,” he

writes, “showed so little that was
caleulated to fit 4he young for the
lactive struggle of life that hosts = of
Parents in the Church braved its
wrath and sent their children else-
where, rather than have them hand-
icapped.” It is hard to believe that
Mr. McBeth, having lived here at the
time—he speaks of the Catholic schools
before 1890—could have made 50 falge
a statement through mere ignorance,
The plain and undeniable fact is that,
before 1890, there were more Protes-
tants sent preferably by their parents
to Catholic schools than there were
; Catholics attending Protestant
ischools, and most of these latter took
réfuge n the Protestant schools be-
cause they  would no longer be toler-
ated in the others.
—_—

Owing to Mr. 1AL Scott

Koughnet’s

Van
historie name, his first
%letter was calculated to mislead the
é‘public as to the nature of the schools
|we seek to have guaranteed in the
ccomstitutions’ of the new provinces.
What we want ig schools where Ca-
tholics  of all nationalities can in
conscience send their children to have
them taught, together with the gov-
ernment’s  programme  of secular
knowledge, the truths of their religion.
What Mr. Van Koughnet says about
the French language  or French in-
Mluence  in these schools is utterly
| foundationless. He ought to know that
ithese ‘schools are under the immediate
jurisdiction and inspection of the pro-
vineial authorities, and that, according
to the existing law all schools shall
be taught in the
althmﬁgh the

English language,
law  allows the use of
TFrenc® or other languages in a prim-
ary course. There i, therefore, no
question of race or language in the
measure now hefore Parliamént, but a
tquestion affecting the vital interests of
?relggion. In proportion to our regret
lat seeing Mr. Van Koughnet, in his
irst letter, apparently lend the benefit
rof his name, as a Catholic, to those
who are opposed to the Catholic educ-
ation of Catholic children, is our pre-
sent satisfaction in seeing him, in his
second letter, explain away his first
apparent attitude towards Catholic
schools, .

Clerical News.

Dr. O’Railly, the Archbishop of
Adelaide, and Metropolitan of South
Australia, who is on his way tQ Rome,
possesses an accomplishment unusual
in an archbishop. He can “‘set up”
type. He was the editor of a weekly
paper before he became a prelate, and
his compositors went out om strike, In
this emergency he took to the case
himself, and industriously acquired the
art of typesetting. He afterwards cal-
led the strike a blessing in disguise,
as it saved him the trouble of writing
any more leading articles. Thence-
forward he put them in type straight
from his head.

———

Cardinal Gibbons is a fervent ad-
vocate of pedestrianism as a means of




