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¥,-but ] e ‘wish' that you m
e pleasures yetin'a I{appy_ home, i the
of your family, . - Knight - Gassler, have

orgotten entirely your ‘poor but loving
~-Could yoh take the innocent one, Whom
*. yop cast unjustly from your

cherish her?-. Objtell mel

honest, déojsive answer.’t .

! The knight' cguld-zestrain his subdued feel;

ings no longer:and ];g.rxokt_a"."‘.\oxitj.;:ipgp"eony_l_ﬂ.sw‘e,
tears: LU0 L S
. “Woman, woman,” he excl Wik
this.question you 1hn.’ge_;;;t_ouched,a_ll the chords
of my heart|. . Gould I take her back to me-?.
Gertrude, I oaly -entértdin” this wish in my
Jife—to see her again; to.ask forgiveness at
her feet; to reeover my child, my only, iuno-
cont daughter! This wish, this hope pene-
trates my soul, since I have found in true
penitence the way of a better ife.”

“ Your child ? Bdeltrudis’ daughter,” asked
the witch, “is it then not true, as they said;
that she had found an early grave in the watery
depths of the Danube 2" _

" ¢ No," replied the knight, and tears of shame
and remorse nearly choked his words. “ I, in-
human brute, had her stolen from a loviog mo-
ther, because I despised both, wife and child,
with an infernal hatred. In truth, I had
formed my plan of murder, but the Fish Veit
‘was more merciful and sold the poor waif to a
gipsy woman, God only knows where theso
long years have brought her. Perhaps she is
-dead, or begging for her duly bread at-the
‘houses of inhospitable people.
great happiness be mine to find my Edeltrudie
again, I may yet hope to behold Johannd.—
The ANl Mereiful often sends to those who re-

"I'long to hear an

‘from your heart, to love' and:

‘Ho exclained, - “wnth

T

‘scandal, and which had been ‘used by controversinl:
‘ists ever since in this country. The title of «.Uni-’
versal Bishop" was first made nae of about 150 years
Defore the time ~of St. :Grogory-the Great - It was
applled fo:the Patriarch of Alexandrin, and later on’
John; Patriarch of Constantinople, nok only usurped,
“the title,:but under virtip'of it-summoned together
‘what he called &' General: Council.”"Hg considered
‘himself % Universal Bishop,” ‘and arrogated to him-
self the right of convoking a General Council. How
“was tlis met? Net by St Gregory,. but by his pre:
degessor Pope Pelagius II.. - He. wrote s ‘letter to
the Council which' began in theso words :—* Pele-
gius, to our beloved brethren, all ‘the bishops who
have been conveked by illicit summons from John
of Constantinople,” and weni on to say that ¢ the right
of convoking the General Conncil was the privilege
of the opiscopal See of Blessed Peter.” And after
the Council had met Pope Pelagius declared its acts.
null and void, and himself as suprems over the
whole, ever of the Eastern Charch. 8t. Gregory the
Great's objection to the title of ‘“Universal Bishop™-
wag first, that it wag against the faith, and secondly,
he felt that if the Patriarch of Constantinople wers
to call himself “Universal”meaning thereby to bave
oxercisod uaniversal jurisdiction, there would be in
the church two patriarchs, two bishops exercising
universal authority, namely, the Pope of Rome, $he
successo¥ to St. Peter, and tho Patriarch of Constanti-
nople. Now, two “ universal biskops” could not ex.
ist together, for that world imply division and dis-
union ; 80" when the title was offered to the Popes,
they peremptorily refused to accept it. So ‘St. Gre-
gory, following the example of kis predesceasors, re-
fused to accept it, and from that it bad been argued
that Le did not admit the Papal supremacy, Let
them eee whether that was true: let them see what

then quoted from the writings of Pope 8t. Apastas-
ius, who lived in 399; Pope Innocent I, whe,
lived in 410; St Boniface, who lived ir 419, and
whpo, writing to the bishops assembled at Thessaly,

‘which, :Mass", was to'be said.; St. Gregory gaye re-
Lics, -

them: that'many miracles were ® performed. through
the veneretion that was paid tothese relios, ".-7" .
.. England’received thé faith through St.Gregory,
angd for 960~ years ; the. archbishops, of; Canterbury
were subject. to the Fope,: None called it in gues-
‘tion, - The:people of-this land for a' thousand
held the blessed supremacy a8 -a dectrine revealed
by God, and the English bishops:derived their
jurisdiction from the Ses ‘of /Peter, There were
69 archbishops from the time of St. Augustine down

[ jurigdiction from the Pope. From whom did the
10th -archbishop, Dr. Parker, receive his jurisdic-
tion? It was from Queen Elizabeth, who assumed
the -splritual jurisdiction,.-England, having. for a
thousand years recognised the FPapal, supremacy,
had-begun with Queen-Elizabeth and continued to
.the.present day to recognise. the - Royalsupremacy.
Queen Elizabeth had an Act of Parliament passed by .
which-ghe was invested with’ spiritual juriediction,
and fiftesn out of the sixteen bishops in England
protested, and the two Universities of Oxford and
Cambridge protested ; but Elizabeth was a strong
woman, and she mnde the Parlisment pass the act,
so that from that time she and thoae who. had suc-
ceeded her had bzcome . the source of jurisdiction
and the judge of doctrine. These were the two
peints from which the supremacy of the Popes after
St. Peter was established—vir,, in order to maintain
the purity of the Church, and the unity of the faith,
and from these two points the sapremacy in Eng-
land at the Reformation was transferred fo the
Queen. When, therefore, he heard the Papal su-

Sheuld £he { wne the teaching of his predecessors, His Lordship | premacy called in question, he was tempted to sum-

mon up the Established Chureh of England to be a
witness to the doctrine of supremacy; and. the
Church of England is a witness of 1his Catholic
doctrine of gupremacy, for the Church of the Re-

pent and lead 2 better life the fullest oup of | said. “The inatitution of the Universal Church | formation did not do away =with supremacy. The

bliss, But no, it is impaessible!
think that such a lot will be mine.”
" OlId Trude could not resirain her feelings
any longer and she gave fres vent to a stream
of tears,
deep emotions of her heart, she stepped behind
the hut, knelt down, rang her hands and pray-
.61 with a joyful longing. The mailed knights
«appeared at a loss to account for this strange
. and unaccountable behavior of the witeh.

In the meantime the servant maid of Haug

“Netter ¥, nscended Ogkbill and, after gazing
"%y great surprise at the handsome kuights,
inquired for old Trude. When Gertrude heard
her-name pronounced she made her appearance
and asked the maid her wish. ¢ Please, ma’am,
would you be kind cnough to follow me; an
old harper is lying sick at Master Netter's
house ; he needs immediate help, Come to sce
bim and God will reward you.”

The old woman needed not te be asked twice,
but taking ber medioines immediately she hus-
ried to the knights and said :

« Ploase to excuse me, till I reture. My
Christian duty calls me from here immediately.
I 'shall return as soon as possible.” But her
Otto she consoled especially: ¢ While I am
gone, my boy, thivk of the days of your youth,

Blegsed Peter, in whom its governmont and head-
ship reside. 1t is, therefore, certain that this Chureh
iz to the Chruches spread sll over the whale earth
as' & head to ifs own members, and from which

alien to the Christian religion.” Lethim nagk if Pius
1X. ever said anything stronger than {hat? Then
there was St. Celestine who gave power to St. Cyril
to escommunicate and deposc Nestorius, who was
afficting the peorle of Consiantinople with heresy.
Again, thero was St. Sixtus IIL., and St. Leo , who
lived in 440, and excommunicated Dioscurus, Pat-
rlarch of Alexandria, and this ke did in presence of
the General Council at Chalcedon, and not himself
personally, but by two legates. And what had Dios-
curug doge ? He had communicated with a heretic
who had been excommunicated by the Pope, and bad

ing to submit to the Pope, the Pope exercised his
supremacy in presence of the General Council
through his legates, and deposed Dioscurus, And
he did this in virtue of being head of the Universal

Council wag, “Peter has spoken by Leo,” and when
writing to the Emperor at Constantinople they said,
“Christ, through the admirable Leo, pointed out the
way; as he made use of the wisdom of Peter, so hns
he used the wisdom of Leo,” The same Fathers,
writing to Leo himself, called him - “The coustitut-
ed interpreter to all of the Blessed Peter;" ihey said
he presided over them “ag tho head over the mem-
bers,” and, again, that to him “ is committed by the

I do not | takes its beginning from tho honoutr bestowed on | Queen and the people of England all knew—they

learned it from & thousand years’ teaching—that in
the Church there must be supremacy—one muat be
head, They had lesrned, and therefore they accept-
ed this doctrine; but they trausferred the supre-

Then to hide from the knights the | Church whosoever has cat himself off, becomes an  macy from the Vicar of Christ, from the suceessor

of 8t, Pater, who had held it for 1,500 years, to the
Queen of England. To the present day this royal
supremacy existed in this country. And what had
been the result of the change from the Papal to the
royal supremacy? As to doctrine, they found that
a few yearsago the famous Gorhem case arose, in
whick Mr. Gorham denied the validity or use of in-
fant Baptism, The Dbishops—the Archbishop of
Canterbury and his court, the court of Archeg—~de-
termined that Mr, Gorham should be destituted and
that infant baptism should be taught. But an ap-
peal was carried to the supremacy, to the Queen,

refused to read a letter sent by thie Pope; and rofus-{ and this judgment was reversed. The Queen,

sitting in council, in wirtus of her supremacy, de-
cided that this doctrine of infant baptism was to be
o free doctrine—that people should tench it to be
good or to be Ulad, whatever they pleased. Next

Church and invested with the dignity of the Blessed | take the case of the judgment in regerd to the
Peter. The answer of the fathers at the General | famous “ Essays and Reviews”—a book which was

full of rank heresy, but waa tolerated in virtue of
the power of the royal supremacy in the Protestant
Church., If they asked how this royal supremacy
had maintiined the unity of the Church, they
put n question which need hardly be answered,
for although the power of Parlisment and all the
physical force which was at the disposal of the Sov-
ereign was at the command of the Protestant Ghurch
—the Anglican Establishment—they had been un-

which you passed in and near this hut,* Take | 1ord the custody of the vineyard” This was the | able either by fair means or by foul, to maintain re-

good care till T am back, Old Trude must
bring help to the house of Hans Netter, or if
too late, at least conselation, if human life can
do no further good.”

And with agile steps, such as appeared very
strange in an.old woman, she followed the ser-
vant down the hill and was soon lost to the
sight of the kmights.

(CoNsLUDED IN OUR KEXT.)

THE BISHCP OF SALFORD AND DR. FRASEE.

GREGORY TIIE GREAT ANP PIUS IX,

—

THR FAPAL SCPREMACY TRIUMPIANTLY MAINTAINED.

An immense congregation asscmbled on Sunday,
2Bth June, at the Cathedral Church of St. Johw, Sal-
Tord, to hear the second sermon of the Lord Bishop
of the diocese on the fallacious statements put for-
ward by Dr. Fraser, the Protestsnt Bishop of Xian-
chesier, The collection was in aid of the fundsef
the schools attached to 8t, Jobhn's:

‘Taking for his text the words :—* Thou art Poter
and upon this rock I will build my Church. Peter
lovest thou Me more than these? Feed my sheep,
Feed my sheep, feed my lambs, Peter confirm thy
brethren, Peter to thee do I give the keys of the
kingdom of heaven.” His Lerdship said tbat the
next day, Monday, being the festival of St. Peterand
St. Paul, it was but fitting that he shiould spealk that
morning upon the prerogntive held by St. Peter,
upon his primacy or supremacy which he transmit-
ted to his successers and which must remain in his
Ses, the See of Rome, until the end of time. The
supremacy of St, Peter, or the Papal Supremacy, did
not mean that St. Peter or his successors were supe-
rior in orders to the Apostles or to the bishops. The
successors to St Peter had no supremacy in orders
over the bishops of the Universal Church. What
was meant by supremaoy and jurisdiction was sim-
ply that Peter and his successors had received from
Christ jurisdiction or authority which was superior
to that possessed by any of their brethren. If was
given to St Peter in order that the Chrigtinu society
formed by our Dirine Lord, should be maintained
ip unity to the end of time. The second reason It
was given wes this, not only that the Christian
Church ghould rexain as one, but that the faith and

truths revealed by Christ to the world should be
proeserved unto the end of time. In support of the
doctrine of supremacy the rev. preacher quoted
from the writings of St. Oyprian and St. Jerome, and
continued, that there was no doubt difficulties might
be raiged against every doetrine,and the fact that
objections might be raised was no proof whatever
against the truth of the doctrine. Wears nob objec-
tions raised against the immortality of the soul,
the doctrine of the Trinity, of the porsonality of
God and the incarnation of God, and indeed. to
every other doctrine held by Cbristians? And
therefore they were not to beafraid when difficulties
and ohjections were brought against the Catholic
Church, She could answer them and she did an-
swer them from time to time, and that solemnly by
statements made by the Sovereign Pontiff excathedra,
and by the decrees of the Guneral Councila and by
theologians. - It had been said that the doctrine of
the Papal supremacy had been derived, not from

- Peter, but from the fuot that Rome was the imperial
city. It had aleo been said that if the maxime and
principles of one of $he great guccessors of St. Deler
bed been followed perhaps there would have been
no Reformation in England. It had beex suggested
that §t. Gregory the Gieat did not hold the doctrine
-.of Papal supremacy, and ;they sought to prove that
.. assertion by saying that St.'Gregory.objected to the
title of ' # Universal  Bishop” . Now it was quite

. trie'that 8t.' Gragory did objeet ‘to - the titld; he
- lecked ‘nupon it a8 being contrary to the faith; he

(TN F .

testimony of the General Council a3 to the supremacy
of the Pope. Well this being the doctrine of the
predecessors of St. Gregory tho Great, was is likely
that St. Gregory would hold a very different doctrine ?
Were they called npon to look upon St. Gregory as
the Reformer of the Church of Rome? They were
told that St, Gregory held no such docirine as the
supremacy of the Pope. Ho certainly maintained
the doctrines which he bad received from his prede-
cessors, and the testimony to that doctrine he hnd
juat recited. But svhatdid St. Gregory himself say
about his own supremacy? They knew that he
had discarded the title of nniversal bishop, and con-
demned it. Writing to Eulogius, the Patriarch of
Constantinople, who had given him the title of uni-
versal, and had called hia suggestions “commands.”
St. Gregory upbraided his correspondent for giving
bim that title, and told him that his (St. Gregory's)
suggestions were not to be treated a5 commands.
But he said, “I hive been zreatly plsased with what
you have written in your letter abons the See of St.
Peter, saying that Peter still continues in the per-
son of hia successcxs” Yn other letters Si. Gregory
was constently speaking of the Romnn See in these
words, “the jApostolic See,” “lhe head of all the
churches” and he called it elscwhere “the head of
the fold,” and he said also in his correspondence
that his aolicitude was constantly for all the
churches of the world. Agnin, writing to the_ Em-
poror, who exercised great power, he did not dimin-
ish his own power, but ha wrote asof a thing well-
known to everybody, "to all who knew the Gospel
it is manifest that the charge of the whole Church
was sntrusted by the voice of the Lord to the holy
apostle Petar, chief of all the aposties” His doc
trine, therefore, was bared, notupon the seat of the
gee in the Imperial city, but upon the Gospel. Heo
snid that all the patriarchs of the world wore subject
to him, and speaking to the Patritrch of Constanti
nople, in which city the Emperor resided, these were
his words, “Concerning the Church of Constauti-
nople, who'doubts that it is subject to the Aposto-
lic See;" andagain he said, “#If any fault be found
with the bishops, I kmow not what bighop is not
rubject to the Apostolic Sse, but when no fanlt re-
quires it all are equal according to the laws of hu-
mility. "Was not this a claim to supremacy? Was
not this the cxercise of anthority and jurisdiction?
These were the yery words of Gregory the Great,
and yet they were told that if his maxims had been
followed out porhaps the Reformation in.England
would not have been necessary: Though St. Gre-
gory was o man full of humility and gentleness, will-
ing to yield whers he could for the sake of charity,
when his authority had been disputed at a city
called Salona, he wrote at onco to his legate there,
#You know how I feel this. I who am ready to die
rather than see the Oburch of the Blessed Apostle
lowercd in my days. You know my character, 1
suffered patiently for a long time, but when I am
once determined to bearit no longer I readily con-
front all dongers? ' Ie these words of Gregory the
Great they saw that he, like all his predecessors,
clnimed that Papal supremacy, which wes held and
meintained by the Pope and by Catholics at the pre-
sent day, St Gregory'sacts wercin conformity with
his letters. He exercised, during the thirtecn years
he reigned as Pope, juriséiction' over the Universal
Church, In Eogland how much were we indebted
tohim? Before he was made Pope, he started . to
come to preach the Gospel to the Anglo-Saxons, but
he was brought back by tho people of Reme. As
soon as he became Pope, he sent 8t. Augustine, a
monk, and & number of other monks to England, fo
preach the Gospel and to establish the faith. He
looked upon England in that respect as  subject to
his jurisdiction, -He told Augustins to found twelve
bishoprics ; and this was  precisely what his succes-
sor—Popo - Pius IX.~—did twenty years ago-—he
founded an archbishopric and{welve bishoprics in
‘England. St Qregory told Augustine nof ‘to pu)l
down the temples'of the pagans but to destroy the

ligious unity amongat the people of this country.—
The Nonconformists, just as strongly as the Cath-
olics, objected to the royal supremacy, and at the
present day it was probable that much less than one
half of the population of this country accepted the
dectrine of the royal supremacy at rll. Thus, he
said, there must be supremacy of the Church., Its
supremscy was established at the beginning. in
blessed Peter ; it went on in the suceesscrs of blessed
Petor, and it was i)l for thess who refused to accept
it, because, though they might deny its existznce,
they conld not diminisk the fact or lessem the
power of blessed Peter in his successors. The
Church of England was but one more witness to
tho fact that a supremacy in religious matters must
exist in the world, and three hundred years ago that
supremacy in the Church of England was trunsferred
from the Pope to the Queen. Let Catbolics fhank
God that they held the supremacy of the Pope in
spiritual matters, and though they would lay down
their lives gladly for the honor and defence of their
Sovereign the Queen in all things that belonged to
her tempotal prerogatives, they would gladly lay
down their lives also and suffer, if need be, like
their fathers, for the spiritual supremacy of the
Vicar of Jesus Christ.—Liverpool Catholic Times.

THE HOME RULE DEBATE.
LETTERS FROM MR. JOHN MARTIN.

The following Jetter has been addressed fo the
London Times by Mr. John Martin, M. F. for Meath :
Hovuse or Comumong, July 3.

Sir—In a leading article in your paper of yoster-
day upon the gubject of Home Rule for Ireland, you
write : :

# The denomination o¢f Roman Cathelic sentiment
in Ireland would be grievously felt Ly the Protest-
ants in o hundred ways—in ecclesinstical, educa-
tional and fiscal Policy. A feud dating its origin
geven centuries back, wounld be re-opened and the
stern purpose of the majority wonld be to rebort
upon the minority in a hundred disagreeable wass
the evils and ignominies thoy hed so long inflicted,
Under a Federal government’ the Imperial Parlia-
ment would not only be compelled to tolerate this
provocation to civil war, butin certain conbeivable
circumstances sustain the oppressive policy of the
locel legislature. If there is anytking to urge
against this line of objection it ought to be adduced
by some Home Rule member.”

I am one of tho many Home Rule members who
were prevented from addressing the House, owing to
the shortness of the timoe allowed for the debate, and
impatience of a majority lagt night. Had I spoken
it was my intention to offer some remarks upon the
passage which I have quoted from your artiele,

I am aware that the sectaiian prejudices and jen-
lousies entertained Ly my Protestant fellow-coun-
trymen against the Catholics aro the eause why bub
few Irish-Protestants have joined in the National
movement, I should have endeavored fo urge
againat your line df objection to Home Ttule.such,
considerationg as the following : Neither in the Re-
peal movement, nor in the Fenian movement, nor
in the Home Rule movement—and these three
schemes embrace all the prrties of Irish Nationalists,
extreme and moderate—has & single case occurred
(to my knowledge) wherein expression hag -been
given by a Nationatist to hatred or evil intention
towards Protestants, Ncithor has nny Irigh Nation-
alist over cxpressed evil intention towarda the
Scotch or the English resident in Ireland. The
universal geatiment of Irish Nationalists atall times
gince the Union has been of perfect religious liberty
ond equelity, of perfect equality before the law for all
taces and classes, of equal freedem and right for all
Irish citizens, : : -

‘In parts of
majority of the population; no Protestant is ever in-
jured or afftontéd on account -of hia:religion,. In
tlie few parts of Ireland; wherg the. Protestants forra
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|;to'invoke® the 'Saints, and-they.received. from ;the’| jor)
‘Pope s “numbor .of relics to put intothe ‘altars on’}

ot:merely to St. Aujgustine, butto kings*and.
‘persona in different-parta’of ;the world, and he -told

years'

to the time of Elizabeth,and all  these received.

oot

brtadows;
sHEgancies yhere the Catholics form- the i

constitusnoies. whire: Protestants “nra- the~ majority;
Catholics “are never.elected. It is. in_Protestant
England wh holi Aumber.

bly over three millions, kave not:
‘| mentary represéntative, though'a . tolerint : spirit id
exhibited in electivg aboutia dcgre.of Jews to repre-
sent thoir comumitinity of Perhaps’a hundréd thous-

and souls. i T CEEETS RUUTHL 4
_iAgaingt any "“grieveus domination “of Citholic
gentiment” the IrislcProtestants mny foel.sceure if
they use their common-sensg in considering their
numbeérs, theirwealth, the - presiipe given :thein by
their. pust ascendancy, their néarness to Protcsiant
England, and ‘the fundamental article in the pro-
posed Home Rule constitution in their favor,’ Per-
secution in Izcland hes always been of Catholics—
never by them, And now on the continent it is
only.Catholics who-are being persecuted, and. ne-
where Protestants. . : T
I am; sir, your obedis

nt servans,
Jomy MarTmv,

Mr. Martin has also addressed the following letter
to the editor of the Dublin- Irish Times :—

) Howse or Comstors, July 4.
Sir—The recent. Home Rule debate is the first
regular engagement of the parllamentary campnign
which we have entered upon with the two great
objects of recovering our Natiooal - Parliament, and
of obiaining an honorable reconciliation with Eng-
land. I ask leave to offer some remarks upon the
circumstances in which this debate has been held,
upon its general character, and upon the indications
it affords rs to the probable course and result of our
parliamentary action,

'The debate was held under condilions very un-
favorable for the Irish side. Asn matter of course
the Irish representatives had to contend against a
vast superiority of numbers. In the London House
of Commons we are on ground where our antagonists
are at home, und which (as has been well gaid) has
long been carefully surveyed and laid out by them
to secure our perpetual defeat. Not many of us bad
much previous acquaintance with parliamentary
nction, and, as a party, we had only a few monthe'
training to bring us into proper discipline. As to
the main body ofus, our strength was nothing,
except the righteousness of our cause and eur loy-
alty to our country. But we had for a leader s man
of genius—eloquent, well acquainted with his sub-
ject, skilled in parliamentary tactics, inspired by
passionate Jove ofhis own people, and by earnest
frisndship for the Englizh,

On the English side were leaders of several dlferent
purties, all of them masters in Parliamentary tactics,
and in the artsand iricks of parliamentary debates,
while their followers were excellent in the pride of
their country’s domination over Ireland, and confi-
dent in their superiority of number, and in the pres-
tige of uniform success. The English profited by
the lateness of the period in the session at which
the Home Rule debate came on. This gave them a
plausible excuse, in the ¢ pressure of the public
Lusiness of the country”—that is, of England—for
granting no longer time than two days for tho de-
bate.  Now, nine days wers devoted to the Repeal
dobate of forty years ago (when only thirty seven
Irish members had been elected as Nationalists);
and nine days might have been woll spent on this
oceasion, in allowing a full and fair discussitﬁ. X
may state that, of the two days given to this Home
Rule debate, by far the greater portion of the time
wes appropristed by our antaponists; while our
antagonists took care to close the debate by two
speeches of their most skilful men (M. Lowe and
Distaeli)—speeches to which the impatience of the
majority prevented us from replying.

In my opinion it would bean casy task to refute
the arguments put forth in the speeches of Messrs.
Lowe and Disraeli, as well as to refute all the other
arguments employed by opponents of Home Rule
throughont the debate, But the fack that the Honse
did vot allow a reply to those clever speeches whose
drift was to cast ridicille upen the Irish National
cause and upon its advocates, probably lost ns some
English votes in the division. I thinlk, too, that
our causc guffered in the cstimation of Englishmen
disposed to give it fair consideration, owing to the
success of the English Bpeakers in seeming fo put uy
upon our defence, instead of Jaboring to explain and
justify England's conduct towards us, It was the
case over again of the wolf and the lamb of Alsop.
Under all the circumstances, I regard the result
of the first Parliamentary trial of the Home Rule
party as very encouraging. Fifty thzee Irish mem-
bers voted, and three paired in favor of the motion.
Thirty-six Irish members voted, but none cpnired)
agninst the motion. Thus, we had a mejority of
twenty smong the ninefy-two Irish representatives
who voted or paired. Notwithstanding the ovil
effects on English minds caused by the unanswered
specch of Mr. Lowe and Mr. Disraeli, ten English
members, including some of the ablest and most re-
speetable members for Great Britain, voted, and one
paired, in favor of the motion. Sixty-seven votes
recorded for Home Rule, in a house of 529 members
(tellers and paira included), I consider a very en-
conraging first vote upon our question. Of the few
Iiish representalives who, on this ' occasion,
spoke against Home Rule for their conntry, some
expressed themaselves as furicus faetionists, while
the only able speeches delivered by Irish members
in bebalf of the English side were one inspired by
personal spite, and one which evinced the mental
struggle in & Protesiant, educated in unti-Irish ideas,
but feeling it a duty to inquire fairly into his coun-
try’s nationel question. 1 think Dr. Smyth is in
& fair way of converting himself to Home Rule. T
hope bhis example will lead other Northern Protest.
ants of the educated classes to inguire for them-
selves into the facts of the Irish National question.
If they wil) sincercly and seriously entertain that
question, nothing more is needed to make them ba-
come Home Rulers,

But the first triumph of our canse in this Parlia-
ment can only come through the effects of proceed-
ings outside the Honse. Ircland has now for the
firgt time since the Union, power in her own bands
to elect real réepresentatives — rapresentativer of
what has always since that disastrous event been the
general opinion and wish of the country. We have
not indeed so extended a franchise as gur English
“ fellaw~gubjects” Ouly one in tweuty-five of our
population is a parliomentary elector; while ono in
eleren is an elector in Englmid. But cne small
electoral bedy of only 223,000 voters—such is the
prevalence of the national sentiment in Ireland—
is able to 1eturn n great majority of Home Rulers to
Parlinment.- Provided that all parsonsrated to the
amount required for the parliamentary fianchise be
registered in all the ltish conatituencies, I think we
may add certainly twelve, and perhaps six more, to
the present fifty-nine Home Rule sents, If we could
obtain such an.extension of the franchise as pravails
in England, T think we should -have more than
eighty. Home Rule represcntatives, With auch a
pronouncement of Ircland’s national wish there
woild saon be a genoral ‘feeling among the English
membere that the interests of ¥the Ewnpive’ (by
which:.they mean England) rendored a . triendly.
ngreement with Iroland necessary, and when they
examine into our. proposal and find it so very mio-
dernte as regards our own righta and so very safe ag
regards their # Empiro,”.I think we shall obtain a

, . -, 7| majority of English votes in favor of ;Home Rule.—
Ireland where the Catholicg form 'the.

This happy.ond of our.mixery and Epgland’s shamo

the Houle, Rule movement, and tho Irish’ abroad ex-

hameful : contrast,|

testantd are are frequently . elected to Cor-
{0 Bobrds of Guardiang,'to Pacliament): -Tn

ere the Catholics, who ;number. proba..
“aiéingle. parkin-

may be all the sooner nnd all the surer Accomplish-.
od, if the Ivish peopld st home will.steadily support,

r sympathy ‘with- i, 'We will need gg .
d, courageous,: 'We have a cauae :'grt:.:e
beople. have “made many and :

ent.on
Aud our* objeck—our  glorious aud . sicied ahiaar
“WAIT be sttatned e soaser, if our people win e
;o the world'that they are resolved never to gieeove
their national cause, never to.:cease ffom vigopgs
/dnd rational efforts in lts favor, but, to woiy and
'wait: until they - pncoeéd: - I am,’ 8ir, silicérelid'
youm, LT U Jomn M,
""" THE LATE HOME RULR DEBATR,.

" Looked at a3.& whole, the Trish peopld Eave we.s
Teason to be aatisfied ﬁi’t.li;tbe"greng Hgnei:l .l B\'T:lgt:lod
bate aud with the division by which it dlosed, -
case of Ireland wag'laid béfore the Imperial Parl :
ment with an earnestness, a moderation, and 5 full'j‘.
‘ness woithy of -the'vital importanca of the isavy,
and of the illustrious assembly which the oraty,
addregsed, Between the Irish and Exnglish Peo ]r'.
there intervenss a vast wall of misunderatand?nu
misconception, and suspicion. That wall hag been
a building for seven miserable centuriss, it cann :
be removed iu an hour, but this week it hag be:
ghaken to its foundations by the battering ram, 'E
Trath, [f the balahce of numbérs lgy againgt Hox:
Rule, tke balance of logic and reason was with j:
Mr. Butt poured into the onemy a rhetorica] broad.
side, the effect of which will not soon be forgotte ;
Notably telling were those paasages in his 8peech iu '
which he reviewed the short but glorious histg o?
Irish mationality, the history ef that memomblen;g.
riod of eighteen years, in which Irish liberty, Irisy
literature, Irish art, Irish commerce, fanned f,y the
bealthy glow of mational freedom, blazed into such
an- effulgence of glory and prosperity. MMy John
George M‘Cartby eoriched the discussion n:ith a
powerful speech, strengthened by the teachingg of
those historical examples of which the hen, mem.
ber has besn so diligent and so successful a student:
Mr. M‘Garthy Downing, with characte
distinguished between the Scotch Union—a solemn
treaty, adopted with the consent of the Scotch pa.
tion, and in which the right and privileges of that
nation were carefully guarded—and the Irish Union
won by a combination of force and fraud at whicﬂ
History _stands aghast and Cyniciam itself doeg not
dare to justify. Speeches such as theso, and those
delivered by The ©'Conor Den, Sir C, O'Loghlen
Colonel White, and other honorable members con.'
trast most favorably with the utterances on t];e op-
posite side, The glittering rhetoric of Professor
Smyth, the convert zeal ot The O'Donoghue, wers
but poor bucklers for the opposition to Home Rule
As for the Ministry, Sir Michael H. Be:ch—agm{
gdopi_:mg the roll of enfant tsrrible—summoned ap
imaginary menaces t0 meet them with counter
threats, Ireland can afiord to despise thege threats -
but vapourings is a dialectic weapon which il beﬁtal
a man holding so delicate and so important a post
as the Chief Secretaryship for Ireland, The Prime
Minister appeared in his old role of the jester, bat
we believe that Home Rule is too bLealthy o ;;],mg
to be blasted by Sir Michael Beach’s bluster or Xr
Disracli’s badinage. Passing from the debate to the
division, it would show & singular want of acquaint-
ance with political history if we wers to allow pur-
sulves to be.alarmed by the fact that on the firgt ge-
casion on which the subject of Home Rule was faicly
raised before the Housd of Commons it was defaated
by a majority of 458 to 61. 'Why, almost every ona
ot tho great reforros which are now immutabls por-
tions of our Constitution have, on their first intro.
duction to Parliamentary natice, met with hostilp *
votes even more crushing than that recorded yoster-
day moming. Let us take afaw examples. In 1806
Catholic Emancipation had been for a long time
before the public. It was supported by some of fhe
greatest men in both Houses of Parlinment; by Pitt
and Fox, by Helland and Grey. Yet in 1806 a
motion in fuvour of Catholic Emancipation wns re-
Jjected in tho Lords by 178 to 49, snd in the Com-
mons by 336 to 124. Twenty years afterwards the
most powerful Minister who has ever ruled in %ri-
tain—the Iton Duke—the hero of a hundred fights,
was compelled to throw open the gates of the Con-
stitution to the Catholic subjects of the King. Let
us take a more striking example, In 18%1 My,
Lambion moved a resolution in the House of Com-
mons in favor of Parliamentary Reform, Only43
votes wero given in suppnrt of hia proposition, Ten -
years afterwards popular indignation swept away
the whole fabric of rotten boroughs and purchased
seats. When George Grote commenced his agita-
tion for tho Ballot he met in the House of Come
mons with defeats utler, crushing, complete, He
retired disgusted from Parliament, to become ihe
historian of Greece. And yet it was given to him,
before his pure and usefal life wag closed, to seq the
system of secret voting eatablished in Great Bri-
tain. Oathe 13th of kay, 1810, Mr. Parnell moved
a resolution for a select committes 1o inquire into
the Irish Tithes guestion. He was, of course, de-
fented, only 50 members voting with bim. . Hounor-
able mentbers who took part in tha! discussion
lived to see the Irish Tithes not only inquired into
but abelished. We noed scarcely say that the great
principles which underlie the Church and Lond Acts
ware, when they firat appeared in the Parliamentary
arens, opposed by majorities larger than that yes-
terday morning polled againat Homs Rule. We see
no renson to be in the lenst cast down by either de-
bate or division. If the apirite of the just made
perfect derive pleasure from the contemplation of
terrene events, with what joy must our great Tii-
bune contemplate the debats and the division—a
debate opened by the Isocrates of the City Hall dis-
oussion—a divigion in. which the Home Rule vois
was swelled by many English members, and was al-
most twice ag numerous as the largest cast in the
palmiest days of Repenl.—Dublin Fresman.

«THE ('DONOGGHUL."—A PEN PORTRAIT.
(From the Lowssuills Catholic Advocate))

Who has not heard of William Cobbett, the au-
thor of the “ History of the Reformation ?” One of
the clever things he said was to forstell to the Irish
in 1826, # In twenty yenrs the potato will become
‘effete in your Island.’ Like Cassandra, he was nob
listened to; but the very year his prophecy fell due
the people boheld with disgust how the potato was
more then effete. Another clever saying of his was
‘to O'Connell on his entrance inte Parliament : * Dan,
sce that your winga do not get scorched.” Thore is
wurning in the words 4o all public men. Cobbeté
had been a privato saldier, and rose, not in the army
list, but to be ona of the foremost men in Great
Britain, end to take his place among the senators of
‘the land. Here he was swrounded »ith geniuh
rank, culture, wealth, refinement, all of which had
been bromght to benr like so much tomptation ot
the incorruptible man of the people. Unlike the
moth that flies in narrowing circles around the cat®
dle till it gets sucked into: the littlo maelstrom ol:
light, Cobbett .saw the .danger; and, in turm, Pl
O'Connell on his guard, 0'Connell heeded the
warning. Not 50 his -kineman, The' 0'Doac
ghue, who, thirty years after, entored Parlit-
‘ment with a prospect hefore him ' such as fe;’
young men  have had. “Ho was then the best loox-
ing officer at Aldershot, and few cared to joke him
on his Kerry axtraction. - His_maiden speech WS:
splendid success. Even the Prince of Wales camd .
down fo the House to. hear him. He made som®
clever hits whilo yot ‘he “met-them warn a8
Young” with all: his” truth: about* him. He nezt‘n;
tracted the public-notico by challonging S:r;Eobed s
Peol, then tho Secretary.for Ireland, - Peel s_txmﬂ?t
the - * whito, fenther” ' Then old - Paimerston, go%
‘around ,The O'Donoghue; explanations: followed ;.
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Pam gotPael out’ of;the clutclios of ‘the Iiish fire-




