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Thre Romant Catholics and the Union.f

There bad for years beii a growing feeling among
intelligent Roman Catboiics o! the desirableness o! a
Union. Ont of a ierarcby o! four R. C. Archbisbaps and
sixteen Bisbops (three sees were vacant> four Arcbbishops,
fourteun bisbops and the agent o! the secuhar bishops were
for tbe Unian. The Roman Catboiic gentry and nobility
wure also for it. Plowden, the Catbolic bistorian, says,
p. 135, Il All tbe inferior clergy seem ta bave declared for
it." He also (Vol. Il. p. 979) states that " A very great
preponderance in faveur o! tbe Union existed in the Catho-
lic body, particularly in the nobiiity, gentry and clergy,"

(P. 139) "lNot a single petition against the Union was
presented by the Catholics to the King, Lard Lieutenant,
or eitber Hanse o! Parliamunt." This ast fact proves con-
cusively that tbe Catbolics weru in faveur o! the measure.

Tire Charge af Bribe ry.
Lt bas been alleged that the Union was won-by bribery,

but no evidence bas been adducud ta prove it. t resa
upon simple statements wbicb in a court of justice are
laugbed ta scorn wben fia evidence in support is tendered.

t saveurs somewhat o! an Irisb bull ta bribe a man ta do

a tbing after bu bas told yon that bu bas made up bis
mind ta do it, or tbat it is for bis interest ta do it.

The chie! support at the present day o! the charge of
bribery, is the unsupported statement o! a man who bas

raised falsehood inta onu o! the fine- arts ; who, af ter hav-

ing for years upbeld the view that there was fia bribery,
now, ta serve bis own purposes assurta that there was the
greatest possible corruption.

The pretencu for tbe charge is, that the owners o! the
pockut borougbs in Ireland weru compensated on being
deprived o! the rigbt ta return memburs. Theru were
300 members a! the Irish Hanse o! Commons, but there
were only ta bu 103 in the Parliainunt o! the United King-
donm, cansequently 197 were ta bu left ont in the cold. But

the compensation was net ta bu paid ta tbe 197 mumbers
-men wbo, like Grattan, bad paid thousands o! pounds
ta horougb proprietors for thuir sats-men per!ectiy inde-
pendent of these borougb owners, with fivu yuars more ta
it, and wbo, unike <rattan, yet voted for the Union and

their awn poiticai extinguisbment, vated ta kick away the
addur by wbich tbey boped ta cinib ta place or fame

withont receiving a shilling. ls this bribery ?1
Wben onu examines the case care!ully it shows that,

wltb aIl their fauits and sbortcomings, there must bave
beis genuinu patriotism in the majority o! the Irishi flouse
o! Commons in 1800.

How many a! the menbers a! the Ontario Local Hanse,

or the Dominion Parliament wouid, like the înajority ini
Dublin in 1800, vote for a Bill whicb would immediately
relegatu tbem ta privatu lifu, and prevent tbeir ever get.
ting into Parliament again, and this witbout receiving
a dollar compensation ?

In England, up tili 1832, thure veru notten or nomina-
tion honougbs that could bu bougbt from propnietors. It
was se in Inland in Grattan's Parliament. Tbe Irish
HoCusE sat for eigbt years. Therefore, wbun a man like
Grattan bought a seat bu kept it duriug the eigbt years as

bis praperty, and would deeply rusent any attempt by the
owner ta dictatu ta hlm bow bu sbould vote.

Wbun Pitt, in 1785, introduced bis unsuccuss!ui Reforun
Biiilimta the British ParI iamunit bu proposed ta buy up the
ratten bonongbs for £'27,000 eacb, and to distribute th(

scats ta more populous places. In the Irish case compen-
sation was ta bu paid at the rate.o! £ 15,000 for each seat.

If the place was completely disfrancb isud £15,000 was te
bu paid ta its ownun, or the bonougb itsel! if there was no
awner, but notbing was ta bu paid ta tbe member. If the
borougb bad sent two members (a common case) and in

future was ta send only one, then fia compensatiaon was te
bu paid. Ln sanie cases thene were mare awnurs than onu,
and the £15,000 was then ta bu divided. Eigbty-!our
horougbs wene completely dis!ranchised, and consequently
£ 1,260,000 was ta bu paid ta the awnens, and 168 members
were to lose tbeir seats. The compensation was paid as
!uhhows :

1. To Englishinen who owned horoiighs in reland £67, 500
2. Four boroughis which had no owners ........... 60,000
3. To the exectors of a inan who (ied before

the Union was even jntroduced ....... ...... 30,000
4. ro two ladies whlo were owners ............... 18,756j
5. To Anti-Unionist proprietors whose ninmbers

voted aguins4t the U nion . ............ >...... 44,8:5 0

6. To Unionjst proprietors whose neîiîbers voted
for the Union aud jin inost cases for their owfl

political extin4uishnient........... ........ 648,900
_-- £1,260,04

Ingram gives cases sbowing that dui'ing the ast twent3
yeans o! the Irisb Parliament the value o! seats bad riser
gneatly, and that it was a favourite invustment far met
wbo desired ta risu in tbe world or in the poitical aruma

Ta awn slaves-to buy thum ta stock a plantation witl,
was a far more nuprehunsible action than tc, own a borongi.
where in the course o! gnnenations the votes bad dwindled
ta bal! a-dozen, practically giving the power o! returning9
menuber ta the landlord. Yet Gladstone in bis miider
speech in the Hanse o! Commons distinctly stated tbat bi
father bad bougbt 200 slaves te additionally stock ti
Vreedom Iloop plantation. Gladstone voted the following
year for tbe compensation o! the slave-ownens, includirj
bis own fathen, wbo received £54,114. His father wa
old and in a few years Gladstone knew that he woul(
ruceive a part o! this compensation monuy. Would it b,
fair ta say tbat Gladstone was bribed ta vote for abolishinr

siavery because in the course of nature be would receive
part of the compensation money

Gladstone, it will be said, did flot actually receive the
money-it was bis father who did-for wbat the son in
Parliament said was " honestly and legally acquired pro-
perty." Neither did the members of the Irish flouse of
Commons receive tbe money-as in GIadstone',i case ; it was
other peopie, but in tbeir case mostly strangers in blood.

It is clear that Gladstone was nlot bîibed-equally clear
that the Irish members were not. If it is con tended that
tbe latter were bribed wbo bad nothing ta do with the cash,
eitber immediately or in tbe futnre, then Gladstone was
bribed because tbe money would corne ta him in the near
future.

This will sbew the absurdity of tbe charge of hribery.
If tbe argument is followed up to its legitimate conclusion
the charge of bribery recoils upon Gladstone imself-"' The
enineer is hoigted wîth bis own petard."

FAIRPLAX RADICAL,

A NEW MEITIIOI).

To ilie Edîtor l ai tUE EEK:

SIR,-Thie regulation of the liquor traffic so as ta pre-
vent or diminish its attendant evils is, and bas long been,
a question af great moment, for as yet the varions uîethods,
which bave been conude or adlopted for that pur-
pose, have been so defectîve as rather ta increase the
evils they are intenfled ta remedy.

From tbeir very nature these methods bave necessarily
been unsatisfactory and inefficient. Tite license systemn,
being a survival of the principle of nionopoly in th,%.t for
a larger or smaller consideration it gives ta a 'ertain class
the exclusive privilege of nîanufacturing or trading in cer-
tain miercbandiSE ta their exclusive benefit, and to the
manifest detriment of society in general, is an abuse, the
toleration o! wbicb is a disgrace ta any consituqional
Governinent. The prohibition system, whether its appli-
cation be local, sectional or general, is equally subversive

1of the proper functions o! governinent. The depriving
every iman of his<ight of choice in matters o!fiziat or
drink, because there are thos-e wbo are abusers of thein-
selves and others in tbeir exercise of this right, is too
unj ustifiable an interference witb personal liberty ta be
long tolerated by any other than a nation of slaves.
* The existence o! these two inthodi, each beariug wit-
ness ta the inefflciency of the other, proves the nece8sity for
saine other methad of regulating the trafflc, and, by their

exeînplifying what is ta be avoided in attempts at
regulation, thuy assist us4 ta the discovery of a better way.
Froîn them we learn that any such nethod niist regulate
without granting monopolies and without interfering witb
the inherent right of every man ta do as he pleases, in sa
far as bis doing sa is nat an interference with the liberty

t of others.
h The uses of alcahol compel its manufacture and distri-

Sbution, while its abuses make it> deponent on the State s0
ta contrai its traffic as ta Irevent these abuses. This can

Sonly be accomplisbed by the State's assuming complete and
exclusive control of the importation, mnufacture, and

nsale of everything alcolholic.
e The assumption of sucb a control is a duty of the

eState. It rests witb the people as a nation to do what
-tbe people as individuais can flot do. The people, as

individuals, cannot manage the liquor traffic. Its power

0 for evil is tao great for every man ta be at liberty ta
, engage in it. The taking this liberty from ail and selling
e it as a license ta the few is placing in the bands of those

Sfew a fearful power for evil, coupled with the greatest
Spossible temptation ta use tbat power ; and surely tbose

who seek the license do not seek it ta escape the tempta.

Ir tian.
y The assumptian of sucb control by the State is also

, practicable. A business wbicb begets millionaire distil-
S lers, brewers, and importers, and wealthy dispensers ai

adulterated potations can be legitimately managed by tbî
State at fia pecuniary disadvantage. The revenue ta the
State fromn such exclusive contrai would assuredly maintair
a local supply depot in each district, in charge a! a salaried
Government officiai wbose duty it would be ta seil, for cer-
tain specifiel prices, original sealed packages of certai
sizes ta any resident of the district, not a minor, wbo had
not, because of drunkeiiness, farfeited bis right ta buy.

The adoption of tbis metbad by the State would b(
conducive ta the temperance, good order, and prosperity

ý o! the nation. The salaried servant of the State, depen.
dent on bis* good conduct for bis continuance in office

LY would have na sahoon-keeper's interest in "pusbing thE
n trade." A Government supply depot, selling anly original
mi packages far consumption elsewbere, wauld be a desirabl(
a. substitute for the bar and bar-room, and could be muci
h, more readily inspected. JIlicit selling, like illicit distill
h, ing, wauld then be a serious crime, ta whicb there woulî
d be far less incentive than under a license or a prohibitia:
ýa system. The temperance advocate would bave no organ
,n ized opposition ta contend witb, nor would bu bu 80 bese
ýis witb the temptation ta iay down the weapon of more
he suasian, and take up tbe boomerang of legal compulsion
g9 Those greatf st evils of the trafflo begotten of and nurture(
g by tlhe saloon wouid pass away with the system wbicb ravi
as tbem birth, wbiie the State, which hadi erstwhile paid sq
Id dearly for tbe debaucbing of its citizens, would at ieast bi
be in the only position ta, at tbe saine time, pratect bot]
r'g itself and them. T. A. PnAICKc.

THE NEW ENGLiSI Dic'riONAiiv.

-Vo ile Editor of THE WEEK:

Sift,LPerhaps it is yet tao soon ta expeet aîiy consider-
able expression of opinion from the reading public as ta
the merits of the new dictiouary ; but comiprehensive as is
the design and accurate as is the execution, saine omissions
bave already been noted in the Englîslb review articles
that I have lighted an. I bave abserved saine mys-'lf, but
1 confess ta some speciai vexation and surprise at a couple
o! omissions in the inatter o! definition. The Latin abulor,
primarily muaning ta Il use up, entirely, ta the end,"
naturally and inevitably came ta signify ta II misuse,"
1use iinproperly ; " and it was ta be expected that these

meanings should be found in Englisb wben tbe Latin
word was adopted. Accordingly, the Newl)ictionary, under
the substantive, gives a very goad example o! the primary
uleaninc, naw obsolete in English" Cranmer, Cal. ii. 22,
Tauch not, tast nat, handell nat: whicb ail peryesbe thora w
the very abuse," where the Greek bas an intensive forîn
corresponding to tbe Latin "alnttor," and wbere Wyclif,
Tindale, and A. V. bave "lusing." But when we came
to tbe verb, the primary meaning is ignored, and only the
secondary is naticed ; and ta make bad worse, aruong the
exaiiupies o! this secondary meaning is faund a sentence in
which, as ail but the actually illiterate wouid see, the

primary meaning is required. 1 Cor. ix. 18, of aur coin
mou Bible, IlTa t1 abuse not my power lu the Gý)spol. "
The latter meaning makes nonsense af the Apostieýs' argui
mi-nt ; ani is stili furtber away f rom the (4reek word hure
used tban fram that in the previaus reference. Atiotlier
place requiring the primary meaning is in the often qiiotedl
arnd much mîisundurstoad words Ilusing this world, as uiot
abusing it." What makes this so bad is, that the rpvi8ed
version bas praperly in 1 Cor. ix. 18, "use ta the full," and
in 1 Cor. viii. 31, uargin, - using it ta the full," though
the obsoiete Il abusing " is miost mischiuvously retainied lu
tho text. I hardiy know bow ta excuse this. But 1 bave
observed another omission under the word Aitaphora.
Thse New Dictianary gives only its meaning as a terni lu
rbetaric ; the Imperial Dictionary gives this and its
astranomical meaning ; while bath admit its liturgical
sense. No'v, in the presunt day, liturgical treatises are no
novelty. Nor is it only theologians who read tbf ni. Nay,
they are in the bands o! great numbers who do riat use
liturgies ; and I think I1ruay safeiy nssert thzat for every
time "lAnaphora " la !aund by an Etiglish reader as a terni
o! rhetoric or astronamny, it i8 found ten tiizues iin reference
ta liturgies. I may add, too, that it is the maost important
wori in liturgical nomenclature ; and i cinnlot well con-
ceive how tbe omission o! this signification couli have
taken place. As the work goes on we muist expect ta ind
nat a few instances o! eiraor or aversight in timis long-iooked
for and truly wonderfui dictionary.

IPort Perry, August, 1890. JOHN CARRY.

THE GARDEN'z BLUUiIJ.

RONDEAU REDOUBLE.

THIE garden's bloom fils al the summer day-
A tbrilling odour scents the drowsy air ;

The tender flowers yield ta the Zepbyr's sway;

tEach seeins to d'y"I Bebolfi nie I ain fair

Their warm, ricb bues reward my tender care,
Tbey breathe on me in sncb a subtie way,

That my wholu being feeis witb rapture rare
The garden's blooîn fils ahl the sumnier day.

The eager bees tlie boneyed bruath obuy,
And !rom their bives with busy wings rupair,

And, wbile among the varied tints they stray,
A tbrilling odour scents the drowsy air,

I bave no tbaugbt o! winter's pale despair,
O! lowering olouds with aspect drear and gray;

ENa tbought o! storms when the sad eartb is bare-
eThe tender flowers yield ta the Zepbyr's sway.

e The butnming,-birds their rainbow bues display
nWitb tireléess winrgs they dart now bure, sîow tîere;

The flowers ta me'are nat onu wbit letis gay,
Eacb seums ta cry, IlBebold me I am fair

O! aIl the joys eantb rendurs as my ahane,
Onu joy most clos(-hy ta my huart l'Il lay,

No atherjoy !nom me this joy shahl tean,
But, like pure incensu, in mny lifu shahl stay-

My Gandun's Bloom.
TorontIn 1i1U MRQ% S

THE. Ilerald of June 3rd says : Strauss bas captured
Chicago. The city is bis. During the winter months we
have had an affluence of great musical treats. We bave
had Patti, Tamango, Albani, Lebnmann, Perotti, and Reich
mann. They were ail delightfui. But every blessed one
of them feit it a duty to din into our ears the beav lest and
most intricate music that was ever composed. . . . It
bas made us tired. The coming of Strauss, witb bis port-
folio of exquisite popular melodies, isas refresbitig as a
mint julep. . . . There were 4,000 of us at the
Auditorium last niglit. It was a hot nigbt, but flot one
of us Ieft until tbe last encore was played, and the tired
musicians politely refused to play more. Subscribers' liats
at Nordheimer's and Suckling's. The Brocbures will be
mailcd by applying ta Percival T. Greene, Manager
Toronto Concerts.
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