
THE OWL.

nature of abuse of this grade, to give it
more than mere passing notice. The
explanation it is, that comtnands our atten-
tion for tbe moment. To attempt at this
stage, as Dr. Campbell bas done, to cast
the blame upon the reporters is to be-

littie the intelligence of ail who are inter-
ested in the matter. IlWere you correctly
reported ?" The Rev Dr. was repeatedly
asked "and, if so, where are your words
to be found?" Neyer did it occur to the

Rev. Dr. when thus interrogated, to ques-
tion the correctness of the report, whereas
if the press had misreported him, one
course and one only was open to hi n viz, to
make the necessary correction without de-
lay. Consideration for the interests of the
Press in the absence of the virtue of cbarity
would have dictated this course. In tbis
connection, it is well to remember that
the newspaper account of the 6th Novern-
ber was precisely the same in the différent
local papers, and that Dr. Campbell's
denial, when it came a few days ago, was
indignantly repudiated by the reporters,
who insist upon the correctness of their
accounit. 4Dr. Campbell, bowever , instead
of acting in the manner suggested, under-
took to prove bis statement. 0f tbe way
in wbicb he fulfilled bis promise it is
sufficierit to say tbat it was tbc- one tbing
wanting to -place beyond question its
author's disbonesty of pupose and wi]fuk-
ness in the misstatement of facts.

We mention this not because it is of
special import to us. Tbe termination of
this affair in no way strengtbens our
position. For us Catbolics tbe matter
was settled from the beginning, and for
others who cbanced to Le in doubt
Father Whelan's pamphlet anply sufficed.
But there is another phase of tb;s question
and it is this. The sianderous utterance of
the Rev. Dr. Canmpbell rested on tbe saile
founidation as many a previous ca!umny
directed agairlst Our faith. Maria Monk

bad quite as thin a base for ber infarmy
and " Tbe Lafayette Lie " tbrived for vears
on just as meagre a living. Because
these cases bowever were not local tbeir
bollowness was not equally apparent to aIl,
and consequently tbeir reputation lost
mucb of it force. But bere is an in-
stance unider our very eyes; we bave
watcbed eacb step in tbe pro-
ceedings, and a niorc: disgraceful endeavor
to malign thé Cburcb tbrougb one of ber
meinhers, we venture to say was neyer
exposed. Let tbe lesson flot be lost then,
and Wve appeal in an especial manner to
those to wvbom I)r Campbell's explanation
was su sorely disappointing. To assume
tbe offensive against one of the tenets Of
tbe Catbolic Cburcb, be it known to tbern
and to ail wbom it niay concern, is to
stand in opposition to tbe relurtant
testimony wbicb well-nigh twenty centuries
of unsuccessful siege, bave wrested from
tbe united fa)rces of envy, batred and
abuse.

HA BIfls-

"Habit," says Mr. Morfin in Dombey
and Son, "lis ahl I shaîl bave to report,
wben 1 amn called upon to plead to mny
conscience, on my deatb-bed. ' Habit,'
says 1T; 'I was deaf, dumb, blind and
paralytic to a million tbings from habit.'
'Very business-like, indeed Mr. Wbat's
Your Name,' says Conscience, ' but it
won't do bere.' " We are aill" creatures
of habit " like Mr. Moifin, but unlike bilm.
we are too oÎten unaware of the fact. We
keep our babits as a careless person bis
finger-nails, paring tbem only wben tbey
becomne a nuisance and an eyesore. We
are content to be moulded by ciÉcunv
stances and ding to a hereditary failing as
tenaciously as to our bereditary estate.

We must be governed more or less by
habit but 'it rests witb ourselves to say
wbether our master shahl be a good or a
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