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GOD SAVE IRELAND.

WEDNEs). .Y......MARC. 8,IS'3

ULSTEIC LOYALISTS.

So tlac ga et anti Hone lUle meeting
of MarchI 2 lias taken place, amd ithe
'lioyal"tanfgemin I lsterhave nimst
enapiatically protested agatinst legis-
Lative :aaatoeînmy being grainited to Ire-
land. Yes; even a prominent nemaber

of parliaament advocated sedition and
t reasona rathler than subîmiL te the cunxtry
being geaverned in ia constitutional manaî-
ier by its own trepresentatives. Yea,

More ; one note rious chacrater-a good
and f'ervenat PIapiist-latter, an honest and
sterlinag believer in King Billy and his
parenat-Ietritiin a 'g wife, a real deteater of
" Pope and Popery, wooden shoes and
brass maoiey"-haad the hardiliood to call
God to witness to the sincerity of' lais act,
and hc swiret lun ai ible Liat lie would
die ratier t sl:taiustilbait to a goverianmteit
uf the ecuntri iay by the couitry's repre-
saLtiv'es : h vwel, a hol tie volume
of 1H .ly Wl,. a a resist every maeasmre of
lii 0e1 er e , aeveLu to the death .
WVe imginedl tiaat there wras ai law against
ainanere1s:ary 'ipathirs, aid tha the very
Bihle. apona wichl thiais abbidi paolitical

outebLunkaac swore, blerbidîls aIl swearing,
especialy f aliii natae. Tiis is, indeed,
too la; ta thinîak Ltat amen wio are
' paons" ad leoyl," shauld take oath to

resai.t the very polwertLal they lal
sworia ina tiair allegiancC to sutistin. It
mist lhe a ad sihock Lo tie nerves of

these lay and tily British snbjects to
find ont Lat ia statsman of thao Empire
haid dared L propose the preposterous
proposition of givinîg ithe Irish a rigit to
nuamige their own aheîlirs. Yuit see the
awful danger lies i it fltact that tlaese
Catholics might by sone mysteriouis
neans succeed in setting certain " Jesuit-
ical" "ocetit forces" irto motion, and
thereby transferring the Sue of St. Peter
Le the Hill of Tara, or, perhaps, replacing
Mr. Johntston, of Ballykilibeg, with the
Gardinal Prefect of some Rotan congre-
gati ion. In a word, this Honie Rule
miAt turn into Iome tRule, and we
woild eventually behold the fearful
reality f an Irish parliamenit dictating
equitable laws for the country, regulat-
ing te internal affairs of a long-suîffer-
ing nation, clheering the spirit of a down-
trodden race, and (worst of all) dealing
oit even-ha:ded justice to the great
Oratnge faction of hLie north. Not only
ail Lhse things might c0me La pras, bm,
even the horrible fact wouid h reveaied
that, flahe British Empire lad been more
firmly cemented by this act of tardy

justice, that the Imperial Parliament
had been relieved of a nas of domestia
legislation for Ireland that only clogged
the machinery of government, and that
the Island, so long a prey to famines and
misfortunes, had been turned into a
garden of prosperity.

It would be terrible to know and feel
that all these resulta should follow the
granting of Home Rule; and why ?
Simply because the eatabliashment of a
native legislature for Ireland would be
the death knell of Orangeism; but not
in tlhe sense in which these gentlemen of
" loyal " persuasion would expect,
because the freedon to be then enjoyed
by Catholic and Protestant, Nationalist
and Unionist ajke, would be so great, so
triumphant that. the Orange order would
have no further excuse for existence; it
would cease to have any raison d'etre.
Its old eneniy, the Irish Catholi ebody,
would have so defeated iLs every pre-
tension or excuse for bigotry and hatred
that the spirit oft manbood left to the
gentlemen of the North would force
them to tear their lilies from their breasts
and their detestation from their hearts
Thiis lathe real reason of so much deter-
umined opposition to Home Rule on the
part. of the Ulster extremists. To use
the Gazette's expression, " this is the
kernel of the Irish question."

The Gazette, usually exact and logical
iii iLs editorials, made a grave nistake
on la-st Thirsday, when it published that
article on "lThe Kernel of the Irish
Question." After telling iLs readers,
speakinag of the Home Rule Bill, that
"the framer of the neasure hais also
taken care to climinate front the list of
matters over which the Irish Legislature
will have controli those that are con-
nected with religion," it has the hardi-
hood to argue that "the kernel of the
question"is danger fron the influence
of the Catholic clergy in miatters poli-1
rical, as foresladowed by their efforts ini
present day election, long before the timei
wien they will have no reason for exer-i
cising self-restraint. How can lte clergy1
of the Catholic Church, any more thani
the clergy of Protestant churches, have
any puower for overdue exercise of in-i

nience to the detrinient of each other,1
whenf lhe Bill establialhing the Legisla-i
lature " eliminates fron the list of mat-1
ters over whici it bas control thosQ that
are connected witi religion ?" Let use
have frank criticism,straiget opposition,1
fair at tacks, butsepare us suci illogical
contentions, especially iiien supported
by a couple of detached expressions
aromi tia remarks of Judge O'Brien,
phrases thiat are given without their con-
text, and one of whici-if it imeans
wiat the Gazette would have its readers
suppose it ieans-is a positive falsehood.

nit one line attributed to the priest at,
Clonard, ".1 wil mark thenm and make iL
ahot for thent on the highways and the
hyways and at he communion rails, and
I wilI pat, fire Lo their heels and toes."
Ve do not posses all the renainder of

the reaa.rks fron which the above was
Laken, bu t we are positive that no Catio-
lic priest ever used these expressions
exactly as conveyed in that article. The
fact of Mr. Justice O'Brien being a
Catlholic by no means changes the fact
that lie is a nominee of a Tory govern-
ment and the paid servant of the most
bitter Unionists. We are surprised at
the Gazette's article, and we can only
explain it by supposing that the writer
got his hand into a bag of nuts, hle tried
to crack the softeat, but found the kernel
rotten !

Monsignor Fabre bas ordained the fol-
lowing reverend gentleman: Tonsure-
Arthur Desautels. Sub-deaiconate-Pla-
cide Desrosiers, Hormisdas.Férron, S.J.,
and Brother Angele Maria, of the Order
of Minors. Deaconate-Alexandre Per-
run. Later Messas. Placide Desrosiers
and Hormisdas Ferron, S.J., were elevat-
ed to the deconate, and Rev, Alexander
Perron Lu the priethood.

THE HUMAN SOUL.

In the London Tablel, of February 11,
appeared a letter signedI "A. D.," in
which the writer aska a sonewbat
ticklish question with regard to the
Origin of the Human Soul. The letter
has called forth a reply, from a Rev.
Father David, O.S.F., in the Tablet of
February 18; both are quite short. We
will reproduce sufilcient of the first one
to indicate the point at issue, and all
that is necessary of the second one t
give the principal argument in explana-
tion or reply. We may as well state, at
the outset, that the author of the ja rat
letter merely asks his question for the
purpose of receiving opinions aud in-
formation as to the teaching of theolo-
gians; that with the writer of the second
letter we do nut entirely agree on one
point and we do nut consider his expla-
nations as sufficiently ample; and that
whatsoever we express upon thiis subject
comes fron the editur of this paper and
from noperson else. Thelaststatenent
is made in order tiat the whole respon-
sibility of our reasoning may rest upon
eur own shoulders: if there is any ment
in our articles, it is all ours; if there are
errors, of fact or logic, they belong t
ourselves: our editonials are uninspired
and unaided from any outside source.
This nay seem an unnecessary state-
ment, but having had several of our
editorials attributed t certain reverend
and learned gentlemen of this city, we
desire toemphatically state that no
person other thau the editor, either
directly or indirectly, las ever penned
or dictated an editorial line for this
paper since January 1892. After su
much preface, recenond a nos mioutons !

The firet letter contains the following:
"If the soul ho an entity external t the
body in its origin, and created by God
now, at any given moment, can we think
it possible that God brings it into being
in a state of enmity with Himself? If
it be a separate entity infused at agiven
timo into the embryonic body, having
no connection with the soutl of Adam,
how shall we account for the transmis-
sion to it of the taint of original sin, a
taint due to the united action of Adam's
soul and body? As I cannot conceive it
possible that God created souls in a
state of sin, aud as I believe that this
state of sin is a real one, I am inclined
to say that as we derive ouar bodies from
Adam, su in some nysterions mamer
the human scul is eolved from genera-
tion, and is net, as it were, fashioned by
God for each given body, when the
necessary degree of development lias
been attained by the latetr. Unless,
therefore, we believe that God created
souls in a condition of sin to fit eaci
individual body-or at least created
them in a state outside His favour, I
feel disposed to think that the soul of
man is derived, together with his body,
from his firat ancestor." * * * * *

Su much for the first letter: now let
us turn to Father David's opinion.
"* * * * * * * Leaving aside

material traducianism and other gro-
tesque theories of a materialistic ten-
dency, it is nut allowablo te any loyal
Catholic to hold spiritual traducianisn
or generationism. Though it lias net
been formally defined by the Clhuîrch
that, the soul of eaci human being is im-
mediately created and infused by God, it
is nut an open question. It, is, to say.he
least, an absolutely certain theological
conclusion, unmistakably conveyed to
us on various occasions, notably in the
case of Frohschammer, by the authority
of the Church. It i not allowable to
put forward any kindoftspirituailgelnora-
tionism, even as probable. As t the
teaching of the Church concerning the
nature anad prbpagation ut original sin,

it does not require or even favour any
theory of tLiis kind." After speaking of
our theologians not. agreeing a to the
deterioration of the e uadutr gifts having
been brought about by original sin, as
such, Father David closes by aaying,
"there is not the ahadow of a shade of
necessity, fituess, congruity, or reason-
ableness arising from the teachings of
the Church concerning original sin de-
manding any forn of spiritual genera-
tionism."

To put mattera in a nutshell we will
repeat in our own words the question
propounded by the writer " A. 1)."
" How can you' accoutnt for original sin
in a soul created pure by God, and nit

ev.uved from the souml of Adam?" The
difliculty seems tho b to show how( God

couild create a sota lin ennity withL iima-
self; or if He did not so creat e it so, how

it becane attected by original sin; was

it froma Adanm? lia reply to this appar-
enty puzzling question, Father David
states that altlhough " not formially le-
tined by the Ciutrci that the soul of

each human heinmg is imminuediately
created and infused by GA, it is not ant
olpea question." To this we feel obliged

to rartly dtmur. He then t stites

thaitthe teachinig of the Chuirch on

the subject does not require or evenm

favour any theory of the evolutionary
kind. He tell is it i heretical to hould
that «od could not create man as le is
born at present; also that the essenco ef

original sin is the privation of the gifis
which God was not bound to hestow
upon man. Ail this we do not think
sufficient. In undertaking Lo reply to

such a question, or rather soive uch a

problem, wo should have thouigit the
writer would have given us sonething
more tangible and more conplete.

In the ltrt place, we cannot agree
with the statement that whitat has iot
been defined by the Church is not an
opren question. There is a very elemcen-
tary axioi that ail theologians are suip-
posed to have Icarned-"in dubitas
lihertas," in all questions whiere doumibt
exists there id liberty of belief: even
the maost reasonable of dogma, the
Immaaaaaculate Conception, the Infallibility
and others, while yet unaadetiaaed aas such,
were opra questions. Even the initred
leads of the hierarchy were raîiecd
against the pronmulgation of i any unde-
hined dogma, but the monaent they were
proclaimed ex cutheira bthe opponents

of these articles of faith were the lrst
to bow before the decision of tle (liiirch.
Althouagh We agrce with Feather David
as to the fact of Lle imniediate creation
and infusion of the sual by God, being a
certain Lhelogical conclusion, as far as
authorities go ; yet as long as it i not
"formailly dehniaed," iwe tiink that it is
a virtually open question-or else the

principle above quoted is tauaght iin vain
by our theologians.

Coning to the second part of bis re-
ply, Father David ierely asserts that •

the teaching of the Church is contrary
to all theory of spiritual evolution fromi

Adam, and to original sin denmanding
any fori of spiritual generationaism ;

but ho does not give any reason why the

Church so teaches. Suppose " A. D."
were an infidel wio wont accept the

Church's teaching, we will try to cou-
vince hirn that God des not create the

soul in a state of enmity to Hiiself,
and that original sin is not transmitted
by spiritual generationism ? God gave
Adam a nature that the Almighty was
no more obliged to give Him lthan He
was to create hinm. He gave Adnm
supernatural and preternatu rai giftLs to
which Adam lad nu riglht. By original
sin nan lst the supaernaturai graue, but
God left him the means (through the
sacraments) of regaining it. Baptism
ina the case uf original sin ; Penance ina


