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WirH the deepest feelings of regret we
esnounce that Right Rev, Mgr. Bruyere,
Viesr General aud administrator of the
Diccese of Lmocn, is, at the present writ
fug, very seriously fll. Oar readers will,
we kuow, j/in us in fervent prayers to
our divive Lord that this most nseful life
fn the service of bis Master may yet be
prelonged for rome time.

THE CASE OF MR. WILFRED
BLUNT,

The Most Hooorable the Marquis of
Ripon, the Rigat Honorable Jumes
Btantield, M P, the Right Hunorable J
@. Bbaw Lefevre, M, P, and W. J,
Evelyn, Exq, M P., have formed them:
selves into a committee for the purpose
of conducting whe legal defence of Mr.
Wilfred Blunt, Mr. Secretary Balfour's
first Eoglish victum under the tyrannical
Gocrcion Act. They advertise in she
Lovdon Darly News fcr subscriptions to
the ‘Defence Fund,” to be sent to the
Hon. Secretaries of the Home Rule
Union, Westminster, They state that
8 legal opinion has been given by four
eminent lawyers that Mr. Blunt’s action
ssserting the right of public meeting at
Woodford was legal, not only by com-
mon law, but even under the Crimes
Aot, and that the conviction ought to be
set aside on the appeal. It is therefore
their intention to institute a series of

* sctions agaiost all who are responeibl

and there could be no danger of disorder,
oxoept such as Mr. Balfour’s police
would csuse by interrupting the meet-
ing, and bludgeoniog the assembled
multitude. There could be no orime or
disorder unless Me. Balfour himeelf
would create it through his oficials,

The meeting did not even interfere
with public teaflic, for it was held on
private property. It should, therefore,
bave been just as free from interference
aa if it were beld by Mr, Blunt in bisown
gerden, He therefore went to the plat-
form acoompanied by bis wife, Lady Ann
Blunt, Mr. Rowlands, M. P,, Mrs. Row.
lands, an Anglican clergyman, and some
other friends, Hereupon the police
stepped 1n and ordered the meeting to
disperse. Mr. Blunt was seised and
koocked down, and Lady Blunt was also
maltreated. The police did not intend
to arrest Mr. Blunt, but he challenged
them to do so, and goaded by the chal-
lenge they did so and brought him to
Lougbrea.

It was for attending this meeting that
Mr. Blunt was s2ntenced to two mouths’
imprisonment, Onappeal, the sentence
was sustained, but after some of the
most extraordinary proceedings that
bave ever disgraced a law court in mod-
ern times, The prosecuting Attorney,
1t would seem, was conscious that the
Government had exoeeded their powers
in proclaiming the meeting as unlawful,
and actually, on the appeal, only suc-
oceeded in austaining their case by getting
the partisan judge to regard the meeting
ot the 23rd October as a continuation of
a meeting held on 16th of the same
month, ‘I'he meeting of the 16ih Octo
ber was a National League meeting, and
it was only by connectiag the meeting
of the 23rd with it that Mr. Henn, the
Recorder of Galway, could find Mr. Blunt
guilty of defiance of the law, Nearly
the whole ct his speech in deliver.
ing judgment is taken up with the
evidence that the meeting of {the 16th
was an unlawful and insurrectionary (1)
assemblage, and the evidence of this was
that Mr. Wm, O'Brien had burned, then,
the proclamation which pronounced
that meeting unlawful. Mr. Hepon
thus concluded his speech, remarkable
for its manner of interpreting the law,
even in Ireland, where the law is admin-

for suppressing the meeting. For this
purpose, they state, “funds are urgently
meeded ”

The four lawyers whose names are
given are Sir Coarles Russell, Q. C., M
P, and Messrs. H, T. Ried, Q C., M. P,
H H. Acquith, M. P, and W. 8. Robeon,

Toe bigh admiuistrative positions
which bave been held by the
members of the Committee, the
oharacter which they all bear as
noble and gencrous minded men, and
sheir undoubted ability, all combine in
sssuring us that what they deliberately
underiake is no wiid project without
hope of success The eminence of the

1 whose op they have taken
leads to the rational conclusion that
even with the powers conlerred by an
Act which muakes the Irish Secretary as
abeolute as the Shah of Persia, he has
overstepped the bounds by his arbitrary
eonduct in the case of Mr, Blunt,

When the Crimes Aot was passed, the
@overnment expressly gave the assur.
anoe that it wouid be used only for the
purpose of repressing crime more eftect-
Unlly. It was not to be used for the
©rention of new crimes : still less for the
purpose of preventing political discus.
#ion. If this promise had not been given,
it is probable that even the subservient
majonty which supports the Government
would not have given the enormous
powers granted in the atrocious Act,
However, once these powers were
ablalued, thy G wwernment began o use
them for the purpose of repreesing free
specch, aud of inciting the people to
Tesistance 8o as to create crimes, and
thus sfford the excuse for using their
Powers more arbitrarily than ever,

The meeting which Mi!Blunt attended,
and jor which he was ntenced,
was held on 23rd October, ¥887. It
was to be held under the auspioes of the
Eoglish Home Rule Union, and to be
addressed by Eaglishmen exclusively.
The obj-ot of the meeting was to protest
agairiet the iniquitous prooeedings of the
Murquis of Cuunricarde, who, in his
ipsstisble greed was bringing ruin and
desolation on his tenants ocoupying a
large tract of country, Even Sir Michael
Hicke-Beach and Chief Baronm Palles
sckuowledged his tyranny to be inexous.
able, and it was in praiseworthy sym.
Ppatby with the oppressed tenantry that

,&Lr. Biunt iitended to address the
meeting  Eveo the Crimes Act did not
_mauke such & meeting unlawful ; but if it
had done 8o, E' glishmen whose aucestors
fought the baitle of popular rights on
the plaine 0! Runnymedeare not willing
to yicld them easily: nor ought they,
or liishwen either, todoso, Mr, Blunt,
thercfore, resolved to test the question
of this night of meeting.  Mr, Balfour
proclaimed the meeting under the
Crimes Act, on pretence that it would
{-a¢ to aisorder and crime, There was
really Do davger of this. People who

istered neither in accord with ite
spirit or letter, but according to the will
of Dublin Castle:

“Mr Blunt left the meeting of the
16'h—himself a law breaker—the friend
of law breakers, an active participator
in their evil deeds. Such he was when
he left the midnight meeting of Wood.
ford— such he was when he stood on the
platform on the morning of the 23rd.
1 cannot eay of such a man that he had
not what the magistrates deolared he
had, deliberate and premeditated inten-
tion of defying and resisting the law,
snd therefore, with pain, with the
deepest paio, [ am consirained to con
firm the sentence which they have pro
nounced,”

It is no wonder that “‘murmurs of
astonishment were heard through the
oourt when the judge had concluded.”
Still when it is considered what class ot
men are appointed to the bench fn
Ireland, the wonder ceases. The Mar
quis of Ripon and the gentlemen who
are with bim on the Committee have
certainly a good case for punishing all
who are responsible for Mr, Blunt's
persecution; but it the case must be
finally settled by such judges as Mr.
Henn, there is not much likelihood of
justice being obtained.

However, Mr. Balfour Las in this case
made a serious mistake whioh he un-
doubtedly feels keenly mow. If Mr.
Bluot had been an Irish patriot, he
might have relied with some security on
the apathy of the Eaglish public in vindi-
cating free speech for his prisoner. But
Mr. Blunt is an Fnglishman highly
respected in his own country. The
attack made upon him in violation of
free speech will be resented by his
counti;zien, who cannot but regard it
as an attack made upon their own liber.
ties; and they will undoubtedly make
their resentment felt both inside and
outside the walls of the Parliament
House, Hence there is little doubt
that were it not for the humiliation of
backing down, Mr. Balfour would have

been very glad to have let Mr, Blunt’s
appeal prove successful,

POLITICS IN THE PULPIT,

e

The Rev. Dr, Sutherland eaid, while
preaching in the Queen’s Avenue Metho.
dist Caurch in this city on Sunday, 220d
ult,, that it was a slgnificant statement,
but he would make it, knowing full well
the responaibility he assumed in doing
80, that the next twenty years will decide
whether this Dominlon is to be ruled
from @itawa or from Rome, In fact, he
was not sure bat that it is even now
ruled more from Rome than from Ottawa,”
While the “sermon” was being delivered
& member of the Dominlon Cibinet was
present in the Church, and heard the
statement, which, of course, gave rise to
conslderable discussion among the congre-
gation, the generally expressed conviotion
being that the Rev. Dr, must have a “hee
in bis bonuet.”

It 1s remarkable that the doctor has
been in the past and fs yot a resolute
supporter of the Conservative ministry
which he now virtually accuses of being
sold to Rome., His absurd accusatione,

are sll of one mind are not apt to fight
90k other for expressing their opinions,
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therefore, come from him with a pecu.

-BBLIGIOUS BEDUOATION,

¥he Toronto Ministerial Amoclation
met on Monday, the 16°h ult,, with the
President Rev. D, J, Micdonnell fa the
chalr, The ohief suhjsct under dlscassion
was “The Bible in the schools,” The
persistence with whish this suhject bas
been brought up by the various bodies of
Protestant clergy, especially daring the
past two years, s an evidence of the
strong diseatisfaction which exists among
them at the present system which does
not make religlon compulsory in the
school room. We have before now called
attention to the earnest language used by
many emoni them while treating
on this sutjsct; and judgiog by the un.
spimity with which the various speakers
urged religlous teachiog, and especially
the introduction eof the Bible into the
school room, It would seem to be their
{atention to persevere in agitating this
question.

Rev. John Burton read a paper in
which he eutered a “decided protest
ageinet the system of Separate Schools.”
He continued: “The State has no right
to acknowledge religions caste, tbus legal-
izlog division and perpetuating alienation.
Therefore [ must be pardoned for refus-
ing to speak of Protestant Schools. Ouar
Publiec Schools belong to the public, not
to a majrity, nor to the sects; and we
cannot care one evil by creating another;
therefore, bulld up our Public Schools.
As & Christian, I would fullow unbesitat.
fngly Christ’s teachings, let ecclesinsticism
snd politics say what they will.”

Further on he adds :

“Then let Jesue, as teacher, facile prin-
ceps, speak to our children of God and
truth. The Chrinhnit.{l He taught is the
Christianity we need ; that of Nice, Gen.
evs, Cinterbury, Trent, may be left to the
sects.”

As the consequence of these views he
declares that “we only need to unite upon
s text book of ethics based upon Carie-
tisnity as thus defioed, which ought not
to be an impossible task to OChristian
teashers of good-will. Of course the
bible must form the basis ; there is no
other source; besides we should gain noth
ing by substituting the Vedas, and for us
the Christ of history is & more important
fact tham the shadowy ‘Light of Asla.’”

These passages constitute the cream of
Me. Burton’s paper. This gentleman’s
views are widely distant from the intoles-
ant and sggressive positions which were
taken by many of the mlnisters present,
if we are to jadge from the synoptical
reports of the discussion which appeared
in the Toronto journale; and we recoguize
In his statement some desire to deal fairly
by ali: nevertheless his views cannot pre-
vail with us, and their adoption towarde
Catholics would be a grievous wrong.

As Citholics we agree so far with what
Rev. Mc. Burton says, that the schools
should teach Christiaui'y as Christ taught
it. When he infers that ethics only,
and not dogms, must be taught, we
must part company with him, As far as
Protestants are concerned, weare quite
willing to let them agree to teach what-
ever system of Christianity they please,
to their own children, without interfere
ence from us, but we cannot allow such a
system to be tanght to Catholic children,
The only Caristianity which Catholics are
willing to have incalcated on their chil.
dren is & Christianity which teaches both
ethics and doctrine, and we maintain that
such {s the Chrlstianity of Christ. OQur
convictions are settled in this matter, and
as we do not wish to interfere with the
character of the Christianity whish Pro-
testants agrea to impart to their children,
we must be equally free to teach, with.
out Interference from Protestants, the
Christianity we belleve in. From
our point of view the Chrlstianity
which Rev. Mr. Barton proposes to
teach, is of a very low type. little bet
ter than the system of the Vedas, or of
the Agnostics, He himself seems to be of
this opinion, even, from the very apolo-
getic maouner in which he makes the com
parison between Christianity and “the
Light of Asia.”

Our position is thls, The parents, not
the state, must settle the character of the
religlous tralning to be given to their
children. The State may very properly
facilitate the way for the parents in im.
parting such education. It may insist
upen s proper standard of secular training,
but it has no right to dictate to us the
character of the religlous training to be
imparted. Itseemsto ne that Mr. Burton
himself acknowledges this when he says:
“Ouar public scheols belong to the public,
not to a majority, or to the sects.”

It is only in Catholic schools that we
Catholics can carry out our views respect-
ing religlous instruction. We are, there-
fore, in earnest about having schools
which are truly Citholic, Is it just, then,
that we should be constantly threatened
with the abolition of Catholic Schools?
But the threats wili not avail. Catholic
schools we muet and will bave. Ouar
earnestness on this point may be seen in
the course of Catholics of the United
States, who though compelled by the law
to educate Protestant children, educate
their own children also, but at their own
expente. We maintaln that the Siate
does not act honestly fn this; and Ontazio
would not act honestly in Imitating the

llazly 11l grace,
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the Catholis of Quebes, in this, have
dealt falrly with the Protestant minonity.
Let the Protestent msjrity in Outario
deal with us with egual fairness,

Further, the Catbolic Separate Sshools
cannot be abolished witbout resonstruct-
fng the Confederation Act. If this Aot is
to be recon<idered, the Ontarlo Protest-
ants might bear in mind that the position
of the On'aclo Oatholios csnnot be assailed
without placlog the Protestants of Quebec
io & position equally precarions with our
own, They csupot pomsibly briog us to
their feet, without at the same time bring
ing the Qaebes Protestants to the feet of
the Cathulic majority in that Province,
Do they wish to do this for the meresake
of having it in their power to tyranuize
over the Catholic minority here?

We bave too bigh an opinion of the
Protestant msjority in Oatarlo, to suppose
that they would wish either to inflict on
their Citbolic fellow-citizens the fujustice
with which some are constantly ‘menac:
iog us, or to deprive their brethren of
Qaebec of the guarantees they evjoy for
the religious educatton of thelr children,
Be {¢t not forgotien :

The Separate School systems of Ontario
and Qaebec 8TAND OR FALL TOGETHER.

We leave for future consideration the
more aggremive auti-Catholic views
which were ventilated at the minis-
terlal meeting. Before consluding, how-
over, we must protest against Rev. Mr.
B rton’s statement that Catholic teaching
begets alienation, or even division, if
meant in the sense of dissension or un-
charitableness. The teaching of the
Catholic Catechism is that we must love
our neighbor as ourselves : love even our
enemict; and the term “our nelghbor” i
expressly declared to include “mankind
of every description . . . . even
those who injure us, or differ from us in
religlon,”

CRIME IN IRELAND,

Judge Waters, whose juriediction ex.
tends over Waterford and the two ad-
iiniog Countles of Cavan and Leitrim,
remarked at the last asnizes in Waterford,
beld on the 31d inst.,, that the area over
which he presided has a population of
332,616, in which the number of com.
mittale was 114, most of which were for
very trivial offences. This is one com-
mittal in a population of 2918, In Eng-
land and Wales the number of committals
wag, according to the latest statistics,
18,866, which gives one committal to 1911
persons, while in Scotland there were
2535 committals, or one to 1473 persons.

His Lordship stated that he had
‘‘specially procured the last published
statistics in all the above, parts of the
United Kingdom, for the purpose of
comparing the crime in this representative
area of lreland with that of Eogland and
Scotlaud.”  He points out that the
crime of the three counties of Ireland
above mentioned shows only 63 per cent.
of the amount in Eogland and Wales,
and 50 per cent. of the amount in Scot-
land,

For the City and County of Waterford
there was no bill whatever to go before
the grand jury, and the jadge eaid:

“I have exemined the record of the
past year, and I am glad to be able to tell
you that the acccunt of the crimes of the
County and City of Waterford investi
gated in this court during the year 1887
18 very light, indeed I may say ineiguifi-
cant. It conelets altogether of fifteen
cases, Theee are made up of five cases of
larceny, six of assault, two of embezsle.
ment, one of arson, and one of attempted
burglary.”

In the county of Kerry the calendar
was lighter atill : There were no criminal
cases whatever, and judge ;Curran wes
presented with & pair of white gloves,
according to ueage. There was one equity
case of no publle importancs. Tha sther
business consisted of two hundred and
forty-nine civil bills and one hundred and
nineteen ejectments,

Such are the counties of Ireland which
have been proclaimed under the iniquit.
ous “Crimes Act” which the Salisbury
government declared to be necessary for
the euppression of crime. Every one is
aware that the pretence was hypocritical,
but facts like these proclaim its utter
inlquity, The crime is sll on the part of
the Government, which permits, nay pro-
tecte and anthorizes the wholesale evic.
tions which are to take place in this
peaceful and crimeless district,

It is sometimes pretended, by those
who wish to account for the apparently
peaceful state of Ireland by any explana-
tion but the right one, that the Irish
juries will not convict criminals, even on
the clearest evidence, and that therefore
the number of committals is no test for
the actual amount of crime. This pretext
is entirely taken away by Judge Waters,
who saye, preclsely in answer to this
assertion :

“I find that the rate of convietions in
England and Scotland is nearly the same,
seventy seven per cent. of the commit.
tals, and stravge to say, the rate of con.
victions in Waterford is almoat identical,
differing only by an inconmsiderable
decimal; in Leitrim the rate of convie
tions is eighty-two per cent.; and in
Cavan, where I hgve mixed juries, where
Catholies and Orangemen meet in the
jury-box, the rate is only fifty seven per
cent,y and not a eingle case occurred in

United Staten, Al are well aware that

On the facts as he states them His

but any one may see the grom injustice
fuflicted upon the country under falie
pretences, and upheld by the brazen
falsehoods of the Cabinet and thelr sup-
porters. The Cuerclon Act was not
passed to suppress crime, Mc, Glallstone
said well at Dover:

“It was not directed against crime. It
bad for ite aim and purpose—and it is
now working out thet aim snd purpose—
the narrowingand .bd'dl‘um and the tak -
fog away of the rights of the ILiish
people.”

Its alm was to goad them to the com.
mission of crlme that there might be
some excuse for repressing them with the
bludgeon and the bayonet.

EPIS00PAUY AND CHRISTIAN
UNION.

The Rev. Dr. Neely has an article in
the Methodist Review on the Union of
the various Protestant sects, He states
that every Protestant cburch is willing
to recognizse the Protestant Episcopal
Cburch and the Church of England as
“true Churches,”” and he asks if the
sentiment be reciprocated, “Why does
not the recognition and union exist as
sn accomplished fact” between all these
bodies? “Why does not the mutual
recognition take place at once without
any further waste of time 1” He aeserts
that the fault does not lie on the side
of the *‘other communions,” for in every
case or almost every case, they will ac.
cept Protestant Episcopal ministers on
their ministerial standing in that body,
and their members on their good stand
ing in that communion; but there is no
reciprocity on the other side,” He
adds:

“The Protestant Episcopal Church
practically denies the ministerial stand.
ing of the minister who comes to it from
another Protestant Courch, and practi.
cally denies the church membership of
the Christian who comes to it from an-
other Protestant Caurch, for it insists
upon re.ordsining the minister, and
upon confirming the member. This is
the situation. One side recognizes the
other, the other side does not recognize
it. All that is needed, then, is for the
one that holds aloof to make a similar
recognition,”

The difficulty which is raised by the
church of England and the Episcopal
church of the United States is this ; the
bishops of these churches have declared
that “the historic episcopate, locally
adapted in the methods of its adminis.
tration to the varying needs of the
nations and people called of God into
the unity of the Church” ia “essential to
the restoration of umity among the
dividled branches of Ohristendom,”
Hence the Rev, Mr, Neely infers that
the claims of the Episcopal churches are
too high to be conceded by the other
churches. They could not do so with.
out sacrifice of their self respect. He
says that practically they say : “We are
the church and have the true ministry,
and the other communions are not
churches and have nota valid ministry,”

Rev. Mr, Neely claims, of course, that
Episcopal ordination is not necessary for
the Caristian ministry. As a matter of
fact, he says “most of these denomina.
tions, at their start, received their ordin.
ation from bishops, or from those who
bad received episcopal ordination, and
they were no better or worse for that,”

Some have proposed that in order to
get rid of this obstacle in the way of
union, all the ministers of other Protes-
tant bodies should come to the Protes.
tant Episcopal bishops for ordination,
Mr. Neely points out that even if they
did this, and retained their present
forms of church Government, their Pres.
byterial and Congregations! polities they
would still be in the same difficulty, as
there would be no bishops among them
to continue the succession, Must they
then adopt also episcopal government,
with bishops consecrated by bishops of
the Caurch of England, or of the Pro.
testant Episcopal Church? To do this
would be to confess that hitherto “they
had not a true ministry and were not
true Churches.” To ask for ordination at
all from these bishops would be an
acknowledgment “that they were with.
out valid orders.” A concession “which
these Churches are not likely to make
without casting a painful reflection upon
a record which in many instances is most
glorious,”

Hence the only way which Rev, Mr.
Neely cansee for a union to be brought
about between these various Churches,
is for the Church of Fngland to give up
her claim to an exclusively valid ministry,
That is to say, as the other Churches are
ready to recognise the clergy and bishops
of the Ghurch of England, as clergymen
and bishops, so the Church of England
should recognise the ministry of the
Presbyterians, Methodists, Congregation-
alists, eto,, as valid.

In all this there is much that would
be ludicrous, were it not on so serious a
subject as the essential constitution of
Christ’s Church, It is & matter of sur.
prise to thoughtful minds how persons
professing to be the representatives of
Christ’s Church on earth, and acoredited

tl::‘tuool'n‘nty of & jury not sgrecing to a | ambassadors of Christ, can speak serious- | Ire)
verdiat,

e e

ly of giving up, or compromising, even

for the sake of peace, what Hoe has estab.

Lordship declines to make any comment, | lisbed

In tiunm of the English Chureh,
the Convocation of 1603 deolared :

“It is & wicked error to say that amy
of the Thlr:ly nine Articles are in any
part supers
sud whoever shall sfirm that such as
refuse to subcoribe to the established
manner of worship may truly take te
themselves the name of another Courch,
ogainst all those the Bacred Synod pre-
Dnounces excommunioation,”

Among the forms whioh, under this
severe penally, it is presoribed to admit,
we fiad the following :

“It is evident unto all men diligently
reading the Holy Soripture and anciemt
sutbors, that from the Aposties’ time
there have been these Orders of Minis-
ters in Carist's Cburoh; Bishops, Priests,
avd Deacons, Which offices were ever-
more hed in such reverend estimation
that Do man might presume Y0 execate
any of them exeeﬁn P 4

ublio prayer with Imposition of hands
Eo were approved and admitted there-
unto by lawiulauthority . ., , . and
Do man shull be accounted or takem to
be a lawtul Bishop, Pricst, or Deavon im
tt.e United Gourch of Eugland ard Ire.
land, or suffered to execute any of the
said functions, except he be called,
tried, examined, and admitted thepe-
unto, socording to the form hereatter
following, or hath bad formerly Episce-
pal Consecration or ordination,”

Even the Presbyterian Cateshiom
teaches that the Sacraments are to be
administered, and the word of God to be
preached only by the “ministry duly
approved and ealled to that office,” and
that it is a duty arising out of the Second
Commandment to “keep pure and entire
the ministry and maiutenance thereof.”

The Episcopacy s therefore of vital
importance to the Caurch. That the
Courch of England has always beld it se
is evident, not only from her own practice
but from the testimony of the “anclemt
Authora”, that is, the Fathers of the
Church to whom appeal is made in the
above extract from the form of ordina-
tion, As, therefore, Dr. Neely eays that
if Methodist, Presbyterian, and Congrega-
tionalist ministers would by accepting
episcopal ordination, acknowledge that
they have not bad a valid mivistry in
their Churches, 20 the Church of England
by sgreeing to & union with these denom-
inations, without their adoption of the
Episcopacy, would acknowledge that she
bas taught falsely & vital doctrive of
Christianity, The very fact of these
various denominations usiting into ome
body, whether they all adopt one form ef
Chburch government, be it Presbyterial or
E . iscopal, or agree to tolerate in the
United Church the varions forms of Gov-
ernment now in vogue, would be am
acknowledgment that they bave hitherto
beer in error regarding the cssential
constitution of the Church. It would
be tantamount to a declaration
that the trae dcctrine of Christ had dis-
appeared from the world, notwithetanding
His promise to remain with His Apostles
to the end of the world while they were
fulfillig the mission he gave them to
“teach all nations.” 8t. Matt, xxviii.

Not only on this poiut, bat on other
matters of doctrine of equal importance
there are divers teachings in these various
Caurches. Should the Union take place,
it would be an admiseion that these doe-
trines which they have so pertinaciously
held as part of the deposit of faith com-
mitted by Christ to His Apostles to be
taught to all nations, are but the invea-
tions of men, which men are free either to
acoept orrepudiate as expediency dictates.

When the Esstern Charch in the 13th
century reunited with the Cathells
Chburch, it was on no such terms as these
which are proposed as the basia of uniom
among the Protestant cects of to-day. The
Orientals accepted the teaching of the
Catholic Church without reserve, and at
the Council of Florence slgaed the decres
which declared the essential unity of the
Caunrch, under the SBupremacy of the
Pope. Itisouly on such terms that the
trae Church of Curist could possibly se-
cept unfon. If the union of the various
Pcotestant denominations be brought
about at all, it can only be by viriually

admitiing that the Protestantism of the
past has been a huge fraud.

IRISH SENTIMENT.,

A resolution passed by the Drumkeeran
branch of the Natlonal League, County
Leltrim, will serve as another comment-
ary on the statement of the Mail's Lon-
don correspondent, that the “rank amd
file of the Parnellite party” entertain ‘s
drong fesling of gratification that an Eng-
lishman,” namely, Mr, Blunt,“should have
been sent to an Irish jail,”

Drumkeeran branch met on the Stk
uit, Rev. Father Keany presiding, It
Was unamimously agreed,

“That at this, our firet meeting of the
New Year, the best 1eply to Balfour and
Co. 1s to repeat our candid appreciation
ol his sincere and valiant prisoner, Mr.
William O'Brien, on his approaching
releass, and that as; aimark of that ex-
pression of feeling our houses and hill-
oides shall be flluminated on that
occeslon: also that we heartily sym-

athize with Mr, Blunt and Lady Anne

lunt for the cruel sentence passed on a
gentleman of sugh dietinguished qualities,
for merely trying to sesure the right of
free speech in Ireland, as in Eogland,
knowlnf a8 we do that his incarceration
will only rivet the bonds of friendshi
atill m:.E'. closely between Englndu‘

au
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tious or erroneous, , ., . e political prisoners,”
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meotings in Ireland during the week, nine
resolutions quite similar to the
‘ghove, expremly nsming Mr. and Lady
Blast, snd otbers included them in the
expression of eympatby with
Mr. Wm.
\@Beien was expremly named in the
smelutiona at only two of these meetings
Phese facts spesk for themeelves, as to
the relinbility and veracity of the Mail's
pdent.
.l':::h- in Eogland, composed chitfly
of Irishmen, show a record precisely +im
flar. [Eighty.elght branches pacsed
twenty nine resolutions of sympathy,
ssmiog Mr.and Lady Blunt, snd threegen-
enal resolutions, Mr O'Brien was named by
ghree, and other Irish patriots by five
branches.

FATHER BRENNAN'S SILVER
JUBILEE,

We learn from the Picton Times of Jan.
AFth, that the past week was one of un
waal interest in that town.  Speclal ser-
viess commemorative of the twenty fifth
eaniversary of the Rev. Father Brennan's
sdvent to the priesthood were held on
Wedneeday, in St QGregory’s church.
Very Rev. Vicar-General Farrelly, of
Belleville, presided, and delivered & most
eloquent address, which commanded the
admiration of the large congregation,
All the clergymen of the dio
o880 Were present, Rev, Fatber
Beennan was presented with a bhighly
eomplimentary address, together with a
chalice valued at $200, from the congre
gation ; this was followed by an appro-
priate address and presentation from the
altar boys. In the evening the pupils of
the Beparate School, in presence of a large
assemblage of parents and friends, also
presided over by the Vicar General, pre-
sented the Rev, Father with a most
afectionate address. The whole proceed-
ings were of the most pleasing and inter-

psting character.

The Caraoric RECORD sends its warm-

t eongratulations to the good pastor of
[Picton, and hopes he will be spared to

lebrate at least his golden jabilee in the |
midst of his devoted fl ck. \

OHECK T0O LORD LANSDOWNE.

Lord Lansdowne has obtained another
tch of ejectment writs against his ten.
ts on the Barrow house estate near
Athy, Mr. Valentine Kilbride has been
pgaged as solicitor on bebalf of the ten.
mts to dispute the actions.
On Wednesday, 11th ult,, the case of
helan ve, Lansdowne and others was
rought up in the Exchequer Division
ofore the Lord Chief Baron, Mr. Baron
owse, and Mr. Justice Andrews. This
ction was brought by Mr. Edward
i helan, a blackemith, against the High
herift of Queen’s County, Lord Lans
pwne, and an Emergency man named
Hutchens, for damages for trespass, Mr.
helan having been illegally dis-
ssessed of his forge during the Lugga-
‘gurran evictions, By consent the
Blaintiff accepted £70 damages and full
Date.

BALFOUR'S POLICY OF MURDER.

Notwithstanding Mer. Baltour’s contra
etion of Mr, Blunt’s charge of deliber.
p intention to murder by ill treatment
tionalist members of weak health, for
e crime of discussing the political sit-
tion, every day makes it more clear
at such is his purpose. Mr. Blunt has
pen kept in a cell without fire and bas
pen suffering from rheumatism for
any days. Mr. Cox is in a cell reeking
om moisture, the window of which has
ptually rotted from the effects of the
ap, and as ail are aware Mc O'Brien’s
palth has been shattered by the iil.
patment to which he was subjected.
his is the kind of Government of Ire.
nd for which Irisbmen are expected
be grateful to their Eoglish rulers,

b
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‘% MORE RESULTS OF COEROION,

4 The prison doctor states that Mr. Lane
N P., is subject to delusions, owing t
reh treatment and fesufficient food i
on. Thus is the Eaglish Bomba’
. gPlicy of torture and murder being gradu
My developed. The case has made a dee
§ pression on the public mind, and wil
thout doubt be made a aubjsect of par.
Bmentary investigation. Meanwhile
peording to 8ir Chas. Dilke, writing i
e Fortnightly Review, defects In the milit
J, system have become so glaring as t:
{be abeolutely alarming. The army i
deficient in field artillery and horses, th
officers insufficiently trained,the volanteer
are bad shots, and altogether, officers an:
men are imperfectly instructed in th
tactics of war. The Government hav
{$heir hands so full in their fatile effort
{to create crime and repress free speec
4nd the prees in Ireland, that they cannc
+##nd time to keep the army in an efficien
feondition. Probably they imagine ths
' By alienating Irishmen both in the arm;
d at home, they will so increase th
Byalty of the army, and the enthusiaer
r rec:uiting its ranks, that they wi
iclently counterbalance in this way a
olencles that their incompetency wi
| Beget,




