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JRISH NATIONAL MONUMENTS.

Toe report of the Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland for the
Year ending 31st of March, 1876, bas been printed. Wo find under
the head of Nationsl monuments that fifteen most interssting groups
of ruins have been taken possession of by the Board. The list 1nelndes
the Rack of Cashel, the Churches and Round Towers and Crosses of
Devenish, Donoughmore (Tyrone), AMonasterboice, Donaghmore
gMentb), Killale, Killamery, Kilkicran, Kilclespeen, Glendalough, St.

olyfnb’s House, Kells, the Cathedrals of Ardmore ard Avrdfert, and
Ggllerus Chureh.

" The Board has given strict orders to jts officers to earefully preserve
thee ruins, but not in any way to make any attempt at restoration.

‘We miss from the list o preat number of struetures of the first
interest, and especially note the absence of the besutiful monastic
ruins with which Ireland is so rich.

The monuments are a treasure which every Trishman should prize ;
and the following item of news relative to them, which cama by one
of the late mails, is calenlated to afford plonsure :

“At a general meeting of the Royal Irish Academy, the Presi-
dent, Dr. Stokes, delivered an inangural address, in the course of
which, after referring to several of the most interesting papers read
before the Academy during the last ession, he said he sincerely
hoped that Sir John Lubbock’s Ancient Monuments’ Bill would be
passed during the next session of Parliament. No effort should be
srared by Irish members in support of the measnre. e would
strongly urge on the Academy the desirability of recommmending a
uniforn administration and consolidation of funds for the preser-
vation of ancient monuments in Treland, and that the direction and
administration of this work should be left in the hands of the Ivish
Government. He also desired to draw attention to the extremely
defective character of the list of ancient Irish monuments now
before the Chnreh Tewporalities Commissioners, u list which only
specified twenty monuments. Of the one hundred and twenty-five
Round Towers which were noticed as in existenee at the close of
the last century, only seventy-five were now standing. The great
Crosses, which exhibited the most ancient and perfect examples of
sculpture in the country, and a mach larger number of the most
important and ancient churches, could be included in the lst. Dr.
Stokes added that the work of préservation, rather than restora-
tion, already achieved at Cashel and at Ardmore, gave the best
hopes for the cause of this department of archmology.”

What Trishman, at home or abroad, bus will feel grateful to
Dr. Stokes for his enlightened and patriotic efforts to preserve
from destruction the ancient monuments of Ireland? The state-
ment is saddening that “of the one hundred and twenty-five
Kound Towers which were noted as in existence at the close of the
last century, only seventy-five are now standing.,” It will he truly
a shame if, throughk the neglect and carelessness of the present
generation, they are allowed to perish after having for centuries so
nobly resisted the wasting power of Time! The verses of Dennis
Florence McCarthy on “ The Pillar Towers of Irgland ” contain a
mute appeal for their preservation. 4, We may be permitted to cite
the first two stanzas:

The Pillar Towers of Ireland, how wondvously they stand

By the 'akes and rushing sivers, through the valleys of our Land ;

1n mystic file thronghous vhe jsle, they 1ift their heads subume,

Thess gray old pillar temples-~these conguerors of Time !

Beside these gray old pillars how perishing and weak

The Boman's azeh of vriumph, and the temple of the Gresk;

Aud the gold domes of Byrantium ajult tie peinted Gothie apires

All ave goue, one by one, but the temples of our sives, .

We earnestly hope that effective mensures will be taken o

preserve these relics of Ireland’s past greatness. The preservation
of her ancient language and literature will be the surest means of
keeping alive the spirit of nationality, and of transmitting from
generation to generation that love of country for which her children
have been remarkable.— Boston Pilot.’

A WELL DESERVED SENTENCE.

—--H-——
Tae learned and honorable Order of the Jesuits, which has always
preserved the chivalrous spirit of its soldier founder, vindicated
itself from a foul aspersion and a vile calumny 1 Paris towards
afthe close of last weels. About two months 220 an examination was
held at the Sorbonne for admissions to the Polytechnic School, and
in the course of the proceedings it leaked out that some of the
candidates had been informed of the questions to be put to them
and their correct solution. The Radieal journsals, the ¢ Republique
¥rancaise’ (Gamhetta's paper), ‘Les Droits de L’homuwe,” ¢ La,
France,’ the € Tribune,’ the < Peuple,’ and the *Bien Publie,” at
once aceused the Jesuit Fathers of being the delinquents, and
forthwith launched forth info the most viclent tirades against the
Jesuit school in the Rue des Postes and its Superior, Father du
Lae. The Fathers protested their innocence and defended the
credit of their schocl, and the matter excited such indignant
interest on both sides that two Government Commissions were
issued to inquire into it. The evidence taken by the eonnmittee
proved that the disclosures were made in obher edueational
establishments, but the newspapers named abated not & jot
of their violent and libellous language against £e sons ' of
Loyola. ‘I'he homor of his order, the existence of his college, at
length compelled the long-patient Father de Lac to dofend him.
self publicly, so Le summoned the propyietors of the Papers named
before 1the Ninth Chamber of the Polica Correctionelie, and the result
is, thut after hearing the evidence and briedy consulting, the Judges
returned into court with & sentence against the journalists, inflicting
on each a fine of £80 sterling. The sturdy example of the Jesuit
Fathers was followed by the parents of the boys maligned, and a
similar fine was impoeed in each case on this accusation. The liberty
of the Press should be preserved with jealous care, but this is not a

eass in which it was ab stake. It was here the bigoted fury of ¢

partisan that was arraigned for punishment. The calumny against
the Jesuits, like many another, was spread nll over the earth and into
places where, perhaps, the news of its being a vile concoction may
nover penstrate. And thess are the weapons which the godless
teachers of youth would use to undermine the structure of secular
and religious learning built up age after age by the true Church !—

¢ Ulster Examiner, AuEuet B.
THE LABORS OF THE FRANCISCANS FOR ART.

— e Lm——
(From *MacMillan's Magazine,’)

To the Franciscan monks, who exercised a popular influance on
Italian literature before Dante, we must also give the glory of
having, in the basilica of Assisi (dedicatedto the founder of their
order), begun the first and most important change of Italian art,
that of its emancipation from the conventionalities of Greek or
Byzantine artists in church painting. Byzantine chureh paiuting
had its day; excellent specimens of its merits are numerous all
over Italy, more especially at Rome, Ravenma, and Venice. But
its types were no louger suited to an age whose appreciation of
beauty increased with wealth, luxury, and intercourse with other
countries—an age, in fact, which marked the first manhood of the
Ttalian people and the Italian mind. The Byzantine figures breathe
vigor and simplicity, and sometimes & certain majesty of design ;
but the disposition of the groups is extravagant, the details are
incorrect, the outline dry, and mo knowledge of perspective is
evinced. Profusion of gold everywhere, especially in the groand
on which stand forth the figures of the Eedeemer or of the Crea-
tor. On some crucifixes you wonld suppose munmies had been
suspended with feet disjointed, while wounds pour out large riva-
lets of greenish bloed; black, stern madonne, with long, stiff
fingers, round eycs, and rough c¢hild; in general, long figures, val-
gar heads, and want of expression are the characteristics of
Byzantine art. It has imagination withont grace; richness, but
no purity of design; rigidity, but no power; talent, but no genins.
It i, in faet, & style of transition, which seon became one of de-
cline, when, huaving adopted several immutable laws, art was re-
duced to & mere mechanism, which any monk could copy and re-
produce with little trouble or expemse. It is in the basilica of
Assigi that Guido da Siena and Giunta da Pisa emancipated them-
selves by degrees from their Greek mastets. The golden ground
we see first substituted by azure besprinkied with golden stars,
The figures become more animated, the expression more ideal, the
dryness of the outline and grouping is softened, the immobility of
the attitudes gives place to a more natural disposition ; in fact, art
makes the fivst steps in its new life.  Guido da Siena and Giunta
da Pisa ave followed by Bonamico, Parabuvi, Diotiselvi, and by
that Duceio who is placed by some above Cimabue, and finally by
Cimahue and Giotto, who completed the revolution. Among the
many paintings inspired for the new style of art by 1he founder of
the Francisean order, every one who has been in Assisi must have
seen Giotto’s fresco representing the wedding of St. Francis with
Poverty, in her ragged clothes, with a slender figure and thin face,
but still preserving the features of a most beautiful woman, A
dog barks at her, two children throw stones at her, and place thorns
in her path; she, calm, happy, and radiant, atretches out her hand
to St. Franeis. While Christ Himself joins their hands, the Eter-
nal Father, accompanied by angels, appears in the midst of clonds,
s if beaven and the universe assisted at the happy wedding.
There is nothing here which has the slighest association with the
Greek manner. Al is new, and free from school conventionaliry.
And if you read the hymn of Dante to 8t. Francis, and the songa
of 8t. Francis himself, and of Jacopone in praise of poverty, and
then look at the fresco of Assisi, you will see in the Franciscan
order the same source of inspiration, the same sign of popalarity.

In its issue of $he GEh July, the - New York World’ (says the
 Manchester Guardian’) attempts to estimate “the cost™ of the
storm of pyrotechnics with which the Fourth has this year been
celebrated. The attempt was manifestly premature, ag the New
York journalist at the time he wrote could have had before him
only a most imperfect record of the two days’ casualtios to life and
property. He admits this, and contents himself with an estimate
for the whole Union, which is based upon the Iloss suffered over a
very Hmited arez. At Philadelphis one fire, caused by an incan.
tions use of gunpowder, involved a loss of 200,060 dollars ; while a
single explosion killed four men. Butitis with New York itselt
that the © World® specially concerns itself. During the two daya
covered by the celebration the casualties directly tracenble to shag
patriotic demonstration were four killed or fatally injured, and
forty-one serionsly, and twenty-nme slight.y, wounded. ~This for g
city is a sufficiently formidable list, but there can be little doubt
that if all the cases of injury were reported the catalogue of dis-
asters would be found still beavier. As the figures stand, however,
the caleulation of our contemporary is that if thewse celebrations
were & thing of every-day occurrence, affecting the rate of mortality
like dysentery, or typhoid, or measles, then in the course of a year
one New Yorker in every 1,609 would Iay his life on the albar of
his country, and one in every 154 would be severely injured. Or,
to take the whole Union, if the glow of patriotism throughout the
Statesis bub half as vivid as it is in New York, the Centennia)
cannot have been done at a cost of less than 80 killed and 1,400
wounded. New York, seems to have been more fortunste than the
Quaker city in the matter of fires. During the two days eighty
buildings were fired through the careless use of explosive ang in-
flammable materials ; but the aggregate loss does not exceed the
trifle of some £4,000. Of course, if the Americans are satisfied with
this sort of thing, it is not for foreign crities to intervene with
narrow-minded remarks about the lunacy of a good deal of the
Centennial merry-making.



