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NOMINAL CATHOLICS.BISHOP MORAN'S DEFENCE OF FATHER

HENNEBERY.
Whenever the Argus happens to light upon a nominal Catholic,
whocomplainsof the actioaof the clergyin thematterofeducation,it
grows quitesympathetic.

Quite recently such an opportunity for the diow of solicitude
offered. Asusual, the Argusmade the wide distinction between the
clergy and the Catholics— adistinction Avhichevery Catholic mustat
oncerejectif he knows the fundamental principles of his faith. A

, Catholic is a Catholic only aslong as he listens to the voice of the
Church. Authority derived from heaven, inerrancy guaranteed by
Divine promise, and a corresponding obligation of submission to
authority, anddocility to the teachingof the Church, are the funda-
mentalprinciples of Catholicity. To say,therefore, that a Catholic
is led by the priestsis tosay thathe acts consistently in accordwith
the principles of his religion. A Catholic who complains of the
teachingof his Church virtually setshimself aboveher.

We are-wearyof hearing such cantas
'priestridden Catholics

'
and

'independentCatholics/ The former are ruled and guided by
thepriests, inaccordance with a faithcommontopriests andpeople;
the latter arenot Catholics at all.

The Argus informs its readers that the Catholic who sends his
children to State schools "exposeshimself toobjurgationandabuse."
We thinkthe most severe objurgationmust be that administered by
his ownconscience.

No Catholic child is compelled by the ecclesiastical authorities
togrowupin ignorance. The Catholic schoolsprovide an education
■which we may fairly compare with that obtainable in the State
schools, the assertion of a

"PerplexedParent'notwithstanding. We
aresufficiently acquainted with the mode of action of Catholics of
that class toplaceverylittlereliance ontheir merestatements. They
areglad of anexcuse toescape payingthe little requiredof them for
the supportof the schools. Besides., a man who is false to the re-
ligion in whichhis forefathers lived,and for which,perhaps, some of
them died,can expectlittle credence when he makes assertions de-
rogatoryto the reputationof the Catholic schools.

But supposing, for argument's sake, that the instruction in the
Catholic schools be slightly inferior,or verymuch inferior,to that
providedin the Stateestablishments, what thenis the Catholic todo
Ishe justifiedinsending bis children to a State school ? We have
nohesitation inreplyingin thenegative. The Catholic must know
that thereis a question of personal advantage,and one of general
good, involvedinhis actiou regarding his child. He has duties to
hisoffspringand tohis Church. Both theoneandthe other class of
obligations areviolated by theparent who,having in his neighbour-
hooda Catholic school,sends his child toa State school.

He violateshis duty to his child, inasmuch as he depriveshim
of themeans of learning and practising his religion. He does his
child aninjury by instilling intohis tender mind aspirit of defiance
andopposition tothe teachings of the Church. For theboy goes to
Mass on Sunday,andhears parents whosend their children to these
truly godless schools upbraided withtheir infidelity to the teachings
of the Church, and onMonday his father sendshim,despite thewarn-
ingof thepriest, to the veryschools the Clmrch condemns. Thus the
child, fromMs earliest youth, is taught to disregard the behests of
the Church, to grow up contemning her teachings, and the result
naturally follows

—
theSchoolboy becomes theliberal Catholic;that

is,not a Catholicat all. Can a Catholic parentbeinthe least "per-
plexed" as tohis proper course whenthis dismal consequence comes
upbeforehiminall its melancholy truth and reality ? Will lie pre-
fer to a sound Catholic faith, and pure Catholic morality,a trifle
extraof arithmetic and geography? Ifhe do, his belief in the sur-
passing excellenceofthe soul,in the paramount importance of that
soul's salvation,must be lamentably dimmed. Every Catholic who
is "perplexed" and follows,as an escape from his perplexity, the
councils of short-sightedloveof earthly gaininjures, as faras inhim
lies,not only hischild,but the Catholic cause.

While -we donot find faultwith the few Catholics who,in the
country districts, from the scatterednature and thepovertyofCatho-
lic population,have no Catholic school in their neighbourhood, we
say emphatically that,ifaCatholic must make a choice between a

school, evenof inferior efficiency,and a State school, heis
bound tosendhis child tothe Catholic school or cease to bea Catho-
lic. Hemustmake the choice in the same spirit as did the early
Christians, whenposition andemolument wereheldout asthereward
of apostacy,and therack and the gibbet the punishment of fidelity;
Hemust make itinthe spiritof the Irish Catholics when ignorance
orProtestantism were the alternatives presentedto them.

Lethim consult for himself by ceasing todefy God throughHis
Church, ami lethimnot lender hinisolt responsible for the spiritual
murder ofhis child;let himshow tenderness to himself by saving
himself from that"\voepronouncedby the Son of God aguinst him"

through, whom scandal comcth."'— Melbourne Advocate.

The following report, which we have taken from the OtagoDally
Times of theIst inst.,shouldhavebeeninsertedinlast week's Tablet.
It was only discovered as we were about togo to press thatithad
beenoverlooked:

—
The Most Rev,Dr. Morau,BishopofDunedin,yesterdaymorning

during the courseof someremarks on education, referred to Press cri-f
ticismsonFather Heunebery. He said it wasamatterof greatcon-
gratulation to see their schools nourishing as they were. Better'
schools did not exist in this or any other country, andhehopedsoon
to havea Catholic college. Looking back for the last seven yearsthey must acknowledgethat a great dealhad beendonefor their spi-
ritual andtemporalinterests. Were theypoorer to-daynotwithstand-
ing all they had done for thehonour andglory of God and thepro-r motion of Catholic education? Was not the congregation far
raisedabove thepositionit held sevenyearsago1 Insteadof losing
anything they hadbeen the recipientsofgreat temporal favours. His
LordshipreferredtothechurchesatSouthDunedin andPortChalmers,
whichhe said wouldsoonbe finished. Duringhisabsenceaconsider-
able amountof excitementwascaused inthe townby a portionofthe
Press. He was verysorry for this,and thought thatit wasnot wise
innot having confined itself to its legitimatesphere. Excitement
had also been caused in other places whereFather Henneberyhadvisited, and they were awareby the statementsof the congregation
andclergy therethatbe hadbeengrossly beliedand calumniatedby
thePress. He (the speaker) wasalso misrepresentedby a Press tele-
gram, statements wereputintohismouth whichhenevermade, and
the reasonhedidnotcontradict was,because ifaman weretogive a
contradiction to every separate misrepresentationhe wouldnot have
timefor anything else. Father Hennebery made statementsregai&U
ingthe stateof morality in theUnitedStatesof Americaas a warning
to thecongregation,in order thatthey might be able toseehow nec-essaryit was tobring up the rising generationin theknowledge, fear
and loveofGod, and to show howimportantit wasnot toallowtheirchildren to be subjected to the influence of secular education. The
Press took up thematterandmade arowaboutit. He,out offeelingsof gratitude for all themissionary haddone,wrote ashort letter tothe Press,andit wassaid that there wasa differenceof a million be-tween the figures of Father Hcnnebeiyandhis withreference to thenumber of infanticides. If they did happentodiffer itmust havebeen a slipofthememory or of thepen. Itwasquiteclear thatheintended to give FatherHennebery's statements as the missionary
himself had given them. He also used the word "infanticide."Father Hennebery had used other language,butashe wished tobe
concise he fixedupouone word toconvey the idea substantially that
Father Hennebery had in view. The word wasused inits literal
though not its legal signification. Itwasendeavouredtobeproved
by figurespurporting tobe a true statementof thestateof thingsinFranco, with the intention of disproving thetruthfulness ofFatherHennebery's statements, but those figuresasto Franceandothercoun-
tries werenot to thepurpose. They nomoredisprovedFather Hen-
nebery's statements than they proved the altitude of the moun-
tains in the moon. From the statementsin certainnewspapers no
argument couldbe drawnandnosyllogism couldbeformed. There
wasnominor proposition,andthe validity of the argumentcould not
be tested. Itshouldbe shown that the stateof moralityinFranceinreference to this subject was satisfactory,whereasthe whole world
knew that the contrary was thefact. Reading for many yearspre-pared him toaccept thestatementofFatherHennebery,and he had
read again andagain,in the writings of even Protestantclergymen,
that thestate of morality in thegreatRepublic was appalling, that a
hindrance was put to the increaseof population,and the only hope
for thefuture of America wastheCatholic element and the other ele-
mentbrought up under Catholic influences. For yearshehadbeen
aware that systematic efforts were being made to teach the rising
generation modes of preventing the increaseof population,and with
horror hehadread the statementof acertainpopular female lecturerthat "Ifpeople imagine American womenwould consent tobe the
mothers of future Americans they labouredundera grievous mistake."It was withextremesorrowandfeelings ofutterdisgust thathefelt
himself called upon to touchuponthis subject atall,andif he wereplaced in the dilemma to choose between lyingunder the imputation
of a story-teller,or of entering into thedetails ofthismatter,hewould
accept the formei positioninpreference tothe latter. Itwasaremark-
able thing that at first the Press ridiculed allFather Hennebery's
>talonients, but withhis letter itconfined itself to thequestion of in-Janticide, and spoke nomoreof the other three statements. Itwas

TnuposMblc to evade the conclusion that this was done,becauseit waseasyto procure evidence on the three first (statements,butnot so easy
a.s lo the last, owing to the peculiarity of its nature. FatherHen-,
nebevy's statement was made on theauthorityof competent witnesses
andithadnot yet been disproved. It was a matter on which they
could not make amathematical calculation asonothersubjects. It
could only be estimated from,the authority of experiencedmen. HisLordshipsaid incontention thathe stillbelieved FatherHennebery'sstatementnot tobe exaggerated. Itcouldbe said,nodoubt, that itwas a terrible charge

—
almost incredible, and opposed to common

sense. He admittedall this, but terrible asit was
—

incredibleas itwas,andopposedas it wasto commonsense,it was, nevertheless,hebelieved, true,.anditexistedbecauseit wasthe natural outcomeof a
system of education

—
ina Christiancommunity

—
opposed toreasonandcommon sense. It was not a subjectupon whichhe wished todwell, andit causedhim verygreatpain tolay itbeforethecongrega-

tion. He concludedby askingthe congregation to perseverewiththe
system of education they hadcommenced, and to let theirsuccess inthepastbe anencouragement for tho future.— Daily Times,April 1.

ProfessorStastch continues to work wonders in the cure ofpersonsinandaround Dunedin whoarc afflicted withdeafness. The
Professor most liberally places his services atthe disposal.of those
whosecircumstancesprevent themfromremuneratinghim,andmany
huchpersonsowehima lifo-longdebtof gratitude. Inanothercolumnwillbd'ound severalIxniafidc testimonialsaddressed toMm.

The French elections*, as UMial, drove «a considerable numberof
peoplemad. A Paris correspondentsays:

"
The strangestcaseIhave

yet heardof is thefollowing. Aclever andwell-knownRadical archi-
tect had a party a couple of evenings ago at his house in the Buc
Lecombe. Thehosthad gone out previously mutteringsomeunintel-
ligible words,andhiswife was very anxious. Butwhen the guests
wereassembled andseatedhe suddenly reappearedin the costumeof
agardener withanimmense and well-filled wateringpotinhis hand."Womenayepretty flowers," said he, with a wildlook, "theyrequire
copious watering." He" began withanelegantly dressed lady seated
on a sofa, and administered to her onheadandshoulders aplentiful
shower bath, of which he certainlyhadmore need than his terrified
guest. Before the others could escape he continued the operation,
going round theroom, andbeingperfectly impartialinhis distribu-
tion of theungrateful flood, pouring it onthe neck and shouldersof
one, on thehead of another,andon the lower extremities of a third,
andthoroughly inundating silks andribbons and laces andcliignons.
When hecame tohis wife, who began to remonstrate with him he
cried out, "Oh IIwon't wateryou;youarcnot ailowerbutaweed;
it was withdifficulty thepoorgentleman wasput underrestraint.
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