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BISHOP MORAN'S DEFENCE OF FATHER
HENNERERY,

[
Tue following report, which we have taken from the Otago Daily
Times of the 1stinst., should have been inserted in last week's TABLET,
1t was only discovered as we were aboul to go to press that it had
been overlooked tw—

. The Most Rev, Dr. Moran, Bishop of Dunedin, yesterday morning
during the course of some remarks on education, referred to Press cri’
tivisms on Father Henuebery. He said it was o matter of great con-
gratulation to see their schools Hourishing as they wore. Better’
schools did not exist in this or any other country, and he hoped soon
to have a Catholic college. Looking back for the last seven years
they must acknowledge that a great deal had been done for their spi-
ritual and temporal interests, Were they poorer to-day notwithstand-
ing all they had dome for the honour and glory of God and the pro-
motion of Oatholic education? Was not the congregation far
raised above the position it held seven years ago? Instead of losing
aonything they had been the recipients of great temporal tfavours, His
Lordship referred to the churches at South Dunedin and Port Chalmers,
which he said would scon be finished. During hisabsence  consider-
able amonni of excitement was caused in the town by a portion of the
Press.  He was very sorry for this, and thought that it was not wise
in not having confined iteelf to iis legitimate sphere.  Excitcment
had also been caused in other places where Father Henncbery had
visited, and_they were aware by the statements of the congregation
and clergy there that he had been grossly belied and calumniated by
the Press. He (the speaker) was also misrepresented by a Press tele-
gram, statoments were put into his mouth which he never made, and
the reason be did not contradict was, because if a man were to give a
contradiction to cvery separate nisrepresentation he would not have
time for anything else.  IFather Henpebery made statements regaid-
ing the state of morality in the United States of Ameriea as a warning
1o the congregation, in order that they might be able to see how nec-
cssary it was to bring wp the rising peneration in the knowledge, foar
and love of God, and to show how important it was not to allow their
children to be subjected to the influence of secular education. The
Press took up the matter and made a row about it. He, ont of feelings
of gratitude for all the missionary had dono, wrote a short letter to
the Press, and it was gaid that thore was a difference of 5 million he-
tween the figures of Father Hennebery and his with veference to the
number of infanticides. If they did happen to differ it must have
been a slip of the memory or of the pen. It was quite clear that he
intended to give Father Hennebery’s statements as the missionary
himself had given them. He also used the word “infanticide’
Wather Hennebery lad used other language, but as he wished to be
concise he fixed upon ene word to convey the idea substantially that
Father Hennebery had in view, The word was used in its literal
{hough not its legal signification, It was endeavoured to be proved
by figures purporting to be a true statement of the state of things in
Frauwee, with the intention of disproving the truthfulness of ¥ather
Henncbery’s statements, but those figures as to France and other coun-
tries were not to the purpose. They no more disproved Father Hen-
nebery’s statewents than they proved the altitude of the moun-
tains in the moon, From the statements in certain newspapers no
argnment could be drawn and no syllogism conld he formed.  There
was no minor propoesitivn, and the validity of the argument couldl not
be tested, Tt should be shown that the state of morality in Fraucein
referenee to this subject was satisfactory, whercas ihe whole world
knew that the contrary was the fact.  Reading for many years pre-
pared him to accept the statement of Father Hennebery, and he had,
read again and again, in the writings of even Protestant elergymen,
that the state of morality in the great Republic was appalling, that s
hindrance was put to the increase of population, and the only hope
for the future of America was the Oatholic element and the other cle-
ment brought up under Catholie influences.  For years he had been
aware that systematic efforts were being made to teach the rising
generation ruodes of preventing the increase of population, and with
horror he had read the statement of a certain popular fomale lecturer
that *Jf people imagine American women would consent to be the
mothers of future Anericans they Inbowred under a grievous mistake,”
Tt was with extreme sorrow and feclings of utter disgnst that he felt
limself called upon to touch upon this subject at all, and i he were
placed in the dilemma to choose between lying under the imputation
of a story-teller, or of entering into the details of this matter, hewould
accept the formel positionin preference to the Iutter. It was a remark-
able thing that at tirst the Press ridiculed all Father Henncbery's
statoments, but witl his Ictter it contined itself to the question of in-

'#';Lntiui(]c. and spoke no more of the other three statements, 16 was

tpussible to evade the conelusion thal this was dune, hecause it was
cany to procure evidence on the three firsé statements, bul not so easy
as 1o the last, owing to the peculiarity of its natnre. Wather Hen-
nebery’s statement was mude on the authority of competent witnesses
and it had not yet been disproved. 16 was a matter on which tl:ey:
could not make a mathematical caleulation as on other subjects, It
could only be estimated from the authority of experienced men, His
Lordship said in contention that he still believed Father Hennebery's
statement not to be exaggerated. It conld be said, no doubt, that it
was a terrible charge—almost ineredible, and opposed to common
sense.  He admitted all this, but terrible as it was—incredible as it
was, and opposed as it was t0 common sense, it was, nevertheless, he
believed, true, and it cxisted because it was the natural ontcome of a
system of edueation—in a Christian community—opposed to reason
and common sense. It was mnot a subject upon which he wished to
dwell, and it caused him very great pain to lay it before the congrega-
tion. He concluded by asking the congregation to persevere with the
system of education they had commenced, and to let their success in
the past be an encouragement for the future,—Daily Limes, April 1.
A ——

PROFESSOR STANICH continues to work wonders in the eure of
persons in and around Dunedin who arc afflicted with deafness, The
Professor most liberally places his services at the disposal of those
whose cirenmstances prevent them from remunerating him, and many
such persons owe him a life-long dobt of grasitude.  Yri another column
will bedound several benit fids loslimonials addressed o him,

NOMINAL CATHOLICS.

———————

WHENEVER the Argus happens to light upon o nominal Catholie,
who complaing of the action of the clergy in the matter of education, it
grows quite sympathetic.

Quite recently such an opportunity for the show of solicitude
offered. As usual, the Argus made the wide distinetion between the
clergy and the Catholics—a distinetion which every Catholic must at
once reject if he knows the fundamental prineiples of his faith, A

, Catholic is a Catholic only as long 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, and docility to the teaching of the Chureh, arc the funda-
mental principles of Catholicity. To say, therefore, that a Catbolic
is led by the priests is to say that he acts consistently in accord with
the principles of his religion. A Catholic who complains of the
teaching of bis Church virlually sets himself above her.

‘We are weary of hearing sueh cant as * priestridden Catholics’
and * independent Catholics,” The former are ruled and guided by
the priests, in accordance with a faith cominon to priests and people;
the latter are not Catholics at all.

The Arqus informs its readers that the Catholic who sends his
children to State schools “ exposes himself to objurgation and abuse.”
We think the most severc objurgation must be that administered by
his own consgience. ’

No Catholic child is compelled by the ecclesiastical authorities
to grow up in ignorance. The Catholic schools provide an education
which we may fairly compare with that obtainable in the Btate
schools, the assertion of a * Perplexzed Parent’ notwithstanding, We
are sufficiently acquainted with the mode of action of Catholics of
that class to place very little reliance on their meye statements. They
are glad of an excuse to escape paying the little required of them for
the support of the schools, Besides, a man who is false to the re-
ligion in which his forefathers lived, and for which, perhaps, some of
them died, can expect little credence when be makes assertions de-
rogatury to the reputation of the Catholie schools.

But supposing, for argument’s sake, that the instruction in the
Catholie schools he slightly inferior, or very much inferior, to that
provided in the State establishments, what then is the Catholic to do
Is he justified in sending bis children to a State school? We have
no hesitation in replying in the negative. The Catholic must know
that there is a question of personal advantage, and onc of general
good, involved in his action regarding his child. He has duaties to
his offspring and to his Chureh. Both the one and the other class of
obligations are violated by the parent who, having in his neighbour-
hood a Catholic school, sends his child 1o a Btate school.

He violates bhis duty to his child, inasmuch as he deprives him
of the means of learning and practising his religion. He does his
child an injury by instilling into his tender mind a spirit of defiance
and opposition to the teachings of the Church. For the boy goes to
Mass on Sunday, and hears parents who send their children to these
truly godless schools upbraided with their infidelity to the teachings
of the Churely, and on Monday his father sends himn, despite the warn-
ing of the priest, to the very schools the Clmreh condemns. Thus the
child, from lis carliest youtly, is tanght to disregard the Dehests of
the Church, to grow up contemning her teachings, and the resuvlt
naturally follows—the Sehool boy becomes the liberal Catholic ; that
is, not a Catholic at all. Can a Catholic parent be in the least * per.
plexed ' s to his proper cowrse when this dismal consequence comes
up before him ir all its mclancholy truth and reality? Wil he pre-
fer to a sound Catholic faith, aud pure Catholic morality, a trifle
extra of arithmetic and geography ! If he do, his belief in the sur-
passing exccllence of the soul, in the paramount importance of that
sonl’s salvation, must be lamentably dimmed. Every Catholic who
is “ perplexed ” and follows, as an eseape from his perplexity, the
couneils of short-sighted love of carthly gain injures, as far as in him
lies, not only his child, bul the Catholic cause.

Whilc we ¢lo not find fault with the few Catholics who, in the
country districts, from the seattered nature and the poverty of Catho-
He population, bave no Catholic school in their neighbourhood, we
sny cmpblatically that, if 2 Catholic must make n choice between &

.Catholic school, oven of inferior efficiency, and a Btate sehool, he is

bound to send his ehild to the Catholic school or cease to be a Catho.
lic. He must make the choice in ihe same spirit as did the carly
Christiang, when position and emolument were held out as the reward
of apostagy, and the rack and the gibbet the punishiment of fidelity.
He must make it in the spirit of the Irish Catbolies when ignorance
or Protestantigm were the altemmatives presented Lo them.

Let him cousult for bimselt by ceasing Lo defy God through His
Chureh, and let b not vewder hinselt vespousible for ihe gpivitual

- murder of bis ¢hild ; let him show tenderness fo himself Ly saving

himself from that wox pronouuced by the Son of God agsinst him
“ throngh whom scandnl cometh,—Welbowrne Advocate.
| ——————

The ¥rench clections, as wsual, drove a considerable nmumber of
people mad, A Paris corrcspomdlentsays : * The strangest case I have
yet heard of is thefollowing, A clever and well-known Radical archi-
tect had a party a couple of evenings ago at his houwse in the Rue
Lecombe, The host hind gone ont previously muttering sume unintel-
ligible words, and his wife was very anxious, But when the guests
were assembled and seated he suddenly reapperred in the costumeé of
a gardencr with an immense and well-filled watering potin his hand,
* Women gre pretty flowers,” said hie, with a wild look, “they require
copious watering.” Hd began with an clegantly dressed lady seated
on a sofg, and administered to lier on head and shoulders a plentiinl
shower bath, of which he certrinly had more need than his terrified
guest. Before the others could escape he continwed the operation,
going round the room, and being pertectly impartial in his distribu-
tion of the ungrateful flood, pouring it on the neck and shoulders of
one, on the head of ancther, and on the lower extremities of a thivd,-
and thoroughty inmndating silks and ribbons and laces and chignons,
When he came to his wife, who hegan to remonstrate with bim he
cried out, ¥ Oh ! I won't water you; you are uch a flower but a weed ;
it wus with diffically the peor goutlema was pub wnder restraint,



