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that there may be certain occult forces rarely catled into play : or, it
may be, that ouly known forces are acting, but in a strange combina-
tion, so that the exception is apparent—not real.” But the laws of
nature are only known to be uniform by experience ; and if ‘these
lass on rare occasions had not acted uniformly, this also could only
be known by experience. “But how if the experienceof uniformity,
Luing the strouger, should have denied ail force to the cxperience
uf the raver exceptions!  Why, that would bave been blind tyranny
of might over right—it would have been against reason. Now, this
blind sacrifice of the weaker to the strouger is precisely the thing of
which we complain. Oo the sole strength of gemeral uniformity,
roccasional non-uniformity, no matter how clear its claim, is refused
all recognition, and declared to be only uniformity in disguise,” But

very good renson should be given for assigning wonatural effects to.

natural causes. It wonld be sufficient to trace the events to the forces
that produce them, or to show that such forees, though occult, must
exist in nature, from the demonstrated fact that no supernatural force
ever can be, or is exerted in the universe. * Now, no cne attempts
the first of these two plans, otherwise the forces would no longer be
oecult. Neither does any one pretend to have given proof according
to the requirements of the second method of defence. For no man—
that is, no reasonable man—tries to make belicve that he has demon-
strated these propositions : That God does not exist ; that God did
not create the primal elements of matter, and give them their forces and
laws: that God cannot interfere with the universe a little more effce-
tually than men interfere with that small portion wlich is subject to
their dominion.” Nescience on these subjects is the most that is
asserted, but when awkward facts are brought against this theory they
argue, not from the know-nothing peint of view, but from certain know-
ledge that God does not and camrot interrupt in any instance the
settled courze of nature.

WE learn from a Deily Times telegram that the Auckland e
Prear thanks us for obtaining for it several new subseribers. This is
nether gall nor wornrwood to us, much less both combined. We have
not the least objection to furious bigots having their orgau ; inshort,
we rather prefer it, we prefer to sec our enemies © woeeping and
gnashing their teeth” in public, rather than have them plot and plan
in the dark agajust us, and make themselves ready to do usanill turn
when, perhaps, we should least expect it. Besides, a paper like the
Auckland Free Press may act favourably on the rest of the press of
the country ; it may so disgust all journalists of decent tastes as o
make them think twice before they write any sentence that shoeld
seem to smack of its infirmities, and, in consequence, Catholies may
find Jess that is displeasing to them in the columas of other news.
papers. In shorl, we Leg of all the furious bigots in the colony to
gubscribe at once to the Anckland Free Pregs, they will find it a most
worthy expenent of their views, and quite capable of expressing the
rage that devonrs them in Jangnage fitted to such a purpose.

OUR contemporary, the Xew Zealander, tinds himself in o posi-
lion to prove that sccular education by mo means is acanse of
trrikinism, as affirmed by Archdeacon Stock, beeause a boy. named
Jones, having been drowned, his parents declured {hat they had had no
control over bim sinec the early age of four had been nttained to by
him. Our contemporary says:—%“To the pernicious habit many
parents of the lowest class have of abandoning all coutrol over thejr
children, and allowing them to roam the streets at all hours of the
day and. night, is due the growth of ihe army of hoodlums
which infest 8an Francisco, and who have attained such numbers
that they rank as & power in that ¢ity.”” We are not disposed by any
means to dispate this statement, but we are unable to discern how it
tends to prove the superior excellence of godless cducation, or to

* ow that such an education may not help to render parental antho-
rity weaker, by failing to inculeate the obedience thatrelizion teaches
1o be due to it. It is a fact frequently recorded that children reli-
giously instructed in sehool have been the means of re-establishing
order at home, and awakening neglectful parents to a sense of their
responsibililies, Lut it yet remains to be established thalthe three R's
are eapable of counteracling the matural Jove of the haunts of mis-
chicf, or of accomplishing any thing more than furnishing scamps
with increased powers of hurting themselves and others.  lo fact, it
is clear o us that, at least so far as our contemporary the New Zea-
lander is concerned, the argument of Archdeacon Stock has received
no sufficient answer whatsoever. .

TuE question of the Bible in schools is not only distracting our
worthy folk here at present. whose superstition it is to worship a book
they are totally unable to vindicaic from the * oppositions of scienee,”
on every side brought against it, but people’s minds in America aie
also divided upon it. We find the Aew York Post deal with the
matter thus— It has always seemed to us that the Catholic claim,
that secular education onght to be combined with religious instroc.
tion, is substantially concedctd by Protestants when they insist upon
reading the Bible in the eommen schools, or upon introducing any
religivus exerelses whatever there,”  This is the common-scuse view

to take of the matter, and it is vain to pretend that schools in which
the Bible is read are not denominational. They become distinctly
Protestant—andersinnding the term in its religions sense—and it
matters not whether any particular sect predominates there or not.
Protestants by advocating the measure referred to, ipso fucto, recog-
nise th justice of the Catholic claims, but their abject where Catholics
are concerned is not justice but proselytism, or in its stend rancorous
oppression. Apropos of the matter we perceive that the secalar
system continues to be warmly denonnced in the States : the Boston
Pilvt Turnishes us with the following paragraph :—* Rev. Irofessor

. David Bwing, the Presbyterian minister, whose trial for beresy was a

transient sensation a few years ago, preached a week ago on eduea-
tion, and characterised the public schools as whkolly unsatisfactory.
He has the Iargest and most cultivated congregation in the West,—
bat as be is not suspected of Popery, he has not been denounced by
the press or slandered by his brethren in the pulpit.”

WE clip from the San Frauncisco correspondence of the Daily
Times the following paragraph taken from a speech of Denis Kear-
ney’s i— When this insufferable coxcomb, Thomas Guard, challenged
Bob Ingersoll to s discusston, bis shallowpess was soon discovered to
be measured only by his conceit, Everyone who heard him felt that
he had given away the Christian faith to infidel Bol, through hig
want of ability to answer, just as he gave it away, without challenge
at gll, io the Chinese consul on Wedncsday last, His own people
found him out then, for the great Dr. Thomas Guard, light and guide
of San Yrancisco Wesleyans, was dropped like a hob potato, and
quietly vushipped ; and now that wandering star, ‘to whom is re.
served the Llackaess of darkness for cver,” is browsing upon shorh
commons in Onkland, and seeks to fill his clerieal crib with corn from
the Chincse bin, and offerings from their heathen altars. Thatis a
nice specimen of a Christian minister for you ;—one of the men who
would preach a funeral oration over Judas Iscariot * because he was a
thief and carried the bag,’ and would mock at the life of love, beauty,
and truth of Sister I'rances because she was a nun.” It is not now
for the first {ime we have heard of Dr, Thomas Guard, and we recog-
nise the justice of the portrait Kearney has painted.  Bub we find in
the preacher one of a nutmerous class, people who oppese to the free
thought of the day none but the feeblest utterings of a superanmuated
cant, and who reserve all their vigour for furious and unscrupulous
attacks upon the Catholic Churel, unabashed by the lives of “ love,
beauly and truth,” into which she bas guided many such ay ¢ NHister
Frances,” and making these the subject of their malevolent raillery
aud unfounded calumnics. Meanwhile freethought grows apace, amd
is nourished by the hypoctisy, seeret wnbelicf, and malice that it
readily detects.

OxE of the most amusing transitions in ihc expression of
journalistic opinion that we remeumiber to bave mel with fur some
time is that we find oceasioned in the colmmns of the Fimes by the
Holy ¥Fatber’s eneyclicitl, wbhich we publish in this issue. On
January 10th the correspondent of the journal ailuded to, writing
from Rome, speaks of the Pope in terms of the highest respeet anl
admiration. be says, referring to the leiter of his Holiness tu the
Archbishop of Cologne @ ¥ Whatever may be the quality of the wisdom
the Pope possesses. his gentleness in its application is untiring, and
were he speaking as simply the great pastor of the most widely ex-
tended branch of the Cliristian Church, werc all possibility of the
ambitious aims of the Bovereign Pontiff and Kiug excluded, Lis words
wonld—as, indead, they must for their great priudence—command the
atiention and consideration of all thiuking men, Of course the Pope
speaks, as all Popes must, from the conviction this T'ope bas most
uncompromisingly declared, that there neither is nor can be any other
Church bat the Roman. But it is the acuteness of the political
insight shown by Leo XIIL in the choice of the road by which to
accomplish his purpose, the skill with which he seizes the opportuni-
tics the actual condition of things affords him, which make hi
utterances this Christmas especially worthy of attention,” Meantime
the encyclical appears, and all is altered ; the words of the Pope no
longerdisplay “ great prudence” nor “command the attestion and con-
sideration of all thinking men.” Neither does his Holiness show any
particular @ skill ™ in scizing the opportunities the * actual condition
of things afford him.” On the contrary, in one short week onr contempo-
rary discovers that the Pope Is a mere common-place Pope. a little more
civil than his predecessor, but nothing move enlightened, or al one
with the spirit of the age. In a leader of Junuary 17th, he says :—
“ Treciscly the same things were said by the late Pope,  Indeed, the
ouly differcnee betweon the epistles of Teo XIII. and those of Pius IX,
is that the newer documents are somewhat more vrbane, Both bear the
stamp of the Vatican. Both are written in that corious style of
mingled unction and vagueness which is as much a hereditary posses-
sion as the regulations of the Papacy. I scems to matter little
whether the Pope hias or has not any sympathies with medern society,
for lic signs his name to the same set of phrases, It would he foolish
to blame or even to wonder at a literary and theolomical monotony
which is entircly akin to the whole spiri of the Papacy, An insti-

l tuticy which would be always consistent with itself, and whicliwould



