
less a sum than £1,100. The orphanage is now fast approaching
completion,and its loftywalls can be seen looming in the distancefrommoatparts of theFlat. One wingonly has as yet been pro-
ceededwith,and the cost entailed will be about £2,000.

GORE.
In this district anew church has been erected atRiversdale,

and thechurch at Waikaia enlarged.
INVERCARG-ILL.

A branchof the Order of MaristBrothers has been established
and charge of theboys'school has been handed over to them. A
newchurch has also beenerected atthe Bluff.

LAWRENCE.
The sumof JG.150 has beenraised for a new church at Miller's

Flat, and £30 for general improvement?.
MILTON.

A newchurchhas been openedat Owaka.
OAMARU.

The bascilicaat Oamaruhas also been fitted withmetal ceilingsi
and the effect of the improvementhas evoked general admiration-
AnewchurchhasbeenbuiltatKurow,andthesumof £300 hasalready
been raised for it.

PORT CHALMERS.
The parochial church of this busy little seaporb is being com-

pleted, while a convent has also been providedfor the Sistersof St
Joseph. Other churches in the parishhave also boen repaired, and
somedebtshavebcon paidoff, while £393 hasbeen raised for various
improvements.

RIVERTON.
Property at Wrey's Bush has been purchasedfor aConventof

theSisters of Mercy.
WI>TTON.

The Winton Church has been enlargedand furnished at an ex-
penditure of £<).")O, which amount was successfully raised by the
late lamented Rev. Father Vereker.

QUEENSTOWN.
The work of building a new church has been commenoed, and

the sumof .C390has been collected towards this object,

Correspondence.

read littleof thehistory ofthe Church,or if he has done so,he"^»B
learned little of it. The Church must necessarily maintain and
defendtheprinciplesentrusted toherkeeping. Buther history does
not show that she is wedded to any particular race, nor indeed do
her title orprinciples, which are essentially universal. All that I
said about the conflict between Nationalism and the Church, and,
in fact, a great deal more, has been said by more than one Catholic
historian andcontroversialist. Brownson(Iquotehim because Ms
workshavebeen specially recommended tome by a priest) says that
the enemies of the Churchin the middle ages werechiefly monarchy
and Nationalism;and Austin, in his treatise on Canon Law,says" the Church, being essentially Catholic, cannot be fettered by
Nationalism." History shows that, while the Church has always
rigidly maintained her essential principle?, she has ever made as
much concession to the customs andeven to the prejudices of the
people as wascompatible with the maintenance of theseprinciples,
na letter to the clergy and laity of his diocese, Dr.Nulty referred

to the attitude of theChurch towards public abuses ; andinstancing
slavery as a case in point, he characterised it as

"'
the most odious

injustice." Nevertheless,he added,itcontinued toexist long after
the introduction of Christianity. The Church, had she openly
attacked it. would not have been listened to. She, therefore,"
prudently tolerated this great andcrying evil." But sheamelior-

atedthe condition of the slaves,and gradually paved the way for
their emancipation. Again, theMaronite Catholicsof Syria are to
this day permittedby the Pope to sayMass and sing Vespers in the
Syriac tongue. Your correspondent would perhaps call this
cowardice,but,nevertheless, it is prudence— averydifferentquality.
Tne fierce Indians of Paraguay werepassionately fondof music,and
the Jesuit missionaries madethis passionthe vehicle for conveying
the faith to them. Some years since, Bishop Raimondi,of Hong-
Kong, visited Sydney, and told his hearers there that in China
many of the missionaries wore the orthodox tails and sandals in
order to win the sympathies of the natives. But we need not go
beyond New Zealand for examples. Zealous missionaries havegone
among theMaoris,eating food preparedaccording toMaori custom,
living in rude whares, and even wearing flax mats. Was all this
cowardice orprudence? Did itinvolve a singlesacrificeof Catholic
principle ? Or werenot the foregoing wise and charitable conces-
sions to thecustoms of the different peoples?

In thepresent instance, Ihave argued that,in a mixed com-
mnnity like ours

—
Isaid nothing against itin regard to Ireland

—
it wouldbe inadvisable from a Catholic pointof view to revive the
memories of 1798, partly because it wouldnot help to remove the
evils at presentafflicting Ireland,partly because it wouldafford an
excuse for Orangemen to sharpenthe poisoned arrowsof religious
bigotry,but chiefly because it wouldhavea tendency tohinder the
progress of Catholic ideas in the minds of those who arenot Irish
people, and whose feeling', in charity,should be considered. All
this,Iadmit, is fairly debatable,and honest menmight welldiffer
upon it. Instead of my views, however, indicating cowardice,I
believe them tobe eminently prudent, andin accordance with the
policy of the Cnurch and the dictates of charity. Itis undeniable
that what is really cowardi c may sometimes be mistaken for
prudence, and rice vena. Nevirtheless, they are necessarily
opposing principles, and Ileave any unprejudiced person to decide
whichIhave endeavoured to defend. Prudence and charity it has
beenmy desire to follow.

Your correspondentis correct inarguing that the rising of 1798
was not. properly speaking, a rebellion. Rebellion can only be
against lawfulauthority, or, at any rate, against authority adminis-
trated with justice. But this is not the pointat issue. Though
not a native of Ireland, Iclaim to be as much in sympathy with,
her cause as any of your correspondents. But Iwould say,with
Thomas Bracken :—:

—
''Confusion to those badold times

Thathappened long ago."
Heartless indeed would be the man who could read unmoved

the sad, bad story of Ireland's sufferings, sufferings which, alas!
are not at anend. Well may they feel proud who areof the race
that has enriched the annals of mankind with the Grattan's, the
Currans. the Shendans, the Burkes, the Moores, the O'Conncll's and
the Parnells. ButIwould much rreftr to see the peopleunited in
a common crusade ng'ainst their common enemy than to see them
divided about thebad times thathavebeen andare sone

— T am, etc.,
Rjefton, February 2. P.J. O'itKGAN.

l'\Veare not responsible for the opinions expressed byour correspondents.]—
♥

THE CENTENARY OF 1798.

TO THE EDITOR N.Z. TABLET.
Sir,— That my views on this subject should evoke criticism is
scarcely amatter for surprise,nor is it perhaps to be wondered at
thatIshould be made the object of personalattackbecause of them.
There are, doubtless,many who differ from them. But itis doubt-
ful if many will sympathise with the abuse of your correspondent.
Rev.J. J. Lynch. Ishall not accord him the flatteryof imitation.
His personal abuse c rtainly is not argument, and. consequently,
calls for noreply.

Your correspondenthas evidently allowed his impulsiveness to
obscure his intelligence—

at least temporarily. He accusesme of
drawing >- a comparison between the Church of the living God and
the ravingsof rank socialists." This is the reverse of fact. Your
correspondentsignificantly contentshimself with a mere assertion,
not caring evidently to analyse whatIreally didcontend for. I
Btated plainly that socialism is an error,but that,like all errors,it
contains an element of truth. In this opinion lam supported by
more than oneeminent theologian. Brownson, tor instance, states
the same thing in his eswiy on "" Liberalism and Socialism." '" The
chiet danger of socialism,' say^ ho, "lies in the truth itcontains.

Error is never unalloyed Avith truth." Ihave always
understood that there is a radical difference between error andsin,
the one being| artially truth, while the other is not. This is just
my contention regarding socialism. Xo one can disprove, nor do
any of your correspondentsattempt tn disprove, that the

"
brother-

hoodof man and the fatherhood of God" is a Catholic principle
But toconcede this is notto compare allthe principles of socialism
with the principlesof thu Catholic Church. To insinuate that I
did so is a mere quibble.

ProbablyIcould havegone further and stated that the Church
has noquarrel withsocialism whenbased on religion. Atany rate
the Jesuit Republic of Paraguay— the most successful socialistic
state that ever existed—

appears to show that when humannature
is subjected to the influence of religion,there is nothing insocialism
at variancewithCatholicity. 15ut insaying thisor incontending that
modern socialism contains an element of truth. Icannot in fairne-s
be accused of drawingan analogy between the teachings of Fourier
and Proudhonand the teachings of the Church. At theparliament
of religions at Chicago, Archbishop Redwood said "there is an
element of truth in all religions." It would be as logical to accuse
his Grace of stating thatall religions were true as itis to state that
I'■draw a comparison between the Church of the living God and
the teachings of rank socialists." So much, then, for the clumsy
attempt to distort one ot my contentions.

Briefly put,if yourcorrespondent'scontention appear? tobe tlat,
in deprecating the celebration of the centennial oi' 17DS, Iadvocate
a policy of cowardice, and he apparently deduces from this assump-
tion that Iam pieparedto placate the prejudices of the ignorant by
distorting the teachings of the Church. Here, again, he wise y
lei'rains from any attempt to prove anything. Evidently he has

Civilisation depends on morality.
Politeness is the ritual of society.
Outside of the Church there maybe views of truth— theories,

opinions;but she holdsand teaches the truthitself.— Dr.Brownson.
A remarkable vagary of modern criticism is the seriousdispute

concerning morality in art. That is not an open question. We
must require that samemorality in art that we requirein a women,
a'ld this entirely for aesthetic reasons. Immorality is not beauty,
and arthas nothing todo with anythingnot beautiful. This is not
a limitation of art, because beauty is everywhere, from the lightof
a child's foiehead up to its source inGod.

While every care should be taken to teach achild how to decide
wiselyhe shouldbe taught with <qual assiduity that when the time
arrives he must make uphis mind with promptness and resolution,
and abide by the consequences. Itis verypoor training that allows
him to change his mind with every fancy, to take what he has
refused,and to giveup what he has chosen. Itcannotbe soin man-
hood, and he will enter upon it quite unprepared for its stern
decrees. Equally badis that authority which forbids all choice onv<
the child's part, that decides every detail and orders all the minutiae
of his life. Ifhe is brought up inabsolute dependenceon the will
of another, andnever allowed to decide anything for himself, it is
not strange that the task bhouldprove too much for him in after
life. No freedom inyouth often meansno decision in manhood.
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