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together. It was remarked by Father Cremhs that Mr. Redmond
woolinotbelong out of gaol,at least he heard so.

". 'Weatmeatb.-The 33rdanniversary oftbe Christian Brothers
school was recently celebra'ed. Tne great benefits conferred on the
peopleof Mullingar during the past 33 yearsare fully recognised by
tbem. Rev. E. V. Casey is the piesent superior, and is much
esteemed by the people. Father Kelly presided at last Ratbowen
League meeting and the following among*t other resolutions were
passed:— That we lender Most Rev. Dr. Nulty our warmest con-
gratulations on tbeattainment of thisthe2sthyearof his Episcopacy,
anJ pray thathe may be long spared to his people, for whom he has
labouredso zealously both for their spiritual and temporalwelfare.

'Wexford.— J E. Redmond,M.P., accompanied by Bey. W.
O'Neill, Kulanerin;Rev.J. Dunpby, Arklow, andRev.H.O'Donnell,
Johnstown, recently diove round the Co .lgreany estate and vmted
the houses of th* evicted tenants. On Croghan Mountain, the sceie
of the murder of JohnKinsella,about a Bcoreof evicteu families are
comfortablyhoused. They still retain the grazing of the mountain
and they have a large number of sheep and cattle. Recently two
plantersarrivedin their midst to takeup their residence on two of
the evicted farms,butboth of them suddenly left thedistrict, which
daring their stay was in a state of great excitement and wasthronged
with police. The peopleregard their departure as a great triumph.
About5,000 acreshavebeen evictedon their estate,and this vast tract
is only stocked by the landlord to the extentof95 cattle,anda dozen
emergencymenareconstantly employedinprotecting tnem. Recently
CaptainHamilton, tbe agent of theestate, visitedCroghan Mountain
unexpectedly, but his presence rapidly bscoming known a large
crowd, chiefly composedof women, assembled and hooted freely till
be passedoff the lands. Mr. Redmond, after visiting all the evicted
families, addressed an enthusiastic meeting of tbe tenants and
succeeded inc uding the police,whoin largenumbers were scouring
theconntry looking for him.

THE IRISH UNIVERSITY QUESTION.

scandal of it wai then insomedegree hushed np and bidden away
out of sigh', by "he passing of Sir. F<twcett'sUniversity Tests Act of
1873, the Ac* which abolishedall religions tests in Trinity College
andin the University of Dublin. Since the passing of that Act,
Catholics whose ambitionmay lie ia the direction of obtainingeven
thehighest honours of that ancient seat of learning, are,itU true,no
longer under thenecessity of abjuring their faith as the first step to*
wards the attainment of the object of their ambition. Every honour,
everyemolument, in th\tcollege anduniversity ianow thrownopenby
Uw to bothstudents and professorsof theCatholicreligion, as it has
also besn thrown open to students, if there be any such in Ireland,
and toprofessors,as there unfortunately are, who are of noreligion
a' all. Iam aware that many liberal-minded Protestants, and,
amongst them, so-neof the most eminent among the beads of Trinity
College itself, welcomedthat change. Icannot share their view,bat
Imost heartily sympathise withthe feeling thu inspiredit (applause).
Itsuraly must havebeen a galling thing to any man of spirit inthat
college to feel that the tenure by which he heldsomehighly-prised
academic poßt of distinction, or of emolument,hasits root inasystem
of intolerant exclusiveness, to feel thatbis success in the aoademic
stragglein which he hadcarried off the piize fromhis college com*
patiiorshad byanticipationbeenshorn of morethan half its honour
from the fact that by the very terms of the competitionin which it
was won, thecontestfor it could liernlybetweena favouredfew, that
everyrepresentativeof intellect andgecius amongstthemillionsofhis
Citholic fellow-countrymen (applause) was rudely barred out frtm
the arena,and that all this wasdonenot because there were provided
for the Catholics of Irelandcorrespondingprizes and distinctions for
which they might c ompete even amongst themselves,butbecauseit
was the policy of the day,out of sheer intolerance, to exclndeevery
Irish Catholic wbo couldnot be bribedinto renouncinghis faith from
all chance of winning any such prizeor distinction inhis nativeland
(toid applause). Itmust, indeed, have been agalling thing for any
man of spirit, holding high office in Trinity College, to think
of these things. No wonder, then, that by many of those
wiih:n as by many without the walls of the College, the
changethat was wrought in 1873 washailed withsatisfaction. There
seems tohavebeen in theminds of many

—
there certainly wasin the

minds of some— a belief or expectation that the passing of Sir.Paw-
oett's Act and theremovalby itof the legalobstacle ithat n>til then
had barred against the Catholics of Ireland the path of h<gher
academic promotion,wouldhave effectually openedup, to Catholic■
as well as Protestants, the competition for the higher prizasand dis-
tinct'unsof the College and University. This wasbut one of those
delusions,of whichinstances so frequently recur in the history of the
attemptsof well-meaning English legislators to workout their scien-
tifically-constructedschemesof poiitical,oreducational,or religious,or
s cialreforminIreland(applause). TheProtestant*of Irtlinihidnot
aikedfor the secularisation ofTrinity Colle *c. The Catholicsof Ireland
badnot asked forit.As regards University Education, IrishProtestants
bad no grievance to be removed. Irish Oa hoiic? bad indeed a
grievance. Itwas their grievance that M«\ Fawcett, inhisstrange
igMraueeof what wasreally wanted, wvtMineuto hare sought to
removeby the secularisationofTrinity College. Now,not only had
theCatholicsof Irelandnot asked foranything of tbe kind,bat the
ctnnge thenmade didnot even accord wi'h their wishes. Tnis point
perhaps,is worthdwelling nponfor a littlo while. Insitnn Protes-
tant circles there seems just now to be a strange forgetfulnass of
whatoccurredw ien Mr. Fawcett'sBill wasbeing passed in tbe House
of Commons. Ihave in view especially the blundering of one
ecclesiastical dignitary— lam told he is an oldman, soIdonot wish
to spaak too severely about him ;the faultperhip*, in the circum-
stances, lies not somuch wi h himself as with thenewspapers that
publish for himhis mischievous lucubrations (langnter). He must
at all events be either very ignorant or very malicious (renewed
laughtet). Itrust he may ba entitled to the less discrediting plea of
the two (applause). His present line is that, although weare now
dissatisfied withsll that hasbeen done for us,evento theoverturning
of the old Protestant constitution of Trinity College,there wasa time
when this wasnot so, and when in tact we clamoured so loudly for
that change that ithadto b« made to appease us. All this is pure
imagination;fiction of the most manifestly.baseless type(applause).
To see this we need only torefer to tbe volumesof Hansard for1873.
The secondreading of Mr. Fawcett's Bill was movedby that gentle-
manon the 21st of April. Evenin theface of the combination of
English members of allparties, Conservatives, whigs, andRadicals,
which rendered opposition toit futile, except indeed as a matterof
the assertionof theprinciple, it met with the unitedoppositionof
the representatives of Irish Catholic opinion in the House. An
amendment, hostile to the secmd reading, was moved by Mr.
Mitcheii-Henry, then the representativeof oneof the largest Catholic
constituencies inIreland,the county of Galway (applause). What
did Mr. Henry say of Mr. Fawcett's Bill ? He spoke of it as a
measurenot unworthy of the earlier days of English history," when
either theword of themonarch or that of an oligarchy governing in
his nameimposed its will upon a reluc^aat people." He said that
Parliament '"inacoolermomentwouldshrink from enactinglaws npon
a dome3ie subject, contrary to the advice of the large majority of
the Irish memoers and to the remonstrances of the people/ He
described thebill as the outcome of the 'paliticialpedantry of legis-
latingon abstract theories of right withouttaking accountof what
were scjffitngly called sentimental grievances, or studying the
characters and tne prejudices of nations." Agun,he said of it that
it was

"
ameasnre which, wheiher it was ;n;nitself aright or a wrong

one,couldhave no perceptible eff jeton Oa holic grievances and was
calculated only to blindani deceive the public" (applause). The
amendment wassecondedby Mr. Denis CaulfialdHeron. Mr.Heron
warnei theHouse of the mischief it was about todo. "It was," he
said, "a very serious step to take, to force through the House and
upon the Roman Catholics of Ireland, a measure with which they
were discontented." Then the O'Donoghue spoke. Ha denounced
the bill as "an indirect and unworthy attempt to force npon the
peopleof Irelandauniversitysyßtem, against whichthey badsolemnly

Thb following is a speech recently made by Archbißhop Walsh at
theCatholic University Medical School ia Dublin:

—
His Grace, who wasreceived with applause, said: "Ihavebai

occasion, gentlemen m re than once wituin the past few weeks to
speak in public on some oneor other of the grievances from which
Catholics still have to suffer for conscience sake. Your address
remiidB me, but, indeed,there *as littledanger of my overlooking
it thatmy visit to tbismetical school of our Catholic University
brines me into contact withanother of these— the grievanceresulting
from the arrang<ments maintained up to the present by the State
in this country in the matter of University Education (applause?.
IBDeak of this as a grievance which Irish Catholics have to suffir
for consciencesake. Iknow, of course, that it will be denied that
this is so. It is likely tobe denied,at least by those whoarerespon-
sible for the continued maintenance of the grievance. In tnese days

of so-callednniversal toleration, Britishrtatesmen areverynaturally
unwiling to face counpleasant a fact, very naturaly unwilling to
haveit rec .guised that ihe policy they pursue is one that tranches
in any wayupon the sacred rights of conscience. Bub nounwilling-
ness to face the facts of a case, no denial of them, can change those
facts What Ihave 6aid as to this university grievance is true, and,
md ed somanifestly true thatIcannot see wbutroom thereis for
denial of it, or even f<r calling it |in question. For, when we say
of any erievaice, imposedupona Ca'houcthat itia tobe endured by
h»m for ensconce met, whet do we imply? Sorely nothing else
than this that it is a grievance which presses upon him because of
his Catholicity and because of his fidelity to Catholic principle, the
resultof some oppressive law which smtshim out from the chance
of sharing ia someadvantaje thatU placed by the Siate wi bin the
reachof o'hers,anadvantage which, in tbis way, isopen to others
and not tohim— that is to*ay, wuichis not open to him so longas
he continues conscientiously to follow the teaming of his Churcd,
and from which,moreover,there is nothingtoexclude him saveonly
the fidelity with which he adheres, and his conscience tells him it

is bis duty to adhere, to that teaching (applause). With grievances

such asIhavenowdescribed we in Irelandarebut too familiar from
asad experience. We are face to face undoubtedly with one of

themhere to-day. Not,indeed, that in this matter of University
Education there are now any advanatges of apublic character from
whichCatholics,aBsuch, arcformally (xcludedby theletterof the law.
Inat least oneother departmentof thepublic administrationof our
country txarap'es even of such uucloakei intolerant exclusion of
Catholics are 'still to be found. But ii this matter of University
Education, the policy, v fortunately, still dominant in Ireland IB
moreguarded in the form of its operations. Appwen ly it has not

thecourage, or itia ashamed, opmly to declare itself for what it is.

Even then, whilst itdistinctly puts under a ban fidelity to theteach-
ingsandprinciples of me Caiholic Church, it wishes to keep up the
false preience that it does nothing of thekind. So faras regards the
dicplajing <f an outward thow of toleration it has improved, no
doubt,uponits old practice. Not yet twtntyyears a<?o-let mibe
quite accurate, only sixteen years ago,down to the August of 187d

—
it wasnot asbam.d to take a much bolder and more defiant course.
Down to that quiterecent d.ite it ma le no scruple whatever in in-

sisting that if we, the Catholics of ireHnd, were so presumptuous as
to wish to fitanl upon a l"vei with our Protestant friends and neigh-
bours in thematter of University ediicUion, we should qualify our-
Belves tor the privilege by fii^t becoming Protestants ourselves;we
shouldmake an oath of abjurau n;or tike the Pro'eataot sacra-
ment;or standupinsome Frotestant church or other and there read
our recantationof Popery and all its evil wayß (applause). This is
the matterof University education, is literally true, not merely in
that far-off time that ia knownas the time of the Penal Laws, but
down toour day. It was true,literally true,here, in this Catholic
city of Dublin,down, asIhave said, to sixteen years ago. The
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