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crisy taught him (for quite -a- different- use, though) inthat same court,' that her 5 majesty 4 had no more devoted
admirer than himself. And he succeeded. He professed
and promised the most ample loyalty. He.,- would -under-
take to harbor no more popish priests ho would admitsheriffs into Tyrone he would no more molest chiefs
friendly to England, or befriend . chiefs hostile to the
queen; and as for the title of “The O’Neill,” which, it
was charged, he gloried in, while feeling quite ashamed
of the mean English title, “Earl of Tyrone,” he protestedby her , majesty’s most angelic countenance- (ah, Hugh!)
that he merely adopted it, lest some one else might possess
himself thereof; but if it in the least offended a queen so
beautiful and so exalted, why he would disown it for ever!
Elizabeth was charmed by that dear sweet-spoken young
noble—-and so handsome too. (Hugh, who was brought
up>at " court, knew Elizabeth’s weak points.) The Lord
of Dungannon returned to Ireland higher than ever in the
queen’s favor; and his enemies in Dublin Castle were over-
turned for that time.

The most inveterate of these was Sir Henry Bagnal,
commander of the Newry garrison. “The marshal and
his English garrison in the castle and abbey of Newry,”
says Mr. "Mitchel, “were a secret thorn in the side of
O’Neill. They lay upon one of the main passes to the
north, and he had deeply vowed that one day the ancient
monastery, de viridi ligno, should ihe swept clear of this
foreign soldiery. But in that castle of Newry the Saxon
marshal had a fair sister, a woman of rarest beauty,
whom O’Neill thought it a sin to leave for a spouse to
some churl of an English undertaker. And indeed we
next hear of him as a love-suitor at the feet of the Eng-
lish beauty.” Haverty tells the story of this romantic
love-suit as follows ;

“This man—the marshal, Sir Henry Bagnalhated
the Irish with a rancor which bad men are known to feel
towards those whom„they have mortally injured. Tie had
shed a great deal of their blood, obtained a great deal
of their lands, and was the sworn enemy of the
whole race. Sir Henry had a sister who was young
and exceedingly beautiful. , .The wife of the Earl of Ty-
rone, the daughter of Sir Hugh MacManus O’Donnell,
had died, and the heart of the Irish chieftain was capti-
vated by the beautiful English girl. His love was recipro-
cated, and he became in due form a suitor for her hand;
but all efforts to. gain her brother’s consent to this mar-
riage were in vain. The story, indeed, is one which might
seem to be borrowed from some old romance, if we did not
find it circumstantially detailed in the matter-of-fact docu-
ments of the State Paper Office. The Irish prince and
the English maiden mutually plighted their vows, and
O’Neill , presented to the lady a gold chain worth .one
hundred pounds; but the inexorable Sir Henry removed
his sister from Newry to the house of Sir Patrick Barn-
well, who was married to another of his sisters, and who
lived about seven miles from Dublin. Hither the earl
followed her. He was courteously received by Sir Patrick,
and seems to have had many friends among the English.
One of these, a gentleman named William Warren, acted
as his confidant, and at a party at Barnwell’s house, the
earl engaged the rest of the company in conversation while
Warren rode off with the lady behind him, accompanied
by two servants, and carried her safely to the residence
of a friend at Drumcondra, near Dublin. Here O’Neill
soon followed, and the Protestant bishop of Meath, Thomas
Jones, a Lancashire man, was easily induced to come and
unite them in marriage the same evening. This elope-
ment and marriage, which took place on August 3, 1591,
were made the subject of violent accusations against
O’Neill. Sir Henry Bagnal was furious. He charged the
earl with having another wife living; but this point was
explained, as O’Neill showed that this lady, who was his
first wife, the daughter of Sir Brian Mac Felim O’Neill,
had been divorced previous to his marriage with the
daughter of O’Donnell. Altogether the government would
appear to have viewed the conduct of O’Neill in this
matter':] rather leniently; but Bagnal ’was henceforth his
most implacable foe, and the circumstance was not without
its influence on succeeding events.”

(To be continued.)

HISTORY OF SPONTANEOUS GENERATION
(By Bertram C. Windlb, M.D., Sc.D., F.R.S., in America.)

.

-.{The;}names of great Catholic men of, science, laymen
like Pasteur and - Muller, ■or ecclesiastics like Stensen and
Mendel, are familiar to • all educated persons. But even
such persons, or at least a great majority of them, are
quite ignorant of the ■ goodly band of workers in science
who were devout children of the Church. Nothing perhaps
more fully exemplifies this than the history of the con-
troversy respecting the subject whose name is set ; down
as the titleh,of this paper. For centuries a controversy
raged at intervals around the question of spontaneous
generation. Did living things originate, not merely inthe past, but every day, from non-living matter ? When
we consider such things as the once mysterious appearance
of maggots in meat it is not wonderful that in the days
before the microscope the answer was in the affirmative.

To-day the question may be considered almost- closed.
True, the negative proposition cannot be proved, hence it
is impossible to say that spontaneous generation does not
take place. However, the scientific world is at one inthe belief that so far all attempts to prove it have failed
utterly.

,
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St. Thomas Aquinas had a celebrated and sometimes
misunderstood controversy with Avicenna, a very famous
Arabian philosopher. It was a philosophical, but not
strictly scientific, controversy,

_
for ; both , persons accepted

or assumed the existence of spontaneous generation. Avi-
cenna claimed that it took place by the powers of Nature
alone, while St. Thomas adopted the attitude which we
should adopt to-day, were spontaneous generation shown
to be a factnamely, that if Nature possessed this power,
it Was because the Creator had willed it so.

We come to close quarters with the question itself in
1668, when Francesco Redi (1626-1697) published his book
on 1 the generation of insects and showed that meat pro-
tected from flics by wire gauze or parchment did not de-
velop maggots, whilst meat left unprotected did. From
this and from other experiments he was led to formulate
the theory that in all cases of apparent production of life
from dead matter, the real explanation was that living
germs from outside had been introduced into it. For a
long time this view held the field. Redi was, as his name
indicates, an Italian, an inhabitant of Aretino, a poet as
well as a physician and scientific worker. He was physi-
cian to two of the grand dukes of Tuscany and an acade-
mician of the celebrated Accadcmia della Crusca. Those
works which I have been able to consult on the subject
say nothing about his religion, but there can scarcely be
any doubt that he was a Catholic. At any rate, there is
no doubt whatever as to the other persons now to be men-
tioned in connection with the controversy, which again
became active about a century after Redi had published
his book. The antagonists on this occasion were both of
them Catholic priests, and both of them deserve some brief
notice.

John Tuberville Needham (1713-1781) was horn in Lon-
don, and belonged on both sides to old Catholic families.
Ho was educated at Douay, and ordained priest at Cam-
bray in 1738. After teaching in that place for some time,
ho journeyed to England, and became headmaster of the
once celebrated school for Catholic boys at Twyford, near
Winchester. From there he went for a short time to Lis-
bon as professor of philosophy in the English College.
Subsequently he travelled with various peers making “the
grand tour.” After that he retired «to Paris, AA-here ho was
elected a member of the Academic des Sciences. He was
the first director of the Imperial Academy in Brussels; a
canon, first of Dendermoude and afterward of Soignies.
lie died in Brussels, and was buried in the Abbey of Con-
denberg. Needham was a man of really great scientific
attainments, and perhaps nothing proves the estimation
in which he was held more than the fact that in 1746 ho
was elected a Fellow of the Royal Society, being the first
Catholic priest to become a member of that distinguished-
body. When one remembers the attitude at that time, and
much later, of Englishmen toward Catholics, it is clear
that Needham’s claims to distinction must have been more
than ordinarily great. His clear, firm signature is . still
to be seen in the charter-book of the society, and it is
interesting to note that ho signs his name “Tuberville
Needham.” Needham did not confine his attention to
science, for he was an ardent antiquary, and in 1761 was
elected a. Fellow of that other ancient and exclusive body,
the Society of Antiquaries of London. In this connection
it, may be mentioned that Needham published, in 1761,

■ a. ;book £which caused a great sensation, for he endeavored
to show that Ire could translate :an Egyptian inscription
by means of Chinese characters—in other words, that the
forms of writing were germane to one another. He was

What you cannot tolerate in another take care not to
tolerate in yourself. •
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