
To the Editorof the NewZealand Tablet.
Sib,—Iseeby the Tablet of the 17th ult., you hadsome correspon-
dence from the Thames, evidently from a new chum ashe takesall
credit for whathas been done in Catholic affair?,and leavesnone to
the credit of the old chums, he either forgets,or perhaps never heard
of what wasdone in the Eev. Father Nevara's time;butIwillnot
quarrel withhim. Allhonor to him and bis new chums todo what
they canin a good cause, although it may be over a goodold road
well metalled with Thames quarts, and Church and School allot-
mentspayed forwithThameagoldyearsago. My object is togiveyour
readers some ideaof the progress of Catholicity in this part of her
Majesty's dominions. Isuppose youwill call it veryslowprogress
whenItell youwehave only Massoncea month. TheFrenchpriest
thatpays us a visit is one of the most zealousIhave seen,for from
the time he comes tillhe leave?,he gives us Macs everyday. Soif we
arenot good Christiansitis no fault of his.

We hada meetinghere about two months ago, andpassedreso-
lutions requesting his Lordship the Bishop to send us a resident
priest. lamnot aware that anything further has been donein the
matterup to thepresent. We havea neat little church witha large
pieceof ground, quitelarge enough to build a clergyman's residence
on. One of our body will undertake to builda six-roomedhouse on
this fineproperty for a resident clergyman till they can find cash to
payhim. Long life to him, sayI. Ihave been sorry to see the
children of Catholicparentsrunning about the streetsdaily, or going
toProtestant schools. This want is about to be supplied, asIhave
been informed that a veryaccomplished young lady is about toopen
a Catholic school in a central position. Ihope,asIhave nodoubt,
it willbe wellsupported from the number of good CatholicsIsee in
the district, We havea Sunday School every Sunday wellattended
by thechildren,and well lookedafter by the teachers; one gentleman
in particular gives itallhis spare time. We hadaCatholic concert
here at the new year,a number of friends,nearly if not all Catholic,
from Napier,together with some local talent, that would have done
credit to anystage. Itwaswell supportedby all classes of the com-munity, and was a financial success. Imight state inpassing thatit
was held in the newly erected Oddfellow'sHall, which, if Iam
rightly informed, was given, it not free, for merely the expense of
lighting. Itis oneof the neatest halls Ihave seeninNew Zealand.

We established abranchof thenow far famedHibernian Society
about three months ago. They hold their meetingsmonthly. Iseethey are increasing in numbers, although it is a very scattered dis-trict,Ithink they will succeed, asIsee somegoodold stagersamong
them. InSociety mattersIsee the SouthIsland has madeamove, if
not in the right direction,at least in one that will secure themrepre-
sentation at the A. M.in Melbourne; one that will enable themtokeep the funeral funds in New Zealand, one that will entitle the
members to pay less quarterage, together with many other benefitsembodied in the general rules. Seeing that the North Island hasmadeno move in thematter up to the present, itis verynatural to
suppose they wantno representation at the A. M., that they donot
want the handliug of their own funds, although they areobliged by
the FriendlySociety's Act to keep themin the Colony. Isuppose the
reduction of quarterage is a thing quite below their notice. Wishin"
your little Catholic Tableteverysuccess.

—
Iam, &c.

Waipawa,January 27, 1877. P. G.

FATHER KELLY'S LECTURE ON MARY STUART.
Amokg allthe great names of romance or history thereis,perhaps,
none more deathless, or one around which more undying interestcentres, than that of Mary Stuart, the last, the loveliest,andmost ill-fatedqueen thatever reigned in Scotland. She, whose life promised
bo fair at the dawn,and closed in such deep tragic gloom. As her
beauty,her grace, andaccomplishments were once the theme ofevery
poet'ssong,bo, evenat this distant day, does the storyof her wrongs
andher untimelydeathawakenthechordof chivalryineverygenerous
heart. Dark shadowshave always surrounded hername,and thoughthese mayneverbe entirely cleared away,yetmuch has beendone tofree her memory from the guilt of thatworst crime imputed toher by
many historians, thatof havingbeen an accomplice injthe murderofher second husband,LordHenryDarnley.

This was thepoint upon which the lecture of the Eev.FatherKelly, delivered in the Temperance Hall on Monday evening last,
turned. Those who werepresent andheard the conclusive arguments
of that learned gentleman, must have felt that if, three hundredyears ago, Mary Stuart had had such an advocate to plead hercause, that deep, dark stain would never have rested upon her
name. The rev. gentleman premised his lecture, by stating thathe had no intention of appealing to the sympathies or feelings of
his audience;he would simply lay before them the result of care-ful historical investigation. Itmight be asked, knowing who and
whathe was,could he be supposed to take a fair and impartial
view of any circumstance concerning the guilt or innocenceof theScottish queen. To that he would simply say that, werehe not
fully persuadedof her guiltlessness, her nameor life would neverhavebeenchosen asthe subjectofalecture byhim. He thenpro-
ceededbriefly to sketch the events whichledMaryandDarnley toresidein theplacenearEdinburgh,knownasKirk o'Fields. Thesecircumstancesareso wellknownastorender recapitulationunneces-
sary. On the eveningof the9th FebruaryMary wasabsent fromthe house inwhichherhusband layill, inorder toattendaballin
Edinburgh, giveninhonorof themarriageofoneof theroyal house-hold,during which time thehouse inKirk o' Fields wasblownupbygunpowder,and theunfortunateLordDarnleywaskilled. Both-wellwasBuspectedandbrought to trial;but inconsequence of no

onecoming forwardtogiveevidenceagainst him,he wasacquitted.
The abduction of Mary by Bothwell shortly after, and her
marriage with him, together with other circumstances, had
bean adducedby historians as tending to establish a prima faciecase of guilt against Mary. He denied that Mary's marriage
with Bothwell was throughher love for him but incompliance with
the requestof the Scottishlords, andnot in accordancewith her own
inclination. Upon the day of her marriage with Bothwell, the
French Ambassador,who, through Mary's relationswith theFrench
Court,entertaineda warminterest in all her affairs, visited her,and
found her iv tears, Now it was very unlikely that if Mary had
plottedso long tobring about this marriage then when her schemeswereabout to be crowned with success she wouldbetray such signs ofunhappinessanddistress.

Ue thenreferred to the celebratedletter said tohavebeen found
in the silver casket, andsaid to hare been writtenby Mary to Both*
wellprior to Darnley's murder, and in which she minutely detailed
everycircumstauce of theplot. Upon that letter and the confession
of Mary's page,French Paris, all real evidence of her guilt rested;
the rest was only suspicion and might easily be explained.
He admitted that if that letter was written by her, and if thepage's confession was true Mary's guilt was unquestionable; but
it was impossible, he said, viewing the matter without prejudice,
to arrive at the conclusion that she should have written a
letter to Bothwell, fully revealing her crimes, and, in the un-
settled state of the times, entrust it to the care of FrenchParis
tobe carried throughout the breadthof Scotland,whenhemight atanymoment fallinto the handsof the Scottish lords. It was quite
unnecessary thatshe should do so, she could easily have made herself
understoodbyBothwell without going into details. Considering all
the circumstances connected with this letter, they had a right to
demand the clearestproofsbefore accepting itas genuine. It shouldbe viewed with the greatest suspicion. The casket had fallenintothehandsof Mary's enemies, and the letter came through thehands
ofone of the most unscrupulous, the Earl of Morton.. Again,asa
most convincingproof thatBothwellhad never received sucha letter
from Mary, Morton, in his dying confession, stated that he was
cognisant beforehandof theplot to murder Darnley,and wouldhave
taken partin it if Bothwell could have shown him any writing of
Mary's, containing her acquiescence in the proposed assassination.Bothwellwasmost anxious thatMortonshouldbecome a participator
in the crime, yethe producedno such writing,andif he ever receivedthat letter fromMary,itmust at that timehavebeeninhis possession.
This fact alone went far to prove that the letter was never writtenby
her but was a fabrication and an after invention of her enemies.
Neither was there any evidenceto showthatevenif such a lettereverhadbeen written by her that it came from thehandsofMortonun-
altered. This letter was one great point upon whichMary's guiltrested, the other was the confession of FrenchParis. He dweltat
great length upon the unreliability of the page's testimony, andshowedit to be untrustworthy anddeserving verylittleconsideration.His evidence was not given voluntarily but under the influenceoffear. Betweenhis first and second statements there were greatdis-
crepancies;in the first he implicated Bothwell alone,in the second
bothhim andMary. ItwasextremelyimprobablethatBothwellwould
entrust such a message toa page as to send him toMary for thekeys
of her chamber for the express purpose of blowing upher husband.The confession of French Paris was signed by George Buchannan,
one of the highest names in Scottish literature, who was a
most bitter enemy of Mary's; yet in all hiß writings againsther he never once mentioned the confession. Therefore it was
clear that he attachedno importance to it. He (the lecturer)
felt disposedtoregard the confession as an entirefabrication,andcame to the conclusion that Buchanan neversigned it. Having
disposedof the casket letters,andthe confessionof FrenchParis,
henextproceededtoanswer questionsof minor importance,whichhedid in the most satisfactoryand conclusive manner. He con-cludedby saying that, though dear to him as werethename and
fame of Mary Stuart, truth was dearerstill,and it was only after
the fullest historical research that he askedfor averdictof not
guilty inregardto the Scottishqueen.

The subject was most fairly considered with Froude andRobertson as authorities on one side, andHosack andLingardonthe other. At the conclusionof the lecture,-whichwasabrilliantspecimenof argumentativeoratory,therev.gentleman -was loudly
applauded.

A voteof thanks was proposedtothe lecturerbyMr.Scanlan,
inaneat speech,expressiveofhispleasureatwhathehadjustheard,
whichvote was secondedby Mr.John Callan

—
agentlemanwhoisamemberof theVictorianbar,andwhoispreparinghimself for the

exercise of his profession in New Zealand. He said:
—

YourLordship, ladies and gentlemen,
—

Father Kelly has so delighted
me with the lecture he has just finished, thatIhave greatpleasure indeed in seconding the vote of thanks just pro-posed. Thelecturehasbeen,Imay truly say,so fascinatingthatthe timeof its deliveryhas seemed to me— to use acommonex-pression

— "
topass awayin no time," but though the timemayhaveseemed short, the eloquenceand eruditionlavisheduponuaby therev. lecturer havebeen,by nomeans,small. Afterhearing

Father KellyIcannothelp thinking that if it hadbeenhis fate tohave lived some centuries ago— in the rude times when, in theabsenceof allsettledlaw,it was the customtoredressthewrongsof injured ladiesby the sword and spear,he wouldhavebeent£emost valiantandchivalrousofKnightserrant. Certainlyif thede-fendersof femalehonor did their work in thosetimes as effectuallywith the sword as therev.gentleman has defendedthememoryofMaryStuart to-night with his brains then,allIcansay is, they
must have been stout warriors. To my mind, FatherKellyhasmost effectually "blown up" with his arguments, the idea thatMary Stuart ever '"blewup" with gunpowder herhusband. Itseems thatnonerespondedto Bothwell'b challenge of anappealtothesword whencharged with Darnley'B murder. IhaveQg jd,c&
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