
§ V.The Census of The Empire.
20.— GenebalObjections baked by the Rationalists."
Andit came to pass, says St. Luke, that in those days therewentout a decree fromCtesar Augustus, that the whole world shouldbe enrolled. This enrolling was first made by Cyrinus the governor ofSyria.'— "Andall went tobe enrolled, everyoneinto his owncity. AndJosephalso went up trom Galilee, out of the city of Nazareth intoJudeato the city ofDavid,which is calledBethlehem, because he wasof the house and family of David, to be enrolled with Mary hisespoused wifo, who was with child."3. Each wordof this evangelical

texthasreference to questions ofleading import. Universal history,
particular details of the administration of provinces; Roman lawviewedin connection withJewishlaw;problems the most complicatedand variousin their kind,are solved in these few lines, without theslightest perceptiblehesitation. Unless theEvangelist wa* addressinghimself to the still liviug memories of a contemporary generation,andspeakingof notoriousrealities, that each one hadseen, heard,and felt,
he couldnpt have touched thus lightly on facts of so much import-ance. This intrinsic character of authenticity does no* strike ourmodern rationalists. St. Luke, they say,mentions an universal enroll-ing directedby Augustus, at the epoch of the birth of Jesus Christ.Now,no knownhistorianhasrecordedit. Then the Gospel lias notspokenthe truth. Such is the syllogism ofStrauss, adoptedby M. M.d'Eichtal,Salvador, &c. Their words deserve tD be quoted in full,
because they have obtained,in these latter times, amore noted pub-
licity. "The texts,they say,from which it has been attempted toprove that someofthe regulations in reference io the census, ordained
by Augustus,nrust have extended!^ the dominions of the HeroJs,
either do not mean what their words convey, or are the productionofChristian writers, whohave borrowedthis idea from' the Gospel ofLuke." 4. This is the objection;no one can say that the thesia iaobscure, or thepositions badly defined.
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HISTORY OF OUR SAVIOUR JESUS CHRIST.DENOMINATIONAL JOURNALS.— CONTROVERSY.
(Contributed.)

Maxy;Catholics,Ibelieve, dislike to see any attempt made toesta-
blishaCatholic paper. They argue that as these papersprovoke
religious controversy they must of necessity breedill will among
various religious bodies, and setProtestantsagainstCatholics. ManyProtestants argue in the same way. Now,itis quite truethat all con-
troversy, whether the subject be religious,historical,political,or evenscientific, maybecome so warm as tobreed ill will among those who
engageinit. Buthow is truth inmany cases tobe establishedexceptbycontroversy? Likeeverygood thing controversymaybe carried toexcessandbe abused. Is this any fair argument against its use,its
fair and temperateuse? As regards religion, how are the many un-
happy existingdivisionsamong Christians ever to be healedunless the
grounds oftheir various conflicting creeds be thoroughly"examinedP
OurblessedLordhimself engaged in controversy, so did His apostles
and the early fathersof the Christian Church. They did so inaspirit
Ofmeekness andcharity. We mayand ought todo the same, andnot
crydownall controversy and all publications which engage initand
encourageit. Ihope theNewZeaia.ni) Tablet will engage incon-
troversy,and that whileso engagedit will never transgressthe great
law ofcharity.

A CONTRAST.FATHER MATHEW AND LUTHER
AS REFORMERS.

(A Contributor.)
Thepersonalcharacter of the above twocelebratedmen wasas widely
differentas thenature and the fruit of their labors. FatherMathew
wasamodel ofpurity, modesty,meekness, andcharity. Inthe words
of MrGladstone,"he shewed forthin deed and truth thebeauty ofholiness, andpresentedto his fellow creatures much of the image ofourblessed Saviour."Luther,on theotherhand, was,"atleastafterhebecamea rebelagainst the authority of the Catholic Church, a preytoviolentlust;he tells ussohimself. Heheld themostlooseandaccom-modating viewson the subject ofmarriage, and expressed himselfonthat subject in language too gross tobe repeated. Infact, he heldpolygamy tobe an Mopenquestion." By theway,IhaveheardofanAnglican clergyman inthis colony who shared inLuther's sentimentsin thatrespect. Luther was, moreover, in thehabitofusing towards
his opponentslanguage themost violent,foul,and disgusting, such asoould only emanate from the lips ofone whoseheart wasfull ofhatred,malice, andalluncharitableness, and whichnot even theallegedbar-barism ofhis times could palliate, far less justify. Fathor Mathewdidnot introduce any novelties into the Christian religion. Lutherdidj novelties tending tostrike, and whichhave struck, at the rootof all constituted authority, and evenofChristian faithandmorals.FatherMathew's labors led toa -widespread, to an amazirg improve-
ment ofthe morals of thepeople. Numerous testimonies insupport
of this assertion couldbe adduced, testimoniesof thehighest andmostunimpeachablecharacter. MissEdgeworth, the celebratednovelist,forexample,speakingofhis work as a reformer of publicmorals, says
11Itis amazing, and proves the powerof moral and religious influenceandmotivebeyond any otherexampleon record in history." What
was the effect ofLuther's work on public morals ? Fortunately wehavehis own testimonyand the testimony of his accomplices on thatpoint. Well,may we adopt*he language ofMiss Edgeworth, andsay
"it wasamazing." Publicmorality previousto the so-called LutheranReformation was low enough,butafter that change— afterLuther andhie friends had

" emancipated" thepeople from those restraints whichthe Catholic faith and discipline liad hitherto imposed on their evil
passions toa greateror less extent— then the flood-gates ofiniquitywereopened wide,and thepretendedreformers themselves, likeJudasIscariot, were appalled at the awful work of their own hands.Christendombecame another Sodom— Englandmoreespecially. TheworkofLuther led toall those plots, treasons, andrevolutionswhichhave filled, and are still filling, Christendom with war since his day.
Ifany ofyour Protestant readers think Ihave done an injustice toLuther's memory,Ihope you will allow them to show how. Thedevil,poor fellow, onght to have his due, and shouldnot be painted
blacker thanheis.

THE ARCHBISHOP OF TUAM ON FROUDE ANDTHE IRISH QUESTION.
The Archbishopof Tuara,in the course ofa letterofhis, lately pub-lished,says:

—
Whatever mighthavebeen theopinionofthe Americanpeopleofformer times regarding the relationsbetween Ireland andEngland, there is no further room for ignorance or apology on thesubject, especially after Father Burkes triumphant refutationof thecalumniesof thenotorious panegyrist of Cromwoll

—
inEngland are-gicide, andin Irelandthe truculent murderer of the people. Had theeloquent Dominican not beenin America at the time, themendacioushistorianmight have been able to impose on same of the honestnatives by misrepresenting the people of Irelandas an inferior race,deservedly subjected to the dominionof England. But his romancessoongave way to the stern realitiesof truth;the exposurebyFatherBurke— frauds, perfidies, treacheries, and wanton cruelties

—
openedthe eyesofthe American people, to the delusivepictureof Froude;«o thathe hastened to quit the country which he- sought to misleadby his slanders,andleaveFather Burkeand historical justice in pos-session of the field. But, instead ofdwelling on theseexplodedcalum-nies,Ineed but turn the attention of the American people to tkescenes which they are daily witnessing for our justification. Arenotthemultitudesthat are continually flying from our shores and landingon the American coasts standing evidence of the injustice andoppres-sionwith whichourpeoplearestill treated ? IfIrelandfelt the foster-ng care which the American Government bestows on providing forhe happinessof its subjects, ourpeoplewouldnot be obliged to leave

aeir own country.

By the Abb6J.E.Dakbas.
(Translated from the French for fche NewZeae.4»d Tabmbt.)
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3trsPioioNß op Joseph. Vibghnal ITuptiais.
M4BXhad returned toNazareth. The delay consequent onespousalshad expired; the epochof the solemn nuptials drew near.

"Mowas his mother MarywasespousedtoJosephbefore theycame together,she was found with child of the HolyGhost. WhereforeJosephherhusband, beinga just man,and not willing publicly to expose her,was minded toput her awayprivately;but whilehethought on thesethings,behold an Angelof the Lord appeared to him in his sleep,
saying:Joseph, *on of David,fear not to take unto thee Mary thywife, for that whichis conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost. Andshe shallbring forth a son,and thouehalt call his nameJesus, for heshall savehis people from theirsins." "Sow all this wasdone that itmight be fulfilledwhich fche Lordspoke by theProphet, Baying:—'"Beholda Virgin shall be with child, andbring forth a son, and they
shall call hie name Emmanuel, which being interpretedis, Qoi
withus. 1. AndJoseph risingup from"sleep didas the Angelof theLord had commanded him, and took uuto him his wife."2. Theterrible anxiety of Joseph forms, with the serenity of Mary in thiscircumstance, a contrast, which Origen made use of victoriously
against the odious calumniesofCelsus. The Mosaic law was formal.
To the tribunalof thepriests belonged the judgment of the womanconvictedofcrime;the sentence suffered nomodification;the exam-pleofSusanna affords us a sufficientproof of its rigor. The punish-
ment of stoning to death awaited the spouse or the betrothed
convicted of crime.^ This leading fact cannot be too strongly insistedupon;it presents in itself alone a complete demonstration of the
veracity of the Gospel. Joseph attachediahis honor, pursuedby themost cruel suspicions, is a witness whose testimony we can inno wisebe permitted to suspect. His very character is moreover" another
guarantee. He is "just," says the Evangelist j that is tosay, that lejoins to the feeling of rectitude and honor, a tender, compasionate
moderation. He has calculated theimport of a solemn denunciation
before the sacerdotal tribunal

—
the Jewish Sanhedrim. The rigor of

the legalpunishment which will follow onhis complaint,is repugnantto his mild disposition. Yeton the otherhand,he cannot consent towhathe deemsa personal dishonor. He willnot have Mary for hisspouse. Before two witnesses he will remit to her a document of
separation,and the young girl who has received his plighted vow,
will nothave to reproachhim for causing her an infamous death.This documentof separationis legal, at the same time that itsecures,
without compromising anyone,the life of a woman,and the honor of
a spouse. Such was the situation in which Josephfound himself, tli-e
delicacy anddanger of whichhave perhaps neverbeen equalledinanyhistory. Mary, neverthelessissilent. Silence envelopes her virginalmaternity witha divine veil. Nohuman voicewhisperedin the earofJosephin the midst of these harrowing thoughts;and vet Joseph
became the spouse of Mary. ' This marriage, the Jews have neverdenied. Celsus himself— and the rationalists of our day may trusthim

—
Celsus recognised that Joseph had solemnly espoused Mary,Consequently,we may cay with Origen, "That whichJosephdid notlearnfrom man, God Himself revealed tohim;the secret which theImmaculate Virginkept,even at the perilof her life, was deposited

by the Angelot the Annunciationinthe bosom ofJoseph." Suppress,the miracleof the evangelicalrevelation,and you will fall in with themiraculous consent of the "just Joseph," who,all of a sudden quellshis anxieties, his suspicions,— still more, shuts his eyes to the light ofevidence, and takes Mary for his spouse. Itis thus the course ot" theGospelnarrative is shielded from the attacks of incredulity, defying
all the efforts of rationalism, and commanding faith by its divinesimplicity. The followinglines will affordus anewproof ofthis truth.
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(1.)Isa. Tii,14. (2.)Matth.i. IS-24. (3.)Luc,ii.1-3.
(4.) Vie deJesus, page20, note.


