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CATHOLICS AND TIHE WAR.
—_— .
A NEWSPAPER OPINION AXD OUHR COMMENT THEREON,

A PROTESTANT gentleman reriding i Wanganui has foraardrd n-
the followiny extract 'ronu an ob-care rolgions weekly that Appeirs
in Sydney. IHe o pogurests oo toparhiieh it asd to anpend the ot
an editorinl comment a9 o the avnwle of Cule bes towards the
presen. war, Aottt et from wn T s womres wonld meet with no
notice at onur hands put for the Lecl that 1L 1epresenis a pont of
view that is not unknown in New Zealand, aud thot at the present
moment a mirchicvous attempt i, Lo our know lodee, bung wade in
certain quarters to mecure for the opinions therom exprossed o
held npon the public ear, The (xtract in question runs as
follows :—

¢ Protestunts differ amcng themwives as to the wisdom or
righteousness of the British engaging in war against the Boers,
Some doubt whether England was ju-tified, But it i3 remarkatle
that while there is a minority amoguy I'rot -stants wlho have oppose ]
the actions of England, the Roman Catholics. if we are to judge by
their Press utterances, ars practical’y upanimous in their condem-
nation of the British. As the .. ¢, Wer/d points out: "No
Catholic priest has atteaded any of the patriotic gatherings or
spoken a word of encouragement to the loyal supporters of the
Empire. Roman Catholic Members of Parlinment are silent as the
grave, The Patriotic Fund has swollen rapidly through the
generosity of the people, but we can sean the daily lists in vam for
the names of well known and wealthy Catholic citizens, . . .
Cardinal Moran maintains o discrect siuence, Only once he has
spoken, and then it was to ray concerning the departing contingent.
“ If any of them shonld ark my opimon, I would advise them to
stay at home., If, however, the public desire to know the real
opiniens of the Roman priists about the present campaign, it is
only necessary to read their own paper, the (uthelie Press,” which
is ever and always antagoni-tic to Lnpland  The truth 18, England
is Protestant, and that in ttself is sutheient to (xeite the hatred ot
the priests of Rome, The coloninl Cathelie Press is in barmo. y
with the RC. Press elsewhere, The official Vatican organ, the
Osservatore Romuia, published 1 Home, ~peaking of the Transvaal
crisis said . * With the defeat of Englawd Protestantism would be
crushed for ever.” It is evulent that while a minority of Protes-
tants guestion the righteousness of the war, the Uatholie Church as
a whole favours the Boer, simply bucause the defeat of Enyglaud
wanld be in their estimation a blow to Protestantism.’

A GENERAL COMMENT,

Thus far the extract. Itisa vieritablo Liwyeraine tangle of
confused views, fal<g stutement. and rampant fallacies.  Eismfent
lies plain upon the surface, And it 39 cunply this to evoke the
demon of sectarlun pas-lon avatust 4 section of the commuuity
during the perivd of stronyr political ferwent through wioch ae
ar: now passing, We have a Invely seh-e oF the shartcomings as
well as of the merity of the wecular Press. But we venture to sy
that there is not in Anstialasie any editor of a sceular pap r who
wonid admit such a dicplay of sectarian <ky-rockening mito o= load-
ing ¢olumas,  duch unchri-tian work has been ooserved tor a oews-
paper that unworthily bears upon s titte-paye the glorous na ¢
of ‘Christian.’  As far as one cun unravel the tanglel méaniug of
the extract given above. it charpes the Catholic Church with anti.
Britich partisanship regarding (1) the oriyin of the war in South
Afriea, and (2) regardiuy its nltnnute issue, It is searcely necs-
sary (o say tbat the writer of that <lip-hod picce made not the
slightest cffort to sustarn his statement, We mught diamias
him with a curt statement of bis tatsl omiscion, coupled with a
reminder that the whole burden of proof talls upon hun  But for
the reasons stated in the opening paragraph of thus article we prefer
to adopt a different course and to lay before cur courteous Pro-
testant correspondent and our other rvaders some pertinent points
in connection with this unworthy attempt to aggravate the present
pesition by importing inte it the snarling element of sectarian bit-
terness and ha'e, Ilere in New Zealund the attempt is being pub-
licly made under the auspices of the Orange orgauisation, Unless
we are mistaken, the vhecure weekly from which the above-quated
extract Is tuken represents, or once did represent, the views ot that
body. If so, it, ltke thear, should blush to the roots of its hair at
the mere mention of the word ‘loyalty’ to the throne or
Empire. Those who are acquainted with the facts of Orange
history and ritual cannot eamly forget the society's sys-
tematic, deliberate, and ruccessful corruption of the loyalty of some
G0 British regiments between 1529 and 1836 ; the famous Cumber.
land Plot which they carried out n order to prevent the accession
of the Princess (now Queen) Victoria in favour of their Grand
Master Ernest, Duke of Cumnberland ; their condemnation by King
Williamm IV, hy the Britivh Parliament, and by several Royal
Commissions, and their ruppression 1n I525 and 18,6 ay a disloyal
and dangerous associatiom ; the watchiery of the Irish brethren
1868-1869 : * We'll kick the QQueen’s crown into the Boyne'; the
illegal end criminal oathy taken to this day by the brethren at their
initintion to the first and second degrees ; their systematic inter-
ference with the course of justice und of public tranquilisy in
Ireland ; and the avowed objuet of the association, as declared in
their rituals. trnots, and speeches-—namely, to drive Catholica for
aver out of public life, and t¢ undo what their ¢ accredited organ.’
the Victorian Standard of Moy, 1893, termed ¢ that fatal error, the
Emancipation Act of 1829, The yellow-scarved brethren have a
weakness for obtaining a cheap reputation for loyalty by decrying
that of others, But lectures on *disloyalty * from such a source
remind one foreibly of SBatan reproving sin,

POINTS TO REMEMBER,

1. Ia the first place, iv is quite true that the serious religious
disabilities of Catholics and Jews formed a genuine portion—the

most genuine, iu fact—of the Uitlander prievances in the Transvaal.
But it is egually true that these prievances were not even the
we asion, much less the chief or sole cause of the war, The war,
in fact, 1 not even remutely a religious question. It was o guesticn
ot polities and polizicul expediency, And such it should be per-
mitted to remsin, The man whe seeks to make it the cecasion of
wilb uf peal Lo sectarlan pussion and endeavours through it to set
Citlaclis of one crecdTagainst ¢iuz ne of snother er wi, 18 a worse,
e T eore enw o dly s hrpoeritical enemy to his conntry than
1 he ~crargbttorw araly shouldered a Magser 1ifle aud marched and
toshe under Tonhert

2, Lhe Cathohe Church has her known and definite voice to
sprak her vews  She has not promouneed, either officially or
unotherally, direetly or in irectly, upon the merie of the present
wir.  bhe w not the Church of oue race or pation. H-r
subjucts are cverywhere, :n Hollund and Germany and the
Lrausvaal, as well a8 in Great Britain. The Pope did
what lay in bhis power, in a friendly way, to avert war.
He has proved himselt long ago a man of rare enlightenment and a
past-master 1 the knowledge of diplomatic usage, And to take
~uies on the lines suggested by the screaming little weekly {rom
Sydney would be—to put it on merely political prounds—a blunder
of the first magnitude. For the rest, the Pape is entitled to be
judged by the repeated public writings and utterances in which he
b expressed his admiration of the British people and their
sovereign.  Ad o the Osservatore Romano, it is not the organ,
whether official, semi-official, or unofficial of Vatican opinion. And,
woreover, it never gave editorial expression to the opinion gquoted
i the exiract with which we are dealing. The little Sydney
‘religrious ' sheet is simply retailing at tenth hand clumsy calumny
that wus exposed months ago in the London Press. Its editor
evidentiy needs a tonie,

4. 1t 18 not trae that there is among Catholics or their Press-
urgans any speclal unanimity of opinion as 1o t'e war more than
amonyr Protestants, Catholies are as free as people of otber creeds
or of no creed to hold, and in due moderation to express, their
OpIuIOuY O Lhe WAT, JU-t as they do on other questions of imperial
ur hattenal politics. Aud 1n the exercise of that frecdom they have
ranged themselves freely and, we are glad to say, without intolerant
bitterness or reciimination, on the side of the various pulitical
parties Lo which they owe allegiance. For, a« we have said, the
quusiion is a purely pohicical one, and in Great Britan the varions
upt 10ns upon tbe justifishihty of the war follow closely, though not
wusolutely, ulong the lines ot party eleavage. Thus, practically the
whole Lileral Press and party, together with a sevtion of the Liberal
Unionwis, held, as we did, that the war with the Transvaal was
unneceszary, dmpolitic, and honourably avoidable. This view was
torably urged i Parliament, in the Press, and on the public plat-
torm by prennnent Enghishmen ot such diverse « reeds and no-oreeds
as b Honry Campladl Banuerman, Mr John Morley, Siv William
Harcourt, Lari Spower  Lord Kuo berley, My Ierbert Spencer,
Mr, Labouchere. Mr rlabp Stanhope, Mr, Stead, Mr. H. W,
Mas-ngham, and by Liberal Umonists ke Mr., Leonard
Cuvurteusay and ~ir Hdward Clarke A like view was taken
by at least 1wo prowivent British Generals, Sir William Butler and
Sir Hedvers Buller The Enghsh pulpnt penerally was opposed to
the wur on the vame grounds,  #o was ot least a large and healithy
section o the Piotestant rligions newspapers of there colonies,
goteplenons among which s the temperate and scholurly Gutivok,
the orran of the Presoyterian boly of New Zealaud. The same
view 1- held generally, though by no means universally, by the
Cathiolic Press 1n the Lmpire Thus, twoe of our Australian
tachanges hoid themselves pewntral on the question, And the
Loudon 7wb'et and »me other Eaoglish Catholic pupers adopt fully
the attituiae of the Conservative party and stoutly maintain the
original necessity of the war. DBut whatever various views as to the
neel or otherwise of the present war have been adopted Ly the
Cathulic Press and publiv, they Lave been adopted quite irrespective
of the mere religions beliefs of the contending parties, The fact
remalns that there has never been a war in English history on the
orurinal justifivhility of which British opinion, irrcspective of creed,
has been so profoundly divided, As tothe Continental and American
new-papers, whether Protestant, secular, Jewish, Agnostic, Free-
mawon, or sther, the voice of the vass majority of them has been
against the war. Itisthe merest vonsense forany newspaper to hint or
state that ‘a winority of Protestants’ stood for the nnwisdom of the
present strugple. A great majority did. We are not over-squeamish,
and we are nosupporters of the principle that ‘ thero never wasa bad
peaceor agood war,' Dut war is, evenat ita beat, a fearful calamity,
Angd it ill becomes a religinus paper to stand forth as its advocate
unless ou the clearest and most cogent grounds of public necessity.

VIEWS ON THE I-STUE OF THE WAR.

S0 rmiuch as regards the views of Catholice and others on the
oriyiaal Justice or injustice of the campsign. The question has
long ~hoe passed beyond that stage. We merely refer to it here
Lecuuse, by a contemptible piece of journalistic trickery, the views
which mnny Catholies and Catholic newspapers share with non-
Catholics upon the subject have been, as in the case of the extract
with whick we are dealing, tertured for & purpo<e into an accusa-
tion of vapk traitorism, jusi na Cobden and Bright were dubbed
trajtors and burned in efliyy for their honest and manly opposition
to the declaration of the Crunean War—a war which has long since
ceased to find a sane defender, As to the present cawmpaign in
South Africa : fresh issues have, since its inception, arisen which
have made the original cause of gumarrel pale into comparative
insignificance. Chamberlain, in forcing on this war, bas un-
doabtedly commitied not merely a political blunder, but a political
crime of the first magnitude which, we tznst sud believe, will in
due course relepate him for the remainder of his days to the dis-
honoured obscurity which his o’ervaulting ambition so well fits him
to adorn. The trinmphal march to Pretoria which he anticipated
or professed to snticipate over the bodies of a few strong Boer
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