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when the Church happens to have to take the unpopular side—
there is sure to be found at least one empty-headed individual
who will plunge headlong inte the discussion—to which he is in
no sense a party-——and, after making himsel{ ridiculous over a
column and a half of valuable space, wind up by signing him-
self ‘A Good Catholic,’ or A Practical Catholic,” or 'A
Catholic Layman,” or some similarly honorable, but much-
ahused title, Our bright contemporary the Awe Mariz has
recently, under the heading quoted above, been dealing some
hard but well-descrved blows on the perpetrators of this parti-
cular form of foolishness. After describing the various kinds of
correspondents wha make a nuisance of themselves by writing on
subjects they know nothing about, our contemporary truly and
aptly sums up thus :

fIf there is one correspondent, however, who renders
himself especially obnoxious by the obtrusive silliness with
which he thrusts himself into a newspaper discussion, it is
surely the shallow-brained critic who denounces some point of
the Church’s doctrine or discipline and then subscribes himself
¢ A Practical Catholic.’

*

We have had amongst ourselves a disagreeable example
of this © obtrusive silliness’ during the past week. After the
disclosure in the Dr. Davies case—which was fully referred to
in our columns last week—a * Catholic Priest’ thought it well,
in a temperate and tumely letter to the daily press, to draw
public attention, and especially the attention of the Catholic
community, to the serious moral aspect of the questton involved,
Whereupon a misguided individual, who signs himself Lay-
man’ and modestly * claims to be as good a Catholic as the priest
is,” “writes craving the freedom on behalf of himself and several
other Catholics to repudiate some of the sentiments expressed
in the letter.”  After intimating, with quite an air of authority,
that he considers the priest “has overstepped the bounds of
discretion by giving expression to some of the sentiments he
did,” and further expressing the opinion that * a stone has been
cast at our fair Church by the publication of the letter, this
self-appointed and self-satisfied censor concludes: ¢ His letter,
if allowed to go without comment, and from a Catholic, too,
would only tend to widen the sectarian rift that unfortunately
does exist, and allow the false dogma that the laity dare not
have the moral courage to differ from their priest should they
hold contrary wviews.” It is true, no doubt, as the old Latin
poet remarked, that it is pleasant to play the fool on oceasion ;
but there are fortunately few Catholic laymen in this Colony
who have so little sense of propriety as to imagine that a suif-
able time for playing the fool is when a priest is officially
explaining the teaching of the Church on a gravely important
question of faith and marals.

Running a Lie to Earth.

*Te Protestantism,’ wrote Cardinal Newman in one of his
earlier Catholic wotks, “false witness is the principle of propaga-
tion. . . . Taking things as they are, and judging of them
by the long run, one may securcly say that the ant-Catholic
Tradition could not Le kept alive, would die of exhaustion, with-
out a continual supply of table.” A striking illustration of the
truth of these rematks and nf thewr applicabiiity to the Protes-
tantism of to-day as tmuch as o that ot half a'centuey ago, is
furnished by the publication of a recent calumay—which has
been going the round of the Protestant papers—aganst the
Sacred Congregation for the Piopagation ot the Faith. The
charge made agamst the Sacred College-—which 15, as our
readers know, one of the most important and most henored
organisations 1n the Cathobe Chareh-—is that it has deliberately
and grossly misrepresented the number of Cathalics in Aus.
tealasia with the express object of misleading and deceiving the
public as to the progress of the Church i the part of the world
referred to. The charge was first published in the Jiish Record,
thence it was copied wnto the Church of Ireland Gaszette, and
from there transferred to the columns of the f#ish Trmes, in
which paper it appeared in the following form :-—

*The Rerord last week drew attention to some extraordi-
nary statistics, which appear in the Missiones Catholice for
1901, and which are supplied by the Sacred Congregation for
the Propagatien of the FFaith, According 10 this decument the
Roman Catholic population of Australii, Tasmania and New
Zealand has grown during the past five years from 3,008,399
to 4 507,680,  But the Rev. John Dixoen, of Balmain West,
writing 10 the Svdney Moraing ferald, produces figures from
the census taken a year ago, showing that the whale population
of Australia and New Zealand is only 4,533,803, and of these
the Roman Catholics number 91g,8%0. ‘| here 15, therciore, a
difference only of 3,501,100 souls between the statement sent
in by the Roman (atholic ecclesitical authoiites and the
official 1ecords published by the slatisticians of the sescral
States in Australia.—' Clurch of Lrelond Gazeite)

After gong the round of the Irnish Protestant religious
journals, the e wavilled o Austraha, and was copied in
several papers of the Commonweaith, fnally appeaning o the
Spectatur (e ocgan of the Methodists m Meibourne) with the
added sarcwstic comment. s 1w 2 very wonderfud state-
ment, and us marvel s naesed by the faee that, cousnting all
the population-—men, women, and children—in those three
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States, they only number 4,555,803, Therefore, if the figures
of the Sacred Congregation were correct, all those people,
excepting 47,823, would be Roman Cathalics.’

»*

Long before the lie had reached Australia, however, the
Most Rev. Dr. O'Dwyer, Bishop of Limerick, was on its track,
and had put the authors Lo shame—if it is possible to put such
fabricators to shame-—in a very forcible and pointed letter,
After quoting the statement as it appeared in the [rish Times,
and potrting out Lhe obvious intention opn the part of those who
circulated it to discredit the Sacred Congregation, Dr. O'Dwyer
continued:

‘I trust you will allow me to infortn your readers that the
f]hal;fe in question is, in plain language, a deliberate false-

ood.

*1 have the book * Missiones Catholice ™ for 1gor before
me. It contains no such statement as this which you quote.

At page 587 it gives the number of Catholics in each
diocese of Australia and Tasmania, and then at the foot of
the column the total, which is 708,770.

It then adds: ‘ Incolze in Australia et Tasmania sunt,’
3,789,600.

At page 609 it gives the number of Catholics in each of
the four dioceses of New Zealand, the total of which comes to
67,030, and the “ incolz * of these same four dioceses are given
as 718,380. That is, the total number of Catholics in Aus-
tralia, Tasmania, and New Zealand, as given in the ‘Missiones
Catholicae ’ for 1901, 15 805,800. How, then, did ihe Record
or the Church of Ireland Gasette state that the number is
given as 4,507,9807 And all of you try to stir the indignation
of true Protestants at ‘the extraordinary statistics which ap-
pear in the ¢ Missiones Catholicz’ for ¥gor, and which are
supplied by the Sacred Congregation for the Propagation of
the Faith 7’

If you just add together the two numbers given above as
representing the ‘incolm’ as distinguished from the * Cathoe
lici,’ in the ¢Missiones Catholice’ you will come upon an
interesting coincidence,

 Incolae in Australia and Tasmania ..,

! L 3,789,600
“Incolz ' in the four dioceses of New Zealand .., 718,380
Total “incola* 4,507,980

Now, this is the exact figure which the Record and
Church of [veland Gazette charge the Propaganda with
giving as the number of Catholics, Can it be possible that
these people did not know the meaning of the word * incolz "
(i.e. inhabitants)? On the very page from which they quote
it is distinguished from * Catholici.’ Vet unless on the plea of
gross ignorance of this kind I can see no escape from the con-
clusion that these writers deliberately misrepresented the offi-
cial statements of the organ of the Propaganda for the pur-
pose of discrediting a most important institution in the Cath-
olic Church.’

Dr. O'Dwyer’s contradiction and refutation was published
in the frish Times twa days after the calumny appeared in its
columns, yet the Australian Protestant papers have copied the
lie but have carefully refrained from giving publicity to the
refutation,  So it has been; so it ever will be. In the whole
histary of Profestantism true testimony has been insufficient
for her purpose and now, as ever, it i3 only by wholesale un-
restricted dependence on fable that the great anti-Catholic
Tradition can be maintained,

A British General on Oliver Cromwell,

A few weeks ago an address, which has created a mild
sensation in England, on ¢ 'he Cromweltian War in Ireland,’
was dehivered by General Sir William  Batler, K.C.B., under
the auspices of the Irish Literary Saciety in London. General
Butler, it will be remembered, ‘was the officer in command of
the troops stationed in South Alrica before the war broke out,
and was recalled because he was outspoken enough to tell the
British Government that in order to subdue the Boers an army
would be required five times greater than that which the War
Office authorities proposed.  Sir Witham Batler is a student as
well as a distinguished soldier, and is consequently specially
qualified to apprase at its true value the work of a man whose
only claim to gieatness rests on his supposed soldierly
gualities and mililary achieverments, As to these latter Sir
William Buatler has Tormed his own opirion, and, as will be
scen, he does not mince matters in giving expression to it,

Dealing first with the great Irish Rebellion the lecturer
showed that speliation planned 1n London was the real cause
and explanation of the cutbreak. He pointed out that long
belore an Eaglish scldier had set a foot in lreland to suppress
the rebellion of 1641 the edict of Confiscation had gone out
from Parliament, T'wo million five hundred thousand acres
were declared tarfeited and offered as security to those who
lent money to the Parhament. On ths security a loan of a
quarter of a2 mipon had been raised. And a body called
adventurcrs had been formed in eonnection with these secu-
nties.  in these days they would be called a jeint  stock
company. Of this company Cromwell was a leading director,
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