
It may ba interesting at this stage to compare the grant to
Lord Kitchener with gome previously given as rewards for military
achievements. The victories of Blenheim and Ramilies cost the
country subsequently nearly a million sterling. The Duke of
Marlborough received in 1707 a pension of £4000 a year,and it
waspaid until about 17 years ago, when it was commuted by a
single payment of £107.800. Besides this the Government pur-
ohased Blenheim, and thepresent Duke of Marlborough lives in it
at thiß day. Admiral Rodney sank seven Spanish ships and
relieved Gibraltar less than 120 yearsago, and was given £2000 a
year for life. Buton his death,nine yearsafterwards, the pension
wasmade perpetual. Lord Raglan, who distinguished himself in
the Crimea, receiveda pensionwhich has beenpaid tohissuccessors,
but is terminable on the death of the present peer. The total sum
so paid is not less than £100,000. After Nelson won thebattle of
Trafalgar,a gratefulnation awarded £5000 a year to all the Lord
Nelsons for ever ;so that about £300,000 has been the cost to date
of the great naval victory. The Duke of Wellington received a
large grant and an annuity which was to terminate with the death
of the third holder of the title. Lord Napierof Magdala, for the
almostbloodless and i-hort, though 'nevertheless extremely arduous,
campaign in Abyssinia,received a pension of £2000 a year, which
was to continue tohis heir. Nor must mention bs omitted of the
large aggregate sums paid in pensions to officers ana men who
completed their term of service. Too often the rank and
file, who are not less necessary than the commander, are
left to pine in neglect in their old age. A gratuity
is tobe made toevery man who was engaged in South Africa, but
whether this will ba the sole expressionof the nation's gratitude
remains tobe seen.

DIOCESE OF DUNEDIN.
His Lordship Bifehop Verdun Ins ay-point ->d the Rev.Father

Delaney. of Oamsru, to Holy Cn.^-a Clirge, Mo«giel. The Rev.
Father O'Reilly, of South Dunedio, h -s taken Father Delaney's
place at Oainaru.

On Tuesday evening themembers of St Joseph's Club (26 ladies
and 26 gentlemen) m<t a similar run.her fr, ni St. Patrick's Club
in a tournament at St. Jos^ihV Hal),v) en a very pleasant time
was spent. Trie hom3 club weie declared trip winners aitera very
keen contest. It is intended to giv^ tae io *■■"» an opportunity of
regaining their laurels latjr on in the soa-on. A t-pecial programme,
consisting of various game? ami mus'Cil itenin, is btii.g prepand
for the meeting of July 11 of the >t.Joceph s Club. The inaferis in thehands of a <om:nit'e oon«ip ing of Messrs J. McKennah,
J.H. Brown, and A. J Sulli\an.

The devotion (f the For +y Hour*' Ad- r.tion was ie^un in the
Church of the Sacred IIart, North-Wast VaiUy. on Fridaymon ing,
when the Rev. Father Mu.-pr,y, A<im, celebrated the Mara of Expo-
sition. On Saturday morning Father Murphy was also the <ele-
brantof the Mass. SOt instructions were given atboth Mattes,
and also at the devotions in the evenings His Lords-hip Bishop
Verdon presd'd a\, the Mass of D. po-i i>n on Sunday, of which
Father Murphy was the celfIrat t HijLordf-hip, who jreached on
devotion to the Blessed Pacru-rnent, riai'e appropriate rtference to
the prcclamati n of peac", and spoke feelingly with r^gurd to
those of the faith who had died in South Aim-a. His Lordbhip
spoke in similar terms at the half-past s^vcio'clock Mat>d at fct.Joseph's Cathedral.

An 'Evening with Authors' was the bul»j ct of a lecture given
by Mr J. F.M. Fra*er at the weekly ni'etin:/ of the South Dumdin
Catholic Literary and Social flub on Monday last The president
(Rev. Father Coffey) occupied the chair, and tbero was a large
attendance of members and lady friends. The. lecturer cnkert;ii..ed
his audience for over an hour, iutro luciug a number of extracts
from books of a very humcrouH character. Mr Fra^er was loudly
applaudedat the conclusion of h;s interesting address, and a hearty
vote of thanks was accord d him on tha motion of Messrs F. W.
Petre and D. McCurdy. The Rev Father Cuffey,in conveyin/ the
vote of thanks, expresfed hi* pleisuro at Mr f i-,w.r's p-e^enoe that
evening, and aluo for the kindly interest takenby that gentleman
in the alub since ita institution. Songd were nicely rendered by
Messrs FotterellandFo-tor.

Thej following letter by
'
A Catholic Priest,' which appeared inMonday's issue of the Otago Daily 1mu-ts, m .he above subieot,is

well worth careful perusal by our readers :—:
—'With your permissionIshould like to reply to your sab-leader of Saturday on the subject of craniotomy on a living child.At the outset, Ithank you for the acknowledgment, 'that thesubject, though delicate,has been treated with marked good taste.*This is asit should be, as the object is not toovercomean adversary

in controversy:it is of higher nature— itis to arrive atanunder-standing of what themoral law teaches and expects ub to follow insuch a case.
Your statement, 'that the teachingof the Catholic Church onthis matter is rrpugnant and shocking to a large number— probablyan overwhelming majority of the people in this district' is noargument for or against the lawfulness of the act. Truth is notunfrtquently shocking and rrpugnant to a large number of people.Especially ia this so when there is question of moral and divinetruth. Yet the fact thatitshocks a large number makes itno lesstrue. We havean infinite number of examples of how themulti-tude wereshockedat.

Christ's Teaching,
yet His teaching was no less true. But doe3the teachingof theChurch in this respect shock a good many— 'the overwhelmingmajority

'
? Your writer cays itdoes. lam inclined to theopinionthat the great majority of the thinking public feelquite thecon-trary, and are glad to find that the Church has the moral courageto uphold themoral anddivine law in this respect. Irespectfully

differ with your writer in the case, and state at the same timethat Iam in a f.iir pebition to know how the general public feel ontho mattir. Your statement or suggestion "
that craniotomy on aliving child is lawful

'
because the Criminal Code does not punishadoctor when he performs it in good faith is altogetherbeside the

question. The Criminal Code is surely not the standard of ourmoral actions. The Criminal Code is not oneand the same thingas theDivine moral code. Were this so an act whichis consideredlawful at one time would be unlawful at another time ;also,an actwhich is permitted by the Criminal Code, ornot punished by it in
one country, is not permitted but severely punished in a different
country at the same time. We could not havea better exampleof this than the cuse we are dibcussing. lam informed that at the
pres-nt time, according to the American Criminal Code, at leastthree doctors must pronounce in favor of craniotomy before thedoctor who performs it is safe from prosecution, whereas in this
country one doctor can perform it even without consultation. Imyselfhaveknown of more than one case in which this happened,
thereforewe see that what is criminal in Americais not ciiminalhere, and were the Criminal Code tet up as the guide to themorality of an&<-.t we would be reduced to the absurdity of having
to believe

That theGreat Lawgiver
laid down one moral standard for New Zealanders, andanother,andas we have seen, an altogether more strict, moral standard forAmericans. Imay point out that the Criminal Code of this
country creates its own 'human being.' and then lays down theliw r.gardicg that

'
human being.' According to it

'
the child is ahuman being." only whenit has completely proceeded in a living

htnte from thobody of it? mother.' According to our law,then, achild only becomes and into be ngardedas a'human being' whenii is born, but not before. It is evident that this definition of a
1human bung

'
(;ts many other definitions in the Criminal Code) ia

inado lor the occasion with little or no relation to the intrinsiotruih. However, Imay argue that did the Legislature admit,what ir> wrtaiiJy a fact admitted by all Christian hcientiste, thatthe child ina humau being,not merely when itproceeds ina livingfcUie in m its mother's boily, but long before there is any question
of birth, it would haveacknowledged its rights f.s ahuman beingfii-t amongst which is the right to live, and therefore would havemace it cqu-illy criminal to interfere with its liie before as afterits biHh. The Criminal Codf, therefore, instead of being againstmo in ia reality with me in my contention that it is unlawful toc estroy ly any means or for any reason the life of an unbornhuman being. It i& the union of the soul and body that makes
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At VespersatSt. Joseph'sCathedral on Sunday theRev.FatherMurphy, Adm,preached the permoi, taking for his text
" Peace beto yon" (St.John, xx.,19). The rev. preacher, after Ppeaki»g ofthe blessings which peace brought to the world,and the horrorswhich followed in the train of war,referred to those of the Catholicfaith whohad fallen on the battlefield,andexhorted the congrega-

tion not to forget topray for themduring the Holy Sacrifice of theMacs. They should return thanks to God for the ces^tion ofhostilities, and pray for the welfare of theKing. Although theywerefar away from the heart of theEmpire,still it wasnot difficultto see that the influence of his Majesty was on the side of peace.They should pray that God would prolong the King's reign andgivehim long years so that be might live to see all his subjectsaround his throne, and,if the neceneity arose,ready to defend it.lather Murphy then wenton to cay that sin was the cause of war,showed the necessity of doinx penance, and exhorted the congrega-
tion togive thanks toGod for the blessings conferred upon them,
and tooffer their Holy Communion with that intention. Itwas afallacy to suppose that victory was theresult of courage or bravery,asitcame from God, and to Him they should give thanks for it.After the '0 Salutaris,' his Lordship the Bißhop intoned theTe Deum,' which was then takenupby choir, whorendered itin afinished manner. There was a crowded congregation present.

THE MORAL ASPECT OF
CRANIOTOMY.

aPPly> bat the motive was toconferhonor, and bestow an adequate
token of national gratitude. The magnitude of it should be
measured by what the recipient has done,and not by what he may
do in the future. In fact, Parliament has been committed 10 a«
pledge to give Lord Kitchener more by and by, whm he shall
have performed some further Bign.il service?, anJ in effect he has
beenpaid only an instalment of what ib due to him. Some such
reasoning a.-> this niij'ht po^'bly have ocoa»ioned opposition to thq
grant, though we hardly suppose it did. We put it forward merely
for the purpose of showing tliaij the proposal wa'i susceptible of
more than the one interpretation, and that in poi: t of fact, when
analysed, itamounted to the very common but illogical action of
aparent who says to his offspring:

'There, you have been a very
good child, and here is sixpence for you;if you are also verygood
to-morrow,Imay give you another sixpence.' It would seem that
thus takingamortgage on future good behaviour is not coijfined to
doting parents, but may be found also among eminent politicians.

19

f}RA T1 \ATHITPR Importer, Watchmaker, Manufacturing Jeweller, Medalist,etc.,etc.Vi*JV/l ** MMAAAAfi-i LA.MBTON QUAY, . COLOMBO STREET, CHRISTOHURCH
LATEST NOVELTIES AT LOWEST PRICES WELLIKGTON. I Established 1875


