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*‘THE SINS OF A SAINT’

>

AN ENVENOMED ROMANCE

The opening of a1 new church at Clyde (Central
Otago) on last Sunday, dedicated 1o St. Dunstan, gives
b splendid timeliness to the following vigoxous dissec-
tion of an envenomed romance entitied * The Sins of a
BSaint,” which hes found its way to New Zealand. The
exposure of this evil book is from the gifted pen of
Father Lucian Johnston, and was forwarded to us hy
the International Catholic Truth Society, Brooklyn,
U.S. A, It rups as follows : ’

Baltimore, Md., August 10, 1903.
President of the I.C.T. Society,—

Dear Sir,—Af your request I have carefuliy cxam-
ined the * Sins of a Saint,’ by J. R. Ailken. (D. Ap-
pleton & Co., N.Y., 1903.) The following 15 ibhe conclu-
sion 1 arrived at regarding i{—

1t strikes me as amateunish as a novel or romance,
and it 1s beyond all doubt a slander both upon a gieat
man and upon the Catholic Church, of which he 15 an
honored saint. This 1s streng language, hut I use 1t
dehiberalely and for these reasons.

The book deals with the character of

St. Dunstan,

Archbishop of Canilerbury. According to our author he
is worse thar a criminal. He w15 a har, a sly diplomat,
who would not scruple to employ any means, however
base, which would futther his ends (pp. 43, 46, 57, 60,
70, 102, 288, 303) ; a tyrant when:in power (55, 97), re-
vengefulfBd, 72), * Satanic,” demomacal 1n disposition
38, 38, 203), capable even of counselling a voung monk
to break s vow of chastity in order to further s own
political purposes (45 to 50, 71); a disturber ot the
realm, treacherous to his lang, perseculor and murdercr
of an innccent maiden—in a word, an mncarnation of po-
litical ammtion unchecked by any consideration of honor,
virtue, or even humanity. So much for Dunstan.

The Papacy 1s also the target for the most savage
abuse of the ione to which we are accustomed 1 the
peading of such hooks as the alleged Conlessions of
Maria Monk ot al. (pp. 44, 56, 74, 75, 97, 102, 162,
105). The monks are painted m colors which would
make even * Friar Tuck’ ashamed. They are drunhen,
kevengeiul, cruel, murderous, elc., and so on  Ivery
Iberson and everythimg dear to Catholic memory 1s held
up to scorn and abused n language which al {imes is so
foul, s0 1ntemperate as to excite our pity tor the wil-
ter.

Now what justification 1m Ilistory 1s thae for such
awful charges against Enghsh Catholivismi ot the teath
century 7 None

Belore the trme of Lingard, Dunstan's charactler had,
it is true, been a favorite theme for the atlacks ol anti-
Catholic writers hne Uallam, 1leme, Turner, Southey,
Tlenry, Rapin, Carte The charges of these men were
fearlessly  and successfully met by Lingard, chiefly 1n
Chapter XITI of Ius * thstary @nd Anbguities ol the
Anglo-Saxon Church ' (2 vols, 1845)  Simce that tune
the tide has almost complelely turned

» In Faver of Dunstan ;

knyhow, the old virulence of styvie tas enlnnely given
place 1o moderate criticism even 1 guarters nuwost anli-
Catholie  &Since s1 Artken makes a great show of  his-
torical learning I will mewlion some leading witlers an
proof of my slateinent.

To Megm  with the authorities ¢iied by our author.
He refers us chuefly 1o Greene, Kemble, and Milner Mil-
ner is not an authority. He 1s not mentioned m the
latest and  best ¢ Bibhiography of Iinglish Ihistory,” by
Charles Gross  But Green and Kemble are auihoniiies
Now, 1f you pek up Kemble's * Saxons 1n Epgland,” at
pp. 458, 461 (edition of 1876),0f Chap IX |, Volume II,
you will  find  an estimate of Dunstan cowmpiciely  ad-
verse to lhal @ven by our author The same wi%
ireen, who pays a flattering tribule to Dunstan botln
his ' Iisioy of the IFnghsh People ' (Chap 1V, Vol
Iy, and 1n s ¢ Short Ehstory of the Iinghsh People”’
(Chap, T, pp 57 et seq, edition of 1858)  Mr  sioien
wven quotes Stubbs, o great authorfly on this maitcr
Ilere again the same story. Stubbs in s * Memorials
of St Dunstan’ (' S London, 1871}, giies a glowing
picture of the sant, as glowing as the most <enoine
Catholic could desne, fully as flatferirg as that  given
by Lingard (-ec pp. 103 1o 1089, anmd 117 1o 120
Introduction). Jmally eour author has the effrentery, on
page 321, 1o guote even Lingard Ior the substantiation
of *tihe main facts of t1he conduct 1mpufed 1o
him, ie, Dunstan, the conduct referred to  consisting
wnj the bloody mutilation of a woman  On the contrary,
Lingard distinctly states the opposite  Mr  Aithen's re-

fference is nothing less than an outrage upen all histori-
cal decency.

So much for the authorities cited by the author. I
have gone furiher and examined others pof even a more
tecent date. In them 1 can find nothing whatlever to
Justily such an attack upon Dunstan and early English
Catholicity. And these

Authorities are all Protestant,

Foremost is one of the latest and in most respects the
ablest one -volume ¢ History of the Church of Xngland,’
by H. O. Wakeman (1887). His estimate of Dunstan and
of Dunstan's works both as arclibishop and as states-
man  4s , highly fiattering (pp. 67 to 72). A simularly
[avoiable judginenl is found in * The Enghsh Church in
the Middie Ages ' (pp. 45 to 52) by Rev. William Hunt
(1835). Also the * Student’s History of England’ by
\;{) less a competent and fair writer than Mr. Samuei

awsol Gardiner  (1800) says enough in 1ts brief way
{pp. 65 to 79) to entirely discredit Mr. Aitken’s ro-

mance. Algo a4 very recent and able * llistory of Eng-
lamd * by K. F. Powell and T. F. Tout (pp. 39 to 43)
glies  a  favorable estimate of Dunstan and his work.

Lastly even an habitualiy anti-Catholic historian like
W. F. Hook says of Dunstan (* Lives ol the Archbishops
of Canterbury,” vol. i., p. 403, 1882), whom he freely
criticises that despile his ‘ many and great faults,® he
twas nevertheless a good and virtuous man, deserving
though often of censure, yet always our respect.’

From the preceding vou can therefore see
plainly that Mr. Aitken’s book is a

Romance Pure and Simple.

e is utterly ignorant or igrores all tlhe history writ-
ten in the last fifty years or more. .The latest nglish
historians give ihe lie direct to the story, and even the
bigoted and ummnlormed writers anterior Lo Lingard
would blush at the foulness of Mr. Aitken's language
and thought ; moieover, it must be plain yhat he either
did nct read the authors cited by hkim or else malic-
tously misquoted them. In the case of Lingard he utters
a plam falsehood He terms s story an ' Historical
Romance.' It may be romance, though a poor thing
even at that ; but 1t surely is not f historical.’

I am sorry to have spent so much lime over such a
worthless and really 1enomous book. But I have done
50 for good reasons. In ihe first place the author has
made such a show of historical hknowledge that the in-
cantious are likely to bow down befcre his superior wis-
dom. A promtent morning newspaper here in  Balti-
more spoke of the book 1n very flattering terms. The
reviewer was evidentiy scared by the pretentious arvay
of English authoritics quoted 1n the foolnotes.

Then, too, the beok at bottom and in  intention is
not so much a romance ag an altack on the Catholic
fhurch 1 pthe foerm of & nmovel. As such 1t is sure to
have a large circulation, partrcularly among Anglicans.
Lastly, it 15 1ssued by a well-known fHirm—Appe.ion and
(’o., whose prestige alone can w:in a large audience for
almost any book. Why this firny should lend 1ts name to
such an infamous attack upon 1ts Catlholic patrons is
rather hard to see IMad the book any real literary
merit  one could understand. But 11 is  decidedly
amateurish even as a novel In the abhsence of any proof
¢t intentional anti-Catrobe hias on the part of ihis firm
1 suppose 1he most charwtable conclusion to come to is
thal the scholarship of its lLiterary erifies 1s off a very
low order , whilesthat of 11s historical critie 1s simply
Deneath contempt.,

very

LUCIAN JOINSTON.

The ¢ New Freeman' of St. John, New Brunswick,

notes the faclt that two recently-appointed American
lnshops were journahsts  Bishop Tlendricks, who ‘was
anpointed to the Plnlippines the other day, began s
careel as a newspaper mah many  years ago.  While
engaged 1 this avocation, 11 18 saud that frequently_ 1t
came in his line of  duty to wnite of turl happemings.
Wearying at last of the business, he resigned, studied
for the priesthood, and was ordained As a priest, says
the ¢ New Freeman,” he did s duty so well that Leo
XIIT made him a Bishop  Another American journahst
the same journal! pomts out, 1» soon 10 be consecrated
Bishop—Father  Charles J (F’Reilly. Father 0O'Reilly
until recently was editor of the * Catholie Senlinel ' of
Portland, Oieron  And  (says 1be wriler) he made a
good editor Under his charge the * Sentinel’ was a
first-class paper—a far better paper than one would ex-
pect to find in Oregon  IL was bright, 1t was newsy,
it owas full of purpose, 1l was guoted IMast, West, North,
and South. It had opiuions and was not alrawd te speak
them  For this reason we predict that Falher O'Reilly
will mahe a splendid Bishop of the new diocese of Baker
City.

A single trial of MOUNTAIN KING ASTITMA POWDER
will convince the most sceptical of ita etlicacy.--#%#
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