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Current Topics

The King in Iretand

It has been officially announced that the King and
Queen will visit Ireland in July, soon after the coronation;
and it may be taken for certain that there will be 1o Jack
of enthusiasm in the welcome which will be aceorded to
their Majesties on the occcasion. ‘The Iaberal papers,’
says America, ‘interpret it as a sign that the King will
subsequently grant Home Rule and thus make true lis
father’s foreeast that ““a Dbright day is dawning for lre-
land.”’ The Unicnist organs take the oppasite view,
holding that his presence in Ireland means the postpone-
ment of such a vexed gquestion. He will travel from
Dublin to the West and South, but so far Belfest is not
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mentioned in his itinerary.

Some Figures Worth Studying

We have been dipping into the returns of the votes
recorded for the different candidates at the General Klee-
tion of 1908; and in view of the ecoming contest this year
some of the figures are distinctly interesting. We have
jotted down the cases i which the successful candidate
was returned by a majority of less than one hundred votes,
and for the bencht of Catholies generallv—and of those
in the districts named in particular—we pass on the infor-
mation. The figures given are taken from the Officiol
Year Book, and are in all cases the final result.  We give
them in tabular form:—

Dunedin North,—

Thomsen, G. M. .. 3,382
Barclay, A. R. . 337
Majority ... 6
Nelson,—
Graham, J. .. ..o 2,806
Atmore, H. ... .. .. .. 28
Majority ... IR
Oroua,—
Guthrie, D. H. 2407
Pleasants, (. C. ... 1476
Hornblow, R. E. 949G
Majority .. 15
Waipawa,—
Hall, C. . 2507
Hunter, G. o 2ART
Majority ... 50
Kaiapoi,—
Budde, D). . 2,748
Moore, 1. S 2,609
Majority ... 7T
Palmerston,—-
Buiclk, D. 2,803
Wood, W. T. 2.792
Muajority ... 81
Geraldine,—
Buxton, T. L. 2.a4n
Jeffries, W. .. L2240
Majority .. a2
Otaki,—
Field, W. H. ... oo 2,024
Brown, B. P. ... o 193l
Majority ... a3

From the above it will be secn that there ara eight
electorates in the Dominion in which the sueccessful can-
didate was returned by a majority of less than 10U ; and
that of these, three were returned by majoritics as low,
respectively, as 6, 14, and 15. 1t seems absurd in sup-
poss that Catholics could not in these -sses—if they were
solid, united and determined—aobtain from the silting
member a promise to do justice to the Catholic bady, ar
in the event of refusal, prevent re-election, The figures
are very well worth practical attention,

' Rome and Pelitics’: Q'Connell’s Dictum

We have been asked in several quarters whether the
oft-quoted dictum aseribed to O’Connell to the effect that
be “would as soon take his politics from Constantinople as
from. Rome,” Is traly attributed 1o the Liberator or not.
The popular rotion  that he really did utter these words
is correct; the almost equally popular notion that the
words were spoken with referenee to Home Rule is wrong.
The full text of the utterance, and an account of the
cirenmstanees under which it was made, are given in Mac-
Donagl’s Life of Daniel 'Connell s and we will allow that
author to speak for himself.  “In 1799, saxs McDenagh
“during the negotiationa between the Irish Executive and
the Catholic bishops on the subject of the Union, the
trastees of Maynooth College, the famous training college
of the Trish priesthood, consisting of ien bishops {(includ-
g the four Archbishops), sent tn Castlereagh a resolution
declaring, ou hehalf of the ierarchy, * that in the appoint-
ment of prelates of the Reman Catholic religion to vacant
Sees within the Kingdom, such interference of the Govern-
ment as may enahle it to be satisfied of the loyalty of thae
person appointed 1s just, and ought to be agreed to.”’
The fact that {(somo of) 1he Irish bisheps were in favor
of the Veto was first disclosed in the Houge of Commons
dnring the debate ou the petition of the Catholies for the
restoration of their poetitieal viphts in May, 1803. On
the news reaching Ireland, there was a remarkable ont-
burst of popular anger wnd repudiation.  The laity, gener-
allv, led by O'Connetl, revolted at the idea of their chief
pastors heing the nominees of a British and Protestant
Gavernment.  They believed that under such a svstem the
prelates of their Cliurelr would be chosen, not for. their
spiritnal wortly, but for their subserviency to the Executive.
The bishens hetd a natienal syuod in Dublin in September.
and firmly and oncompromisingly repudiated any right
of interference by the Crown in the diseipline and govern-
ment of the Catholic Church. Twenty-six prelates were
present.  Three only (theee of the bishops who had signed
the declaration in favor of the Velo in 1799 dissented.
An addreess of thanks Lo the Hierarchy for their resolu-
tion was signed by forty -thonsand laymen.  Most of the
Cathelie gentry, howoever, were in favor of the Veto. .
Onone side were the aristocracy, led by the Earl of
Pingalls and on the other the dewoeracy, under the leader-
ship of O Conuel!.”

“The Catholie Board of Tngland, whicl consisted of
a fuew peers nid country penllemen, appealed 4o Rome jor
a prononncement that there was nothing schismatic or
hurtful fo the discipline of the Church in the legitimate
precautions which the British Government thought needful
for the safety of the Wiugdom by cnsuring the loyalty of
the Trish hishops.  The Roman States had heen annexed
hy Franee in 1800, Pope Pins VII. was u prisoner in the
hiands of Nupoleon at Pontainchleau, and all the Cardinals
had beon expelled from Rome. But Monsignor Quaran-
tothi the seerctury and viee-prefect of the Sacred Collego
for the Propasation of the Faith, whe was vested with all
the spiritual and ecclesiasticai powers of the Pope (except
the power of appointing tn vacant Secs), sent a rescript,
dated Febroary 16, 1814, ta Dr. William Poynter, Viear-
Apostolic of the London distriet, stating that the Veto hail
been carefully considered by the most learned prelates and
divines in Rome, and that in their judgment it ought to be
accepted by the Irish Catholies.- . . The early dis-
covery that the dveument was dated February 16—at which
time the Pope was still in captivity—and that it did not
bear the signaturo of Lis Holiness, had a soothing effect
on the distracted popular mind (in Treland). Tt was
argned that the reseript did not carry Poutifical authority,
as it probably had been issued without the sanetion or
cven the knowledee of his Holiness. O’Connell was
in thie furefrout of the romewed agitation against the Veto,
and from him came the sturdiest and most uncompromising
denunecistions of the reseript. He concerned himself not
with the eanonical and ecclesiastical but with the political
side of the Seeurities.” At a meeting of the Catholic Board,
held in Capel street, (FConnell protested against the at.
tempt made ‘to instruet Trish Catholics upon the manner
of their emancipation *; and it was on this occasion that
he uttered his vehement and row famous dietum. T
would,” said he, *as soon receive my polities from Con-
stantinople as from Rome. ¥or the Head of my Church
I have the highest respect: but in the present case I put
theology—of which I know unthing, and desire to know
nothing—ont of my eonsideration whollv. Tt was on the
ground of its danger to civil liberty that T objected to the
late Bill. It would have the effect, if passed into law,
of placing in the hands of the Ministers a new and exten-
sive souree of patronage, and for that reason I would rather
the Cathelics should remain for ever without Emancipation
than that they should receive it upon such terms.’

*

“In the end. the action of Monsignor Quarantolli was,
to an extent, disowned by the Pope. The reseript wag



