ROME AND FATHER M'GLYNN

THI QUESTION OF RESTORING THE
DEPOSED PRIEST,

HIS FOLLOWERS PLEASED BY A RE-

BEEN REACHED -“"’. TROUBLED BY
A DENIAL—DR. M’GLYNN DECLINES
TO TALEK ON THE SUBJECT. X

An interview with Arahbishop Corrigan, in
which he 1s made t0 8ay that Dr. MoGlynn was
coming baock to the Church, and that Arch-
bishop Satolll had arranged a settlement satis-
factory to both the Anti-Poverty people and to
the Arochdiocese of New-York, appeared yester-
day in a morning paper whnich is credited with
being the Arohbisbhop’s official organ.

In the sameo issue was a disp.toh from Wash-
ington c¢ontaining an interview with Mgr.
Batolll and Bishop John W. Keane, raator of
the Catholioc University, in whioh the statement
contalned in the Corrigan interview as to the
settlement of Dr, MoGlynn's oase was abso-
lutely denied.

At the Archbishop’s residence yosterday the

head of the Roman Catholic Church in New-
York wasnot visible, but he sent out the follow-
ing written statement to the press:

*“The Archbishop repudiates the interview in this
morning’s Sun, and deciares thgat he sald nothing
whatever about Dr. MouGlynn, further than he OX-
Rxl'lessaﬁi the hope that he wo:mi he reconociled to the
| urc .!’

The following had been eransad before the
statomont was given out; *¢The various specu-
lations about the future are due entirely to
some one’s lively imagination.”

No further information was granted, and the
Catholio clergy In this oity were dumb to in-
terviewars.

The followers of Dr. MeGlynn were very much
delighted at the apparently ofiicial statement,
coming from the source to which it was ac-
oredited. Dr. Carey, one of the MoGlynn lead-
ers and the Treasurer of the Anti-Poverty So-
ciety, said that, althouzh Dr. McGlynn had not
made any statement himself as to the poasl-
bility of his restoration and the resumption of
his sacerdotal funotions, yet from various re-

marks made lately by the doctor’s most inti-
mate friends the Anti-Foverty people had been
expecting the settlement of his case daily for
some time,

The visit of Archbbisop Satolli and the con-
firmation of his extruordinary powers as tho
head of the ecclasiastlcal court for the settle-
ment of aifferences between priests and Bishops
and other Church questions seem to point to his
taking up Dr. McGlynn’s oase, which has caused
the most important dlssension between prelate
and pastor in this country during the last
tweniy-five years.

Mgr Batolll is accompanied by Mgr. O'Con-
noll, rector of the American College in Kome,
who on his last virit to this country, in 188Y,
made an exhaustive study of the MaeGlynn
question, He was led to believe by the Church
authorities in this city that tho issue was maere-
ly o loeal dispute, and that Dr. MeGlynn’s fol-
lowers were simply a handful of dissatisfied
parishioners, who had oast their religious los
with their deposed pastor. s

A tour of the West and the Middle States,
however, soon disabusad Mgr. O’Connell’s mind
ol this impression, a8 ho fouhd everywhere
thousands of MoGlynn sympathizers, and he
was satisfied that the queation inveolved in Dr.
McGlynn'’s removal was a very serious one for
American Catholicism.

It is well known that Dr. MeGlypn’s adoption
of Henry George’s land theories was simply an
excuse for his removal. His bitter opposition
to parochial echools was the real issue in the
cage. Arshbishop Corrigan, as is well known, 18
an ardent supporter of the parochial school sys-
tem, and he has condemned in unmeasured
terms Catholic parents who send their children
to the publio sohools.

It was some time before Archbishop Corrigan
would admit that he had been beaten in the but-
tlo between himself and Arehbishop Irsiand on-
the Faribault school question. ‘T'he toleration
of that experiment allowed by the Pope was
considered a mere quibble, but the return ot
Archbishop Ireland from KRome and the subse-
quent visit of Archbishop Batolll and Mgr.
O'Connell to .this country gave the matter a
new phase.

At tirst Archbishop Corrigan denied that
Archbishop S8atolll had any special powers [rom
Rome. He stated in several interviews that his
presence at the conference recently held in this
oity was simply that of a spootator. It was said
at the Arohbishop’s residence during that time
that Mgr. S8atolli had only presented a lettor
from the Propaganda, whioh simply asmounted
to a credential.

The deoision &t that conference brought about
by Cardinal Gibbons and Archbishop Ireland,
ovidently with the ald of Archbishop Satolli,
that Oatholic parents could send their children
to the Public gchools, hag also been treated by
Archbishop Corrizan’s party in the Church as &
measure of no particular importance and sim-
ply & formality.

Friends of the Archbishopsaid that this rnling
had always been tolerated, but not approved,
and that the measure did not ecarry with it any
slpgn of the triumph of Archbishop Ireland and
Cardinal Gibbons in their wviews on the school
guestion.

This toleration was preoclsely, as has been
stated, the cause of Dr. MoGlynn's removal
from the rectorship of St. Stephen’s Churoh.
His insubordination to Archbishop Corrigan
and Rls land theories are now the only reasons
left tor his suspension.

As for the peculiar dootrines advocated by
Dr. McGlynn on economic questions, which
have been frowned upon by the Jesuits in their
treatises on moral philosophy, but which have
never besn acstually condemned by the Pope,
there isa no reason now why they shiould not be
finally ramoved out of the controversy as dis-
turbing foctors,

Archbishop Corrigan, however, 18 p little
wary just at present of clashing with state-
ments made by Archbishop 8atoll, and the lat-
ter’s denial may have something to do with the
modification of the views expressed in his offi-
olal organ. The Archbishop of New-York, who
is the person most deeply affected by any
revooation of the suspension of Dr. M¢Glyna,
would wish to ba tha Hrat to announce sny
arrangemont that might be made Ly tha
ﬁithdrawal of his mandate so far supported by

ome.

In case Dr. MeGlynn is reinstated. he will,

after the cuatomary formality of a retreat in a
monastery, take o charge not under the Arch-

bishop of New-York.
Dr. MoGlynn was asked yesterday if any stens
had beon taken toward restoring his former re-
lations with the Church, and it he had receded
from the position taken by bim in his letter to
Archbishop Corrigan. He declined positively
to make any statement.
It was In 1886 that Lr. MoGlynn was called
to acoount by Archbishop Corrigan for his con-
nection with the Henry George movement. At
least nineteen years before that year hie was in
contlict with the dignitaries of the Church in
this oity. Under the aged Cardinal MoCloskey
Dr. MoGlynn frequently displayed evidengces of
what was termed a robellious spirit. His courss
was carefully watched by Archbishop Corrigan
and varlous priests. His independent and at
times defiant mannera met with their disap-
proval and censure.
At a time wlhen it wag optlonal with Dr. Me.
Glynn to build a parochial school or not, he re-
- fused to build one. Even when the Plenary
Council at Baltimore deolared that it was a
duty inoumbent on priests to build parochial
schoola wherever it was possible, Dr. McGlynn
| Btubbornly and alone opposed the injunotion.

This, in the eyes of Aro blshoq Corrigan and
mun{ priests, was regarded as insubordination,
and 1t was predioted that unlesas he displayed &
more obedient spirit his dosvnfall would follow.

The doctor’s boldness in giving expression to
his views aroused the indignation of the priests
in the Qlocese and they petitioned Rome to in-
struot him as to tite opinion of the Churoh vn
the sohool question or to caution him to remain
silent. They declared that he was ocausing
soandal by proclaiming his hogtility to parochlal
schools and sald he was aldipg in preventing

port of sohools,

inolined to resort to drastic measures and

subdue the doctor.

Two or three yoara atter the complaints
against Dr. MoGlynn had been forwarded to
Rome, Arohbishop MeCloskey presided as a
conference of clergymen held in this city. The
sohool question came up for disoussion, and Dr.,
MoGlynn was asked to exprees his views. Vig-
orously and detiantly be opposed the parochial -
achool idea. He declared that while he knew
that priests werse but the breath of the nostrils
of Bishops, if ordered to build a school he
would do so reluctantly and with bad grace.
Heo would prefer to go to Ching and preach the
Gospel without auy of the corollaries tacked on
by the Bishops.

No otlicial notice was taken of these words of
insubordination, yet they were regarded by the
majority of his hearers as an insult toithe kind-
heunrted and axed -Archbishop. )

In 1882, Or. McGlynnindorsed Henry George’s
views on the land question. and he was warnad
by Cardinal McCloskey that he was not in ac-
cord with the Churoh, and that a repetition of
i his offense would be followod by purnishment.
It 1s said the dootor became alarmed, and made
8 written promise 10 the Cardinal and Propa-
| ‘ganda to comply with the instructions he had

the appropriation of public moneys for the sup-

At that time Archbishop MoCloskey was in |
Rome, and he was empowered to deal with Dr.
MoGlynn. The gentle old Archbishop was dis-

seemed to think thattime and kind words would

received. But 1886 found the doocior standing
on the samo platform with Henry George In
Chickering Hall and indorsing the Iatter's
utterances. Again the dootor was admonished,
and ordered before election day to quit making
speeches., He ocomplied with this order, yet
vigited polling places and interestea himselt in
the slection. He also heoame a membey of the
Exeocutive Committee of the National Labor
Organization,

Dr. MoGlynn was suspended, after which he.
- wrote a letter ridiomling
PORT THAT A SETTLEMENT HAD

_ the prineiples laid
down In a Dastoral letter regarding the means
of alleviating human misery. He apologized for
this letter subsequently. Arehbishop Corrigan,

youpnger and more of a disoiplinarian than his

aged predecessor, believed that Dr. MoGlynn’'s

- oourse was inimioal to the best interests of the
Church; that he had set himself up against the -

authority of the Churoch, and, unlese BumMIMAary
mesasures werg resorted to, insubordination
wotuld be enconraged.

Dr. MoGlynn was summoned to Rome to meet
the gharge of being in confliot.with the Church.
He did not obey the summons, and made the
exouse that he was too ill to go to Rome.
was finally excommunicated for failure to obey
the mandates of the Churoh, and disoipline was
aigain firmly established under Archbishop Cor-
rigan.

WASHINGTON, Deo. 7.—In rosponse to a TYo-
quest for a statement in regard to the MoGlynn
matter, Mgr. Satolll sald that, while he was very

He |

glad to hear oI the prediotions, apparently based

on such good suthority, concerning the proba-
ble restoration of Dr. MeGlynn to good standing
a8 # Catholic priest, he felt it his duty, to say
that, asfar as hiis own scotion in the matter waa
concerned, It would be premature to make any
gtatement whatsoever.

Bishop Keane romarked that, if Mgr. Satollf
was to act as a judge in the case of Dr. Mc-
Glynn, it would be manifestly improper for him

to mako any statement in regard to it at this

time,

- .
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