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The move was only partinlly successful as the mechanie
clement predominated and assumed the responsibility ot
applauding the speakers. The speeches were in the incen-
diary key we are accustomed to hear from the pulpit orators
of the Ministerinl Associntion, though the professed teachers
of a Gospel of peace. If Sir John and his party appointed
a Judicial Commission to sit on charges inciting to erime not
many of the anti-Jesuit orators wonld come out of the ordeal
winte ns the Parnellites. However, the meceting has not
been unproductive of good. The immoderate tone of its
epeeches hns brought upon its promoters and supporters the
condemmntion of the Protestant press us well as the expressed
disapproval of Monurenl's best Linglish-spenking citizens, lny
and clenenl.  Instead of wenkening the common vote, it has
served only to emphasize it, and thus hastened the day when
bigotry and funaticism eannot lift their hideons heads in our
fair Dominion. -
Montreal, April 20, 1689,

I'HE MONTREAL ANTIIESUIT MERTING.

The following lettor in referenco to the Anti-Jesnit mecting
held in Montreal on Thursduy last, appenred in the ¢fazette of
that city on Saturday :—

To the Editor of the (fazette

Six,—On calmly reading the speeches of the Protestant
champions of civil and religious liberty, delivered lust evening
befora a Protestunt sudience, the swyyestio falsi and the sup-
pressiv veri struck me as being the most powerful weapons
employed, and that scholarly logical reasoning was painfully
absent. I was also astonislied ut the number of ministers
present at this politico-religious meeting, amd it occurred to
me if u Catholic meeting had been held to protest against
some supposed Government ill-treatment, and priests had
shown up as nmmerously, what an outery the * civil and re-
ligious liberty -loving press ™ would have made against priestly
influence. One minister railed against tax exemptions of
property used for Catholic Chiurch purposes, but he forgot to
tell his audience that numbers of Cutholics are opposed to
church exemption, and that Protestant church property is
also exempt, and that if Protestants desire to set an example
of consistency and public virtue, they should be the first to
relinquish the privilege. All the mimsters ignored the fact
that the money abovt which they ave fighting is Catholic
money, that it was originaliy subscribed and douated to the
Jesuits by pious Catholie French people, aud by the Lrench
Ring for parely Catholic purposes, and that not one cent of
it came from Protestant sources.

One of the political intermeddlers from Ontario gave nvery
erroneous explunation of the Bill its:If and inferentially led
the audience to suppose that the Provincinl Government voted
the indemnity money to the Jesuits, whereas the Bill, tuking
a receipt in full of all demands from the Jesuits, mude over
the amonnt to the Catholic people as represented by their
Chureh, and in order to prevent future disputes invited the
chief bishop, which is the Pope. to divide it amony the diff
erent dioceses. 1 would ask whether the Queen could have
done this as satisfactorily ? I do not hazard any opinion as
to the opportuneness of the Hon. Mv. Mercier's touching the
question ut all. 1suspect that 1t was the Castor clement
which forced him on.

Other ministers went off into other subjects where they
were again at sen, evidently not graspinz the questions at
issue. A lay member, one of the *anti Sir John Ontarin
Liberal phalanx.” touched up a sore point to most Ontario
bigots, namely, the extreme fertility of the French Canadian
women and the consequent latge natural increase of this
section of our population. The speaker stuted that thes
were actually settling in hitherto entirely Protestant lucalitics.
Of course all this was Jesuitical intrigne. Why did not this
lover of * civil and religious liberty " advise his own people
to go and do likewise ? )

Let us hope when the oft-used safety valves have let off the
vapersbundant steam of the ultra-Protestaut pspers und
political hacks, that we poor benighted Papists shall be

allowed to sleep in peace, as good #ubjects of ber Majesty and
of the Dominion of Canada. Axti-Huusue.

-

THE JESULTS.

The following communication appears ina lnto issue of the
Richmond Hill Liberal.

Sk, 1 aminformed on credible autnority, that in one of
his recent lectures on the Jesmt Question, Rev. Mr, Poveival
has attribmted to that learned and illustrions Society of Catho-
lie priests the doctrine that the end justifies the menns.

[y say at once that the Jesuits teach nothing thut is
conteary to the doctrines of the Catholic Church.  The doe-
trine chat the end justifies the means, is wicked, and is re
pudiated alike by the Jesuits nnd the entire Catholic Churels.
1 am told that Mr. Percival gave some proofs to substantinte
his eharge against the Jesuits, and the teaching of the Catho-
lic Chureh ; proofs no doubt satisfuctory to himself and to
his audience, and cluiming to be from the wntings of the
Jesuits.

I presume Mr. Pereival never suw the passages in the origi-
nal from which he took these proofs: and wrred, like the rest
of that credulous crowd, in pinning his fuith to the sleeves
of his fellow-workers agnngt the (hareh and the Jesuits,
He trusted that his andience would take s mere word for
any anti-Catholic statement he might wake, and he has
rewavded ther as they deserved by nbusing their confidence,
and deeriving then.

The error is n serious one. A minister of the Gospel, as
he claims to be, should have had a little move discretion -—
and I may add, a little more conscience. It might be well
for him to take n Jesson out of the moral theology taught by
these wicked Jesuits, and endorsed by the Chuveh.  They sy
iths & grievous sin, not only to slander another, but also to
deliberately expose one’s self to the danger of sluudering lum,
by recklessly and without due inquiry neensing i of teach-
ing what 15 blasphemous aud sulnersive of the Ten Com
mandients.  And the slander acquires a tenfold intensity
when sach ignorance is attributed, not to one indistdual, but
tu thousands of men consecrated to God, and in whose holy
lives even a hostile world finds no watter for veproach.

It is o proud distinction for the Jesuits that their cnemies
fitd no valid weapons against them, and are compelled to re
sort to falsehoad and slunder.  They are in this point faith{ul
representatives of the Churel of Christ at this day, as she
i of the primitive Church of the Apostles.  Are o Protes
tant friends aware that they are repeating against us the
identical sluinders that were hurled against the Chureh in the
davs of St. Paul? Then the wicked Jews or lying Pugans
charged her with holding the maxim, that evil may be done
for a good purpose. —Rom 8: 8.

I call upon the Rev. M. Percival to prove from their own
writings, not by sccond hand quotations, that the Jesuits
teach that * the end justifies the means.” It will not do to
quote garbled texts from the  Encyclopiedin Brittanien,™ ov
» Chamber's Eucyclopredia,” or the Infidel Paul Bert. or
Littledale, or auy but one of their own authurs, where the
context may also be seen. I shall lenve the decision to auy
two professors of Latm, Protestant at that, in the University
of Toronto. T.et him obtain this decision and I shall sur-
render the whole case.  Mind, isolated texts will not do. It
must be shown that the Jesuits teach this, ov even its cquiva-
leut, from their own authors. not from authors o authorities,
which have been manufactured for them.

1 line now before me the Text Book of Moral Theology,
used in our Seininavies. Tt is by o Jesuit (Gury). I shalt
ave a specimen of his theology on the subject .

Omnix electio mali med:d est voda ; seld wont ¢ conversio, omnis
electiv bunt medif ost poxitiee bona,  This is the very condictory
of the proposition, the end justifies the means.

To prove thig the quotation is sometiines mnde  Finds
detivmmat probagdtim actns.  This does not mean « the end
Justifies the meand. Tt mcans that the end deternunes the
probity of an action and from the context i will be seen
that the nuthor is referring to actions indiffercut, or at leust,
not bad in themselves, for if the action is malum e se, no
end cun justify it, a4 we have seen.above.

The mistahes that are made in attributing fulse doctrines
to the Catholic Church are not always the vesult of ignorance
or neglect. They are very often deliberate nmsstutements
ranging from the suppresio veri to downright mendacity.

\Who has not heard that Catholics are not allowed to read
the Bible ¢ That Catholics adore images, and are conse-
quently idolaters, and all that kind of thing? Why u priest




