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EDITORTAL COMMENT,

Together with a full report of the Cath-
olic Truth Society's u: eeting last week,
we publish a Dbrief correspondence to
which it gaverise in the Free Press,
between the Rev. E. Heriz-Bmith and
Mr. F. W, Russell. The latter’s reply is
very eflective. He miglt have added
that there is this great difference be-
tween the Josses and the gaing of the
Catholic Church in England and else-
where: we lose ignorant children or
feather-Lrained grown peopie, we lose
tbe comfort-loving aund the proad, the
votaries of wmoney, pleasure and vice;
but we gain the most logical and thought-
ful minds, the men and women who love
and cultivate the most difficult virtues,
the admirers of Christlike austerity and
humility.

Mueh as would-be Catliolics like Mr.
Heriz-Smit] surpass our Manitobaschool
tyrants, there is, however, a family re-
semblance between them. Both the
Anglo-Catholic and the Greenway fol-
lower are experts in self-delusion. Just
as nothing could be more glaringly illo
gical than the re-assumption of the term
“Catholic” by the legitimate bLeirs of
Cranmer and Ridley in whlose nostrils
that word positively stank, so nothing
can be more inconsistent than the lofty
tone of injured righteousness adopted by
thie Tribune of last Saturday attributing
to Principal Grant a few specimens of
those very sins in which it is itself
steeped to the lips. Its smiles at his
cockauredness and is itself dogwatic in
thie assertion of half a dozen gross errors,
In fact it were for any one else a hercul:
ean task to crowd into less than two
colamus so many misrepresentations of
fact glibly rattled off by a writer whose
only purpose is to correct the Principal’s
supposed blunders.

The lameness of the Tribune’s defence
of its masters is strikingly exemplified in
the astounding and shameless assever-
ation that *“Attorr.ey General Martin re-
qguired the Catholic section to repay
413,000 and more [which they had
saved], declaring thatthe system must be
changed, that such a thing should not
This implies that the
Catholic section were mnoi justified in
thus saving up for future emergencies—

oocur again,”

an inginuation that is absolutely ground-
less, since the law authorized then to do
80. The fact is just the other way. The
money was obtained by the loecal gov-
ernment on the explicit understand-
ing, expressed by the Hon. J. E. P.
Prendergast, (not by Attorney General
Martin, whose name did not appear in
the entire transaction), that the owner-
ship of this sum was undoubtedly vested
in the Catholic section of the Board of

Edvecation. Ar. Prendergast was not
then aware that the annihilation of that
section had already been secretly deter-

mined on.

Arother exemple occurs in the same
article of this “policy and expediency”
with which it charges Principal Grant as
against its own hypocritical advocaey *of
the prineciples of justice and right.”
Speaking of the many able arguments
given by Mr. F. W. Luxton during three
or four years in the lree Press, the
special pleader says that, in spite of these
argnments, “thie people of Manitoba have
grown more strongly in favor of national
schiools.” By the way, this is a strange
commendation of the intelligence of the
majority. But, even as it stands, is it a
fair rtatement of a well-knowns fact?
Was not Mr. Luxton silenced just because
he was rreating a current of healthy pub-
lic opinion in favor of the victims of
“rank tyranny,” as Mr. Martin put it ?
Is not th's calling the enemy’s cannon
worthless after you have spiked them ?

Mr. Russell’s lecture is likely to be the
inrocent cause of a perfect delu,.e of his-
writes to

torical fabrications. ¢Saxon”

the Evening News Builetin a letter
packed tight with Setion disguised as
facts. e names Lingarl, “Pope Gre-
gory,” iwlieli ? there are sixteen Grego-
ries), aud “the then Pope,” makes the
boldest kind of hald assertions, but with-
ont any reference that might lead to ex-
posure of his inventive ability. Then,
Archdeacon Fortin—as shallow a man
as that nursery of shullowness, Anglica-
nism, has produced—begins a series of
sermons on the orizin of the “English
Chureb,” which will, of course, all turn
upon a gquibble by which he understands
the “Anglicana Ecclesia” of old docu-
ments as the Protestant church of Eng-
land, whereas the phrase evidently
means the Roman Catholic Church in
Englund. He of course hangs on to the
{time-worn and transparent fable that St.
Bad factslike
these are the basig of Protestantisn ; they

Peter never wasin Rome.

wvdve it birth and keep galvanizing it into
the semblance of life.

A ratber amusing incident is told of a
recent coalition meeting in this city.
When the platform of a certain political
combine was under discussion, somebody
objected to its school plank as offensive
to Catholics. Thereupon arose an Eng-
lish exquisite declaring, in thie hroadest
haw-haw accent, that “really it was pre-
posterous to suppose that people of that
‘clawss’ would take part in such a meet-
ing as this.” And lo! on his right hand.
in the very next seat sat a past Presi-
dent of a Catholic society, and within
reach of his left hand a lady secretary of
another Cathulic society, and directly be-
bind him two other Catholic ladies. Un
discovering his mistake, the insular ex-
quisite remarked : “Pon my word, these
Cawtholics are everywhere.” Just what
Tertullian in the third century said ot
more sanguinary but not more fanaticul
Leathen circles.

BRYCKEONIAN FLAPDOODLE.

When the Rev. Dr. Grant made his
appearance in our provin:e, for the
purpose of looking into the school gues-
tion and stadying it on the ground, the
Iribune received Lim with open arms
and gave him a long interview, with the
usual scare headlines for which that
frothy journal is 8o celebrated. It intro-
duced Dr. Grant to the peopie of Manito-
baas a distinguished and most compe-
tent educationist and a man of such
broad, intelligent and impartial mind,
that his opinions were sure to be received
by all, great and learned, poor and
simple, without one being bold enough
te gainsay him. In fact the Tribune
gave the learned Principal of Queen’s
University such a good certificate of
character that, had he not been well
known to Canadians to be a respectable
and christian gentleman, he would have
been irretrievably ruined iu character
and reputation by reafon of the
Tribune’s praises.

Our contemporary knew the learned
doctor was a Presbyterian divine, and
no doubt, having before its eyes those
celebrated resolutions of the Presbyterian

Synod of Manitoba, which the Rev. Dr. !
Bryce so kindly and thougbtfully for-
to the judges of the Privy
Council, and which enabled tieir Lord-
ships to decide a gnestion of Jaw agains®
the Catlolic minority, it supposed that
these letters to the Globe, in which'Le

warded

promised to expose the result of hLis
personal investigations, would be as
telling against the minority as the Rev.
Dr. Bryce said the Presbyterian synod’s
resolutions were.

The Tribune, no doubt, is a very clever
jouenal, full of wile and astuteness, and
it accordingly came to the conclusion
that Dr. Grant could not be any more
honest, or just, oit a question involving
the rights aud liberties of Cuthwolics, thau
the Presbyierian synod of Manitoba had
Herein it blundered Ludly. The

Rev. Dr. Graut, not having proved him-

been.

self worthy ot the high moral and reli-
gious principles of Preshyterianism as
tauyhit by Dr. Bryce and the synod of
Manitoba and applauded by the Tribune,
has become an obiect of its abuse and
critivism.

While it indulzed in ordinary abuse of
Dr. Grant, its counduct was characteristie;
but, wlien it veutured on criticism it fell
far below its usnal level. This is easily

explained. Had the Trilane followed

the advice we 80 generously gave itsome
time ago, this unhappy aceident could
not have happened, and it wounll have
beenspared the bumiliation of venturing
a criticism on the letters of Dr. Grant.
Our advice to the Tribage was to care-
fully avoid publishing Dr. Bryce's con-
tributions as editorials, because its own
opinions, however bad, were infinitely

preferable to those of the reverend

doctor. That advice, like all other given
by us, was disregarded, and the result is
that its ‘‘editorial eriticism” fal's far
below its elditorial ahuse of the learned
Prinecipal.

There is no mistaking the flapdoodle
style of this critic and his absolute dis-
regard of facts. ‘

The Rev, Dr. Grant gaid that :

“The men responsible for the change
did not attack the old system for faulty
administration or poor results, but they
took the ground that it was wrong in

principle and must be alolished root and
branch.”

This absolutely true statement of the
learned Principal of Queen’s Uuniversity
is criticised in this Bryceonisn style :

“That was a hazardous statement to
make even for go told a man as Princ-
ipal Grant. Of course we are aware that
he has no intimate knowledge of the
subject, but Le should have known that
Hon. Mr. Smart a long time before the
legislation was introduced made a long
and able speech showing how inequit-
alle the old system was, liow unjust it
was tostruggling settlers, and shLowing
that no remedy could set that right but
a fundamental charge. Dr. Grant, vo
doubt, never heard of $13,000 and more
which Attorney-General Martin required
the Catholic section to repay, declaring
that the system must be changed that
such a thing should not occar again. Dr,
Grant did net know that one of the
strongest cases requiring 4 change was
exemplitied in Portage la Prairie, where
two Catholic landtiolders Leld large pro-
perties in the town, which was then on
the verge of bankraptcy, and these two
proprietors not having any school of
their own to support, vet could not be
taxed for the schools of the town. Dr,
Grant never heard of the strong repre-
sentations from Western Manitoba to
have the system of constituting school
districts by a board in Winnipee, hun-
dreds of miles from the locality con-
cerned, abolished, and the municipalities
given this power—a thing impossible
under a dual system. Dr. Grant has
probably never read Mr. Sifion’s speech-
es in Ontario as {o the state of the Cath-
olic schools in 1890. With a magnificent
sweep of the band he obliterates years of
discussion, parliamentary speeches, gov-
ernment reports, hundreds of newspaper
letters and articles now in existence,and
says Mr. Martin and his colleagues did
not attack the old system for its deme-
rits, but were mere ‘*‘root and branch
men,” changing for the sake of change,
Truly, as Bacon says, “such boldness doth
fascinate.”

Had the learned Principal of Queen’s

University as little regard for truth and |

honesty as this critic, he would Lave
been still enjoying the questionable dis-
tinction of the Tribune’s confidence.
Now, what are the facte ? Dr. Grant,
in his first letter took the stand that

there were, no doubt, some things that

required reformation in the old system,
but blamed the government for not mal «
ing the necessary reforms without ann'-
bilating it. And, unfortunately for Lis
critie, the very things he took exception
to in the old system are the very ones
which his critic accuses him ol net know-
Ié is true thai he made no refer-
euce to the theft of that $13,00( from tle

Catholic section of thie Board of Educat-

ing.

ion by the government. But tuis sliould
e a matter for corgratulation instead of
condemnation, on the pary of his critic.
Had he touched upon that sunject, truth
and honesty would have compelied him
to

action of tne government than, possibly,

have bleen more severe upon the
he desired ; so Le wisely left that nasty

subject alone. No doubt,the earned
Principal read the speeches of Mr. Sifton
in tbe Globe and Laving found these
speeches a8 bad in facls a8 they were in
sentimen!s, he lelt then severely ajone
out of a kindly leeling of delica y for
This

watter for consratula-

that wrongheaded youug man
also shiould be a
tion rather than censure.

Mr. Ewar’ is largely to blam. for all
his. Has he not &0 cruelly destroyed
the personal veiacity of poor doc.or
Bryce, that buoyant individual would
not huve been compelled to give us hi:
views of Dr. Grant from beliind an im
personal leader in the Tribune. Again
we venture to advise our contemporary,
if iv has auy regurd for its character, to
stick to its abuse of Dr. Grant, but care-
all of the

Bryceonian flapdeo ite type. Itis danger-

futly to eschiew criticism

ous to thereputation of eventhe Tribune’

FUE HONORABDBLE JONIN COSTIGAN'S
SPEECH.

Wheun the Houn. John Costigan speaks
on any subjectinthe House of Commons,
or outside of it, there is a truthi-breathing
sentiment and a tope ofsincerity running
thirough all he says that, if it brings not
conviction, is sure, at least, to impress on
his hearers the belief that hLe is giving
utterance to principles the soundness of
whienh, from the standpoint of the speak-
er, no man wiil call in question. ‘()ne of
the most modest and retiring men in the
House, he seldom speaks unless silence
were the abandoument of principie, aud
therefore, a crime. When he speaks it
is always to thLe point, and there is an
absence of strong or offensive language
and & moderation of speech, that enables
him to deul effectively with subjects in
the treatment of which othier men, per-
Liaps uuconsciously, become offensive and
even abusive.

Mr. Costigan's speech ou the Manitaba
school question, during the recent debate
in the House of Commous, is a striking
instance of what we mean. The dishion-
est and unlortunate manner in which
Lus subjct has been treated in the
House, by many of tle speakers that
p eceded him in the debate, and by
many of tlie newspapers and politicians,
was, Lo say the least, sutiicient to exasp-
erate a less experienced and moderate
man than the Honorable minister of
Marine and Fisheries. To bim this ques”
tion was one of right and justice, and,
therefore, on that account, should be ap-
vroachied in that spirit alone. To him,
it was not a Catholic or a I'rotestant
quesiion; it was not a question to be
viewed from a sectarian or narrow stand.
It was a question to l.e viewed on Con-
stitutional lines und to be dealt with in
a spirit of fair play aud justice. Had
tlie minority sffected been Protestant,
instead of Cutliolic, with him the result
would be the same, oxcept, perhaps that
his appeal for fair play and generosity
would Lave been stronger, for the reason
that in such a case, he would cousider
that the honor, as well as the justice, of
his co-religionists would be affected by a
refusal to restore the coustitutional liber-
ties of the minority.

Had tl.e Honorable gentleman wished
to play the part of a demagogue and
reply to McCarthy Er an in their own
style, he might have gained a little
cheap notoriety at the expense of the
cause lie was advocating, but that, inthe
eyes of a man of Mr. Costigan’s integrity
and honest trutLful character would be
contemptible.
hé was advocating was founded in right
and jostice ; that the highest court inthe

Conscious that the cause

Empire had so decided ; that the rights
o the minority were guaranteed by the
Constitution and could not lLe denied
them without a violation of thiat compact,
Mr. Costigan set to work,in his able
speech, to point tkis out to the House
and (0 appeal to the senge of justice and
fair play of its members, and to impress
upon them the necesgity of adhering
to the confeder-
“This,” said the Hon,

entleman, “is the first time, to my miné
g 9 ’

with honesty and truth
ation compact.

that a test is being made ot the validity
of any guurantee given under the consti-
It is the
first time that the country has been

tution under which wa live.

called upon, and that FParliament may
be called upon, to solve that problem.
Were the guarantees, given at the time
of confederation, valid ? Were they
worth anything more than the paper
Had

Why were they put

upon which they were written ?
they any object?
tuere 7’

These were ti.e guestions which Mr.
Costigan, in the opening paragraph of
They
They
£0 to the very marrow of the matter, and

his speecls, set before thie House.
are most pertinent to the issue.

if it is eyer solved in a proper and con-
stitutional manner, these questions must
form the very basis of tne solution. On
thie validity of tliose guarantees rests
the whole case of the Manitoba minor-
If they are no: valid, (but the de-
cision of the Imperial Privy Council has
decided that the are) then this whole
discussion ig fruitless.

ity.

From this point,
Mr. Costigan proceeds to review the
whole controversy, He points out that
a comparison has been drawn between
this and the New-Brunswick school
question, aud shows that the comparison
is entirelv in favor of Manitoba; he
points out that, atthe time Manitoba en-
tered confederation, the New Brunswick
failure was belore tiie people and that
every honorable member who dis:ussed
that question, said : “Let tliere Le no
He concluded bis
speech with ap appeul that the question
Le discussed fairly and lLonestly. If the
Manitoba government do 1ot settle this

mistake this time.”

question satisfaciorily within the next
few montls, “this Parliament will be
obliged,” said Mr. Costigan, “to exercise
its sense of justice and right.”

This is Mr. Costigan’s prediction. Let
us hope that, for the sake of right asd
justice, and for the stubility of confeder-
ation, should Manitoba persist in refus-
ing to grant relief to the Catholic minor-
ity, thre prediction of Mr. Costigan, as to
the action of the Purliament of Canada,
will be realized. And now Sir Macken-
z'e Bowell's recent emphatic declaration
at 8t. Albert strengthens our Lope.

{Continued from page 1}

faith. As you ar: all aware, there is
at the present t1me on foot in England
a movement wlich may in God’s provid-
ence lead 1o the return 10 the faith at
an early date of many hundreds of the
best and most religious members of the
Church of England,and our Holy Father
in view of this manilest (esire on the
part of go many worthy souls to yro-
‘mote the union of Christendom recom-
mends all Cathiolics to make earnest in-
tercession to the Blessed Virgin Mary,
whose dowry Kngland once was. Let
us all pray theu that Mary may restore
those shrines of hers with which the
Catholic forefathers of ti.e present gen-
eration of Englishmen adornel the
land, and raise up again abbeys, Cathe-
drals and churches such as those that
unow are in evidence, which tl oagh they
have passed into places of an allen wor-
ship were built by Catholic hands for
Catholic worship and by the sacrifices of
Catholic love ; and let us pray that this
Biessed Virgin will look to ber Sou and
implore Him to shed upon tke English
people the great blessing of professing
the one true faith, and that England
may once again be what it was in the
ages of faith—one of the most fervently
Catholic and one of the happiest nations
on the face of the earth.

At the close of the paper Rev. Fath-
er Drummond, 8. J., rese and in compli-
mentary language moved a vote of
tharks to Mr. Russell. He bore testi-
mony to the accuracy of his statements
regarding the progress which had Leen
made in  overcoming prejudice in
England, and said from experience he
gained whilst residing in that country,
he could say that the bigots of this coun-
try might certainly look to the mother
and and if they did they would without
doubt find they were bebind the age.




