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EDITORIAL COMMENT.

The ‘When we were inform-
Hoodlum ed, Thursday last, by
Fiasco. flaming ‘dodgers,’ that

a grand procession
would take place the next day in order
gsolemnly to inter the Remedial Bill, we
foretold it would fail. We know of no
city in America where ‘‘the baser pas-
sions pf a mob” are more quickly held
in check by the prevalent good sense of
the people than Winnipeg. Probably
this iz due to the fact that our young
city has always been the home of the
most sensible people from all'z parts of
Canada.. At any rate We Wwere sure
beforehand that the demonstration
The Free
Press report, which we print elsewhere,
amply establishes the completeness of
the failure. So ridiculous have the
participators in this hoodlum demonst-
ration become that they are now trying
to conceal their identity. The leader of
this small gang, composed mostly of
foreigners and fun-loving boys. wasa
public school teacher of thiscity, whesg
name, together with the names of his
fellow processioners we are keeping in
pickle for future developments.

An Easter Shall we all,
Thought,  Sunday, cast off for
.. .good the cerements of

the grave? ‘Ala»é}“tl}erek will probably
be some hy pdcritisgl lip-conversions,
many temporary changes of life and few
real resurrections to undying spiritual
life. Bus, surely, we should all pray
that the last category may be more
humerous than in past Baster seasons.
Fér us Catholics in Manitobi i‘t‘f.ig quite
in order to ask the Risen Lo‘rdnp,}, length
to abide with us. for the day of our
struggle is far spent. Let him séy to
us and to all the people of this pmv;'
ince: *‘Peace be to you.”

Catholie
Influence.

next

In spite of time-hon-
ored jokes about Bos-
ton and °*culchaw/
there is an unmistakable flavor of high
breeding and literary excellence in the
gultured Bostonian, Donahoe's Maga-
zine for April, p. 460, furnishes us with
an instance in point. Alluding to the
late Bishop Bitzpatrick, Charlotte C.
Johnston says: “‘The Catholic publie
is far more influential than it wasin
those early days. An injuriousstory in
& magazine has now only to be widely
condemned by the Catholic public, 10 be
followed by a penitential coursa of ex

cellent articles on subjecis agreeable to
Catholics.” This has the true riny abont

. it3 there is here no tendency to apologize

for the ¢ atholic re]igion.: one feels that

" the writer is intensely prond of every-

thing Catholic and knows how to make
her legitimatee pride feli. 1f all Catho-
livs were like her, we should have less
trouble in getting our r‘igh‘fs. Oue really
fearless Catholic can cow into snbmission
and silence & host of anti-Catholic ma-
ligners, especially if, instead of hLacking
and liewing after the manner of tlie un.
skilled, be knows Low to cut elean,

The Conference. The conterence
_ between the
Dominion Commissionets and the Local
Government, has been the one great
subject of conversation during the
week. The reporters of the dailies have
been mwaking nerculean efforts to gratify
the curiogity of their readers, bpt with-
out mucl, success,  About its labors or
result ne krnow nothing except (1) that
Mr. Greenway kept away—cause, state
sickness ; and (2) that the minority
were not represented atthe conference.
S ————— T —

SENATOR POWER’S PAMPHLET.

Benator Power, of Halifax, ig a Liberal
firgt and a Catholic after. Inother words,
the Honorable Senator, like many, alas!
too many, Catholic Liberals, is determ-
ined to excuse the conduct of hig leader
in moving the six months hoist of the
Remedial order. Fur this purpose he
has written a pamphlet; but strange to
say, he carefuliy avoids any defence of
the six months hoist motion—g motion
directly aimed at the very life of the
Remedial Bill—and turng alf hLis en-
ergies to show that there should be a
commisgion of engniry beforetaking any
action. If the arguments of Senator
Power amount to anything, they clearly
condemn Mr. Laurier’ stand in moving
the six months hoist instead of 5 com-
mission. And yet he says: “Iam con-
vinced that, under all the circumstances
of the case—some of which 1 have (is-
cussed—Mr. Laurier’s policy of inquiry
and conciliation would, if adopted, be far
the better for Catholics a8 wel] a8 Pro-
testante.” What inquiry 2 Mr, Laurier
moved for no inquiry. Onthe contrary,
he moved that the bill receive the six
mornths hoist, and, in doing so, he made
a direct appeal to the passions ang pre-
judicesof the ultra-Protestant element of
the country. fetold the House, by his
motion, that he was opposed to ‘any re-
medy for the grievances of the minority
that did not come from the province of
Manitoba. At the time be made his
motion, he was seized of the fact that
the Jocal authorities had, in the most
emphatic manner, declined to restore
separate schools to the Catholic minority.
The abolition of these schools was the
grievance complained' of. It was the
vrievance which the Imperial Privy
Council declared existed and ordered to
beremoved. There were only two con-
stitutional means of removing that gfiev-
ance—the local legislature and the Can-
adian Parlisment, The former said, in
langnage most emphatic, that they
would never do as ordered by tnat judg-
ment ; therefore, it became the duty of
the Parliament of Caunada to act. No
sooner did they do so, than the honor-
able leader of Mr. Power’'s own party
moved that their meusure for granting
relief receive the six months hoist. And
Mr. Power calls this “Mr, Laarier’s policy
of nquiry and conciliation!” We
greatly fear that Mr, Powers Jabored
effort to defend his leader is as dishonest
and us fruitless, so far as the rights of

J¥heaminority are concerned, as the mo-
‘}¥1on of Mr. Laurier. They are both much

tore concerned in striving to gain a
poltical sduantage than in righting the
wrongs of the Catholic minority in Mani-
toba,

Mr. Power hag adopted the same dis-
tionest tactics .ug tne other “Catholic”
Liberals who éppqegd the Remedial Bill.
“1t does not ﬂ‘iﬁiu' enough.” *“It i no
good.” 1n this'be is more exacting than
the interested parties, He iz more
zealous in the défence of these rights
than Mgr. Langevin and the Bishops of
Canada. We would again remind those
over zealous “Catholic”® gentlemen that
the minority in Manitoba know better
than they do what is wanted. - If these
officious Jefenders were as truly devoted
to Catliolic, ae they are to political inter-
ests, they would accept Archbisho
Langevin’s statement that the bill, as in-
troduced by the Dominion Government,
“means for us life and liberty.” ' The bill
baving received the highest ecclesiastic-
wl endorsement, should be acoepted
withoat question by the Catbolic mem-
bers of the Parliament of Canada and
receive their hearty support. But no;

these gentlemen are more Catholic than |

the Bishops and even assume to direct

¥

their Lordships’ consciences, instead of
being directed by them.

Mr. Power tells us in apparent serious-
ness that he hasexamined the Remedial
Bill, which, as we said before, has re-
ceived the highest ecclesiastical endorse-
ment,and finds “it is not 3uch a measure
as a Catholic member of either House of
Parliament sbould vote for.” “Itis cal-
culated to do no good, but ratter harm
to Catholic interests in Manitoba and to
cause gbrious injury to the Canadian
people as a whole.”” Here we have a
clash of authority between the Hon.
Senator on the one side and the Bishops
of Canada on the other.
not disposed to undervalue or belittle
Benator Power’s wisdom or call in ques-
tion his zeal for the Churecli, we would
remind him that for nineteen centuries
it has been a fixed and most wise law of
the Church that her B.shops bhave the
directing of the Catholic conscience. If
the honorable senator cannot produce
any higher commission than his senat.
orial letter summoning nim to a seat
among our Canadian Lords, wWe must
respectfully decline to abandon our old
established custom of taking our direc.
tions, in matters of conscience, from our
Bighops. Mr. Laorier has declared that
there is no Catholic point of view for him,
If Mr. Power and all ol her Liberals, who
think with Mr. Laurier, will ounly take
their theology as well as their politics
from him, they will be saved from many
of the transparent inconsistencies un-
der which they now labor. It isa dif-
ficult task indeed to serve two masters.

————

While we are

THE HANDWRITING ON THE WALL.

The first voice of condemnation of the
Liberal leader’s treacherous betrayal of
the Catholic minority comes from the
Liberal county of Berthier. Tbis county
is represented in the Commons of Canada
by Mr. Beausoleil, a Liberal and a sup-
porter of the Hon, Mr. Laurier. Mr.
Beausoleil could nog counscientiously fol-
low bis leader in his attempt to destroy
the Remedial Biil introduced by Sir
Charles ']‘uppér, Bart., a3 a removal of
the Manitoba minority grievance pointed
out by the Privy Council. In the face
of Mr. Lauriers motion, Mr. Beausoleil
felt bound, on that question, to support
the governmant’s measure and oppose
his leader. The result Las been the
most ample en(,forsement of Mr. Beauso-
leil and the unequivoeal condemnation
of Mr, Laurier.

The county council of the Liberal
County of Berthier, at a recent meeting,
unanimously passed 2 resolution approv-
ing of the action taken by their member,
Mr. Beausoleil, on the Remedial Bill and
condemning Mr. Lauriers six months
hoist.. This i the voice of public opinion

from the repiesentat.ives of the Libqra]
County of Berthier, and we do rot think

‘that the Honorable Leader of the oppos-
ition will find it very interesting. Tt will
not inspire him with much confidence to
know that Lis own province repudiates
him and Lia betrayal of his compatriots
and co-religonisis in Manitoba.

And how could it be otherwise ? Inthe
whole political history of Canada; in the
annals of the old province of Quebec, it
would be impossible to find any action of
any of her public men to even approach
in faitlnlessnes;; the conduct of Mr. Lau-
rier.

His co-religionists and compatriots from
the grand old province of Quebec were
made the objects of a most cruel perse-
cution by a bigoted dnd intolerant ma-
jority, who swarmed in here frum theé
province of Ontario a few years ago, and
with their traditional hatred of the
French Canadians, their language, tradi-
tions ‘and religion, ruthlessly wiped out
all the rights and privileges which they
had, up to that time, enjoyed without
question. After six vears of valiant
struggling against this croel persecution,
the clock pointed to the hour when the
Dominion government, acting on the
decision of the highest-Tribunal in the
Empire, were forced to bring in a bill
to remove in part, at least, the “rank
tyranny ” of the majority, by restoring

ment, when the rights, privileges and
liberties of his compatriots from Quebec

trefabled in the balance’; ata time when

R
LY

to us our schools.  In that supreme mo-j

the infringement of the liberty of the
Catholi¢ mirority 1o educate their child-
ren in accordance with their consciences
without being compelled to pay tribute
to Protestantism was declared by the
highest court of the Empire to he a jnst
grievance which the constitution forbader
where was Mr. Laurier found ? His
birthplace, his race, his early training,
all the traditions of his glorions prov-
ince. but above all his Catliolic con-
science, should have ranged him on the
side of right, law, justice and freedom of
conscience. No man in parliament could,
if he would, point with more eloquence
to the justice of our cause. He could
point with legitimate pride to the history
and the loyalty of his race, he could tell
those ulira bigots of Ontario that in hig
old province of Quehec no mun was per-
secuted on account of his religion, nay
more, that the majority in his province
treated with tle greatest und kindliest
consideration, not only the consciences,
but even the prejudices of the minority.
He could have told these Ontarians that
ihe constitntion as well as the simplest
rules of equity and jusiice were on the
side of the minority and that the quest
ion conld never be settled except on
these lines. In a word, Mr. Laurier held
the key to an amicable settlemet of this
question. Never in the history of Canada
had a public man suck a grand opport-
unity of rendering not only to his race
aud religion, but also to the peace and
barmony of the couwtry, a more noble
service. It was the supreme turning
pointin the political life of the Honorable
How did he act? Did te
stand by principle and the Constitution
of his county, or did he betray both ? Did
he stand by his compatriots in the West,
or bow down before the unreasoning

gentleman.

hatred of our enemies ? It ig with deep-
est shame and humiliation that we are
forced to record that Mr. Laurier threw
us overboard and bowed down before the
worst eneinies-the traditionalenemies—
of his race and religion. It is with une
speakable moriification that we are com-
pelled to acknowledge that Mr. Laurier
not only abandoned us, but actually
made an appeal for support to the bigot-
Y and religious passions and prejudices
of the Protestants of Oatario and Man.
itoba—the i'erv men who had worked
our ruin. Is it any wonder thal the
voice of Berthier County, a county of
Liberals and former friends of the Hon.
gentleman, shionld lift its voice in protest
at such duplicity and treachery? And
the voice of Berthier's condemnation
willring in the outraged ears of Catholics
from the Atlantic to the Pacific; it will
proclaim the dishonor hrought upon them
by the Liberal leader. Mr. Laurier has
made his choice. He has 1old us that he
wants us not ; that he is content with the
friendship of our enemies. So be it.

HOW THEY HATE THE
CROSS,

From the Irish World,

it seems that in [reland it is a viola-
tion of rule in the “natimal” schools for
Catholic children to make the signof the
CTOBS, or to bless themselves, as amony
Catholics it is more familiarly desigvat-
ed. The pious practice is universal in
the Catholic Church, All the prayers of
the Church, includeing the greatest and
mogt solemn of her acts of devotion, the
Mass itself, begin “In the name of the
Father, und of the Son, and of the Holy
Ghost,” the utterance of ‘the sacred
words being accompanied by the motion
of the right hand in the form of a cross
from the forehead to the breast.
Tie same words are amobog the
essentials of the ritual of the first sacra-
ment to which the Christian child is ad-
mitted in its earliest infancy, “I baptize
theein the name of the Father, and of
the Bon, and of the Holy Ghost.” In
those words, too, and with the holy sigu,
the Catholic child, as soon as it is able
to articulate, i8 tanght at its mother’s
knee to begin and end its prayers:

And often without uttering the word'.
the holy sign is.made—the sign of the
cross, the emblem of man’s redemption.
The children of the convent schools of
Zreland do this, and more particularly
when they hear the clock strike the
hour. They do it at home, they do it in
school. It is a silent act of devotion
which they learn to practice from their
mothers as well as from their teachers,
the nuns. But in the convents that are
connected: with the “National Board,” or

in any schools 8o connected, there must
be no acte or worls of religion dur-
ing school hours.  The rule of the board
18 againgt it. Anything in the form of
Catholic religion wonld be offensive to
Protestants, and theretore it must not be
permitted in a “National” school, even
in a sehool where it happens, 48 in num-
erous cases in Ireland, that there is not
a single Protestant in attendance. Of
tourge, we recogniza that a “secular®
system must be 8o conductel—that is,
that religions teaching must be excluded
where there are children of various reli-
gions. This, at least, is the spirit of
secularism, and the position of its cham-
pions. Nevertheless, we think that in
Ireland it is carried out in a way special-
ly designed to be as hurifal as possible
to the feelinygs of the Catholic majority,
Cardinal Logue gave an illustration of it
the other duy in a speech in reply
to an addsess of welcome presented to
himn in the town of Droglieda. He de-
seribed a8 follows how an officer of the
“National Board,” in tnhe discharge of his
“duty,” of course, set himseif to the task
of suppressing the sign of the cross, even
when sgilently made by tLe chiliren
themselves, without any direction from
their teachers.

“Bome three years ago the ‘National
Board’ inspector visited the convent
g:hools for theresults of tie examination.
There was a practice—a Christian prac-
tice—onthe part of the children to bless
themselves when the clock struck. That
wasan act of private devotion performed
by the children in their seats, and in no
way interfering with the general order
of the schiool. The inspector in the dis-
charge of his duty reported the matter
to the "National Board.’ He (Cardinal
Logue) did not blame the ingpector, as
he was sure he considered he was dis-
charging his duty, and the parish priest
20t an overhauling for permitting the
sign of the cross in the schools. It was
an act of private devotion,it gave offonise
to no one or Lo no parties of any other
denomination. He (the cardinal) would
be the first to put a stop to it if it did,
but he believed a single Protestant
¢hild never put a foot inside the st ool
That was not all. On the last occasion
when the inspector came to examiie
the children he found the same practice
prevailed. He presamed in discharse
of higduty—and Le did not blame the
‘inspector for doibw’ his dwty—he drew
the attention of the nuns to the matter,
and if he (his eminence) remembered
aright be sugyested to them to stop the
clock. Tlhe nuns very properly refused
todoso, Tie inspector spoke privalely
to the archdeacon on the matter, but he
did not know whether the archdeucon
tad yet yot another wigging from the
*National Board’.”

This is an illustration of the system—
almost laughable in its absurdity —to
Wuich the Catholic majority in Irejar d
have to submit in the schiouls maintai; -
el by their own money. The Orauge
ascendancy party hate Catholicity,theres
tore they hate the 8ign -of the cruss,
which they regard ag specially Catholie,
It is “popery,” therefore, it must Le pug
down.  And even when the Cathohe
¢hild, of its own volition, makes the sign
in silence, no I'rotestant being present
or in gight to be “scandalized,” or pained
v beholding the emblem of the eross on
which Christ died, even then it must e
forbidden becanse it i8 a “Nationa,”
school. This is the spirit of the infamor.s
penal code which was enacted and eue
furced on the theory that “the law id
Dot recozuize such a thing ag the exist-
ence of an Irist Roman Catholic.” T'ha
“theory” they were compelled to abau-
dou, but they still us far as they dare
and have the power, make the law us
offensive, a8 well us oppressive, as pus-
sible to the muss of the Irish people.

‘Mr. James Metcalfe’s Speech.

During the closing hours of the Re-
medial Bill debate, ut Oitawa, Mr. James
Metcalfe, member for Kingsion, and
formerly immigration agent at Winnije
peg, made a speech. Mr. Metcalfe charge
ed that the wrong which had heen ine
flicted on Munitobu was due to one man,
the wewbet for Winvipeg, (Joe Martin).
Tuat person made all the trouble he
could in Manitobs and now ne came to
Ottawa to make more. He was the first
cauvse of this difficalty, and, yet, he had
been received BY the Liberals with open
arms. - Not onegood argument hdd been
made why the minority of Manitohs
should not receive a measure of relief.
The cbarge of inefficiency against tie
Mauitobs Separate schools before 1590
was  Without fonndation. He visited
them 1n 1889 and found many of them
equally as yood as the sclinols of Ontario.
The Academy of the Immaculate Con-
ception was one of the best schools he
ever saw, and as a teacher ie had seen
# good many. Mr. Metcalfe said he was
not distur: €d by the slanders hurled by
the Opposition, at Sir Charles Tappes.

They hurled the samte slandérs st Sif
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