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THE HON. H. G. JOLY.

One of the most remarkable events
which have for many years stirred the
political atmosphere of the Dominion
of Canada was the visit of Mr. H. G.
Joly, ex-Premier of Quebee, to Toronto
last week, to lay before the people ef
Ontario the actual condition of the Pre-
testant minority of Quebec, under the
rule of an overwhelming Catholic
majority, strong in their religious con-
victions, his purpose being, as he ex-
pressed at the beginning of his address,
““to dispel the prejudices existing in
the minds of many Ontariams against
the people of Quebec, and to show that
they (the Catholic majority) are net
the. bigoted, narrow-minded people
they are represented to be.”

There have been periods, undoubt-
edly, when the friendly relations be-
tween Catholics and Protestants
throughout the Dominion have been
severelystrained. It was foreseen when
the Confederation Act was agreed to
by the delegates of all the Provinces of
Canada that such shocks would occur,
and they were to some extent provided
for bv the Act itself, which was speci-
ally framed to protect the rights of the
minorities, at least in Ontario and
Quebec, where it was mest to be feared
lest those rights should be interfered
with.

To whom was it to be attributed that
these strained relations existed ? The
Mail and some other journals have
been constantly dinning it into our
ears that it arose entirely from the
fanaticism of Catholics, and especially
of French-Canadians, whom they re
present as being engaged in a never-
ceasing plot to drive the Protestants of
Quebec out of that Province, and'even
to take possession of a portion of On-
tarlo, and to establish a French na-
tionality in the North-West.

On these and similar grounds the
Protestants of Ontario have beens)
goaded to enmity against the French-
Canadians and the Catholics of the
whole Dominion. Mr. Joly’s object
was to restore confidence and friend-
ship between the people of Ontario and
Quebec.

The purpose of Mr. Joly is most
praiseworthy and patriotic. It is not
easy to allay dissensions
when once they have been excited, but
it is an heroic act for a man like Mr.
Joly, who is justly regarded as a
representative Protestant of his Pro-
vince, to devote himself, at a great
personalsacrifice, to the work of making
peacs, and we sincerely hope his noble
purpose may be attained.

religious

He tells us that it was at a banquet
given in Montreal by the journalists
of Quebec that the idea was formed
that he should undertake this mission
of peace. Mr. W. T. Preston, Presi-
dent of the Ontario Press Association,
while replying to a toast expressed his
pleasure that between the English and
French races in Quebec there is not
that friction or ill-feeling which might
be expected if we were only to regard
what is frequently said in the West on
this subject. It was then suggested,
and the idea was generally approved,
that Mr. Joly should undertake the
task of enlightening the people of
Ontario on a matter which has been so
grossly misrepresented to them by
those who either have been misin-
formed on the subject, or who have
purposely misrepresented the matter
from interested motives.

Mr. Joly is a Frenchman, yet a firm
Protestant, but this has not been an
obstacle to his obtaining the confi-
dence of French-Canadian Catholics ;
and he has been for many years the
representative of a constituency almost
exclusively Catholic. He stated that
for this constituency he had been
elected for a quarter of a century
against all comers, though his oppon-
ents were frequently Catholics, and
in some instances the endeavor was
made, without success, to raise a relig
ious prejudice against him. The

trust a Protestant than a bad Catholic.

The county of Lotbiniere, which has
thus constantly elected Mr. Joly to
represent it, has a population of
20,688, of whom 20,330 are Catholics.
This single fact is enough to show that
French-Canadians are liberally dis-
posed towards Protestants. The Mail
has endeavored, however, to make it
appear that Mr. Joly has been badly
treated, and through him the Protest-
ants of Quebee, because he is no longer
the representative of that county, and
he is not now, as he was once, Premier
of Quebec.

It ie so well known that such posi-
tions as these often depend upon other
causes than religious animosity, that
it is not necessary to refute the Mail's
contention. High as Mr. Joly has
always stood in public estimation as an
honest and honorable politician, the
fact that he is a Protestant did not
give him any special claim to hold
these positions for ever. He was sub-
ject, like all other politicians,
to the vicissitudes and exigencies
of the times. But we are
pleased to find that he him-
self recognizes that he was not
left in the shade on account of his re-
ligion. He declared at the Toronto
meeting that he was not asked to re-
sign. He found, however, that he dif-
fered from his constituents on a mat
ter of public policy and he retired of
his own accord. He added that ‘‘ he
was not driven from public life, but
he had stepped down because of the
reasons given. He maintained that
there is no set purpose on the part of
the majority to tyrannize over the
minority in Quebec.”

Tha question om which Mr. Joly dif-
fered from his constituents was the
treatment of the half-breeds of the
North-West, which brought about the
Reil rebellion. It was a question on
which the people of the country had a
right to disagree, and it was prac-
tically admitted even in the des-
patches sent from the Colonial office to
the Canadian Government that there
was good reason for the half-breeds to
suspect that their rights would be in-
terfered with. The French-Canadians
had, therefore, a perfect right to have
their own opinion on the matter, and
Mr. Joly, apparently, is satisfied that
they had such a right.

The Jesuit estates question was an-
other of the issues which caused much
ill-feeling between the two Provinces.
On this question Mr. Joly states that
the French-Canadians had not the re-
motest idea v0 set aside the authority
of the Queen and to substitute for it
that of the Pope. The name of the
Pope was mentioned in the bill merely
because it was necessary to mention
the name of the authority who alone
could sanction the agreement made, so
that there would be no possibility to
make a second claim.

The whole address was an appeal to
the Protestants of Ontarie against the
anti-Catholic agitators which have so
many ttmes been excited in the Pro-
vince. Mr. Joly's purpose was the
more generous coming from a Protes-
tant, and it should have all the
greater effect, as it is undeniable that
no one knows better than he the true
state of affairs as they exist in the
Province of Quebec.

THE 1LORDS AND THE PROS-

PECT FOR IREILAND.

The quarrel between the British
House of Commons and the Lords,
which has been raging ever since the
rejection of the Home Rule Bill, has
become greatly intensified by the most
recent action of the hereditary branch
of Parliament in rejecting the Employ-
ers’ Liability Bill, or rather in mutilat-
ing it to such an extent as to amount
practically to its rejection.

In the interest of the working classes
the popular house passed this bill with
the clause that no employe can sell or
transfer by contract his right to re-
cover damages in the case of accident.
Many of the Lords gave it as their
opinion that the passage of this clause
would too much restrict the liberty of
workingmen, and so it was erased by
a large majority.

It is remarkable that the liberty
which the Lords desire to give the
workingmen is the liberty to give up
that protection which the law at pres-
ent grants them. The passage of the
act in such a form as this would make
it entirely useless, and the result is a
conflict between the Loids and Com-
mons which has brought prominently
forward once more the question of the
continued existence of the Lords as a
legislative body. The strain between

power of the Lords to nullify the action
of the people’s representatives. Thus
he asked : ‘

‘“ What is the use of tb: representa-
tives of the people passing measures
of reform?b wasting whole sessions of
labor in elaborating bills which are in
the end summarily rejected or fatally
mutilated by the hereditary chamber ?
Yes, gentlemen, that is a very great
question. It is one which, in my
opinion, will more than any other
occupy your attention in the years
that are to come." ’

It is significant that whenever men-
tion was made of the Liords the speaker
was interrupted with cries of ‘‘ Down
with them ;" and Sir William was in
complete accord with his audience,
though owing to the responsible posi-
tion he occupies as Chancellor of the
Exchequer, he could not at present
indicate what steps will be taken by
the Government to change the rela-
tions between the Lords and the
Commons. He indicated clearly, how-
ever, that a change must take place.
He said :"

‘‘Some shallow-pated people think
it is all over when a measure has been
rejected in the House of Lords. It is
only just beginning. (Cheers.) That
is the way all great reforms have
always begun. No great reform, or
hardly any gveat reform, has ever
been willingly accepted by the House
of Lords. Ihave not time to say to
you to-night all I thimk, or all I have
to say on the House of Lords, but some-
thing I will say.”

After some witty remarks on the
changed position of the Liberal-
Unionists in regard te the Lords, he
quoted with evident approbation, some
words spoken by Mr. Joseph Chamber-
lain in 1884 at Denbigh, just after the
Franchise Bill had been rejected by
the Lords. These were called ‘‘ Plain
Words to the House of Lords,” and they
indicate what remedy a resolute re-
forming Government can and must
apply when the hereditary legislators
set themselves as an obstacle to the
passage of desirable measures of re-
form.

Mr. Chamberlain then said :

‘“ Are the Lords to dictate to us, the
people of England ? Are the Lords to
dictate to us the laws which we shall
make and the way in which we shall
bring them in ? Are you going to be
governed by yourselves, or will you
submit to an oligarchy which is the
mere accident of birth? Your ances-
tors resisted kings and abated the
pride of monarchs, and it is inconceiv-
able that you should be so careless of
your great heritage as to submit your
liberties to this miserable minority of
individuals who rest their claims upon
privilege and accident. They are
ancient monuments, and I for one
should be very sorry to deface them ;
but I do not admit that we can build
upon these interesting ruins the found-
ations of our government. I cannot
allow that these antiquities should con-
trol the destinies of a free empire ; and
when they press their claims with-
out discretion and without moder-
ation, when they press them to
an extreme which their predecessors
never contemplated, then I say, they
provoke inquiry and controversy
which cannot but end in their humilia-
tion.”

Mr. Chamberlain was himself a mem-
ber of the Cabinet when he spoke thus,
and though his attitude towards the
Lords is now greatly changed, the re-
salling of his wotds by a member of the
Cabinet at the present time shows the
tendency of the times to abridge the
power of the hereditary legislators who
have so many times come into collision
with the popular house, by preventing
useful legislation.

The Employers' Liability Bill is a
necessary measure, taking away from
niggardly employers the power to
coerce their men by oppressive regu-
lations, and the country demands that
it should beceme law in order to pro-
tect workers. By rendering it inoper-
ative the Lords have justly incurred
popular indignation. They are sensi-
tive enough to feel that the storm is
gathering against them, and they have
already shown signs that they intend
to bend before it. But they have of
late so frequently brought upon them-
selves the odium of the people by op-
posing their will, that the general
sentiment is now that their power must
be positively limited so that they may
not in the future raise the same ob-
stacles to usefal legislation which they
have done hitherto.

Sir William Harcourt reminds the
Lords of their constitutional fumctions.
He tells them that 1t is a mistake to
suppose that they conmstitute a sort of
supreme court ot appeal to rejudge the
acts of the representatives of the
people and to revise the conduct of the
responsible govermment. If they cen-
sured a ministry, no regard would bhe
paid to such censure. Their right of
veto is of a very limited character ;

people of the constituency had
answered to these cries that a Catholic |
who attacked his opponent thus was a
bad Catholic, and they would sooner

the two houses has become so great
that Sir William Vernon ll:n'cmlrl,f
speaking recently to his constituents
at Derby, spoke more plainly than ever
of the necessity of restricting the

and though they may in the beginuing
delay the passage of a bill which they

|
|

the poopie, they may raise such a storm
as will cause them to regret their
temerity, and make them more accom-
modating in fature.

The Irish Home Rule Bill, which the
Lords so disdainfully rejected by a
majority of more than 400, is not to be
considered as disposed of yet. Where-
ever and whenever the leading
Lfberals refer to it, they declare that
it must be passed, and the modifica-
tions which will be applied to a new
bill will make it more favorable to
Ireland, and less favorable to the
Lords than was the one which was so
disdainfully rejected.

The issue of abridging the power of
the Lords is mow faiify before the
people, and though the struggle is
likely to be a fierce one and perhaps
long also, there can be no doubt of the
final result. The people will tri-
umph—the people of Ireland as well as
those of Great Britain.

The ministry are not prepared at
present to propose the complete over-
throw of the House of Lords, but they
are determined to force the Lerds to
give way on the two Bills which they
have, for the present, burked—the
Employers’ Liability and the Parochial
Councils Bill. They will also extend
the franchise, and after these measures
become law there will probably be a
general election, by which Mr. Glad-
stone will likely be strengthened,
and the Home Rule Bill will be passed
once more, whereupon the Lords will
in all probability be more complaisant
than they have yet shown themselves
to be. If they refuse to yield, the next
step will be to clip them of some of
their prerogatives, if not of all: to
‘‘end or mend them,"” as the favorite
phrase has been since the first session
of the present Parliament.

At one time it was thought that the
House of Commons would reject the
amendments made by the Lords to the
Parish Councils, and the Employers’
Liability Bills, but after mature cen-
sideration the Government has de-
cided to accept them urder protest,
with the intention of insisting here-
after on their passage in the form in
which they have been passed by the
popular house.

In announcing this determination,
Mr. Gladstone stated that it would be
a loss of dignity to both houses to pass
the bills back and forth from one
house to the other. The Government
had the choice between rejecting the
Lords’ amendments entirely, thus
abandoning the Bills, and accepting
them under protest. They had re-
solved to adopt the latter course, as
these bills had occapied the attention
of the house for a long period, in-
volving a vast amount of labor. The
Lords had wrecked the legislation of
the Commons with but little comsidera-
tion ; but the Government desired to
save at least something from the
wreck.

Further, he stated that the Govern-
ment has no anxiety to precipitate a
crisis, but that the time had come when
the decision of the people must be in-
vited to be made, whether the judg-
ment of a non-elective chamber is to be
allowed, not merely to modify, but to
annihilate the work of the Commons

THE MISSION.

The mission being held in St. Peter’s
cathedral in this city, conducted by
Rev. Fathers Doherty and O'Brien, of
the Society of Jesus, has resulted, as
was expected, im the production of
abundant fruit. There is perhaps
nothing more consoling to spiritual
guides than to witness a transformation
from indifference to warmth and fervor
on the part of the people in the prac-
tice of their religious duties. That
such has been the case in the present
mission no one can doubt who has wit-
nessed, from early morn until late at
might, the great throngs of people
attending the cathedral at all the
exercises. The retreat has indeed
been blessed ; for many who have for
years permitted the world and its
vanities to engross all their time and
attention, no longer postpene thought
of the world beyond, but have
made their peace with God and took
firm resolutions against ever again
straying into the path where spiritual
life decays and dies. His Lordship
the Bishop of London, the missionary
fathers and the reverend clergy
resident in the city have spent two
weeks of earnest solicitude and hard
work, but we feel sure they count
these as but little when the consoling
reflection comes to them that they are
laboring in the midst of a happy,
united and devout people.

A paurHLET issued by Mr. Schwalle,
the pastor of the so-called Reformed
Church of Bremen (Germany), openly
attacks the doctrine of Redemption
and indeed the whole body of Christian
doctrine. The pamphlet is entitled,
‘‘Is Jesus the Saviour ?” and in it the
endeavor is made to prove that Christ
did not die for the human race. This

regard as mischievous, they must pass
it in the end. They have only the

v |
power of obstruction.

is but one of many specimens of the
unbelief in Christianity which has so

If, then, they | widely spread among the Protestants

come too frequently into collision with ' of Germany.

MR. FRASER'S RETIREMENT,

In the Legislative Chamber at Tor-
onto, on the 28th, the announcement
was made by Sir Oliver Mowat that
the Hen. Mr. Fraser, Commissioner of
Public Works, had been compelled by
ill-health to resign his commission in
the Cabines and to retire from public
life. He also stated that, by the con-
sent of His Honor the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor, Mr. Fraser would hold office
until his successor was appointed ‘and
his responsibility is for such govern-
ment action and such government
measures only, as he sees his way to
concur in, other governmental matters
being as to him open questions.

It would be but the simple truth to
state that Mr. Fraser's resignasion is
regretted not alone by the followers of
the Government, but by those also who
are opposed to it in the political arena.
For'twenty years he has held a place in
the Cabinet of Ontario, and during all
that time his administration has been

above reproach. Seldlom has a
public man laid down his
charge and received from pol-
itical friend and political foe

alike such a large measure of the
warmest praise. The breath of scan-
dal has never hovered about the De-
partment of Public Works—the politi-
cal boodler, the man who is a loud-
toned patriot for revenue, first, last
and always — had no chair in the
office of Christopher Fraser. His
administration from the day he en-
tered the Cabinet until the present
hour has been clean and brilliant.
We desire not to minimize the
merits of the other eolleagues of the
Attorney-General. What has been
said of Mr. Fraser may indeed be said
of them also, but they are still in the
thick of the fight; and they will be
weighed in the balance when the hour
for retirement arrives. But now that
the Commissioner of Public Works has
yielded up his trust, we may in all
candor declare with perfect truth that
he has set an example in the political
life of our country which it would be

well for all to follow. He has
placed before the coming gen-
eration of public men a model

which leads to honor, to glory, to dis-
tinction, and, if followed, will give
them a place in the roll of honor side
by side with those who are remem-
bered in Canadian history for the fame
they had justly earned and the .good
they had done for their fellow-men
and for the land that gave them free-
dom and happiness.

SADDIING THE WRONG HORSE.

After the Montreal election for the
Mayoralty, the Toronto Mail found
great satisfaction in the fact that a
large number of the votes were lost
through an improper marking of the
ballots, the number of illegal ballots
amounting to nearly 1,500. The fact
was stated as proving the ignorance
of French-Canadians, and consequently
the inefficiency of the system under
which they were educated.

Unfortunately for this theory the
result of the investigation arising eut
of the protest of Mr.McShane against the
election of Mayor Villeneuve is that it
was proved that nearly all the ballots
spoiled were those of English Protes-
tants who had written on their ballots
the letters P. P., supposed to signify
‘ Purist's Protest,” because they were
against both candidates alike. This
method of sigmfying their discontent
with both candidates was adopted at
the suggestion of the Protestant organ,
the Montreal Daily Witness.

There can be no doubt that many of
the ballots spoiled otherwise than by
the use of the tell tale letters were so
treated for similar reasons with those
of the Purists who thus marked their
ballots.

The Star amd the Gazette, which
favored the election of Mr. Villeneuve,
ridicule the ‘‘ electoral suicide " com-
mitted by the Purists, of whom the
Giazette says : ‘‘ The number of people
in Montreal who are too self-righteous
to work with their tellow-beings for the
general good are creditably few and
far between.” Those who acted in this
way, however, seem to glory in their
gupposed courage. One of them, sign-
ing his letter ‘A P. P. voter” defends
the course thus pursued in the follow-
ing curious manner :

‘* Now, sir, why should we be thus
scoffed at? Had we remained away
from the poll, and thus manifested no
interest whatever in who was to be our
chief magistrate, the fact would never
have been recorded, but when we had
not the opportunity to vote for a man
whom we considered as werthy of the
position, we did the only thing we
could conscientiously do, and that was
to protest against both.”

He declares his reasons for spoiling

his ballot to be that Mr. McShane is

‘‘unworthy of the support of honest

men,” while Mr. Villeneuve, on the
other hand, is *‘connected wiih the
liquor traffic ; and

‘' No man who amasses wealth oy of
the heart's-blood of his fellow-men shall
ever receive a vote of mine, and g,
long as such men are put forward for
public office, so long I for one shall
continue to follow the Witness' advice
and mark my ballot with a * P,'"

It is scarcely necessary to argue
such a matter seriously, as the laws
give to all the liberty to exercise the
franchise as they see fit, or, if they
prefer, not to exercise it at all. Bdt
it is, at all events, a growing convic-
tion in the minds of the public that
it is the duty of every citizen to use
the franchise in the best way possible
to secure good government, as the
circumstances of the occasion demand ;
and it is difficult to imagine a con-
currence of circumstances in which a
practical decision may not be arriveq
at regarding how a vote should be
cast which will be in accordance with
one's conscientious convictions. If
this be a real obligation, it is difficult
to see how the deliberate ballot-spoilers
can be excused from gross neglect for
not fulfilling a sacred duty. At all
events the Mail saddled the wrong
horse ; for it is clear that they were
not French-Canadians who were in-
fluenced by the advice of the Witness.

ROMANCERS ON THE CHURCH.

Wegave in our last issue an account
of the blunder, or worse than blunder,
perpetrated by Mr, Rider Haggard in
his romance of ‘‘ Montezuma's Daugh-
ter,” wherein he relates the story of an
‘‘immured nun ”in Seville, confirm-
ing it with the statement that he had
seen in the museum of Mexico a skele-
ton of a nun who had been taken out
from the walls of a religious house.
The discussion arising out of these
statements has elicited the fact that the
skeleton seen in Mexico by Mr. Hag-
gard was merely that of a body taken
out of the common cemetery and placed
in the museum to illustrate how
strangely the human body is preserved
in tke climate of Mexico. The body,
therefore, was not that of a nua, nor
was it taken from the walls of a con-
vent.

The Liverpool Catholic Times takes
occasion from the exposures of Mr.
Haggard's mistake on this subject, to
mention another ridiculous blunder
made by him in King Solomon's Mines,
one of his best known novels. Therein
he represents an eclipse of the sun as
having taken place when the moon was
nearly full, an event which could not
occur, as the merest tyro in science
knows that an eclipse of the sun can
take place only at mew moon, when the
moon passes between the earth and the
sun.

Mr. Haggard's novels have been
very widely read, owing to the bold-
mess with which he depicts impossible
events as realities ; but it is evident
that as a seientist, or as an antiquar-
ian he is far from being an authority
of any weight.

There is this difference between Mr.
Haggard and Jules Verne, that the
latter,apart from his sometimes putting
into hypothesis that science, has made
more progress in some particular re-
spect than it has yet succeeded in
doing and in some instances more than
it will ever probably succeed in, has
nevertheless kept within the bounds of
actual knowledge in every other re-
spect. Thus, much is to be learned
from his writings regarding the geo-
graphy of the countries he describes,
their natural products, the people in-
habiting them, and other matters per-
taining to them. The discoveries of
science, and the uses to which these
discoveries may possibly be applied
are also graphically described by him.
There is, therefore, much truth in his
novels, and a great amount of infor-
mation is conveyed to the mind
through them, the machinery only, or
the plot by means of which the knowl-
edge is conveyed, being fictitious ; but
the fiction is such that it is easily dis-
tinguishable from the truth which con-
stitutes the lesson proposed to be im-
parted to the mind of the rcader.

But there is nothing of all thisin Mc.
Haggard's writings, the success of
which has arisen merely from the
love of the marvellous which is in-
herent in those who delight in his style
of writing. This being the case, he
should abstain from pretending to por-
tray the history and practices of the
Catholic Church, which it appears he
knows only how to caricature and not
to describe. He should confine him-
self to tales of a Munchausen char-
acter.

Mr. Haggard is not the only writer
who has endeavored to misrepresent
the Catholic church in the romances

which have come from his pen.

Eugene Sue and Alexander Dumas
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bhave done so likewise, but though

these writers have shown so much

batred of Catholicism, and indeed of
all religion, in their novels, their pic-

tures of the history of the Church are

so grossly exaggerated beyond the |
most extreme limits of probability and

even possibility, that they cannot de-

ceive any except the most ignorant.

Yet we do not remember that even

these writers have attempted, as Mr. |
Haggard has done, to give credibility ]
to their vile stories by means of foot- |
notes making statements to the effect |
that the events they describe ever had |
their counterpart in real life. Kuzene |
Sue, on the contrary, expressly states in

his preface to the Wandering Jew, a

villainous romance, that his description

of Jesuitism is purely imaginary, and

that it was his intention merely to

represent what Jesuitism would be

if its principles were strictly carried

out.

1t is needless to say that the prin-
ciples on which the novelist rests his
fabric are as imaginary as the fabric
itself. He lays it down that the Jesuit
must obey his superiors in all things,
even to the perpetration of the most
borrible crimes. The Jesuit of fact
has for his motte, ‘* Ad majorem Dei
gloriam "—*‘ For the greater glory of
God,” and to the attainment of this end
all his actions are directed. His life
must therefore be quite different from
that depicted by either of the novelists
we have named. His vow of obedience
is limited to obedience in things law-
ful, and this must have been known to
these novelists, who wrote solely with
the object in view to raise the worst
prejudices of an irreligious public
against an illustrious order which has
done so much for religion. Judging
from their works these writers might be
esteemed as ignorant of the order they
described, if they related what they be-
licved to be truthful. But they were
not so ignorant. Their venom is
therefore to be attributed to a diaboli-
calmalice which seems to have entirely
possessed their souls. Yet it is upon
such misrepresentations that much of
the prejudice rvests which
widely-spread among those Protestants
who regard these writings almost as an
ingpiration.

We mentioned already in our pre-
vious article on immured nuns that
Mr. Haggard had borrowed his ideas
on this subject from Sir Walter Scott's
‘“Marmion.” The pleasure afforded
to a certain class of readers by such
tales as this was made evident when,
some years ago, all Ontario wasin a
ferment to force Marmion as a subject
for literary study on the childreun at
the Provincial Iigh schools, for no
other reason than because it contained
this slander against the Catholic
Church.

Marmion is, of course. conceded to
be a work of great literary merit, if
beautiful language, and vivid descrip-
tion constitutes such merit. But it is
undeniable that the story is one which
is not any more suitable for the read-
ing of youth than would be one of
Zola's novels, or the New York Police
Nothing would have induced
the Ontario public to desire Marmion
to be studied in its grossest details,
except the fact that there is semething
in it to insult Catholics.

In his other works Sir Walter Scott
does not thus grossly do violence to
public morality, nor does he go to such
extremes in hatred to Cathelicism as
the writers we have already men-
tioned. Yet there is plenty in all his
works to show that he was indoctrin-
ated in all the hatred against the Cath-
olic religion with which Presbyterians
of his age were filled from infancy.
The Catholic priesthood, especially,
are always represented by him in the
worst possible light. Priests as repre-
sented by him are always either villains
ormadmen. We needonlyadd that the
very ultra character of such descrip-
tions should convince the readers of his
books, that they are not truthful ; yet
we know it is no exaggeration to say
that many Protestants accept these
fables as if they were historical truths.
It is no wonder that a generation
which has learned history from such
sources is intensely prejudiced against
Catholics and the Catholic Church.

We must here add that the history
of the Marmion agitation in Ontario
should be sufficient to convince fair-
minded Protestants that Catholics are
reasonable when they assert that it is
next to impossible to have a strictly
non-sectarian system of education. 1In
an anti-Catholic atmosphere the educa-
tion given to children will always be
more or less anti-Catholic in character .
yet this is only one out of many rea-
sons why Catholics insist upon educat:
ing their children in Catholic schools.
Our chief reason for this is that we
wish positive religious teaching to be

exists so
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