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All Business letters, and Commaunications
imtended for publication, should be addressed to
D. M. QUINN, Proprietor of THE TRUE
WITNEsS, No, 761 Oralg street, Montresl, P. Q.

Office of Grand President
‘@. C.of C. M. B. A.
Brockville, Ont., Nov. 10¢h, 1892,

J. K. FORAN, Fsq.,
Editor True Witness, Montreal :

Dear Sir :—By authority vested in me
ly the Ezeeutive of the Grand Council of
the Catholic Mutual Benefit i ssociation of
Cunada, I hereby appoint Tnr True
Wirxess of Montreal, Que., an Official
Organ of said Grand Council in the
jurisdiction of said Council for the term of
two years, or wuntil said appointment is
cancelled by me, or by my successor in
office, or by said Grand Council.

Witness my hand and seal this tenth
day of November, 1892.

Signed,
0. K. FRASER,
(irand President,
Of Grand Council of C.M.B.A. of Canadc.

WEDNESDAY,..NOVEMBER 16, 1892

OUR SCHOUL BOYS,

Last week we spoke somewhat strongly
with regard to the punishments meeted
out to children in certain schools, but
especially the severe and degrading
treatment to which boys were subjected
some short time ago in large educational
institutions. Since our last editrrial we
notice that the same question has been
brought before the Protestant Board of
School Commissioners and they have de-
cided in favor of corporal punishment.
On Saturday, in an editorial, the Daily
Witness advocates “ threshing.” We
agree that it weuld be highly impropcr
and even dangerous to allow the pupi's
to think, or to know, thal there wasno
longer a whip or rod to be used ; but we

annot agree that learning was ever or
ever will be hammered into a chiid.
Then, again, we speak of the younger
ones. There are rough, hardy boys who
often earn and require a severe punish-
ment, otherwise they could not be con-
troled. Still how few of our teachers
ever distinguish between the strong
lad and the young, sickly, or feeble
urchin! It is not our intention, however,
to driticise either the Protestant Board
or the Witness; they must know their
own business, act and spenk from their
own experience. But neither the mem-
bers of that Board, nor the writer in the
Witness, ever experienced what we de-

*geribed last -week. - They never went at

*.eight or ten years of age to one of our

q_‘olleges and there remained during s
- .many years. We mcstemphatically say
-'that it-is highly improper and very un-

- -gafeto give a general permission to all
_teachiers, study-hall magters, and those
. ‘who'have ¢harge of pupils.in recreation

or elswhere, an unrestricted right to use
their own discretion and to beat children
as they please, or according to their
whim, or their passion. We know
wheredf we speak ; and we are confident
that any honest and truthful college
director. who has had a few years experi-
ence, will corroborate our remarks. We
do nnt speak of all, nor of the many
amongst our educational establishraents ;
we refer to the exceptional cases; but
these ¢xceptions, like in the Fremch
Grammar, are so numerous that they
require more attention than the rulers.
We would never send a child to an insti-
tution where the corporal punishment
was not subject to the dictation of the
Superior.

If a boy is s0 bad that he actually can-
not be tamed otherwise than by meauns
of the rod, let the class-teacher send that
boy to the master of discipline; he then
may administer the punishment in a
proper manner. The class-teacher, in
nine cases out of ten, willbe in a red-hot
passion, and instead of making the boy
feel that it is a punishment for a fault
committed, the youth is led to believe
that it is a piece of revenge or spite, and
passion creates passion, and the good
effect is lost in the arousing of anger,
hatred and wickedness in the pupil’s
breast. But if the teacher were to
simply send the child or boy to the
Director, with a line stating his offence,
the latter—cool and dispassionate—wonld
remonstrate as well as punish, and the
desired result would be obtained.

We cannot refrain from recalling an-
other remark of the Witness; it closes
that editorial with the words; “ As for
corporal punishment being degrading,
that is largely a matter of prevalent
sentiment.” It may be 8o in the case of
such punishments as the writer of that
article has been accustomed to witness,
such as a good whipping, or a beating
with the ruler. But he evidently was
never forced to pay for a mis-spelt word
by sticking his nose in the dust, and
creeping on his knees up to a master's
desk, and there kissing the uanswept floor
a half dozen times; he never knew what
it was to be set to work sweeping
or scrubbing on account of silence broken
in the study-hall; he most certainly
never had to blacken boota as a punish-
ment for a class missed, and to polish
them 80 well that if they were not as
bright as a shilling he might expect a
few slaps or kicks. Now, we don't say
that these really degrading punishments
are universal, but what took place can
again take place ; and the writer of these
lines has been subjected to all these and
even other punishments that he would
be ashamed to record, and for the inflic-
tion of which two teachers were expel-
led from the college as soon as the good
Superior heard of how they treated the
children.

. We are not theorizing; we are speak-
ing from experience, and we say thatin
the matter of punishments more caution
should be used than in any other branch
of treatment in our colleges, academies
and other imstitutions of education.
While on this subject we will refer to
another point that is of great interest to
parents as well as to pupils. Itis well
known that the majority of the pupils
that attend our schools are the children
of parents who are not independently
rich. It isgenerally a great sacrifice for
the hard-working father and®an econo-
mizing mother to keep their boys at
schoo! and to dress them neatly and
properly. A boy, the very carefulest,
needs too good suits of clothes—a winter
one and & summer one—and a * knock-
about one” at home to spare his school
coat and pants. Parents ‘don’t wut
their children to' go meanly dressed;the
boys have a cert ~ pride and they like
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to be clean and well clothed ; to keep up
this appearance great care is required.
This brings us to the point of objection.
We object to the boys being obliged to
sweep the school-rooms, halls, class-
rooms, stairs or study-rooms. The
parerits pay for their childrens’ edu-
action; not to have them play servant.
If they want their children todo such-
like work, goodness knows, they have
lots of it at home. They don’tsend their
boys away from the home, sacrifice their
earnings to pay for tuition, pinch and
stint to keep them neatly dressed, all for
the sake of cleaning out the school—
sweeping and washing.

If you want your schools swept, pay
some one to do the work; but don’t make
servants out of your pupils. How do you
expect a boy to beneat, clean and tasty ;
how do you expect him to look upwards
and seek to emufate the Excelsior youth;
how do you expect him to have a proper
estimate of his own dignity, if you
{without any right and againat all laws
of decency) turn him into aschool-house
Scavenger, or a sweep? In the name of
the parents and of the pupils we object
to that treatment, and we advise parents
to question their children as to whether
they are taught their lessons or taught
to clean the floor in return for all the
money paid for them,

THE PRESIDENTIAL CONTEST

——

The great struggle is over; Cleveland
is elected ; the Democrats have carricd
everything before them. There has
scarcely ever been a quicter election than
that which ended on the 8th November.
The change of opinion throughout the
Union is somewhat difficult to explain.
Seemingly the whole contest turned
upon the tarifl' policy of the Republican
party. - We do not think there is much
sentiment in American politics, and the
progress and prosperity of the great Re
public alone sway the minds of the
voters. 'There seems then a something
very inexplicable in that silent, yet al-
most universal upheval of opinion ; for,
certainly never was the country in a
more prospercus condition than it is to
day, and its progress is phenominal. In
view of these facts we feel entirely at a
loss to account for the change.

As far as either party is concerned, we
have no particular leanings. With re-
gard to Canada, if there is to be any
change it must be for the better, since it
would be difficult for Cleveland’s admin-
istration to treat us worse than did the
Harrison party. As Canadians it was
better, indeed, that the change took place,
for it will enable us to find out wheth-
er the cavalier manner in which all our
advances have been received, was due to
n party or to the whole American people.
Beyond this point our interest does not
go ; and we. honestly believe that the
change will have very little effect upon
our prospects.

There is, however, another phase. of
the question that cannot be passed over
in silence. It will be remembered that
the A, P. A.—that American Protection
Agsociation, the twin-brother of the Anti-
Popery Association of England—cast its
lot in with the Republican parly. From
its secret conclaves and through ihe few
newspapers under its control it flung the
lowest of insults at the Chureh, it heaped
the vilest of abuse upon tlie Catholic
hierarchy,and it used every means at its

 disposal to persecule the members 6f our

faith. Tt pleaded, begged, threatened,
thundered in favor of the Republican
party; and in its every appeal wasan at-
tack upon Rome and a serie of the mean-
est insinuations and accusabions against
Catholics—public and private. Wa don't
say that the Republican party wanted

the support of that faction; but it had

the misfertune of being chosen as thé
party of its predilection. That most
fanatical of all American journalists—
Shepherd of the Mail and Express—went
into the contest, red hot and furious; he
went into it, not so much against Cleve-
land and the Democratic party,as against
the Archbishops and Catholi‘c faithful.
He became the speaking trumpet of the
A.P.A_; his organ bellowed out its false-
hoods, fulminated its villanous accusa-
tions, hurled its forged assertions, belched
out its mad and reckless statements, and
up to the very eve of the election, vomit-
ted its spleen and disgusting bigotry in
the face of a whole nation. Is it any
wonder that a party—howsoever unwil-
ling it might have been—that was sup-
ported by such a foul-mouthed, slander-
ing organ, was defeated by an immense
vote all over the Upion, and crushed be-
yond recognition in the State and city
where that vampire publication pollutes
the atmosphere? From this standpoint
it is a glorious victory for the Cotholics
of the United States, The defeat that
the American A.P.A.received at the polls
last week, was ag emphiatic as the defeat
that the British A.P.A.sustained on the
occasion of the Lord Mayor's Day in
London during the same week. Ou both
sides of the Atlantic these fanatical,
blind, frenzied enemies of Catholicity
have been taught—not by Catholics, but
by honorable, honest, self-respecting Pro-
testants—that the world is too smail and
life is too short to permit of their exist-
ence. Like the miasmic insects genera-
ted in the swamps of unwholesome prin-
ciples, they flutter for a day and then
puss away forever, They come like the
plague, and tae worid shudders; they
pass like the plague, and the world cries
“Thank God!” Had the Presidential
election no other result we could have
been grateful for this grand triumph.
Will Dr. Drennan permit a paraphrase?

« Drive the Demon of Blgotry bome to hisden,
And where scoundrels make brutes, let our
voters make men !’
ﬂ

THE POPE AND RENAN.

—

There sre a great many queer and
very unsatisfactory rumors Hashing
along the wires about Rome and the
Holy Father. Especially with regard to
the choice of Cardinals are the opinions
of the news-mongers who seek to im-
press the world with the idea that they
are into all the secrets of the Vatican,
The Universe wisely says that “the
Pope’s mind is known to the Pope him-
self, and no Catholic journalist would
have the impertinent curiosity to pry
into it or the arrogant absurdity to pre-
tend to reveal it.” In this connection
we quote the follewing from the Lendon

Daily Teleg aph :—

+ To.day is published a telegram from Rome,
the wrl?gr oll! whieh, who 18 described as a
‘diplomat,’” gives an account ot the manner in
which the Pope received the intellipence of
Renan’'s death, derlved, as he affirms, from the

relate who communicated it to_His Holiness.
F& was on Sunday evening, and the Pope was
about to retire Lo resl. o remalned silent a
moment and then asked, ‘ How did he die??
‘Impecitent,” was the reply. Lep XIIi, re-
flected a moment and then remiarked very
quletly, *That is better.’ The prelate having
manifested some surprise, the Pope wenton
10 explain that Renun had proved by hig end
that his doubt was sincere, He would be
Judged by his sipcerity, which If It was
thorough might absolve him. A few moments
afterward Leo XII1. observed tLat Renan had
done more good Lhan harm Lo the Church, He
had aroused theologians from thelr t.oonr,l
He had embodied the doubts of modern
thought. He had marshalled 1ts forces. The
Church had been surprised, but could they be-
lleve that al! this was not designed by Provi-
dence? And they might hope that particular
induigence would be sbown to oné who was-
the instrument of God’s wrath,”

Had the Pope passed these remarks it
might indicate the broadness of his
views and the elasticity of his charity;
but there is no probability of such words
ever having fallen from the lips of the
Sovereign Pontiff. In the first place,
the persons with whom the Pope holds
intimate conversations and to whofi he
gives expressions of views, especially if
they even verge upon the dogmatio, are
not likely to t:,glegmp_h his words allover -




