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GATHOLICS OF MASSEY
RIVER PROTEST.

Massey River, Dec. 20, 1896.

At a public meeting of the Catholics
of the district held after High Mass,
the tollowing resoluticn was carried
unanimously:

Whereas, The Dominion Govern-
ment endeavored’ to sacrifice our
wchool to Gur enemies, the Manitoba
(rovernment, contrary to the decision
of the Privy Council and the consti-
tution;

Be it Resclved, That we protest
against the scandalous surrender of
our rights in our schools to the Man-
itoba by the Dominion Government;
and. a8 we want nothing but our
rights to have our schools restored to
us as they were previous to the act
passed in 1890, and that our taxes be
applied to our own school and mo
other, and that we consider it is our
duty to support our noble Archbishop
by every means in our power unti
alt the school rights . are restored to
us.

Signed on behalf of the meeting.

JOHN MDONELL,
ANGUS M'DONALD,

ANTOINE RICHARD.

The followingy L« tter appeared in
the KFree Uress of the 29th Dec.

“THE PRACTICAL S8IDE.”

To the Editor of the Free Press.
Sir,—To mauny citizens your article,
headed *“‘The Practical Side,” will un-
doubtedly prove to be something of an
~yi-opeéner, inasmuech as it must con-
vince all your readérs that the pro-
posed changes in the school law, which
the promoters intend should settle the
school question, but which the Catho-
lics {and surely none should know bet-
ter). have most emphatically declared
will not rettle it, will undoubtedly tend

{0 throw the whole public school sys-.

tem of Manitoba into confusion and
seriously interfere with the practical
administration of the public schools
of the province. Will you allow me to
put ‘before your readers a few of the
reasons why, it seems to me, the
(‘atholica can not and will not accept
the proposals, and incidentally to add
a word or two to what you have al-
ready sald regarding the absurdities
of the promised legislation,

In the first place Catholics say that
the proposals would not ease them of
the persecution under which they have
suffered for six long years, but would
sitmaply clinch the obnoxious provisions
of the intclerable act of 1880. A
common sense study of the position
" vill make this contention clear. What
was the act of 18307 It was a law
abolishing separate schools and
compelling Catholics to gend their
children to the public schools or go
withouf any share of taxes which
they pay towards the cost of
primary ‘education in this province.
The proposed amendments would not
make the slightest change in this
state of things. The sum of the con-
stitutional grievance as declared by
the privy council was the destruction
of the Catholic idea of leducation,
and a remedy for that grievance can
be found only in & plan which wiil
restore  the prineiple of Catholic
schools. Yet the proposed settlement
does nothing of the kind; it retains as
the pdblic schools of the province to
which Catholic children are to  be
sent the very schools which have
existed under the obnoxioug law of
1890, without the slightest change re-
garding their management or the toxt
books to be used therein, *but simply
with the addition of a decelving pro-
vision  reparding  religious teaehing
which is a delusion and a snare, g
further provision which ig even more
valtry ‘and absurd regarding the em-
vloyinent in certain cases of Catholic
teachers, and an additional clause ar-
ransing for the teaching of English to
children of French Canadian and fore-
ign varents through the medium of
their ‘mother tongue. The one thing
which Catholics have been contending
fop is still to be withheld from them,
and they are asked ti®accept a méas-
ure which not ofily’' does not rest ra
theilr constitutional wvights, but whiea
as o matter of fact, would perpe’unate
schools just as obnoxious from a Cath-
olic. print of view as the present pub-
e schools.

Allow me briefly to consider two of

the threc proposed changes. The
clauses regarding religicus  instruc-
tion  provide \Yhat ga; vy  Christian

Clergyman—why not Jewjch Rabbi?—
may be 2uthorized by’ a majerity of
the seT00l trustees, on the pe ition of
the parents or guapdians of ton child«
ren in e rural dlstrict, or twenty-live
N eny city, town or village, to give
reliiors  traching on specific
davy, from 3.30 to ¢ o'clock. With-
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out stopping to consider what a tra-
vesty of religioud teaching this
would be even if carried out to the
full extent the law would allow, let
us see how really absurd and unwork-
able it is and how it must effectually
icad to purely secular schools and
thus, it may be remarked, carry out
the real aim of the promoters of the
1890 school act. In the first place
1eligious teaching is treated as a thing
that is simply tolerable after a speci-

fied number of parents have petitioned :

for it. Even then it is only tolerable
for thirty minutes in & day when the
children are tired, longing for free-
dom and when to be kept in for an
additional half-hour will seem to them
an jntolerable penance, with the re-
sult that religious instruction under.
such circumstances instead of being
beneficial to them will become perfect-
ly odious. But apart from this view
of the matter the proposal is positive-
unworkable. In your article you have
given some good points which prove
this and there are many others which
you did not give. For instance, in
Winnipeg Catholic children 'would pro-
bably be scattered around in a large
number of schools and a correspond-
ing number of clergymen wou'd need
to daily hold themselves in readiness
to rush in at the exact moment that
school would be dismissed, and if
that could not be arranged (and every
ore knows it would be a physical im-
possibility) the clergyman woutld have
to authorize “teachers or some other
nersons” to do the work for them. It
is one thing to authorize and another
to enf-ree, and no provision can h:
devised by which clergymen shall be
able to select teachems for the
schoels or compell those appointed by
the school trustees to do this duty.
and this is evidently the reason why
the words, ‘‘or other persons,” are ‘n-
serted, 80 that in case the teacher
refuses to act in the clergyman’s be-
half, or theri: may he ue  teachery
qualified to so act, “some other por-
son” mray be selected, and it woull
natural’y fcllow that Catho'ic par-
ents would have to keep up a reguar
staff of such persons to attend to
this matter daily, or suffer their
children to be brought up under an
absolutely secular system of educa-
tion. The time has not yet arrived
in ("fanada when lezislators dare cpen-
ly to drive God out of® the schoo's,
but they have sgurely done their hest
in this case by afranging an absurd
and complicated set of permissive con-
ditions, which will make it as diffi-
cult as possible to bring Him into
the public schools of Winnipeg. Tru'y
the <“religious” clauses of this vres-
ious arrangement are not only absurd
and unworkable, but in their re-l in
tent and meaning are hypociiti-a
and anti-Christian, )

The clause regardingt the appoint-
ment of Catholic teachers is no less
absurd. Wherever in cities there is
an average attendance of forty Cath-
olic pupils or upwards, or twenty-fl-e
or upwards in tha country, the trus-
tees may ¢n petition appoint on -
Roman Catholic teacher. One ab
surdity about this §s that if in a
city scheool the average attendance of
Catholic pupi's was only thirty-nine
or under, and in a country scro-l
‘twenty-four Or under, the necessary
petition could not he got up, and
there could be no Catholic téache,
so far as this provision is concerned

whilst, on the other hand, if therr
were several hundreds of Cathol
pupils in the school there could be

only one teacher. But, more than
that, clause 8 distinctly shows t at
the teacher is not to be there for
the purpose of instructing Catholic
chil {~en, inasmuch as it provides
there shall be no separation of pu-
pils by religious denominations dur-
ing the secular school work.
It would naturally follow that
in most cases the Catholic teacher
would probably be instructing the
Protestant children, whilst the Pro-
testant teachers would almost invar-
iahly be placed over the Catholic pu-
pils, and this being so it is difficult to
see why such a provision was put in<
to the arrangement, unless that i¢
might be used by interqsted parties

in deceiving fair minded penple by say- |

ing. 88 it has already been falsely
said by péliticians in the east, that
Cathol’c teachers are to be provided
for Catholic ohildren.

It will thus be seen that as a mat-

ter of fact, there ig nothing in ‘ths
nature cf restoration of Catho'le
rights either in the provisions re-

garding religious teaching or in that
concerning employment ,Lof Catho'ic
teachers. Yet these two qrovizion-,
and the paltry one regarding the
teaching of Enziish to French C n
adians and foreign children, emhcd~
the whole ¢f the changes which it i-
proposed to maxe in the schrol . e,
and outside of tihese the schorls are
to remain evactl as they have bren
since 1890. There is to be no change
in the'r contrcl--in Winn'peg tho same
Protestant board of trustees which

.ment,

now manages the public schoo's will
go on maragirg them for the f.tursa,
and Catholic views will be entirely
without representation on the gov-
erning body. There is to be no
change in the text books-the same
un-Catholic and in many instances an-

ti-Catholic histories, the same readers

as are at present used in

the public schools will be used in the
future — in a world. Catholic
children are to
which they may spend their days in
an atmosphere permeated with Pro-
testantism or irreligion, to be taught
in most cages by Protestant, or, it
may posibly be, non-Christian teach-
ers, out of books literally teeming

"with Protestant and uncatholic views.

These are some of the reasons why
Catholics, it seems to me, cannot
fairly be asked to accept the arrange-
The constitution guarantees
tnem their educational rights, and
the imperial privy counc!! has declar-
ed it to be the duty of the Dominion
government to see that those rights
are restored, and, having the constitu-
tion on their side trey cannot be ex-
pected to give up the battle until re-
ligious liberty again prevails in the
province. In the meantime, consider-
ing the proposed amendments will
not settle the school question, and
foreseeing the rivalry and bickerings
which the religious clauses will un-
doubtedly give rise to amongst the
various sects, with the almoest certain
results that the children will ultim-
ately be given a purely secular edu-
cation, will' sincere Protestants, who
are proud of the present public schoel
system, allow its best features to be
destroyed by a set of scheming
politicians, who, for their ocwn purely
selfish reasons, intend to tamper with
that system by introducing regula-
tions which are utter!y ridiculous and
which maust eventually, after much
strife and trouble, drive every vestige
of Christianity out of the public
srhoons f the eountry?

OB,

. st may not be amiss to add
A note that the parsegraph alluding
to Protestantism in the schoo's will
not, I hope, be taken as a sneer at
Protestant ideas or teachers. Noth-
ing of the ‘kind is intended-—my only
object being to show how the matter
stands from a Catholic p~int of
\iew.

Wirrvireg. Dec. 26.

THE BIBLE NOT A SUFFICIENT
RULE OF FAITH.

(N. Y. Freemans Journal.)

’

A Canadian subscriber sends us a
small pamphlet requesting that we
make some comment on it 1t is
issued by a Protestant tract society
af Tour.nte, and ciaims to prove thai
the Catholic Church is at variance
w.th the Bible. The plan of the au-
thor of the tract is to first state what
ba believes to be a Catholic doetrine,
ben state the contrary or contradic-
tory of ], and then endpavor to
prove the latter frem the Bible. The
plan is a good one. It makes the
issues clear and in fi'w words. Some
4 his statements of Catholic doe-
trine are correct, others are incor-
rect and others misleading. In deal-
ing with each we will refer it to its
proper class,

The first propogition which the tract
sys down as Catholic doctrine is this:
“Holy Scripture does n:ot contain all
+hat is necessary to salvation.” This
ww accept as a correct statement of
what Cathadies helieve.

In opposition te "‘the above the
tract gives the following: “Hols
Scripture does jcontain al) that s
necessary to salvation.”
~rs to prove it from Scripture. Thes~
two propositions being contrary, it
fellows that if the former be true
the latter is false, land if the latter
hs true the formee i8 false. Thera-
fore, if we show that the latter is
false, we prove the truth of the for-
mer or Catholicproposition. Let us then

. ecrpsider the latter, namely, that the

“orinture contains all that is necessary
to salvation.

The Rev. Mr. CGardner, the auhor
+f .tre tract, recognizZes the precept
~f sanctifying the Sunday, that obedi-

| ence to this precept is necessary to

aatvation, for to disregard it is to dis-
ohey God, and to dis"bey (od brings
eondemnation. But this nrecept is not
found anywhere in the Scripture.
Tre-efcre there i3 at least one thing
rogessary to salvation that the Scrip-
ture does not contain. This one ex-
mpntinn is suficrient to upset his prop-
-eitirn The Se-inture ‘n manyv placee
rommands that the Sabhath, the sev-
orth dav, Saturday, be kept holy.
“Remember that thou keep hnly the
Cabhath dsw Six davs "ghalt thou
r.hor and shall do all thy wo~k. PBut

Lnn the gnventh day is the Sehbath

a’ - tke Tord thy Cad. Thou ghalt de
~a work on it.” (Exodns x»,. 8-9) The
Reov. Mr. Gardner will look in vain

be offered schools n
‘a4 word, that he has not been douing

and endeav-?

- Timothy,

epeak mouth to mouth.”

for any text of Scripture abrogating
this command r giving a new one.
Now, as he can tind no authority
in the Scripture relieving him from
the above conmimand recorded in the
Scripture, he must admit one of two
things; either that there is some au-
thority not found in the Scripture
to Justify his disregard of the writ-
ten law or that he has been all his
life disobeying the ccanmand to kecp
Saturday, the sevemth day, holy. In

what is necessary to salvation, and is
therefore not in the way of salvation.
To justify his conduct he must go
out of his Bible and appeal to Chris~
tian tradition. The Scripture, then.
daes not contain all that is necessary
to salvation,

But there are other things in Rev.
Mr. Gardner's view that are neces-
sary to salvation and yet are not found
in the Scriptures. He does not find
in them any statement defining what
constitutes the Bible, how many hooks
comp'lete it There s no list
of such books in the Bible. The
only authority he has for the book ag
at present made up is that of tradi-
tion and the Catholic church. He can
find no authority in the Bible that
any of its beoks are’authentic, and no
authority that the Bible as a whole
is inspired, no authority that it has
rot been corrupted in the course of
ages or that It has been correctly
translated. As a matter of fact
he has accepted the book as divine on
anthority external to it, on Jewish
and Christian tradition, and the au-
thority of the Cathnlin church. He
has done this unconsciously, and never
thought of aralvzing the process by
which he arrived at his present men-
tal attitude in regard to the bock.

I;ut the Bible itself gives unmis-
takable evidence that it does not con-
tain all that s necessary to salva-

tion. St. Paul in his second epistle
ts the Thessalonians  (ii., 14,) says:
Clrethren, stand  fast and hold the

traditions which you have learned by
word or by our epstles.” Hare St
Paul makes no distinction between
traditicne handed down by word and
the tryths contalned din his letter.
Both are to be heixd as of equal au-
thority. Where in the Bibie do we
find those traditions which the Thes-
salonians received by word of mouth?
They wrote no book to tell us what
they were. They were evidently ne-
cessary to salvaton, since the great
apcstle exhorted them to’ stand fast
and hold them.

Again, in his first epistie to the
Corinthians (xi., 2), the same Apos-
tle writes: “Now I praise you, my
brethren, that in all things you are
mindful of .me, and Xkeep my ordi-
nances gs.1 have delivered them to
you.” ‘What were these ordinances
you.” What were these ordinances?
As this is St. Paul’s nrst letter to the
Ccrinthiang it is evident that these
ordinances were instructions which he
had given them by word .of' mouth.
Wera are hese ordinances
row? The .Corinthians have left no
book to tell us what they were. You
may say they are in other parts of
the Bitle, but you have no statement
in the Bible to that effect, and gratu-
itous assumptions do not go.

Ag in, St. Paul wrote to Timothy:
“0O Timothy, keep that which is com-
mitted to thy trust. Hold the form
of sound words which thou hast heard
of me in faith, and the love which ig
sn Christ Jesus.” Where are these
tlingd dommitte@ to the trust ‘of
where the form of sound
words which he heard from 8t. Paul?
Timothy wrote no book to tell ns
of these precioug things. Are they
1. 8t? No, they come down to us by
tradition from the oral teaching of
Timothy. They are in the sacred de-
nosit of vevealed truth oonfided tqg
the church.

Again, to the same Timothy St
Taul wrote: “Tle things which thou
tast heard from me before many wit-
nesses, the same (ommand to faithful
men who shall be fit to teach to
inen who shall be fit vo teach others
a'so. (II. Tim., ii., 2) As we have
said, Timotny left norrecord in writ-
ing of the things which he heard from
St. Paul and which he was to teach to
others. There i3 no evidence in the
Bible that they are recorded there.
We cannot assume that they were
unnecessary thirgs, for that assump-
tion would impetnch the wisdom and in-
soiration of St. Paul.

Again, St. John in his second epistle,
verse 12, writes: “Having more things
things 10 write unto you,I would not
by paper and jink, for.I hope that I
shall be with you and speak face
to face, that your joy may be full”
And in his third epistle he repeats
to Gajus almost ‘the same wwrds:
“I had many things to write unto
thee, but I would not by ink and
naper write to thee. But I Thope
speedily ta see thee, and we wil!
(Verses 12
and 14). Where are these oral in-
structions of the Apostle to the lady

Elecia a1.d her faumdiy and to Gaius?
Again, it o€ lnwelly-iwo books
referred to in wi. o.u lesament that
areée no ing.. that arv
lost. Fur cte. ., e wuok of the
Covenun, .aea N i..odas, xxiv., 7;
ithe Louva 00 e vust, cied in Josue,
X., 13, and in Ii. sangs, i., 18; the
Three Tuousand Parables of Solomon,
IIl. Kings, iv., 32; the Thousand and
Five Poems ,0f Solomon, III, Kings,
iv., 32; the Book of Natkan the Pro-
phet, i Paraupomenon, or Chroni-
cles, xxviv., 20; the Book of Gad the
Seer, I. Paral, xxviv., 26. We nesd
cite no more. There are in all twenty-
two lost bookyg of the Old Testa-
ment, and ther> i3 nothing in the
New Testament stating that it con-
tains all the inspired writings of the
Apustles. Now, in vicw of these lost
books, what valid reason has Rev.
Mr. Gardner for saying that the rem-
nant that remains to us containg all
that is necessary to salvation? Fromthe
begimning to the end of the Rible
bhe cannot point to a single text stat-
ing that the book as uow constituted
contains all that is necessary. That,
it would seem, is a necessary text.
but it is wanting. And as he repu-

LUw. U tava v,

diates any authcrity outside the Bible-

he has no evidence whatever that
the Bible containa all that I8 neces-
sary to salvation. His statement.
therefore, Is not provsd, and as a
cansequence the Catholic proposition
that the Bible does .not contain all
that is necegsary, stands.

We will now consider some of the
texts quoted by Rev. Mr. Gardner in
proof of his contention, and see theit
bearing.

He quotes St. Paul's second epistle
to Timothy, iii., 15, as followy:—
“From a chjld thou hast knuwn the
Holy Scriptures, which are able to
make thee wise unto salvation.
through faith in which is in Christ
Jesus.”

The Scriptures referred to here
were the books of the Old Testa-
ment, for in the infancy ¢f Timothy
a good part of the New Testament
wals not written, and none of ‘its
books were at that time placed on
the anun of the ;Scripture books.
If, then, his text proves anything
to the purpose, it proves too muh,
namely, that the books of the New
Testament are not necessary to sal-
vation. Ts Rev. Mr. Gardner ready
to acecept this result?

Again, St. Paul makes the profit-
ableness of the Scriptures known to
Timothy in infancy, that is the Old
_Testa.ment. depends on the faith which
in in Christ Jesus. In other words,
it ls through the light of this faith
in Christ that the S8criptures known
to Timothy <ould make wise unto
salvation. Timothy mcquired this
faith in Christ not from the Old Tes-
tament, which he knew from infancy,
nor from the New Testament, ‘which
was not yet written, but from the
cral teaching «f 8t. Paul. He then
acquired the true faith in  Christ
withojt! either deither Testament.
Since faith, according to St. Paul,
is necessary to an understanding of
the Scriptures, this faith must pre-
cede a correct knowisdge of them.
It i8¢ a comdition sine qua non of
understanding the Seripturves. This ix
what the text proves. Rev. AMr,
Gardner will admit that taith jis ne-
cessdary  to salvation, sinece - without
faith, it is imrgssible please God.
Since this faith precedes the umder-
standing of the Scriptures, ag s
clearly indicated by Bt. Paul's words
to Timothy, how can Rev, Mr. Ciard-
ner acquire it? He cannnt acquire it
from the Secriptures, fur to under-
stand them or believe ihat they are
inppired. he must first have thiat
taith in Christ wideh 8!, Faul- tells
us makes the Scriptures profitable to
sulvathon, The B8c-iptiues, the, do
not impart that faith that is neoes-
sary! to salvation; they presuppos:
it. Therefore, there is at least one
thimg necessary  that is not found
in the Scriptures, namely, the faith
in Christ referred to by St. Paui.
and by the light <f which the mean
ing of the Scripture is seen.

Whence must this faith come? Frow
the living church which Christ buiii
upon; a rock and commissioned to
teach! all nations. It is the sanc-
tion of this church that gives the
Scriptures their value to us, hecause
it alone can verify their inspiration

Rev. Mr. Gardner quotes his text:

“All Scripture ig giv.n by inspira-
tion of Geod, ard is profitable for
doctrine, for reproof; fr ctrrection.

for instruction in righteousness: that
the man ‘of God may he phrfect,
thorenghly 'furnished : to all good
works.” (Timothy, ii'., 16.( This text
d-es not te’l us what ig meant by
“all Scrinture.” It certrinly d-es not
miean a'l kinds of ‘writ'ne (scripture)
for that would prove tno much. Tt
meant s me deflnite bo ks known to
Timothy. but it does not tell us what
they are, ard consequently it af-
{Continued on yage 3.
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