Northwest

% - .

“AD MAJOREM DET GLORIAM.>

THE ONLY JOURNAL DEVOTED TO THE I

NTEREST OF ENGLISH SPEAKING CATHOLICS WEST OF TORONTO,

VOL. XI, No. 27.

WINNIPEG, MANITOBA, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 8, 1896, iaamEmIT i

FROM THE EDMONTON
PAPERS.

Important Address by the Cath-
olics of Edmonton, and Re-
ply of Archbishop Langevin.

Last Sanday in spite of the storm,
which raged ull day, a large concourse of
people gathered at the General Hospital
to assist at the ceremony of blessing the
building. Punctoally at the appointed
Lour a procession was formed in one of
the wards on the ground floor in the
following order : Father Le Marchand,
Crosshearer, two acolytes ; Fathers Mec:
Carthy, Lestanc, Leduc,Bishops Grouard
and Grandin and Archbishop Langevin.
They passed through every room and
ward in tbe building sprinkling holy
water and repeating the prayers and re-
soonses provided for such occasions by
the church. The spectators were then
invited to assemble in nne of the large
wards, where they were addressed by
Archbishop Largevio, who congratnlate
ed the people of Edmonton 1n baving
secured the services of the Sisters of
Charity and pariicularly of Sister Mary
Xavier from St. Bouniface and eulogized
the services of the medical profession.
His Grace speaks excellent idiomatic
English with scarcely any trace of
French accent and his remarks were re-
ceived with profound attention. He was
followed by the venerable prelate of St.
Albert, who spoke in French praising
tl.e work of the Sisters of Charity, who
in ministering to the sick and suffering
were doing it to Curist himself. A col-
lection for the Hospital was taken up
which realized $55.00 and the crowd ad-
journed to the littie church of St. Joac-
him, which was speedily packed to its
utmost capacity. Assoon as the Arch-
Lishop was vested in his mitre and cope
and. bad taken his seat in front of the
aliar, Mr. N. D. Beck, on behalf of the
Catholics of Edmonton, read the follow-
ing address:

'l‘o“TnE Most REV. ADELARD LANGEVIN,
0. M. L., D. D., E1C., ARCHBISHOP OF
S7. BONIFACE :

My Lorp Arcusistor,— We, the under-
signed,on behalf of ail the Catholic popu-
lation of Edmonton, whatever their
mother tongue may be, are deeply graii-
fied to greet you on the first occasion of
your coming among us since your con-
secration as Archbishop.

We felicitate you on your elevation to
that high and boly office. We recognise
in you one who has already proved him-
solf to be a worthy successor to the late
Monseigneur Tache, who in the same
office labored so long and faithfully and
well for the spiritual and temporal wel-
fare of all his flock.

We pray that you may be spared AD
MULTOS ANNOS 1o continue and deyelop
the work of which be laid the founda-
tions so well and true.

The name of Archbisbop Tache—and
already yours too—is for ever inseparab-
ly linked with the question which now
most agitates the minds of the people of
Canada,—the Manitoba gchool question.
Although so-called, and strictly speak-
ing correctly so, it is in reality one
which also affects deeply all Catholics}
elsew here throughout the whole Dom-
inion, but especially us of the North-
west Territories, one which affects us by
no means merely by sympathy but very
deeply by a consideration of our own in-
terests ; for our rights, we do not say our
privileges, in regard to the education of
our children, have also, though not yet
to 8o large an extent, been grossly in-
vaded, and we believe that our liberty
in this regard witl in the future be more
or less greatly curtailed according to the
degree in which our fellow Catholics of
Manitoba suffer defeat or triumph in the
trying fight in which they have been so
long engaged.

With regard to our own schools we
stil] maintain the position taken in the
name of the lay Catholic population by
the Catholic separate school irustees
throughout the territories in 1893, when
Ppetitioning for the disallow ance of the or-
dinance of 1892, namely, that since the
passage of that ordinance the so-called.
Catholic schools of the Territories were
then, and still are Catholicin name on-
ly, and in view of the oft repeated asser-
tion that the agitation against the pre-

the state last.

school question.

commmission

sent school system is an agitation on the

part of the ecclesiastical authorities only,
we may on this occasion be permitted to
declare that the movement for the dis-
allowance of the school ordinance of
1892 had its origin, not with the ecclesi-
astical authorities, but with the lay
trustees of our own separate school from
whom the first of the many petitions for
disallow ance emanated.

In reply to the denials and specious
arguments on the part of the Executive
Council of the Legislative Assembly to
those petitions the truth of the ssate-
ments and conclusions
them was unanswerably established by
a memorial from your venerated pre-
decessor and we look with entire con-
fidence to Your Grace as the Metropoli-
tan of the ecclesiastical province of
which we form a part, to aid us with
your great ability und the prestige of
your bigh position in freeing ourseives
from the fetters placed on us by the
school ordinance of 1892,

That ordinance compels us to use for
the qualification of Catholic teachers and
for the instruction of Catholic children a
geries of text books uviform with those
used in the case of Protestant teachers
and Protestant pupils and of a character
to which as Catholles we cannot fail to
object most strenuously.
to submit to the inspection and superin-
tendence of the entire system of our
schaols by non-Catholics who bave, at
best and to say the least, no sympathy
with our views concerning education,
and religious instruction is prombited
under severe penalties save for a nieagre
half hour at the close of the school
hours—and yet we are told thatour
schools are Catholic. ' )

The present school system of the Ter-
ritories—like the present schiool system
of Manitoba—is based upon a false ard
abominable principle that is ithe echo of
the cry *We bave no king but Cesar.”

Tt is a gress violation of the natural
and God-given and inalienable rights of
parents in respect to tbeir children,
rights which it is beyond the power of
man by legislation or otherwise to take
away, save unjustly and by force.
gladly acknowledge the right and, under
circumstances, the duty ot the state to
aid the parent in the performance of his
duty in this regard, to provide for the
parent’s neglect ;but the parent is first.
No school system will be
gatisfactory uniess and only in 8o far as
it is based on a recoguition of these prin-
ciples. The school law cof the Terri-
tories prior to the ordinance of 1892 as
actually administered wus wender the
circumstuances tolerable as an approxi-
mate application of these principles, but
we declare the system unyosed on us by
tie ordinance of 1802 to Lie intolerable.

We Lave said much upon the school
question, but Your Grace will, neverthe-
less agree with us, that we have given it
no undue prominence.
we again greet Your
Grace, and tendering to you and their
Lordships, who are beside yon, the ex-
pression of our profound respect aud
reverence, we ask Your Grace’s bless-
ing upon ourselves and our children,

Archbishop Langevin in reply ex-
pressed his thanks for the expressions
in the address and for the
opportunity which it gave him of stating
The school question was
looked upon as of the very first import-
ance by Catholics, who in their present
stand on the su'ject were fighting for

contained in

It compels us

This question was not
one that could be settled by synods.
must be settled by that court of bighest
jurisdiction, the parliament of Canada.
And unless parliament granted Catho-
lics their school rights confederation
couid not stand. He could not under-
stand how, when a government does its
duty, it should not be supported.
was not a question of Catholic or Pro-
testant, but of right and justice.
mission of enquiry had been suggested.
¥or five years we have bad nothing but
the school question. Every one knew
It was strangethat the matter
had been before the courts from year to
year and yet we knew nothing of it.
Fven the children could te}l of the
No—we need no com-
and right.
on this question would
be an insult to the country and every
When England made her
laws she did not pogsess all the land she hishops and archbishop.

does now. And when she makes hLer
treaties these treaties stand good even if
ghe adds to her possessions. If Austra-
lia did not belong to England, English
treaties would stand just the same.
Then it should be 80 in the case of Can-
ada, as in that of England. An addition
to the Territory of Manitoba did not
abrogate the agreement regarding Mani-
toba, Catbolics claimed their constitu-

minority in the Territories have the
same constitutional rights as 1 Ontario.
As lopg as you in the Territories have
not your school books, your teachers,
your inspectors, your training for teach-
ers, you have mo separate schools in
fact. Are your interests protected on
the councii of public instruction by a re-
presentative without a vote ? The coun-
cil meets and may listen to your repre-
sentative, but does as it pleases after-
wards. Such a system could not be ac-
cepted. He had a direct interest in the
school question in the Northwest, a8 a
part of the district of Assiniboia was in-
cluded within bis diocese, The Catho-
lies of the Territories were bound in
conscience to fight to otitain here what
they in Manitoba wanted, and were
bound to bave. He was p]ead'!d to see
that th.e laity were with the hierarchy
on thig question. It had teen insinuat-
od that the hierarchy hLeld stronger
views on this subjeet than the laity, snd
he was glad to have it thus proven that
it was not so. The duties of the hier-
archy and laity were the same. It was
the duty of every Catholic to educate
the children under his care according fo
bis conscience. The first right in res
peci to education belongs to parents, a:d
parents were bound as well  as
the clergy to answer before God for the
cducation of their children. As Yoi
give them food and raiment yo1 must
give them nioral training, At the great
tribunal you will be asked the question
“did you give moral and religious train-
ing 7 Catholics ags well as Protestants
wanted a first class education, and Le
denied that the education of Catholics
was inferior to th:at of Protestants. Our
pvblic men can perform their dutivs as
well as others. A Manitoba member
had admitted to the speaker that the
Catholic members of parliament were
superior to the Protegtant members in
education. We want our children to be
good and then to be learnel. Catholic
childrer: should receive Catholic instruc-
tion. Under the present regulations in
the Northwest, when the children had
been tired with tbe day's work, during
the last half hour religion was allowed
to be brought in.  This could only tend
to disgnst the children with religious
teacking. Food must be given daily.
Moral training should be instilled in the
wminds of the pupils throughout their
whole course of study. In coneclusion he
thanked his beloved people from the
bottom of his heart for their address. He
was sure that the bisbops of St. Albert
aud Athabasca-Mackenzie sided with
him iu the stand taken on this question
and in his gratitude for the expressions
contained in the address.

His Grace concluded his address,of the
impassioned eloguence of which, the
abovegives a very meagre idea, with
the episcopal benediction. Itis needless
to add that his speech, coming at this

vest impression on his audience. Bishop

jGrandin then spoke in Freuch, thank-
their rights, and would defend these’ing the Archbishop for bis address, after
rights if necessary to the death.
were not slaves,

which the benediction of the Blessed
Sacrament followed with His Grace as
celebrant. During the afternoon’s dif-
ferent ceremonies the Edmonton Brass
Band,vhom His Grare sepecially thank-
ed for their services,rendered the follow-
ing programme : at the entrancc of the
bishops, Matador Quickstep; during
the blessing of the bmilding, Golden
Shower Waltz ; during the collection,
Wanotrum Waltz ; at the entrance of
the bishops into tbe church, Dauphin
Quickstep and a closing piece, Velvety
Galop. The music was well rendered
and added greatly to the enjoyment of
the spectators of tbe cerewmonies. The
choir may also be congratulated on the
way in which they sang the service,
without any special preparation for the
occasion. After the ceremounies several
prominent citizens amonug whom were
Mesars. N. D. Beck, ¥. Oliver, Duplessis,
J. Kelly and J. Fairbanks, had tne hou-
or of dining at the presbytery with the

tional rights. They claimed that the|

particular juncture made the profound- :

The Meaning of President Cleve-
land’s Message.

From the Tablet.

There is some danger lest in the
natural resentment caused by the man-
ner of President Cleveland’s message to
Congress we should in this country over-
lnok, or ignore, the seutiment and the
lineof reasoning which lies beneath it,
and which have so warmly commended
it to the hearts of the American people.
The American, looking around and see-
ing his own sisterhood of Sovereign
States, united in one Republic, without
an arwy and without a8 navy and yet
with nunarmed hands sheltering and
shielding the peace of a hemisphere,
cannot help contrasting the lot of the
New World with that of the Oll. And
the result of the conirast is a passionate
resolve to keep tie blood tax from the
Americas, and to see that the New
World is not made a scene for a repeti-
tion and renewal of the feuds and the
ambitions of Europe. The Americas
bave seen how another countinent has
been parcelled out ; how the doctrine of
the HINTERLAND has been pressed, and
they know how certain itis thatin a little
while all the Old World quarrels, the
dynastic bickerings,the racerivalriesthe
frontier disputes, and the standing
armies of Europe will be mimicked and
reproduced upon the soil of Africa, from
Alexandria to the Cape. With this
tremendous object-lesson before them
the American people have turned for
protection to that doctrine of “hands off,”

"which was first enunciated by President

Mouroe at the suggestion of an English
statesman, Mr. Canning. The days of
the Holy Alliance are over and done,
and that forw of organized oppression is
uo longer to be dreaded, but the fear of
Eumpean entanglements and a murder-
0us competition in armaments remains.
The Mouroe doctrine may not be a part
of any code of international law, but it
is & part of the settled policy of the Un-
ited States, and that within the know-
ledge of all the world.

Even Lord Salisbury, though denying
its applicability in the present case, does
not dispute its reasonableness a8 a can-
on of conduct in the foreign policy of the
United States. He admiis that the Am-
erican Government would be well en-
titled to resist any attempt by a Euro®
peau power to make new cornquests in
the American hemispliere, and he prob-
ably sympathized warmty with the Un-
ited States Government when it ordered
Napoleon I1Iout of Mexico. Now onvi-
ously, from an American point of view,
it matters not at all wbether European
aggression takes the forn of an invasion
by some Power such as Germany, hav-
ing at present no footing in the hemis-
phere, or consists ot a violent extension
of frontier on the part of a power such a8
England, already settled there. The
new invasion and the seizare of fresh
territory are equally attempts to extend
the political systems of Europe in the
New World, aund, therefore, infringe-
ments of the Monroe doctrine. So far the
British and American diplomatists are
at one. But Lord Salisbury urges that
in the dispute with Venezuela Gregt
(Gritain i8 not seeking to annex the ter-
ritory of another Power, but merely
claiming ber own. This is denied by
Venezuela and has been denied for half
a century. Their contention is that wn-
der cover of a frontier dispute, Great
Britain is trying to extend her political
system in America by filching valuable
land trom a feebie neighbor. Whether
there is a case forthe interference on the
part of the United States on the basis of
the Monroe doctrine, depends absolute-
ly upun whether Great Britain is lawtul-
ly entitled to all that she has seized
from Venezuela. Under these circum-
stances the United States Government
suggested thatthe question of the dis-
?uted territory should be submitted to
international arbitration. The decision
of such a tribuual would have set-
tled the quarrel, and also have obviated
the necessity of invoking the Monroe
doctrine.  Unfortunately, tie British
Government would not consent to arbi-
tration and Mr. Cleveland was at once
placed in & dilemma. A sister republic
was appealing to ithe United States and
complaining that she was suffering a
violent wrong at the hands of a Euro-
pean Power seeking to extend its frontier
by force. How should he be deaf
to such an appeal ? He had begged both

parties to Jet their claims be adjudicated
upon by an arbitrator, and Lord Salis-
bury had refused. Disappointed in bis
attempt to get a judicial decision with
the consent of both parties as to whether
Great Britain was offending against the
Monroe doctrine, or merely claiming her
own, Mr. Cleveland had only one course
open to himm, Unwilling to construe the
refusal of Great Britain to go to arbitra-
tion 48 an admission that her claims
would not bear investigation, he has in-
vited congress for the satisfaction of its
own conscience, to hold an inquiry and
determine for itself the proper line be-
tween Veneznela and British Guiauna.
Mr. Cleveland has exhausted every ef-
fort to induce this country to let a jadi-
cial tribunal decide the issue, and hav-
ing fa led, before yielding to the suppli-
cation o) Veneznela togo in and vindi-
cate the Monroe doctrine by force,
he has asked Congress to appoint a com-
mission, which, after carefally taking
evidence, will report to him whetlier
there is a case for interference or not.
Tnhe only fault we find with the Presid-
ent’s action is that he has heen need.
lessly abrupt in closing the door to nego-
t:ations, and by appealing publicly to
Congress has made their resumption very
difficult. A little more patience would
have given statesmen on thisside of the
Atlantic time to understand the vastly
different proportions which this dispute
assumes in London and in Washington.
in England the whole business is re-
garded merely as a vexatious little af-
fair which will have to be attended to
some day or other, but which mean-
whi]g can drag itself along as it has been
doing any time for the last fifty years;
1n the United States, on the other hand,
where the spectre of British aggression
always looms so large, the quarrel with
Venezuela seems direcily to concern the
national honour, and the most sacred
and cherighed traditions of American
life.

For our part we regret deeplythat
both Lord Salisbury and Lord Kimber-
ley have refused to submit the whole
question to arbitration. It is surely irre-
levant to contend that our right o the
territory within tbe Schomburgk line is
too clear for dispute ; the fact remains
that it is disputed and has been disput-
ed for years. And surely the fact that
upon the merits of our case we are bound
to win, is the pddest of reasons for re-
fusing to go before an iMtcrnational tri-
bunal. And it has not been the fault of
Veneznela if this case has not been sub-
mitted to the decision of the most angtfst
Jadge in Christendom. Mindful how
effectively Pope Leo arbitrated between
Germany and Spain in the case of the
Carolii:e Islands, the President of Vene-
zaela, «8 far back as the summer of last
yeur, commissioned Archbishop Touti,
Vicar Apostolic at Caracas, t0 go to
Rome and beg the Sovereign Pontiff to
use Lis good offices to settle this dis-
pute. Leo XII1I in the cause of peace was
quite willing to undertake the difficult
duties of arbitrator, but the intervention
which Prince Bismarck had sought Lord
Kimberley declined. The decision of
such an arbitrator, in whosesoever favor
it were given, would have been gladly
accepted as finul by the Catholic people
of Venezuela, while our own Govern-
went, if they Lad bad tLe ipstinet of a
statesman among them, would have
welcomed an honourable and dignified
way out of a difficalty which now
threatens us with the most hideous
calamity which could possibly bhefall
either branch of our race. When we re-

mwember how litile it matters to th -
manent interests of Enland wbettl?erpr?,re
frontiers of British Guiaga are set a jow
miles this way or that, and how infinite-
ly 1:npox:tant 1t i8 to us, and to our child-
rew’s children, to avoid a straggle with
our kindred in the United States, we
way well wonder at the blindness which
led Lord Kimberley 80 to throw away
this qunque opportunity of bringing a
long quarrel to an honourable close. If
all the Guianas were blotted from the
earth to-morrow the Engiish future
would remain absolutely unaffected, and
yet it 18 for 8o poor a thing as a patch of
one of them that our statesmen decline
the good offices of the Holy See, and
risk a serious quarrel with the Ameri-
can people. Happily we feel sure that,
whatever the blunders those in high
places may commit, the saving comwmon
sense of both nations will forbid the
worst. The spirit that rang out in the
brave and generous words of the Ameri-
can Ambassador on Wednesday night

words for which in the hereafter twé
nations will bless hi : , will find an aps-

wering echio in millions of heartson both
sides of the world, and gnard its peace,




