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MR. MEREDITH’S DILEMMA. •'Di-l th#t Hon. Mr. Mwtar or tho 
leader of the Opposition in the Q lehec 
Lfgih'aluio attempt by any disgraceful 
method of this hind to catch the vote* 
of the unthinking populace, and ir lia 
en ce religions passion against the Pro- 
tea tar. t minority of Lower Canada, your 
innate sense of justice and fair play 
would then, 1 trow, rise up in revolt 
a«hinat such petty politicians' barbarity 
J).ivi.J, the royal tinner, felt no remorse 
of conscience over the murder of the 
bravo and faithful officer whoso bod be 
had defiled, til! the prophet of Qod ap 
pealed to the unextingui-hed epaik of 
natural justice in his breast by a parable 
of iLlioat.ely lens grievous injury done to 
one of iiia peasant Euhjocts. Let Lower 
Canada bo your parable.”

In inclusion, let me ivM that tbo loyal 
Oatfco'.ij minority of Ontario arc not in the 
least ptr tasted by your dauundallons and 
threat nf oppression. Wi«noei their peace­
ful attituio, their absolute composure 
uudi r such grave provocation. They rely 
or. the protection of th • God of right* 
nere ; on the «‘ability of the C institution 
and the fidelity cf out most gracious 
Que n to the R'V»l Charter b arii g 
h?r tlga-miansl and the R>yal Seal; 
on the hcnro of j tstlcc and fair play and 
Christian charity and public honor and 
social peace that animates the great Pro- 
testant majirity of the ehetorate of 
Oataib In laudable rivalry of the great 
Csthc’.ic majarity of Quebec. Three 
years ayo they give the world a splendid 
proof cf their possesion ( f these virtues, 
which tro the solid bads of national pros- 
parity. Why, then, should the Catholics 
of Ontario bo alar mid to-day ?

1 it main, dear dr, youia very respset- 
fnliy,

political Bgitatore ever urging him to 
betray bla own conscience and hie child's 
temporal and eternal interests bv the 
divorça of religion from youthful edaca-

Taie rafernal right ha* been accorded 
by the G ad of nature ; it is Inalienable ; 
no parent can surrender it to you. It is 
ratified with supreme «ancliou by ih« 
Divine Lawgiver of the Christian religion, 
who chose to be a child and, for our exam 
pie, “to grow in wisdom und age and gra^e 
before God and men” under the tutebige 
of the earthly patents unsigned to Him 
by Hie Heavenly Father. U was held 
ad exerciLi’d by CiihoHo parents

be fori
Confedeialien and before the British 
North America Act, arid was brave, 
ly maintained against enemies 
powerful than you, and w.c.y fioally ac- 
knowlriigrd by Hon U 'Orge Brown and 
the whole body o’ disseuiieuta to be an 
indiapensiblo condition <jf peecv in 
Ontario, and w<.b accordingly embodied 
iu the Act of Confederation.

The peaceful possession and free 
else of this parental right Las hitherto 
been regarded as a escisd tiuisure, thit 
makes our people feel more haupy in 
Csr.ada than they c.>uld hope to be in a 
neighboring ccuniry of brighter material 
prospects for themselves, bat < f darker 
surroundings fir their chlldioa. Llave 
you, clr, over atked yourself why Annex 
atiou, so highly favored by some of year 
modem associates has ucver hern coun­
tenanced by the Calbollci of Ontario 
class ? It bas been my business to make 
the inquiry, atd the primary argument 
Bgalust Annexation always adduced ban 
bren the advantfge enjoyed by parents In 
this country fur the religious rearing of 
ttelr offspring. And you would destroy 
this strorg bond of loyalty if you could, 
and rob your 400,000 Citholic fellow* 
cltlz .ua of this priceless civil right, and 
then coolly turn to rue and pay you don’t 
consider it “oppression.” My dear sir, 
the fi«uno forces that have gradually 
drugged you down to your present 
depths would draw you to co-operation 
in still more grievou» acts of oppression 
whensoever ice exigencies of your pori 
lion and the tyranny of your new masters 
would demand it of you. Religious per­
secution once begun, no oco can toll 
where it may stop. The leeeono of his­
tory ou this subject are pregnant 
wi’h warning. The enactors of the most 
infamous statutes in the penal code of 
the Tudors end Stuarts, that now bring 
a blush of shame to every Englishman’s 
cheek, uced to say, as you say to-day, 
that they did not mean oppreeoioa of 
their feliow-subjects, but only the en­
forcement of equal rights and the rule of 
conformity. Tell ui not, therefore, that 
you are any longer tbo liberal minded 
gentleman you tormeily were; or tout 
you arc charitably disposed towards the 
law-abiding minority cf this Province in 
1 our effort to despoil them of their relig 

and civil liberties ; or that public

from pursuing that course which they 
bel eve to be best calculated to advance 
th#-ir country*» int#*reHt.

I now part from Your Gzjcp, congratu­
lating myself on thu absolute j*s ic* of 
the principles which 1 advocate, which 
stands confessed when you ar-' unable t< 
attack me for any position which I have 
actually taken and are compelled to resort 
to e scry vivid imaplr.atlou f-r your 
facts, and, having ce.ll« d it to your aid, tu 
a m ;et copious vi cibulary for the denitn- 
clatl' 11 of tbo image you have set up. 1 
have Î he h raor to be,

Your Grace’a obedient servant,
W, R Mkhkditu

The Meat Reverend the Ar.-hbieh p elec’, 
of tha Diocese of Kingston, Kingston, 
Oat.

London, Jan, 2, 1890.

at your meeting in London three months 
after «lato, I had rot seen it or heard any­
thing about it. Trie statement remains 
on the record undisputed, 3rd, that 
my episcopal cilice does not extend to 
oenaoiabip of ibe press on political 
topics or any other, save those 
wuicb bear directly on faith and 
morals ; and that condemnation or 
approval of your pet s-ntence does not 
appertain to my business in any way 
whatever. Against this my allegation as 
to the extent of my duty, you bave not 
demurred even by a whisper, 
r ow atk you, in the hearing of your fel­
low- lawyers of O Uario, whether or not I 
• ui bound to accept your interpretation 

of ilia! Lola»* <1 sentence, and publicly to 
condemn it in order to save myself ficm 
social le^p.iuiiblity r.nd all your fanoied 
guiltiness in regard of it ? Don’t part 
from me, if you please, till you settle 
this question. The public Will await 
your answer with more than ordinary 
curiotify.

1 might indeed have formulated a 
more vary, and perhaps more interest­
ing cas» for your legal decision. Sup­
pose the Loader of Her Majesty’s Loyal 
Opposition in the Legislative Assembly 
bed identified himself, bia party and bis 
politics! programme, with Mr. Sol While, 
ex M P. P ,ai;d had publicly signified ab. 
solute unity of sentiment with that 
learned gentleman by taking him around 
the whole circuit of the Province ai his 
lieutenant and alter ego to be the choice 
speaker and trustworthy exponent of 
too views of the party of Opposition 
on every platform in the cities and 
towns ol Ontario during the electoral 
campaign of 1S8G When the aforesaid 
Mr. Sol White struck out straight tor 
Annixttion and delivered to the world 
tns mauiiesto agimat British connexion, 
was or wss not the Leader of Her 
Majesty's Loyal Opposition bound to 
purge himselt and hi» many coloured 
party from the suspicion of complicity 

inasmuch aa the by an early and unambiguous proujunca- 
meut oi disapproval? I need not 
expatiate upon ibc. above-mentioned 
three essential conditions of proof of 
complicity in their hearing mi tdia very 
serious case—especially serious in re­
spect of a C maervaiive Leader, 
believe, Sir, y m have bi en “consulted” 
on this particular cash ere now. Would 
you kindly favor the public with the 
legal opinion you have given a* to the 
Conservative Leader’s responsibility ? 
Has he been so “disingenuous” as to 
evade a direct answer ? And, if so, why 
so ? Do, Sir, speak out this time. 
Before quiting this division of my argu­
ment, 1 feel bound to notice the passage 
in your last letter wherein you charge 
me with underrating the “intelligenceof 
my fellow citiz «ns,” when 1 spoke of your 
insistence on my official condemnation 
of a political article iu a newspape 
“demaud to muzzle the press” in favor 
of your policy. Hear me. It io solely 
to iho intelligence and public spirit of 

you are my fellow citizens ol Ontario 1 have 
been appealing throughout this con tro- 
versy which your wanton aggression baa 
forced upon me l have no Party to 
sustain me ; no daily piess to buzzt for 
me and vilify ray antagonist ; no adviser 
to take counsel with or to aid
me by suggestion ; 1 have nothing 
on earth to rely upon except the 
inherent righteousness of my people’s 
cause, Mut the boirait intelligence of the
Protestent msprity, whose attention to 
my feeble utterances 1 have been com 
polled to crave, r.ot lor my sake, but for 
the sake of justice and fair-play towards 
their peaceful fellow-citizans constituting 
the minority, who are denounced as a 
“common enemy'’ ot Canadian society, 
arid threatened with religious and civil 
disabilities Now, sir, let the honest in- 
telligcrca of the people of Ontario judge 
between you and me on this last point, 
as on all the rest. Hero are the terms 
of your demand on me :

‘ One would hardly have thought that 
so important a statement would have 
Appeared in it (the newspaper) inf/tout 
ij!)ur approval, or if it had appeared with­
out ttiat approval, would have been per­
mitted t) remain before the public without 

your part to mod- 
ify if not to withdraw it.” (The italics 
are mine) Could a politician speak 
or write more distinctly in favor of 
Episcopal interference w.th the liberty 
of the Press. And you further add that 

am bound to “approve or disapprove.” 
Iu fact, Sir, there has been nothing in 
your letters that has surprised 
as it j idioious, impolitic and thought­
less writing, than this appeal to 
hierarchical authority for restriction 
of the press in this most free country. 
No newspaper asks fur ?r.y “approval” 
before publication : no editor has ever 
c in suited me or solicited my approval. 
The limits ol my spbitual jurisdiction are 
as well known to the laity as to myself. 
What appears In a newspaper does not 
rcqu’re my “pormlmon to remain before 
the public ” It may retuaiu till Doom’s 
Day, If It awaits “my permission to re-

judged, and not by unjust inferences 
which you, against the whole spirit of it, 
proves to draw from my language.

You h&vo too Ion;! been accustomed, 
when any question effecting or supposed 
to effect the R rajan Cat hobo people of 
this Province was bein#» raised, to so» its 
public men, through fear ot the cry 
which you are now seeking to raise 
against me. deferred trom the fffishnt 
discharge of their duty ; but I have the 
satisfaction of believing that whatever 
effect my declaration ot principles may 
have or. my party or myself—aud it may 
be that your forecast of the result may 
prove correct (for 1 know the effect cf 
the crusade you set k to preach)—-those 
principles must ultimately receive the 
cndori-atiou by their votes as they do 
now the convictions of the people of 
On tarif», because^ un I believe, they hsve 
thr-ir fouudaticn in the principles of < tf r- 
ual justice, and thst without th* recogni­
tion of them there cun be r.o full develop 
ment of tbc principles of civil and relig­
ious liberty which have done fo much 
for humanity, aud for noue more than 
for the Roman Catholic minority of the 
great Empire of which wo form a not 
mtignificant part.

1 have the honor tc be 
Your Grace’s obedient servant,

W R Mhrkdith.
The Moat Rsverend the Archbishop 

(elect) ol the Diocese ol Kingston, 
Kingston, Oat.

Mr. Meredith to Archbishop Cleary,
Lind'U. Or«t, Dfc. 27, 1889 

My Loan Aechhishoi*— 1 have the 
honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter cf the 22ad Instant (but only through 
the public uewrp»per»), end wrra one 
coiV.ent wVh e. superficial readlrg of It, it 
would be difficult, iu the moes of exhorts 
lion, InFtruc'.ion and fatherly admonition 
which it contains, and which teaches it# 
climax when you stay f0;« » moment the 
torrent of your eloquent invective to 
drop a sympathetic tear at the thought of 
tho ltj ity 1 hevo done to mv cause, to 
recognize the baudiwoi k of the fiery ecclea 
i'Htic who at the last Provincial general 
• loctlon i<wept Kutcrn O itailo with kid 
denunciations ot the patty I had the bon >r 
to lead, and exhoiting, » a , c^tnm&udlug, 
those of h"3 E ilecopal ll ck to cast thdr 
ballots against it.

But it has been impossible for you tu 
conceal entiitly your true sentiments, or 
to hide the motive or object r f your attack.
E kc, why do you speak of my Agnostic 
friends ? Ur why do you talk of the 
“ferocious bigots” of the Equal Rights 
Association, or fâleely charge me with 
desiring to opp-eas the Roman Oath ilia 
minority, or with seeking, by dicyrace 
ful methods, to catch the votes of the 
thinking populace, and it flaerico religious 
psidon rgalnst the Roman Citholis min­
ority of < tutario ? For, mask it as you 
may, that Is the charge which you ineiou 
ate, though you do not oppear openly to 
make.

I can appeal to a lifetime In this com 
munlty for the answer to tho charge of 
intolerance aud bigotry which youimiau- 
ate egalcst no and to tho utteiances of 
nearly twenty ycais cl public life as my 
defence against jonr ealumniouo charges.

Tried by the sumo tett, can you a>k a 
verdict of acquittal on h like charge from 
your fiBow-cittzeae ? 1 truw not. They 
do not, they cannot foiget the cruel, the 
wanton attack whi:h >o:--. publicly anJe 
upon the defenceless gills and young 
women of Ontario, and that, too, thit you 
might make a point against the public 
rcbool system of this Province ; r.or can 
they forget the language which you 
thovght fit to ure towards ycur Protestant 
fellow citizens when you were ad'reeslcg 
a body cf Ramaa Catholic gentlemen cju- 
nected with an association which hid its 
tneulcg cot long ago in Kirgeton.

Tbcr, too, Ly tihat right d« you t-tie&k 
r.f ihoee who are conceded with th« Ejual 
Rights movement as ferocious bigots ?
Soch language frrm a politician, iu the 
beat ( f a political harangue, could hardly 
be palliated ; but what is to be said t f its 

by a high dignitary of a great Cnurch, 
not spoken, bat wr.tten in the seclusion 
of Lie study, and when he was penning a 
chfcigo of Intolerance and bigotry cg*lnst 
a public man Î Think of such language 
as applied to the recognlz- d leadrr of fch?
movement whcee position in the Church Although your letter ec-ta no argument 
to which he belongs is as high qb that of b f ira ma for canaideration, I tike note
Your Grace iu x our own. and whose every 0f your eulogy of the Equal Rights A sen justice or social peace or the good order 
utterance, while he spoke with clearness elation, whose “f^rcc'ous bigotry/’ poured of life among citiz?ce, or all these to- 
ecKinst a piece cf legislation wnich a out ia torrents cf babbling viciiol upon gether, constitute the piinciple an<* 
vaet majority of his felloiv-citizens, what tha platforms of all the cities and chief motive of your present crusade 
ev.fr view they may entertain of the towns of tha Province, la s.n unction nf I the Catholics ot Ontario, Lay your hand 
constitutional question involved, j fin sweet odor to your soul tu you stand in on your heart and you will feel it uumis
with him in condemning, was chancier- the centre of ycur grotesquely«loUAbined likably ; it is the pulse of Doepair re- Freoaian. \ou mutt h .vo a not wry
fz-.d by that broad liberality, generous allies just now. * spending to the. throb of Ambition. high estimate of the intelltgecc: of your
toleration and true charity towards all J. aho nolo your reiterated demand on ( Your “intention” io oppress and, in fellov-cttizens when you hpt ùk rt the 
men which should pervade the utterances notom zz'a the pru« wi ealt dares to fact, to ruthlessly crush the Catholic request that you ahpuId give that answer 
not only of a Uhnstiin miniater, but of diasgrae with your idaae. It may bj that minority of this Province is Etili more as a “reiterated demand ou you to muz 
a C iriatian gentleman. in your mecUlexcitement youovérlo iked forcioly proclaimed in that part of ycur zi> the press.” Surely it were tho p*rt

Then, how do you justify your attempt the reply given by mi ti this slugaUr do address to the Liberal-Conservatives of of a courageous, it r.ot a candid men that
to make mo ftn oppressor of the Roman mand ia my letter of d%<e 22id iuat. London wherein you took unfair advau you should give the answer, but you dare
Catholic minority, if not in act, at Last Win ref ore let me rc neat it here : j t go of an ambiguous word written by not give it, beoausa tho only answer you
in intention? “Were I or any other prelate to some unknown person ma Kingston could now give would convict you o: mak

1 had thought that you concurred with exercise a rigid censorship of the paper, and, after odiously interpreting ing a foimdaiioniecs charge against mo. I 
mo in deprecating the advico given to press, such as you demand, on political it in a seree suitable to your purpose, say the only answer you could give, b< - 
the Roman Catholic minority by the topics, or on any other than these j hastened to charge it with astounding cause 1 venluro to think that even you 
writt.-r of the articie in the Canadian directly bearing on faith aud morals, al recklessness ot aspereien upon the c-n date r.ot row eiidorse tae poani n 
Fret man to which you referred in your though >cu would, as your letter tire Catholic population of Ontario, and both the political part ies of this
first letter; but »s your list letter seems intimates, applaud cur action, many to denounce them ra a body worthy c. country are mere tactions whose quarrels 
to leav'x that matter ia doubt, the people amongst your modern associates would, i univerzal execration. Hear your own ate to be utilised lor tho purpose ot a 
of the Province, whom veu aie address- am convinced, ring out their loudeat i roost awlul language 'Q relcrenco to tliuL compact minority (holding the b ilancc 
ing by means of ycur own choosing, are denunciations against the Catholic fictfious charge : “Is there not great of power between them), dicir.tmg its 
entitled to know whether ycu do or do Church, and proceed to vilify her from dinger to the Slate in this solid compact terras as tha price o? its support, aud it 
notai prove it, and if no ether good re- day to day. and from week to week, as of the minority ?” “Dinger to the was such a combination as thaï, and not 
suits from my correspondence with ycu, the very type of despotism, the enemy State” has ever been me keynote of my Roman Catholic fellow citizens, that 
much good will bo done to have o-dained ot «free thought’ and ‘modern civilizu- penal legislation. Whence the danger ? I denounced as the common tnerny 
a dear definition oi your view cn that tion,’the citadel of ‘obscurantism,’ and From the “solid compact” of the minor- to be met by united action. This 
subject. all else that would depreciate her before ity. Now, sir, when you sought to in- you know full well, and yet, for the

But you nay that my proposition to men. It nowise concerns me whether you 11 Jence the already excited passions of purpose of giving point 10 your attack, 
mret such a combination, as is suggested, have rightly or wrongly interpreted the your auditory by thu unworthy appeal, you deliberately misstate ray position 
involves the oppression of the minority, naked aeutenoe you have produced from you knew full well—avery resident in Fortunately the people of this P rovince 
Granting your premises, I deny your the Kingston newspaper. You know, as the country knew—that there ia no ara too intelligent to ha misled by these 
conclusion ; and am astonished that, in well as I, that a sentence withdrawn “solid compact” amr.ng the Catholics of unworthy tactico, and they will only 
tho face of the declaration which 1 made from its antecedent and subsequent con Ontario such as you described. It has recoil on your own head. I do not 
as to the principles upon which I be- text may be plausibly presented to the never been heard of by friend or foe ; it hesitate to repeat that such a combina 
lieved that the government of this Pro- public in a sense wholly foreign to the has rot been organized, or projected, or lion, created and existing for such a 
vince should be conducted, ycu should mind of tho writer. Wherefore, since I in the remotest way suggested in public purpose as 1 have spoken of, could not 
make such a charge. have no knowledge of the context pre- or in secret. It has existence only in be tolerated m a free country, or io

In this Province the Roman Catholic ceding or following the short sentence the brain cf your patron aud preceptor, avow that whenever it 13 attempted 
minority has been treated not merely you extracted from the Kingston paper, the Toronto Mail, which has excogitated party lines must be obliterated, it necee 
justly but with generosity, and if, which I em unable to form a prudent judgment this, and many other more wicked g&ry, to meet it, not by oppressive 
I do not deny, prejudice exists in some ns to its meaning. Neither does it theories, for its own purposes of malig- measures, but a stem resistance against 
quarters against the Roman Catholic, it appertain to my business in any way nity against the Catholic community, Repression.
ii in my judgment, due mainly to the whatever. The conductors of the and has not been ashamed vo repeat _Eau3llyfoundationleaB(courteayfor- 
nohey ot the Church, which lor bide the paper are, I presume, able and willing to it hundreds of times in the last bi<is my u’itig a ctrongar adjective) is the
youth of the country being educated to- give you due satisfaction ” three years. From the editor ot that charge that 1 advocated “making w.ir
gather and to a system of education You are pleased to say it is a j>umal you borrowed it, and to his pur- upon che educational rights ot tho min-
which tends to separate from the not ot “calumny” to impute to you the “inten- poses you have striven to apply it. only of the Province ol Ontario, gu
the community a body of its citizens by lion” of oppressing tbo Catholic minor Your aitn was to arouse all the evil teed to thrm by the Constitution.” It is
creed lines, as well as to the injudicious ity cf Ontario, should you ever succeed passions of thefanaticB that hung around impossible for you, in the face oi what 1 
and intemperate utterances ot men on in gaining power. Tnis soumis very the skirts of the two great political have said and written on that subject, 
both sides who do not know, or have strange indeed. If there bo calumny in parties, and, to laira them into fury, you successfully to mislead even yourself, 
forgotten what civil and religious liberty the imputation, yourself is the author of shouted, “Is there not great danger to much le-a tho people of Ont trio; 
m€£n8 * it. No words could more clearly than the State in this solid compact of the and I leave the matter, therefore,

I have no quarrel with my Riman yours express the intention, the design, minority ? I tay it is one ot the dangers with this single observation, that 
Catholic ftl!ow-oitiz.?na. I have nothing the passionate determination to oppress to modern civilization, one of the nothing, in my judgment, is more likely 
to do with their religious views or opir- your four hundred thousand Catnolic greatest evils we have to contend with to bring about an agitation for such con 
ions and cannot be drawn into a contro- fellow-citizens in the Province of Ontario, in Parliamentary government.” Nor Btitutional changes us may be necessary 

as to the merits or demerits of the if ever you get the power to accomplish yet enough. Abandoning yourself to to permit the abolition of evpirute
it. The most copious division of your uncontrollable fury, you “out-Heroded schools than the extraordinary preteiv 
London speech is devoted to the multi- Herod” by your final call for vengeance sions put forward by the Hierarchy in 
form assertion of your purpose and the upon unoffending citizans : “Both parties certain places with regard to their right 
repetition of the stale old sophisms by should cry, ‘Unite, unite against a to control them and the intemperate 
which you strive hard to assure your common enemy.’” Good God! was it utterances of such too zealous champions 
modern allies that you are seriously of a not the most shocking language that as Your Grace has proved yourself bo 
mind with them in regard to it, and that ever fell from the lips ot a public man—- often to be.
they and you are excusable in making a practised lawyer to boot, and a politi- Depend upon it, those whose cause 

upon the educational rights of the cal leader of many years’ standing ! you champion will cot thank you for the 
minority of the Province of Ontario, Now, Mr. Meredith, look me straight aspersion you put on their country aud 
guaranteed to them by the Constitution in the face and say, did you not signify their loyalty to it, when you suggest that, 
equally and in exactly the Eame your “intention,” should the power at though their material interests would be 
terms as to the minority of the Pro- any time be yours, to oppress the loyal, served by annexation to the neighboring 
vince of Quebec. And this, you I peaceful, industrious, religious Catholic Republic, they are restrained trorn ad- 
are pleased to say, does not mean “oppres-j minority ? If they be the “common vacating Annexation by a consideration 
slon.” It Is oppression of tbc worst kind, enemy” against whom both political of the advantages with regard to separate 
It is oppression of the deartst religious parties have to fight for their very e xist schools which they enjoy in Canada, 
end civil liberties of a loyal, honerit, un- cnee, what can possibly result but They have, I doubt not, a higher opinion
cfinding people. Tho Catholic parent oppression, and, if needs be, extinction? of theircountry thhan Your Grace seems pretatiou you have thought it your in­
to as as much right as you, sir, to educate It the Catholic minority be a “great to entertain, and they will not, 1 ven- terest to put upon it ; and you have not, 
his child for this life and for the next In danger to the Slate,” does it tot become ture to think, thank you for the eugges* despite my reinterated challenge, offered 
the light and warmth cf religion according | an instant and imperative duty of the tion that the continuance cf their nlle- even a simulacrum of proof, or alleged 
to hie frith. He dots not aek you to pay I State to protect itself by depressing and giacca to it depends upon their retaining any reason whatsoever m support ot 
for hie child’s education. He pays cheer- oppressing them through the agency of ilie rights tb*y now enjoy with regard 10 your fanciful interprétation : that, 2nd, 
fully out of his own pocket without legri j penal enactments and divers disabili— education. Be aseured, too, that the 1 have not been privy to the writing or 
compuhion, without encouragement from hies? I take the liberty of repeating covert threat to the majority iu Ontario, publishing ot the sentence brought up 
the State to do eo, and despite the ecehl here what I wrote in this reference to which the statements to which 1 have by you ; that I don’t know who wrote it ; 
découragements and deceitful artifices of I you a week ago ; adverted contain, will not deter them and that, prior to your production ot it
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Archbiriiop ( I vary 10 Mr. Mo red till.
The Palace, Kingston.

Sunday, f;’h January, 1890.
To JVm lu Meredith, £*/., *.C., M.P.

Dear Sir—I have the honor to 
acknowledge receipt of your letter pub 
liibed in Friday’s issue of tho Empire. 
Whilst l experience no small share of 
satisfaction at your prudent resolve 10 
lay down >our arms, 1 do not forego rny 
tight, ap complainant against you in the 
court of public opinion, to “sum up” the 
case before 1 allow you to part from me.

My complaint was that you bad “pub­
licly attributed to me the authorship of a 
s ntence extracted by you fiom a King- 
men newspaper, which you were pleased 
to interpret to your auditors ns revealing 
a “great danger to the State,” “one 
of the dangers of modern civ- 
ilfiition,” “one of the greatest 
evils we have to c intend with 
in Parliamentary Government,” and 
“against which both partit a should erv, 
“Unite, u'rile against a common enemy.”
In your reply you asked roe to believe 
that ycu did not impute tne authorship 
of the. sentence to ms,
Empire’s report was “verbally” incorrect 
in making you appear to say “Tha words 
are used by a newspaper, but, to some 
extent, I apprehend, by the gentleman 
who protides ever the Archiépiscopal 
See of Kingston.” 1 honorably accepted 
your assurance ; and, on your further 
explanation that you had merely haz­
arded a conjecture es to mv responei 
Dility iu the matter, 1 allowed your irn 
putation to mand as “cotijr'Clure and no 
more.” Accordingly 1 chailengrd you 
to justify your public uVernnce of this 
“conj rature,” declaring it. illogical, un. 
just and illegal. You made no defence 
of any kind ; and, in view of mv counter 
statement and argument, you abandoned 
your original charge altogether, never 
referring to it in any o! your subsequent 
leltors, and thu;i you have virturi.:y 
pleaded guilty to an indefensible and 
unjustifiable attack upon me before my 
fellow citizms throughout the Province. 
Pardon mv, ttir, if l venture to say that 
according to the law's of honor 
bound to make me an adequate apology.

In your first letter to me (dated Dec. 
19) you claimed that I sboul.i have cen­
sured the newspaper from which you 
had extracted the sentence to which 
you were pleased to attach k most odious 
meaning, and in each of your subsequent, 
rejoinders >ou have insisted that I 
a a bound “ o approve or disap­
prove” ‘hat sentence, as interpreted 
by you Your patron and inspirer, tho 
Toron to Mail, and alt tho «mail anti 
Catholic local sheets that take their cue 
each morning from its editor, j fined in 
full chorus with your demand. Ye seem 
to have had a previous 1 nr cement about 
it. Now, F,ir, an e.11-suffirient îcply io 
you would b.) that it is not tho practice 
amongst gentlemen to answer imperti­
nent questions, more especially if they 
have buen captiously contrived. But, 1 
prefer to deal with you as a lawyer.
II i?iug had the advantage ot thirty yc-ara’ 
study of law, and ten years practice in 
the judicial application ofi*s principles 
and methods, 1 tske exquisite pleasure 
10 probing your Je*inl mrad and snalyz 
iug its operations. Suppose you were re- 
tained an Queen’s Counsel in a case, the 
issue of wuicb depended on your estab­
lishing the responsibility of one men tor 
a libel written by another, would you 

this Province not think it all-important (the question 
of conspiracy or agency being excluded) 
to prove definitely three points, viz : 
1st, that the written document in ques­
tion was a libel in the sense imputed : 
2nd, th&t defendant was privy to the 
writing or publishing of it : and 3rd, that 
although be did not co-operate he was 
bound by bis c Hi 3& or contract to prevent 
such publication or order its retraction. 
You bare not aek a verdict from the 
jury without plain proof of all and each 
of these three points. Should you do 
so, the presiding judge would undoubt- 
edly call you to order in the middle of 
your cpsreb, or he would point out to 
the jury how widely you had drdlacted 
from the lines ol common law aud 
common sense, and would direct them 
to jrivo their verdict unhesitatingly 
Bgiinct you. Let hr apply this to your 
case against m*. You persist in claim­
ing that l r.nould, iu virtue of my cpisco 
pal jurisdiction, approve or disapprove
tne bentenco ___ _*__
in a local newspaper which you 
have thought tit to interpret as 
revelling a “«olid compact of tho minor­
ity grievously injurious to the State.” “to 
modern civilization,” etc., etc , and if I 
decline to rubmit to your unwarranted 
dictation, I must incur, you say, the res­
ponsibility and all the heinous guilt you 
have conjured up in support of your war 
fare against the Catholic minority as the 
“common enemy.” In presence of all 
the dignified judges and learned lawyers 
in the land, 1 respectfully submit that 
your cause
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has a
Archb'hliop Cleary Io Mr. Meredith.

The Palace, Kingston, 
Dec. 29th, 1889.

To W, R Meredith, Esq , Q C. M. P.P. :

x 1

! DearPiu—Lret evening’s mail brought 
me the Toronto journals contait ing a 
letter which purports to be your reply to 
mb e published on Tuesday morning, 24 h 
lust., In the same papers. I confuse to 
disappointment and come degree ol tur- 
prise that after four dajs of preparation 
ycu have feiltd tc produce a tingle argu­
ment in reply to mine, and have found it 
necessary to substitute angry Invective 
for reasoning, aud to scamper off into the 
limitless regions of space, frothing and 
foaming with terrible agitation. lain 
cerely regret having been the innocent 
occasion of your grevious mental dis- 
fur banco. But you should remember 
that you have been the aggressor, nud 
mine has been simply self-defence. Had 
you not thought tit to make a direct 
personal attack on me, when addressing 
the Liberal-Conservative Association m 
London, you would most certainly have 
passed without a word of comment on 
my part. I would have left you and 
your utterances to the politicians, and 
continued to attend to my ever pressing 
official business, probably without r?ai 
ing your speech. If, therefore, you feel 
burl, be candid enough to blame your­
self.

t James Vincent Cleary, 
Archbishop (elcci) ot Kingston.

1 Mr. ■Tereiiith to Archbishop Cleary.
My Lord Archbishop—1 have tho 

bor-or to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 29th ultimo 1 do 
not think a discussion of the merits 
or demerit of my latteis, as con- 
tnieng or not containing arguments re­
levant to the Eubjact of our correspon- 
dence, w ould be ot interest to the public, 
who must themselves judge as to that 
from what ia said, rather than from 
opirvoDB expressed by either parly to 
the controversy, and 1 do not there (ora 
follow you in that discussion further 
than to suggest that where an accusa, 
tion is made against a public man of in 
tolerance aud bigotry, it i<$ not irrelevant 
to inquire what manner of unn hia 
accuser is. My case nn this point is un- 
answered, except where you go out of 
your way to repeat your opprobrious 
epithets towards those who are connect: d 
with «he Equal Rights movement, vni by 
the repetition of them show ycur desire 
to fasten the charge of ferocious bigotry 
upon the leader of the movement.

1 did not overlook the statement you 
quote from your letter of the 22ad ult.., 
uor do 1 fail now to observe the disin 
genuous way iu which you for the second 
time evade a direct answer to the ques 
thru whether you approve or disapprove 
of the position taken iu the quotafiou I 
D3R.de from t he artic'o iu the Canadian
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main,” or the remotest Interference on 
mv pvrt “to modify, tf not to withdraw 
It,” unless percher*c j it be directly antag­
onistic to faith or morals.

Sir, will you ktndly giant me permission 
0 halt here. Offiïlal buelueRe of 

nnunt importance demands my instant 
attention for a few days. I promise to 
return as soon as poeslble to my review of 
the case between you and me In the court 
of public opinion. Meanwhile I wish you 
a “Happy New Year,” andhavo the honor 
to be, Yours very respectfully,

t James Vincent Cleary, 
Archbishop of Kingston,

.
ft \of some unknown writer para-
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dpgirss or practices of their Church.

I am ready to give to them every 
right which I copy, and I seek to take 
from them none that l claim for myself 
but I am cot willing that exceptiona 
privileges should be granted to them, 
and I protest against, and shall use my 
best endeavors to prevent their utilizing 
the party system for enabling them by 
means of the balance of power, which it 
is claimed they bold, to dictate their 
terms to political parties.

As to their separate schools I have 
notbine to add to what I have said, ex­
cept to""say that the principle on which 
they, in my judgment, rest is that their 
organization and support depend solely 
upon the voluntary action of tho Roman 
Catholic eth'sea, and that tbo Siato has in 
their creation and for their conduct com- 
milted to its citizens, and not to the 
hierarchy, ihe management or.d control 
Of them. Upen no other ground and on 
no other view ol their true position can 
the existence of them, in a tree country, 
be excused,‘much less defended.

By the principles which I have laid 
down my party and myself must be
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1Mil Mayor Clark has been re elected 
to the Mayoralty ol Toronto for a third 
term, Hia opponent was Alderman Mc- 
Millan, Mr, Clarke received 10 321! votes, 
and Mr. McMillan 8 422. Mayor Clarke’s 
majority waa therefore 1,904. The ex- 
Alderman’a pars mal fitness for the posi­
tion is undeniable, but it would seem that 
the support of the Mail was fatal to his 
prospects. In addition to this, tho whole 
power of the Equal Rights Association 
waa exerted in his favor, hut the people 
oi Toronto are not satitiied to be domin- 
ated by this faction.

It ia reported from Baltimore that 
11 is Brace Archbishop Ireland will be 
created a Cardinal shortly, and that he 
will be made Papal deleg te for the 
United States.

v
twar | * . «.Uj'V U.IWt.y VMM.

JUKI .«mu is lost, H is trebly beaten, all 
three essential conditions ol proof, as 
above stated, being conspicuously non 
existent in your argument.

For I have put in evidence that, let, 1 
have no koowledge whether the naked 
sentence withdrawn by you from its 
antecedent and r.ubaequont context, ia 
fairly chargeable with the odious inler-
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