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MR. MEREDITH'S DILEMMA.

Mr. Meredith to archbishop Cleary,
Lopd-n. Ouvt, Dec. 27, 1889

My Lomn ArcEmismor—I have the
houor to acknowledge the recelpt of your
letter of the 220d luetant (but culy through
the publle newsprpere), end wers ous
con‘ent with e gupesficlsl readlvg of ft, it
would be difficult, in the mees of cxhorta
tion, lnstruction and fatherly admonition
whieh i% contains, snd which reaches fts
climax when you etay for a moment the
torrent of your cloguent fuvective to
drop e sympathetis tear at the thought of
the frjsry I heve dore to my csuee, to
vecoguiza the havdiwo: k of the fiery eccles
festic who at the last Pravinelel geneal
«loction swept Ewtern O tarlo with bis
denuneiations ot the party I had the bonor
to lead, and exhorting, vay, commavding,
those of his Eolecopal fl:ck to cast their
ballots egsinst it,

But it kas been Impossible for yon to
conceal entixely your true sentiments, ox
to hide the motive or cbject of your atiack,
X s, why do you epesk of my Agnostic
friende 1 O: why do you talk of the
“ferocions bigots” of the Lquel Rights
ciation, or faleely charge me with
desiring to oppress the Roman Caiholic
wicvorily, or with seeking, by diegrace
ful metbods, to catch the votes of the un.
thinking populace, and ix fluence religicus
pasclon pgalpst the Roman Catholis mlo-
ority of Outario? For, mask it es ycu
may, that 1s the charge which you ineiou
ete, though you do net appear opsnly to
weke,

I cnn eppesl to o lifetime In this com
munity for the enewer to the cherge of
irtolerance aud bigotry which you furiau.
ete pgalnet 12e and to tho utterances of
nestly twenty yens of publis lifo as wy
defer.co ageinst yonr ealumnious charges,

Tried by the enme teet, can you sik a
vexdict of acquittal on » like chargo from
vour fellow.citizexe 1 1 trow not,  They
do not, they caunot forget the crael, the
wazton attack which yo= pubiicly made
uvpon the defencelees girls and ycung
wiomen of Catarlo, and that, too, that you
might make a polnt sgalnst ths public
zchool eystem of this Provines ; nor can
they forget the lapguage which you
thovght fit to uee towerds your Protestant
fellow citizers when you were ad!reesing
a body of Romas Catholic gentiemen cou.
nected with an ssecciation whick had its
westing pot long ago In Kivgeton,

Thor, too, by what rigkt de youa spesk
ef thote who ere cornected with the I ual

Ughta movement as feroclouvs bigots?
Such larguege from a politiclan, in the
Leat o f a politiesl Parangue, could bardly
allisted ; bot whet is to be eald of ite
use by a high digoitery of & great Cnuxch,
not epoken, bai written in the secluston
of Lis stedy, end woen he was penniog a
s of lutolerence and bigotry sgalnst
s public man? Trink of such langnoge
on appied to the recognized leader of ¢
movewent whoee poettion in the Ch
10 which he bolongs is as high ss that of
Your Gracein yourown, and whaose every
uvtterance, while ke spoke with clearaness
against a pieca of legislation waich a
vaet majority of his fellow- citizens, what
ever view they may entertzin of the
constitutional queetion iavolved, jrin
with bim in eondemning, was characier-
iz=d by that broad liberslity, generous
toleration and true rity towerds all
men which should pervade the utterances
not orly of a Christisn minister, but of
a CUor n gentlemwan,

'Then, how do you juetify your atiempt
10 make mo an oppresecr of the Romen
Catholiec minority, if not in act, at least
in intention ?

1 hsd tbought thal you concurred with
mo in deprocating the rdvice given to
the Roman Cstbolic minority by ihs
writer of the articie in the Canadian
Freemean to wiich you referred in your
first letter; but 88 your lasi letter scems '
10 leava that matter in doubt, the people
of the Province, whom veu are address-
ing by means of your owu choseing, sre
entitled to know whether you do or Go
not spprove it, and if no cther good re-
sults from my correspondence with you,
much good wiil be done to have o.tsined
a clenr definition of your view cn that
subject,

But you ray tbat my proposition to
meet such s combination, a8 is suggesied,
involves the oppression of the minority,
Gracting your premises, I deny your
conclueion ; sud am asionished that, in
the face of the declaration which I msde
as o the pricciples upon which I be-
lieved that the government of this Pro-
vince should ba conducied, you should
mnke such a charge,

In this rrovince the Roman Catholic
minority has been treated not merely
justly, but with genetozity, and if, which
I do not deny, prejudice exists in somse
quartera against the Roman Catholic, it
ig, in my judgment, due.mamly to Lpo
policy ot the Church, which forbids the
youth of the country being educated to-
gether, and to a system of educalion
which tends to e parate from the reat of
the community s body of its citizaus by
creed lines, as well as to the injudicicus
and intemperate utterances ot imen on
both eides, who do not knaw, or have
forgotten, what civil and religious liverty
means,

1 have no quarrel with my Roman
Catholic fellow—citizzna, I have nothing
to do with their religious views or opir-
ions, and cannot be drawn inte a contro-
varsy as to the merits or demerits of the
dogmwas or practices of their Church.

1 am ready to give to them every
right which I epjoy, and I seek to take
from them none that I claim for myself,
but I am not willing that exceptional
privileges should be granted to them,
and I protest against, and eball 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 hold, to dictate their
{erms to political parties.

As to their separate schools I have
nothing to add to what I have eoid, ex-
cept to say tkat the principle on which
they, in my judgment, rest is that their
organization and eupport depend solely
upon the voluntary action of the Roman
Catholic citizen, and that the State has in
their craation and for their conduct com-
mitted to its citizens, and not to the
hierarchy, the management and control
of them, U pon no other ground and on
no other view of their true position can
the existence of them, in a tres country,
be excused,‘much less defended. J

By the principles which I have laid
down my party and myeelf must be

ol

judged, snd vot by unjust inferences
which you, against the whoie spirit of it,
pro'ees to draw from mwy language,

You heve tco long been accustomed,
when any question sflesiing or supposed
to affcet the Riman Catholie people of
thie Province was being raised, to sos its
public men, through fear of the cory
which you are now secking to raise
apainst me, deferred trom tha ¢flizient
discharge of their duty ; but 1 have the
satisfaction of believing that whatever
eflect my declaration of principles rny
have on my purty or myselb—and it may
be that your forceust of the result may
prove correct (tor I kuow the cffect of
the cr 1o you eeck to preach)—those
priveipies must vitimately reccive the
endorsation by their voles ss they do
now the convictions of the people of
Oatario, because, ur [ believe, they huve
their foundation in the principles of cter-
el justics, and that withont Lhe reeogni.
tion of them there can be no full develop
ment of the principies of civil and relig-
iovs liberty which heve done g0 much
for bumeanity, sud for nune woere than
for the Romsn Catholic minerity of the
great Empire of which we forma a not
ineignificant part,

1 bave the honor tc be

Your Grace’s obedient servant,
W R. MERKDITH,
The Moat Roaverend the Arcabishep
(elect) of the Diocese of Kivgaton,
Kiogston, Oat,

Archb’'shop Cleary to Mr. Meredith.
The Pelace, Kingstcn,
Deec. 29th, 1889,

To W, R Meredith, Esq, Q) (', M, P.P.:

DrAR S1R—Lest evening's mail brought
me the Toronto journals contaizing a
letter which purports te be your reply to
mlie published on Tucrday morping, 24:h
fuet., in the same papers. I confese to
disappointment snd eome degree of cur-
ptise that after four dags of preparation
you bave feiled to produce a single arga.
ment o reply to mine, end have found it
necezeary to substitute angry Invective
for reagoning, and to scamper off into the
limiticss regions of space, frothing and
forwing with terrible sgitaticn, 1 sin.
cerely vegret having bzen the innocent
cecasion of your grevious mental dis.
turbance, Buat you should remember
thas you have been the eggreesor, and
mine has been simply self-defence, Had
you not thought fit to meke a direct
personal atiack on me, when sddressicg
the Liberal- Coneervative Aszsociation m
Landon, you would most certainly have
paszed without a word of commant on
my part, I would have left you and
your utterances to the politicians, snd
continued to sttend to my ever pre
oftizial business, probably without read
ipg your epeech, 1, therefore, you foe
burf, be candid ensugh {0 blems jour.
self,

Alitongh your letter scts mo argument
b fore ma for con:ideration, I teke ncte
of your eulogy of the Equal Rights Ao
clatton, whoee “ferocions bigotry,” poured
ont in torrents of babbling vitziel upon
the platforme of «il the cities and chief
towns of the Provises, {3 an unction of

sweet odor to your zoul #3 you etand in

the centra of your groteeqasiye-combined
slies just now.

I nico n vour relterated cemend on
me to myzz'e the prota when it darea to |
dissgree with your fdess, It may ba that |
in your mentalexc'tsment you ovérlooked
the roply given by m ) this slogular de
mand ia wy leiter of dale HELN
Wherefore les t

“Were I or eny prelate to |
exercize & rigida censership of the |
press, cuch as you demand, on politiesl |
topi cr on a&ny other tl thoae

otly bearing on faith aad morals, al
though yeou would, as your jatter
intimates, sppiand cur action, maay
smongst your niodern associates would, i
epm convinced, ring out -their loudest
dsnunciations aganst the Catholic
CUbureh, and proceed to vilify her frowm
day to day, snd from week to week, &3
the very type of despotism, the encmy
of ‘free thought’ and ‘modern eivilizi-
tion,’ the citadel of ‘obscurantism,’ and
all else that would depreciate her before
men, It nowise concerns me whether you
have rightly or wrongly interprated the
nsked seutence you have produced from
the Kingston newspaper. You know, as
well as I, that a sentenco withdrawn
from its antecedent and pubsequent con
text may be plausibly presented to the
public in & sense whoily foreign to the
mind of the writer, Wherefore, since I
have no knowledge of the context pre-
ceding or following the short eentence
you extrected from the Kingston paper,
I am unable to form a prudent judgment
ns to its meaning. Neither does it
appertain to my business in any way
whatever. The oconductors of the
paper are, 1 presume, able and willing to
give you due satisfaction ”

You are pleased to say it is a
“calumny” to iumpute to you the “inten.
tion” of oppressing tho Catholic minor
ity of Ontario, should you ever succeed
in gaining power. Thais scunds very
sirapge indeed, It there be calumny in
the imputation, yourseif is the author of
it. No worde could more clearly than
yours expraes the intention, the design,
tie passionate determination to oppress
your four hundred thousand Cainolic
fellow-citizens in the Province of Ontario,
if ever you get the power to accomplish
it. The most copious division ef your
London speech i devoted to the multi
form assertion of your purpoge and the
repotition of the stale old sophisms by
which you strive hard to assure your
modern alliea that you are eeriously of a
mind with them in regard to it, and that
they and you are excusable in making
war upon the educational rights of the
minority of the Province of Ontario,
guaranteed to them by the Constitutica
equally and in exactly the eame
terma as to the mincrlty of the Pro-
vince of Quebec. And this, you
are plessed to eay, does not meen “oppres-
slon,” It Is oppression of the wozet kind,
It {s oppresslon of the dearest reiiglouns
end clvil libertles of & loyal, honest, un.
cffending people, The Catholic parent
has 83 much xight as you, slr, to educate
his child for this life and for the next in
the light avd warmth cf zeliglon according
to hls faith, He does not ssk you to pay
for bis child’s educaticn, He pays cheer.
fully out of his own pocket witbout legsl
compuleion, without ercouragement from

the State to do so, and derpite the scelil

olitical spitzstors ever urging him to
stray bls own consclence and his child's
temporal and etercal interests by the
divores of religlon from youthful educa.
tion,

Taie paternal right has been secorded
by the Gi3d of nature ; it is inalienabis ;
no parent osn surrender it to you. It is
ratifiad with supreme ssnetion by the
Divine Lawgiver of the Christian religion,
whe chose to be g ehild pnd, forour exam
ple, “to grow in wisdom and age a1 d grace
before God end men’ uader the tutelnge
of the eartbly parents nsdgoed to Him
by His Heavenly Fathe It wae held
and exercieed by ( lie parents
throughout this  Provives g
Copfederation and before tha B
North A i and was brav
ly mantar gainst enemics more
poweriul then you, snd was fioally se-
knowledged by Hoa George Brown and
the whols body of dissenilents to be an
indispensible eondition of peees in
Ontario, aed was secordingly embodicd
in the Act of Confederation,

The peaceful possession and free exor-
cieo of thie parentsl right bas hitherto
been regaried as a sscred fvoasure, that
mekes our people feel more happy in
Canada then they could hope to beln a
nelgbboring couniry of brighter materlsl
prospecta tor themeelves, bat of darker
gurroundivgs fHr their childien, Uave

ation, so highly favored by some of your
modern eszoclates, hes mever heen coun-
tenenced by the Catholles of Oatarlo as a
clage? It bas been my buelness to make
the inquiry, axd the prlmsry argument
sgalnst Annexation always edduced bas
been the advantege enjoyed by parenta in
this conatry for the religlous resring of
thelr offipring, And yon would destzey
this strorg bond of loyalty If you could,
avd rob vour 400,000 Catholic fellow-

then coolly turn to we end esy you don't
consider it “oppreseion’? My decr eir,

deptas would draw you to co-o
in still more grievou= scts of opprecsic
whensoever tne exigencies of your posi

tion and the tyranny of your new masters
would demand it of you, Religious per-
#ecution once begun, no ono can tsil
where it may stop. The legsons of his.
tory on this subject sre pregnsnt

& blush of rhame to every Eoglishman’s

that they did rot mean opprecsion of
their feliow-eubjects, but only the en-
foreement of equal rights and the rula of
conformity. Tell us not, therefore, that
you are any lovger thbe liberal minded

ious end civil liberties ; or that public
jnstice or social peace or the good order
of life amoug citizeng, or all these to.
gether, coostitute the piincipla and
mntive ur pregent erusade againgt
of Onterio, ILayyour
b and you will feel it v
ise of Do
gponding o the throb of Amb
Your “intention” ¢
to raihlessiv ¢
wority of this Province 1s etili more
¢cinly proclaimed in that part ef your
irees to the Liberal-Conservatives of
on wherein you tock unfair advan
g3 of sn ombiguous word wr
gome unkuown person in a Ki
paper, and, after odicusly inlerpr
it in & seree suiteble to your purpose,
d to chargs il with asioun
of aspersisn upon the
lation of Oatario, &
m 08 a body worihy
univereel cxecraiion, Hear your o
raost awful lavguage in reference to that
ficti‘ious cbarge: “Is ihere not great
danger to the Siate in thissolid compact
of the mianoiity?’ “Danger to the
State” hkaa ever been tne keynote of
panal legislation. Whenee the dsnger !
From the “solid compact” of the minor-
ity, Now, sir, when you sought to in.
flaance the already excited passions of
your suditory by tbkis unworthy appeal,
you knew full well—2very resident in
the couniry kuew—that there i3 no
“sclid compact” ameng the Catholics of
Qatario such as you described, It has
never been heard of by friend or fos ; it
has rot been organiz:d, or projected, or
in the remotest way suggested in publie
or in secoret, It has existence only in
the brein ¢f your patron and preceptor,
tha Toronto Mail, which has ¢xcogitated
thiz, nnd many other more wicked
theories, for its own purposes of malig-
nity agsinst the Catholic community,
and bhas not been ashamed (0 repeat
it hundreds of times in the last
three yoars, From the editor of that
journal you borrowed if, and to his pur.
poses you have striven to apply it,
Your eim was to arouse all the evil
passions of the fanatics that bung around
the skirts of the two great political
parties, and, to lasa them into fury, you
shouted, “Is there not great danger to
the State in this eolid compact of the
minority ¢ I eay it is ene of the dangers
to modern civilization, ons of the
greatest evils we have to contend with
in Parlinmentary government.” Nor
yet enough, Abandoning yourself to
uncontrolizble fury, you “oui-Heroded
Herod” by your final call for vengsance
upon uncffending citizens : “Both parties
ghould cory, ‘Uaite, unite againat a
COMMON ENEMY.'” Good God! was it
not the most shocking language that
ever fell from the lips ot & public man—
a practised lawyer to boot, and a politi-
cal leader of many years' standing !
Now, Mr. Meredith, loosk me straight
in tha face and eay, did you not signify
your “intention,” should the power at
any time be yours, to.oppress the loyal,
pesceful, industrious, rehgious Catholic
winority 2 If they be the “common
enemy” sgainst whom both political
parties have to fight for their very exist:
ence, what can possibly resuit but
opprassion, and, if needs ba, extinction !
1t "the Catholic minority be a “great
danger to the State,” does it ot become
an instant and imperative duty of the
State to protect itselt by depressing and
oppressing them through the sgency ot
penal enactments &nd divers disabili-
tiee? I take the liborty of repeating
here what I wrote in tkis reference to

fact,

gou, elr, over acked yourself why Auncex: | Oa

citiz ms of this priceiess clvil right, and |1

the ssme forces that have gridually | yeur letter of the 20th ultimo 1 do
drsgged yon down to your present|not fhink a diecussion of the merits

or demerit of my
taining or not costaining arguments re.
levant to the eubj2et of our correspon.
dence, would be ot interest to the public,
who wust themselves judge a2s to that
from what
opinions expregsed by either party to
the controversy, and | do not therefora

with werning. The evaclors of the most | follow you in that discuesion further
infamous statutcs 1o the penal coda of | than to sugpast (hat where an acousa.
the Tudors end Stusrte, that now biivg | tion is ma against a public raan of

toleranes »
cheels, uced to kay, a8 you say to-day, | to inug
ACCUSEr
ALAW(Y
your way to repest your opprobrious
epithets towards those wha are connec
with the Equal Rights movement, vod

gentieman you tormelly wore; or that | the repetition of them show your des
you are ch X disposed towsrds the | to {asten the charge of farocicus bigoy
law-abiding mivority of 1 Provines in | upaa the leader of the movement

vour eflort todespeil thew of their relig I did not overlonk the stalevont vou

quote
uor do 1 fail now to ob=erve the disin
gennous way in whicl

“Did the Hom, Mr, Moarcier or the
leader of the Opposition in the Qiebec
Legislature attempt by any disgraceful
wethod of this kind to catch the votea
of the unthinking populace, and irfla
ence religlous pascion against the Pro.
testarnt minority of Lower Canada, your
innate senke of justice and fair play
would then, 1 trow, A up in rovolt
agsinst such petty politicians' barbarity
David, the royel einner, falt no remorae

of congeienpn over the marder of the
brave snd fuithful officer whose bed he
bad defiled, tii! t yrophat of Qoad sap

pealed to the ur
paty

guished spmk
1 justica ia his branst by a ¢
tely lees grievous injury done to

on B poas subjoats, Lot Lower
Canada be your parab

In conelusion, let me sdd that the lnyal
Oatholic minority of Oatario are not in the
least perturbed by your deun lons and
threats of oppression, Wiiness thelr peaces
ful attitude, their ebzolute composure

i \

ander sn

voent

. They rely

on the prote God of righteo
nees ; on the a*ability of the Cinatitutio
aud the fidellty f one most pgreclous

Quae:n to the Royasl Charter b
bher #lga-mannsl and the Royal
on the seace of jistice and falr play and
fstian charizy end public howner and
eocial peace that animates the great Pro.
teatsn’ jocity of the electorate of
taris in landebla rivalry of the great
Cathelic wnjorlty of Quehec.  Three
yerrs ago they gave the world a eplendid
proef of thelr poseension f these virtuee,
which ere the solid basds of national pros.
perity, Why, then, shou!d the Catholics
of Oatarlo be alarmed to-day ?
I remaln, deaz efr, yous very reepoct-
fuily,

James Vincent CLEARY,

Archbishop (elect) of Kingsion,
Mr. lMeredith to Archhishop Cleary.
My Lorp AmcEslssor—Ii heve ihe
boror {0 acknowledpe the receipt of

lotters, a8 con-

ia said, rather than from

A bigoiry, it 8 not irrelevent
» what menver of o his
My ease an this point is un.
except whera you go out of

from your lester of the 22ad uls,

ou for the second
rect swer {0 the que

W APHIOVe or dika
1 taken in the que
o artic'o in the (Cana

timo ovad

“oun net have a not
ate of the intellig
. when
Fou shonid
reted demand
8” S

very

vour

of
ak ef the
swer
muz
ly 1t were the part

vou ¢ |
’.

|

ous, if not a candid mean that |
» |

|

|

i

could now give v
ing a founc
ha oo 8 g
I veén'ure to that even you |
not row 128 pouitrn
nat both the political parties of
suntry are mera tactions whose qu
are 10 be wutiliaed for

compsct winority
of power bhetween
terms ss the p
wes puchh 2 com
my Ronman Ceat ¥
[ denounced =3 the comin
to ba met by united a
you know full well, and y
poase of giving point to your attack,
yau delibe ly misstate ray posilion
Fortunately the people of this Province
are too intelligent to be wisled by theso
unworthy tsctics, and they will only
recoil on your own head, 1 do not
hesitate to repeat that sueh & combina.
tion, created and existing for such a
purpose as I have spoken of, could not
be tolerated in a free country, or o
avow that whenever it ia attempted
party Jines must be obliterated, if neces
sary, to meet if, not by oppressiva
magsures, but a stern resistance ageinst
agETession,

Ejually foundationless (courtesy for-
bids my utiog a strongar adjective) is the
charge that I advocated “raaking war
upoun the educational rights of the min-
ority of the Province of Oatario, guaran
teed to thrm by the Constitution,” liis
impossible for you, in the face of what 1
have said and writien on that subjot,
successfully to mislead even yourself,

4 33 3t
endorea

ot, for the

much le=s the peopla of Oatwie;
and I leave the muatter, thorefore,
with  this eingla observation, that

pothing, 1n my judgment, is more likely
to bring about an agitation for suca con

gtitutional chavges us may be neceseary
to permit the abolition of eeparate
schools than the extracrdibary preten:
gions pat forward by the Hierarchy in
cortain places with regard to their right
to control them and the intemperate
utterances of such too z2alous champions
a8 Your Grace has proved yourself so
oten to be.

Depend upon it, those whose esuse
you champion will not thask you for the
espergion you put on their country and
their Joyalty to it, when you suggest that,
though their material interests would be
sarved by annexation to the neighboring
Rapublic, they are restrained trom ad.
voeating Annexation by a consideration
of the advaatages with regard to separste

They have, 1 douht not, a higher opinion

education.

d'sconragements and deceltful artifices of

you a week 8go’:

| to bave had a previous »

gchools which they enjoy in Canada,

of their conntry thhan Your Grace seems
to entertain, and they will not, I ven.
ture to think, thank you for the eugges-
tion that tha continuance of their slle.
giares to it dependsupon their retaining
the rights thay now enjoy with regard to
Boe assured, too, thut the
covert toreat to the majority in Ontario,
which the statements to which I bave

from pursuing that course which they
believe to be best caleulated to advance
their country’s interest,

I now pert from Your Grace, eongratu.
lating myeell on the abaolute jus'ics of
the prinelples which I edvocate, which
stands coufessed when you are unahle t
attack me for any positlon which [ bave
tually taken and are compelled to ves
to & very vivid {mapination for
fects, and, haviag celled it to your sl
s most copions voerbulary for the der
eiation of the Image you have set up, |
have tha honor to t

Your Grace's ¢! pervant,
MeRrkDITH

hbigh p eleet

The Mot Rav
of ths Dioe
Qat.

Loundon

1ston
b

Archhishop Cleary o Mr. Merediil,

The Palace, Kingston,
Sunday, 5tk January, 1800,
To W Re Meredit] w8.C,M.P. P

Dear Sig—I have the bonor {o
acknowledge receipt of your letter pub
Jished in Friday's 1saue of the Fi
Whilst I exy all shi
tion at your prudect resolve 1o
down your arms, { do not forego my
right, ar complainant againgt you in the
court of public opinion, to “sum vp” the
case bafore 1 allow you to part from me

My complaint wes that you bad “pub-
liely attributed to me the suthorehip of &
sontencs extracted by you fiom a King-
ston newspaper, which you were pleased
1o interprot to your suditors a8 revealing
a ‘“great danger to the State” “one

lence no ¢

of the dsngers of modern civ-
ilization,” “one of the greatest
evils we bhave tn contend with
in Parliamentary Government,” and

“pgninst which both perties should ery,
“Upite, unite against a common enemy.’
In your renly you asked me to believe
that you did not impute tne autbhorship
of the sentenco (9 e, innsmuch as the
Bmpire’s report was “verbally” incorrect
in making you appear (0 53y ““The words
ere used by a newspaper, but, to some
extent, I apprebend, by the gentleman
who presides over the Archiepiscopal
See of Kingzton,”” honerably accopted
your aesurance ; and, on your further
explanation that you had merely hoz-
arded & copjeciure s8 i0 my resporsi
bility in the matier, 1 allowed your in
putation to siand us “corjecture and no
more,” Accordiogly 1 eballenged you
to justify your public utterance of this
Giconjeeture,’’ deeclaring it illogieal, un.
just and illegel.  You mede no defsnco
of any kind ; and, 1n view of my counter
statement and argument, you abandoned
vour original cusrgs altogstiber, never
¢ ing to it in
rs, and you v
saded gailty to an in ible H'ul‘

finble attack upon 00 Iy
citize2ns throughout the Province, |
e, gir, if 1 venture to say thst
r to the laws of bonor you sre
bound to make me an edequate apology,

y of your subsequent
have

virtu

rooordin
scoording

In your first letter {0 me (dated Dee.
19) you cla t I ekould have cen-
rured the new r from which you
had ext ntence to which

¥Ou wore pleasec vwohi & moat odious

meaning, and in esch of your subsequent |
rejoin you have insisted that I
an bound “lo approva disap
prove” that senlepce, as rpreted
by you, Your patron arvd re
Tovonto Matl, anad all tho small anti
(Catholia local sheets that take their cue

| each merning from its editor, prined in

ud, Ye seem
pment about
t. Now, sir, an sil-suliicient reply fo
you would ba that 14 is not the praciice
smongst gentlemen to answer importi-

nent questions, more especially if they
hnve boen captiously coatrived. But 1

prefar to deal with you ns a lawyern

IHavivg bad vhe advantago of thirly years’
stady of law, and ten years practice ia
the judicial application of i's principles
and meothods, 1 take exquisits pleasure
i probieg your lepal miod and snalyz

iog 18 cperations, Supposs you were re

tained as (Queen’s Counzel in a case, the
issus of wuich depended on your estab.
lishing the reeponesibility of one wean for
a libel written by suother, would you
not think it eil-important (the question
of conspiracy or agency being excluded)
to prove delinitely three points, viz:
1st, that the written document in ques.
tiopn was & libel in the scnse impuied :
2nd, that defendant was privy to the
writing or publishiog of it : and 3¢d, that
although ke did nou co-operate he was
bound by his cilize ov contrucy to prevent
gnoh publication or order ita retraction,
You dare not sek s verdict from the
jury without plain proof of all and each
of there three points, Bhould you do
80, the presiding judge wonld undoubt.
edly cull you to order in the middle of
your epecch, or he would point out to
the jury how widely you had deflacted
from tke liwes of common law and
commoa egense, and would direct them
to give their verdiet unhesitatiogly
ingt you. Let naapply this to your
case sgeinst ma,  You persist io claim-
ing that L should, in virtue of my episco
pel jurisdiction, approve or disapprove

fuli e

orus wiih your ds

Lo sentence of sgome unknown writer
in a losal mnewspaper which you
have thought fit 1o interpret as

revesling a “zolid compact of the minor-
ity grievously injurious to the State,” “to
modern civilization,” ete,, ete, and if 1
decline to rubmit to your unwerranied
dictation, | must izcur, you say, the res-
ponsibility and all the heinous guilt you
have copjured up in suppoit of your war.
fare against the Caibolic minority as the
vigommon enemy.” In presence of all
the dignified judges and learned lawyers

three essential conditions ol prooi, ns
above staled, being ccnspicuousiy non
existent in your argameut,

gontence withdrawn by you

your fanciful interpretation: tuat, 2ad

adverted contain, will not deter them

in the land, 1 respecifully submit that
your cause i3 lost, 1t is trebly beaten, all

For I have put 1a evidence that, 1at, 1
have no kvowledge whether tae naked
from ita
antecedent and subsequont context, is
fairly chargeable with the odious inter-
pretaticn you have thought it your in-
terest to put upoun it ; and you have not,
deepite my reinterated cuallenge, aftared
even a eimulacrum of proof, or alleged
any reason whateoever ia support of

at your meeting in London three months
after date, [ had pot geen it or heard any-
thing sbout it, ‘I'nig etatement remains
on the record urdisputed, 3ed, that
my epizeopal office does not exiend to
oensoiship of be press on political
fopics or eny olher, save those
wuich  bear directly on fuith and
worala ; and  that ¢mdomnation r
spproval of your pet sentence dors not
apperiain to bus in auy way

batever, / y allegation as

' + 1

to the extent ¢ y duty, you bave not
demurred even by & whisper, Lot me
now aek you, in {l heuring of your fel.
low- lawyers of O atario, ther ar not [

und 1o neco terpretation
and puhlicly to

in order to save myself from

of that isolated s te

mn 1t

vesponsiblity and all your faacied
gutlti 3 in regard of it? Doan't part
rom me, if you please, till you settle
juestion, The will await

publie
o than ordinary

your answer with r
curiority,

I might iadeed have formulated =a
more ¢aey, snd perheps more interest.
g casn for your legal d ion, Sap-
pose the Le2ader of Her Majesty’s Loyal
in the Legislative Assembly
ied himaselt, bis party aod his
itien! programme, with Mr, Sol White,
ex M. P, P, sud had publicly signilied ab.
eolute unity of sentiment with that
learned gentleman by teking bim around
the whole cireuit of the Province as his
lieutenent and alter ¢jo to be the choice
epanker and trusiworthy exponent of
tno views of the party of Opposition
on every platfarm in tne oiies and
towns of Oniario during the elecloral
campeign of 188G When the sforesaid

Me, 851 Waite stiuck out etraight for
Annixition and delivered to the world
nis meniiesto agrinst Britigh coane xioag,

was  or

wsa not the lioader
Loyal Opypesition bound to
1well and bis  many coloured
party f the suspicion of complicity
Dy AN CAYly and unambiguous prouonncas.
ment of disgspproval? 1 need not
expatiate upon the sbhave-mentioned
three eseentiz! conditions of proof of
complicity in their hearing on tois very
gerious case—oapecally werivus 1 re-
speet of & Comeervaiive Leader, 1
believe, Sir, y m have been “coneuited”
on this particular case ere now, Would
you kindly favor the public with the
legal opinion you have given a3 to the
Congervative Leader’s responsibility ¢
Has he been so “disingenuons” as to
evade a diteet answer ? And, if 8o, why
8a? Do, Sir, epesk out this time,
Before quiting this division of my argu.
ment, 1 feel bound 10 noties the passage
in your last letter wherein you charge
me with underreting (hs “mtelligencs of
my fellow citizane,” whea l spoke of your
insistence on my cflicial condemnation
of n political article 1 a nowepaper as &
“demand (o muzz'e the preess” in favor
of your policy. it is solely
to the intelligence and public spirit of
my fellow citizzns of Oatario 1 have
been appealing throughout this contro.
versy which your wanton aggrossion has
foreed up ma. | bave no Party to
gustain me ; no daily press to huzza for
me and vilify my antegonist ; no adviser

of Her

purge h

Hear ma,

to take ecounpsel with or to aid
me by suggestion; 1 have nothing
h to rely upon except the

rightecusness of iy people’s

L the bonsat inteliigence of the

tent majocity, whoss attention to

wy foeble ulterances I have baen com-

pelicd to creve, not lor my eaks, but for

the snke of jusiice and feir-play towards

their paaselulfellow-citizane constiluting

the micori'y, who are denounced as &

mmon cuemy” of Canadisn sociaty,

and threatened with religious and eivil

dissbilities,  Now, sir, let the honast in.

telligores of the people of Qatario judge

ween you aud me on this last point,
a8 on all the rest, Hore are the terms

of your demand on me :

“Qae would hardly have thought that
g0 important # statement would have
appeared in it (the newepaper) without
your approval, or 1f it had appeared with-
vut Lot approval, would have been per-
matted 1 remain before the public without
at least gome effort on your part to mod-
ify if not to wilhdraw 18.” (The italics
are mine) Couid a politician speak
or write more distinetly in favor of
Epiccopal interferenca with the liberty
af tho Press, And you turther add that
I sm bound to “approve or disapprove,”
In fact, Sir, there has been nothing in
your letters that has surprised me more,
ag irjadicious, impolitic and thougat-
less  writing, than this sappeal to
hierarchical authority for restriction
of the press in thls moet free country.
No newepaper asks for my “approval”
bufore publication : no editor has ever
conenlted me or solicited my approval.
The ltmits of my spliitual jurladiclion are
23 well known to the lalty as to myeelf.
Wkat appears In a newspaper does not
requ'ra my “permiesion to remain before
the public ” It may rewmasin till Doom’s
Day, f it awaits “my permisslon to re-
main,” or the rewmotest {uterference on
my part “to modify, {f not to withdraw
it,” unless perchancy it ba directly antag.
onlatic to falth or morals,

Sir, wiil you kindly grant me permission
o halt heve. Officlal business of para-
mount fmportance demands my instant
attentlon for a few days, 1 promise to
return a8 8oon a8 possible to my review of
the caso beiween you and me {n the court
of public oplnlon., Meenwhile I wish you
a “Happv New Year,” and have the honor
to be, Yours very respectfally,

t JAMES VINCENT CLEARY,
Archblshop of Kingston,

cAuEe, B

droteE

MR Mayvor OLark has been re-elected
to the Mayoralty of Toronto for a third
term, His opponent was Alderman Me-
Miilan, Mr, Olarke received 10, 326 votes,
and Mr, McMillan 8 422, Mayor Clarke’s
majority was therefors 1,904, The ex-
Alderman’s personal fitnoss for the posi-
tion is undeniable, but it would saem that
the support of the Mail was fatal to his

prospects, Inaddition to this, the whale
power of the Kqual Rights Aseopsiation
was exerted in his favor, but the people
ot Torontn are not saticfied to be domin.
ated by this factioa.

r ) y It is reported from Baltimore that
1 have not been privy to the writing or

publishing of the sentence brought up
by you ; that I don't know who wrote it ;

His Grace Archbishop Ireland will be
created a Cardinal shortly, and that he
will be made Papal deleg-te for the

and that, prior to your production ot it

United States,




