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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 10.
EDITORIAL COMMENT,
We wish all our readers the choicest
blessings of this glorious Easter season.

Father Fouquet's letter this week is re-
plete with valuable Freemason avowgls,
We publish elsewhere another quotation,
not fronf a +dissatisfied brother” nor an
ex-Mason, but from a Grand Mastelr in full
regalia, speaking as late as live orsix years
ago, and reported in one of the monthly
organs of the craft,

—

Father McCarthy's letter effectually pul-
verizes the *Corporal.” The Free Press,
unable to say anything in reply, went off
on a tangent about loyalty, insinuating,
with its usual sneering snicker, that,
though Clanadian priests might .be loval,
French priests could not. Yet it was a
French Bishop, Mgr. Briand, from that
same Brittany whence came S0 many dis-
tinguished Oblate Fathers, who excommu-
nicated all such French Canadians as sided

‘with the American Montgomery in his

atleck on the English at Quebec in 1775
But of course the erudition of the Free
Press Editor does not rise above the level
of novels and gossip; history is quite be-
yond him,

We opce asked an Indian kow it was all
their public sgeakers spoke so well, with
grace of manper and wisdom of words,
He replied that no man was allowed to cul-
tivate public utterances unless he was
truthful, sensible and naturally eloquent.
If any Young man tried to speak who
failed in one of these three requisites, he
was mercilessly hooted down with cries of
«you lie”; “you're Loo silly ”; * you don’t
know how how to talk,” Dr. Bryce would
fare badly in an Indian public meeting,
His hearers, though illiterate, would betoo
highly cultured in mind and heart not to
see through his «forked tongue” and
flimsy arguments, Mr, Ewart is, however,
trauping him to better things, The man
has great capabilities, natural eloquence,
good sense in many lines; who knows?
he may one day realize that truth pays in
the long run.

“We are very sorry tolearnthatthe beaun-
tiful Mulvey #School building has been
burned down, This will entail fresh ex-
pense on the already overburdened ex-
chequer of the Schoa‘l Bf)ard. And the
loss of the museum IS, IR many ways,
irreparable.

_‘,-——,_'m

IT 18 ANSWERED 8Y AN IRISHMAN

United Canada, in its two \::olumns of
abuse of the Catholic Truth Sociaty, Whiclg
it politely and elegantly calls “ Doe & Go,
propounds three pretentious ques'uons and
comments. These same questions pre-
viously appeared in the Free Press, ‘rmm
one of the two tailors of Tooley §treet
now residing in Manitoba : (See Father
McCarthy's letter in another column,)

in our issue of to-day we pub-
lish a letter from the Rev, Father
MeCarthy who has resided in this prov-
inee for twenty cight years, and who was
appointed by the late Venerable Mgr
Taché, the first pastor of St. Mary’s
parish, which then included the whole
of the City of Winnipeg. As first Catholic
Parish Priest of Winnipeg, he must have
had, under Archbishop Taché, much to do
with the founding of Catholic sehools here
and must, therefore, have a very accurale
knowledge of their foundation and subse-
quent history,

No one, therefore, is better qualified to
aak anttoritetively on this subiect than

Father McCarthy, If United Canada will‘
read his letter, it will find its questions
answered, and by publishing Father Mc-
Carthy’s letter in its columns it may do
much “ towards removing an uneasy feel-
ing among our Catholic Ontario compa-
triots.”

As a matter of justice it should do so,
but as a matter of fact we don’t care a
cent whether in does or not, because « our
Catholic Ontario compatriots™ do not draw
their inspirations or feelings from United
Canada. With such truly Catholic journals
as the Catholic Record, the Catholic Regis-
ler and the Canadian Freeman, all of them
under high ecclesiastical paronage, « our
Catholic Qutario compatriots,” who are too
irtelligent to be duped by a discarded and
repudiated politico-Catholic (?) journal,
will be able to castaside any * uneasy feel”
ings™ they will be suspected of having,
and will be able to form a just and true
estimate of the position of their compatriots
in Maniloba, The man or journal that at-
tempts to state or insinuate that the school
question in this province is a national
rather than a religious question is an en-
nemy to the minority in Manitoba besides
being a vile slanderer of as brave and unit-
ed a people as ever faced a relentless and
persecutiing majority.,

T ————
THE CATHOLIC TRUTH SOCIETY VB,
UNITED CANADA.

A political weather-cock, calling itself a
Catholic newspaper, but with a record so
un-Catholic as to cause the vencrable and
saintly Archbishop of Ottawa to withdraw
his sanction and approval from it. years
ago, comes out in its issue of the 30th of
March with a two-column article, slander-
ing the Catholic Truth Society of Winnipeg
and making untruthful and misleading
statements concerning two leading Catho-
lic citizens of Winnipeg., All that is
necessary for us to say regarding this
article is that it has been reproduced and
editorially commented upon by the worst

Manitoba press, against our cause, That
may appear of little consequence to a paper
like United Canada. If the conduct of
United Canada was Catholic in ils tone,
sentiments, or principles, it is likely that a
venal anti-Catholic press, which, from day
to day opens its columns to any coward
who, under an assumed name, Wwishes to
slander us Catholics, while it refuses to in-
sert the other side of the question, even
when the writer signs his own name; is
it likely, we say, that such a paper would
seize with avidity the carrion supplied by
United Canada, and after enjoying to its
full the unsavory repast, praise the inde-
penderice of that one “ Catholic ” (?) journal,
which was not afraid to endorse the views
of Mr. John O’Donchue! Praise from
such a source is the most scathing con-
demnation. What kind of a head guides the
utterances of that Otlawa journdl ! His heart
may not be filled with malice against the
cause of the minority in Manitoba, but he
must be the veriest mental nonentity, if he
did not know that in taking John (’Dono-
hue under his wing he was identifying
his ¢ Catholic” {?) journal with the worst
traitor to the cause for which the Catholics
of Manitoba are contending. Such a man
has no head to direct him, whatever h's
pretensions to grace may be, and unless
he wishes to bring upon himself the con-
tempi of the Catholic laity of the Dominion
as well as the ecclesiastical censure of his
Archbishop, he will quietly withdraw from
a field of labor which he has neither
adorned with the virtues of wisdom or
prudence, nor made ordinarily decent by
the exercise of common sense, and betake
himself to some less pretentious Joccupa-
tion where his talents would, no doubt,
enable him to do iess harm and expose
him to less danger of making himself
ridiculous.

The Catholic Truth Society of Winnipeg
does not “assume a censorship over the
Catholic press,” but wishes to remain on
the kindliest footing with that press, be-
cause it recogunizes that the Catholic press,
when truly Catholic, and working in har-
mony with the ecclesiastical authorities, is
the most powerful agent of CGCarHoLIC
Tayre in our days. A Catholic Truth
society that would quarrel with the great-
est factor for advancing Catholic Truth
Truth would be deserving to be put down
as a lot of fools, The Catholic Truth
Society has no quarrel, even with so in-
different a sheet as United Canada.

United Canada, for some unexplained
reason, thought fit to publish & one-sided
and unfair report of the argument of the
cause of the Catholic minority before the
Privy Council, and, to cap the climax, it
introduced Mr. John (’Donchue to its
readers with a flourish of trumpets quite
at variance with his anti-Catholic mission
and gave that gentleman’s vagaries to the
public as gospel truth while it suppressed
every thing that would place Mr, O’Dono-
hue in his true light before its Catholic
readers. It was a dastardly and cowardlg
attempt to deceive the Catholics of Ontario,
who dre largely Irish, and make them
believe that the cause of the minority here
was more a question of nationality than
religion. And because the Catholic Truth
Society, which has the true interests of reli-
gion at heart, and which saw that any such
impression as that put forth by United
Canada would injure and prejudice the
sacred cause of our Catholic schools in the
eyes of our Catholic brethren throughout
the Dominion, took exception to its un-
4{ruthful and misleading utterances, it con-
cludes that the Catholic Truth Society is
“agsuming & censorship over the Catholic.
press.” ,

But to what straits United Canada is

and most unscrupulous section of the]

driven to deceive its readers? In this
week's issue it says: “ Here is the inter-
view complained of ;" and then it publishes
thé interview, bul does nol give, as in its
issue of the 9th March, any of its own
comments thereon. Now what about the
facts ? The whole complaint of the Catho-
lic Truth Society was against the untruth-
ful, one-sided and misleading mepoRT of
United Canada, and not against Mr,
O'Donohue’s interview, Why does United’
Canada seek to evade the issue in sucha
cowardly way? It will not do that jour-
nal any good to abuse the members of the
Catholic Truth Society, who are not only
under the distinguished patronage of His
Grace, Archbishop Langevin, but enjoy
his esteem and confidence, I United
Canada enjoyed a similar privilege and
advised with the Archbishop of Ottawa,
who knows the Catholics of Winnipeg and
wha has publicly expressed his admiration
of them, it would never have committed
the offence .for which it was so justly
rebuked.

e —

“NO QUARREL W1TH THE FRENCH
CLERGY”

United Canada, with a gracious burst of
pathetic simpathy informs its readers that
it has “no quarrel with the French Cler-
gy.” This is very condescending on the
part of United Canada when it is rememb-
ered that the French Clergy owe so much
to that journal. And besides when it is
borne in mind that United Canada claims
to be a Catholic journal of advanced
“Catholic ” principles, it emphasizes, as it
were, its gracious condescension in not
quarrelling with the Catholic Clergy. The
French Clergy must he particularly pleas-
ed with the high mark of approval from
United Canada on wany grounds,

(1) Because they form such a small pro-
portion of the Catholic Clergy of the Dom-
inion,

(2.) Because, on their arrival here, some
few years ago, they found planted upon
our shores, the standard of the cross and
were welcomed here by the Catholic press
especially by United Canada whose glory
it is to claim that it was among the first to
sow the gospel of Christ upon these shores.
Now, had the French Clergy been the
first to plant the cross upon the banks of
the 8t. Lawrence ; had they been the first
to erect an aitar to the Living God and offer
up the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass; had
they been the first Lo shed their blood in
téstimony of the Gospel of Jesus Christ :
had they evangelized, civilized and eon.
verted to the Faith the Indians of this
country, then they might consider the
remarks of United Canada an 1mperti-
nence, but as hislory cannot fail to give
that honer to United Canada, then we
humbly submit that the French Clergy
should pass a resolution of thanks to Unit-
ted Canada for ils very gracious words
about them.

JESUIT OBEDIENCE.

Mr. Charles C. Starbuck, of Andower,
Mass., one of the most learned Protestants
in America, lately wrote an article, hieaded
“ A Centenarian Calumny ” in the Indepen-
dent, which gives a complete and authori-
tative exposure and refutation of a popular
calumny against the Jesuits, namely, that
their rule invests their Superior with the
power of commanding the members to
commit sin, and obliges the inferiors to
obey such command, )

The calumny, says the Boston Pilol, in
a recent issue, originates in a mistrans-
lation—a wilful one it is to be feared—of
the phrase inducere obligationem ad pec-
catum—in reference'to the binding force
of therule of the Scciety of Jesus. Father
Bernard Duhr, S.J., whom Mr, Starbuck
quotes as having given especial attention
to it, finds no instance of the mistransla-

tion in any Protestant writer earlier than
1792,

In view of Protestant credulity of evil
where the Catholic Cnurch is concerned
—Mx. Btarbuck cites with shame tbhe
Bishop of his own church who lately
quoted a8 geonuine “that sbocking in-
vention, the Monita Secretn,” and the
Protestant journals of a certain class
who every now and then publish “that
coarse and clumsy forgery known as the
Jesuit Faith”—he marvels at the late
date of this other “absurd charge ”;
adding grimly of its fosterers, “'I'hey
geewn to have made up by zeal in pro-
pagating the falsehood for their slowness
in taking it up.” .

Mr. Starbuck can evidently neither
understand nor sympathise with what
he truly calls the * positively ferocious’
joy of vertain Protestants over aught of
evil which they think they may have
discovered in Catholicity. He does not
love the Jesuits himself, yet where thiese
much-maligned men are concerned, he
pleads for the limits to the permis-
sibility even of theological slander.
“Some charges,” e says, “are psycho-
logically possible, and some psycholo-
gically impossible.” The Jesuits may
nave murdered Cardinal Tournan or
Henry of Vzlois, he admits. True, the
evidence of such crime on their part
has been shown to be very flimsy ; but
—with anodtber fling at certain Pro-
testants who desire to believe the worst
of Catuolics —*there is still so much
(evidence) a8, to a hearty good will, may
perhays admit of the conclasions.”

* But,” Lie continues,

« Thal the original company of Christian
priegts, whose absolute personal disinterest-
edness 18 not called in question, should, in
the malden innocence of their institute bave
applied to the Head of their Church for
formal permission to pose on their mem-
bers, for the greater glary of God, the obliga-
tion« f violating God’s essential will by the
commission of sin, and that the Chief Pon-
tiff, at & time when charges of pernicious
teaching infinitely short of this had shaken
his authority to 118 foundation, and reft from
him a good third of his flock, should, in the
hearing of all the world, Cathoii¢c und here-
tical, have solemnly authorized this in the
name of God, is an accusation of which it
may safely be sald, that what it charges is
psychologically and logically, metaphysi-
caliy. and, I might aslmost say, physically
impossible. Not only are the motives as-
sumed mutually irreconeilable, but the terrms
employed are absolutely self-contradictory.”

He asswmes, however, the guestibn :

Isit not true that the Papally ratified
constitutions of the Society of Jesus de-
clare that they “do not bind up unto
sin, miortal or venial,”’ unless at the com-
mand of a guperior, given in the name
of Our Lord Jesus Christ, or in virtue of
obedience f

He answers :

*Undoubtedly. The normal conclusion
from this, to a normal frame of mind, would
be that, a8 ho superior can possibiy, in the
name of the Holy Lord Jesus, command
that which the superior himself acknowl-
edges as 8in,the phrase ‘inducere obliga-
tionem ad peccatum’ must have a technical
sense which needs to be inquired out. Cath-
olic theology has various technical terms,
some of which, rendered cruelly into Eng-
lish after the stiff, unidiomatic English
fashion, convey a sense strangely remote
from the sense intended. . .-. . ‘Prineci-
})ality of the Holy See’ is a phrase on Which

have seen founged a grave Protestant argu-
ment against the temporal power, to Wwhich
the words have not the slightest reference.
In like manner, ‘obligatio ad peccatum)
rendered after the same fashion into Eng.
lish, would give us ‘obiigation to sin,’ where-
as the perfectly well-ascertained meaning in
munastic Latin is ‘binding under the penalty
of sin.” ”

Mr. Starbuck than shows that no
Catliolic enemies of the Jesuits in past
times, nor even their greatest enemy in
our day, Dr. Dollinger, have ever
dreamed of preferring this charge
against them; and that Dr. Steitz who
has given thie most thorough Protestant
exposition of this whole subject, “which
has the more force from his intense
antipathy to Jesuitism,” protests against
“fathering upon it” impossible effron-
teries of immoralivy. .

Dr. Steitz tinds the same expression

—80 wickedly mistranslated in the case
of the Jesuits—in the rules of the Fran-
cigcans and the Dominicans. Dr. Steitz,
says Mr. Starbuck,
“ reproaches German Protestant learning,
whieh we thus find to be notso ali-compre-
hensive as we had imagined on the side of
Roman Catholicism, with quietly assuming
that the phrase ‘obligare ad peccatum, or
‘ad culpam,’ is only ionnd inthe Franciscan,
Domiuican and Jesuit Rules, whereas, as he
says, 1t runs shrough the whoie ot the medl-
seval theology,and in the scholastic discus-
sions of the bindivg force of monastic YOws,
and especially of monastic obedience, has
always one and the same sense,”

The words of St. Thomas Aquinas, the
great authority with the original Jesuits,
as to the binding force of the monastic
rule, are even for Dr. Steitz a sufficient
explanation of the pbrase obligare ad
peccatum. i

Vr- Starbuck bas not much patience
with the dishonest attelnpt to evade
the force of the .demonstration of
the true meaning of this phrase, by
urging that a8 a Jesuit is bound to “a
certain blind obedience,” he cannot in-
quire whether the command of a superior
is sinful or not. The subject’s obedience
is limited to all cases “wuere it cannot
be defined that any sort of sin is in-
volved;” and the superior's power to
command under pain of gin-is limited
to the precepts of the rule, in which no
one has discovered anything unlawful.

He thus concludes bLis article:

« The Constitutions and the -great Jesuit
writers, Suarez and Bellarmine, so explic-
itly use‘obligare ad peccatum, sub peccato,’
and ‘sub pena peccati’ a8 equivaient, that,
now that Steitz has added to them Thomas,
Dominic and Francis, there is no longer any
excuse for persisting in this misinterpreta
tion. Even Ranke fell into it at first, but
afterward retracted. Gileseler, as Steitz
goint.s out, proved the error agood while

efore £1eitz himself. The only American
authors deserving attention whom i know to
have tallen into it are Mr. Fay and The In-
dependenl reviewer of Rose’s *History of the
Jesults.” ‘This misstatement buried up in
other matter, escaped the editorial eye. Let
these two gentlemen read Steitz, Bishop Ket-
tler or Bernhard Duhr, and they will be glad
to retract their unhappy mistake, which,
alter & run of a century, is now at last fairly
exploded’and may be safely abandoned to
tee stolid obstinacy of the Hessian Cabinet.”
We wish Mr. Starbuck would do
honest Protestants a farther service by
taking up for them in similar style
another caluminous mistranslation of
Jesuit teaching—* the end justifies the
means.” ‘

On reading the above, Father Drum-
mond, at the suggestion of a friend, ad-
dressed to Mr. Starbuck, a copy of his
pamphlet « Controversy between Dr, Little-
dale and Father Drummond on the Consti-
tution of the Jesuits,” (Winnipeg, 1889.)
By return of post, he received a long and
interesting létter from the learned Protest-
ant writer, of which we are allowed to
print the following extract :

Axpover, Mass., April 2, 1895,
Rev. and Dear Sir,

Accept my thanks for your pamphlet in
answer to Dr, Littledale, 1am glad I did
not receive il before 1 wrote my article,
for such a display by Littledale 6f ignor-
ance and disingenuousness would have
b :en too much for my temper, whereas not
having any one particularly in mind my
paper was writlen without any exacerba-
tion of feeling. ’

Dr: Littledale’s disingenuousness (which
is the mildest word possibly ailowable)
reaches its climax in his endeavor to evade
the crushing fact that the four solemn vows
are expressly indued with the power obli-
gandi al peccalum. +

Of course we can understand a Doctor of
Divinity of the Church of England [Mr:
Starbuck _seems to be a Methodist. Eb.
N. R.J being profondly ignorant of matters
nearer home than the Jesuit Constitutions.
But what can we think of the management
of the Encyclopadia Britannica, that. years
after Gieseler had confuted and Ranke had
unequivocally retracted this charge, asked
such g man to write on these matters!
Morally it is hardly less reprehensible than
the conduct of the University of Konigs-
berg in the last century in standing obsti-
nately for a Jesuit Confession of Faith
which in express terms puts the Virgin
above her Son. The university upheld its
genuineness to the last.

Bellarmine, you know, says that the
Mosaic Law was burdensume, (1) becanse
it included so many precepts; (2) because
each precept obligal ad peccalum. But of
course we can hardty suspect Dr, Little-
dale of any such work of supererogation as
having looked into the' De Romano Pontifice.
One wonders, however, that it never seems
to have occured to hin to examine any
other monastic rules, One would have
supposed that he imagined Ignatius Loyola
to have preceded Benedict of Nursia.
Littledale has_not even taken account of
so obvious a reflection, referred to by Duhr,
that no Catholic opponents of the Company
have ever dreamed of bringing sucn a
charge,

- » = » = =

I thank you again for your kindness in
sending me your pamphlet, and after I
have examined it thoroughly, will see that
it is duly placed in the library of our Divi-
nity School. I hope that the pangs of mor-
titication I experience, as a Protestant, in
reading Dr. Littledalels evasions, may not
be unprofitable to him.

Very sincerely yours,
CuarLes (. STARBUCK,
Rev. Lewis Drummond, 8. J.

Letter From The Editor Of The
Northern Star.

To the Editor of the Northwest Review.

Sir,—Finding that you have published
an open letter from the Rev, L, Fouquet,
O.M.1., Calgary, addressed to me, I beg
leave to state through your columns, that |
inserted the letter he alludes to, from a
correspondent to the paper of which I was
editor and manager, 1 commented upon
it in a short editorial, and his recent letters
only go to confirm the opinions I then ex-
pressed, 1 beg most emphatically to state
that there is nothing in Masonry, in anta-
gonism to any Christian church or state.
A number of detached extracts from the
works of men who as the Rev, Mr, Fouquet
says, were “Traitors’ Dissatisfied Brothers,”
etc., prove nothing, and I repeat that I dis-
tinctly understood that it was on account
of the secrecy of the order, that Masonry
was condemned by the Catholic church.

Yours truly,
Epwarp STaNLEY,

While printing Mr, Stanley’s emphatic
denial, we beg to remark that such denials
on the part of oath-bound men ¢ prove
nothing.” They are instructed so to deny;
it is a part of their nefarious obligations.
Moreover the particular lorm of Mr, Stan-
ley’s denial may be literally defensible;
there may be in the Masonry he knows of
“nothing in antagonism to any Christian
church or state,” that is, there may be no
explicit attack on Catholicism, or any other
form of Christianity ; but there undoubted-
ly is, in the very ritual of the least harm-
ful kind of Freemasonry, a setting aside of

all forms of christianity to set up in their
stead a fraudulent natural religion that
embraces all the falsest and most ridiculous
kinds of worship. Listen to what Bro. R.
H. Taylor, Grand Master of the Arkansas
Masons said in his annual address, in 1889
or 1890: « You must believe the Bible?
No. There are over a thousand religions
in the world, each with a different creed,
and such a sweeping decree would exclude
from the blessed privileges of Masonry ten
hundred millions of the human family.
Some recognized revealed word, however,
1s necessary : Abraham and Isaac for the
Jews, the Koran for the Turks, Confucius
for the children of the sun, the Bible for
the Christian world.” (Freemason’s Reposi-
tory, April, 1890, p. 364). This puts the Bible
on a par with the Koran; is this not anta-
gonism to christianity? Was not the
“unspeakable Turk” recognized as “the
infidel” for a thousand years ?

The «traitors” who Dbetray the secrets
of Freemasonry are morally justified when-
ever they think those secrets are dangerous
or bad, .To take a secret oath like the
Freemason’s cath is against the natural
law, it is a ‘bad action; and to keep it,
when the keeping involves wrong, is
another bad action,

Mr, Stanley is right in saying that the
church condemns Masonry “ on account of
the secrecy,” but that is not the only mo-
tive of the condemnation. Masonry is the
sworn antagonist of everything Catholic
and the channel through which anti-Catho-
lie principles are slhuiced upon the world.
—Ep. N. R,

— R —————
Brjce,
A vice

Not quite nice
Removes all spice
From the sharp advice
You give, whene’er you rise,
With chin bigh and ba'f shot eyes,
The counoillors to criticize

And  make the ’Varsity Lands a prize
With which Tom Greenway’s chums to sggrandize,

What spiders practice on erratic flies

You strive to do with men more wotld wise
Than aught your fauncy can devise.
You dwell in a paradise
Ot folly. Like blind mice
Near cats, in a trice
You’il be cold ice,
Without sice
Or price

To suit the presideniiat hopes of Dr. Bryce.

—F'ree Press, March Tth, 1893.

Rev. Father McCarthy Answers
¢ United Canada’’

In the Nor’-Wester and Free Press.

¢ SIR,~1 am sorry to have to add a few
lines to the multiplicity of writings now-
a-days on the much tnreshed-out schoel
question. Tt is not to add fuel to the
fiames, but to enable fair-minded people
to form a correct judgment by furnighing
facts as against the fables so persistently
circulated in this matter.

Yesterday’s issue of the Free Press
quotes from United Canada, which jhas
a wrangle with the Catholic Truth So-
ciety of this city—which society by the
way, enjoys the sanction of ecclesiasti-
cal authority, In this guotation, be-
sides errors, it is sought to establish
that nationality is at the bottorm of tue
contention; that it is the French who
want separate schools.

I am an Old Country Irishman, resid-
ing in Manitoba for nigh twenty-eight
years. I assisted Archbishop Tache in
opening the first Catholic separate school
in Winnipeg—the presant St. Mary's
academy—in 1869. But *neither His
Grace nor 1 could have succeeded as
soon as we did, were it not for the help
and co-nperation of an ardent Irishman,
Mr. Kennedy. He ablv organized the
matter: but it was a French-Canadian,
Mr. Deschambault, that paid in great
part for the house and land. 1 am sorry,
by this early incident, to have to give
the denial to Mr. O’Donol:ue’s statement
in United Canada, Mr. Kennedy and I
were “bossing” and the French “paying”
at the start anyhow. From that time to
this I have not known an Irish Catholic,
worthy of the name, to oppose or thwart
the Cburch in the maintenance of sep-
arate or, a8 we always called them,
Catholic public schools. Irish and
French always gave their proportionate
share of. contributions to  school and
¢hurch purposes. " :

In looking over the quarter century
existence of schools, the bitterness and
rancor of to day contrasts painfully with
those days. Protestants and Catholics

then enjoyed thLeir schools without fric-

tion or animosity, and children and
parents of both sections were the best
of neighbors, in spite of occasional de-
magogues Who were restless spirits, try-
ing, for their own ends, to set the people
at each other’s throats.

I further bear testimony to the fact
that the French and English speaking
Catholics worked harmoniously together,
and with equal generosity aided in the
furtherance of church and school in-
terests, Futhermore, I always observed
that those Irishmen who were and are
ever harping on the idea that the Irish
alone pay are the very men who never
give anything themselves. “Empty ves-
sels make most noise.”

The French mightmare which seems
to oppress Mr. O'Dononue makes him
see the Irish people’s school money and
property misapplied—used tor church
purposes, sent off to France, etc., ete. As
I was here all through these school
managements, and being an Irishman
like Mr. O’Donohue, I have a right to
speak too. The facts are that the school
sites, houses, furn:ture, etc.,, were pro-
vided by money sent from France, ex-
cept as I said what Mr. Deschambaulg
paid ($1,500j, the English and French
paying their quota of taxes, or subscrip-
tions to pay teachers, etc. I respect-
fully request Mr. O’Donohue to produce
evidence that they were not so paid
which bye the bye, should Lave been
done before the accusation was made,

In 1886 and 1887 two new school
houses were erected, the present Bro-
thers’ school and the Holy Angels
school, with money borrowed by the
fathers of St. Mary's {$4,750), which
schoo]p were used by the trustees of the
Winnipeg Catholic school district, and
for which they agree to pay the fathers
$200 interest or rent yearly. This was
paid for two years, till the woli came
down on the fold, and since 1890 instead
of the fathers receiving rent, they have
had to help the efforts of their génerous
people by personal sacrifices amounting
to 3everal hundreds of dollars yearly.
I would like to know where we get the
money Mr. O'Donohue tells United
Canada that we pack off to France
since we want it 50 badly at home just’:
now. The fact is that the gre it bulk of
funds for chureh and school purposes in
Winnipeg came from France, without
counting the clerical education of all the
priesis who came here. St. Joseph's
and Immaculate Conception schools were
erected and equipped on same lines.

A truly religious and Catholic spirit
actuated the whole of our parishioners
of Winnipeg in their dealings with
church and school matters, and nnt g
sectional or national spirit. Of course
there was always a black sheep—one or
two Catholics, who, not living up to the
rules of our religion, were never in
touch with church interest—having some
spleen to vent, or axes to grind, popped
out from time to time to create trouble,
to criticize what they were ignorant of,
and to lend a band to the enemies of
the peace of the country.

It was even tried to bring in the Irish
priests and make people believe that
nationality divided them on this ques-
tion of the ‘schools. All' the Oblate
Fathers who passed at St. Mary's
whether Irish or French, were always a
unit with the late and present arch-
bisbop on the principle of separate
schools. Their Graces Archbishops
Tache and Langevin never hampered or
prevented us Irish priests from compar-
ing methods, and devising means of se-
curing equal results with the public
schools, but requested us to follow up
and improve the “system hy every
means.

To sum up: Here are my answers to
the three questions put by United
Canada :

1. Is it true that the taxes, which are
paid for school purposes, are not entirely
expended for those purposes, but are par-
tially applied to otlier purposes? 1t is
not truq——I will rest upon the categori-
cal denial, so long as detailed charges,
specifying time and place, are not made
—when an accusation is made, the bur-
den of proof lies on the accuser.

2. Is it true that u rental was charged
for one of the schools, although the lands
were free grant, and the school built
with the money of Catholic laymen ?

It is not true. ere again I might
await specific charges, and ask what
school is meant. But I have given above
a detailed answer.

3. Is the movement dictated solely in
the interest of one dominant nationality,
which, in Mr. O'Donohue’s language,
“does the bossing,” while the Irish “do
the paying?”

It is not true. T consider foregoing re-
marks on the subject sufficient proof ot
this third and last denial.

JosepH McCartRY, O, M. 1.
St. Mary’s Presbytery,
Winnipeg, April 5th, 1895.

Place aux Dames.

———

The Toronto Daily Globe of April 18th
will be edited, managed and issued entire-
ly by Canadian women, following a plan
recently adopted in some of the larger
American cities with great success, This
is the first time siuch an enterprise has
been entered upon in Canada, and the pro-
fits will be a})plied to philanthropic por-
poses, and as the undertaking will give the
women of the country an opportunity of
showing what they can do as journalists
and publishers, we bespeak a greal success
for our “journalistic sisterhood.”
As they, the ladies, alrcady rule the
world, they surely cannot find much diffi-
culty in giving the Globe an extra spin.
The following paragraph written by the
Ladies, Press Committee, will give an idea
of the nature and scope of the enterprise :
THE WOMEN'S GLOBE.

Canadian women are already noted for
many graces of person, character and heart,
and now they propose showing that they
also possess mental powers of a high order,
combined with business qualities. They
have undertaken to assume charge of an
entive issue of the Toronto Daily Globe (for
April 18th, next). The regular editorial
and reportorial staffs, cerlainly all the male
members thereof, will be displaced for that
issue by a staff of ladies who will' cover
every department of the paper—business,
editorial, local and general. The issue
will be a very large one, both as to the
number of pages and as to circulation and
will also be non-political and non-sectarian.
The result of this unique Undertaking will,
we ;are sure be, watched with keenest in-
terest not only by the fair sex of the Do-

minion, but also by the, on this occasion,
more curious male clement.




