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APRIL 20, 1884.

The Sprig of Green. lice, but through the instrumentality of 
Ontario politicians who considered the 
smiles of Horne ol greater value than the 
approbation of their fellow Protestants. 
The bill was defeated because Archbishop 
Lynch said, no. Christopher Fraser re
peated, no ; and Edward Blake bowed 
his head ami whispered.'’

He voted no the last time, but I trust 
the lion, gentleman will admit that his 
negative this night was not given in a 
whisper.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I drove you 
to it.

Mr. BLAKE. You drove me to it! 
Manage your own drove. At Winnipeg, 
again, the lion, gentleman said : —

“l nfortunately Archbishop Lynch had 
Mowat bound hand and foot and it was 
even hinted he was getting a haul hold 
on Mr. Blake, Let us hope our own 
leader will keep the spirits clear.

An lion. GENTLEMAN. He has no 
confidence in the breed.

Mr. BLAKE. My bon. friend says he 
has no confidence in the breed. Now, 1 
have had the honour of the acquaintance, 
for a considerable time, of His Grace the 
Archbishop of Toronto, and I hope, being 
both of us Irishmen, 1 may even call 
self his friend. I have never, either 
directly or indirectly, through others or 
myself, by speech or writing, or in any 
way had the slightest communication 
with Archbishop Lynch on any one polit
ical topic, of any description whatever— 
not this one only, but any political topic 
of any description. For aught I know, 
unless he may have given public utter
ance to the contrary, that prelate may 
entertain the same view with reference 
to the < )range Bill as I observe the hon. 
member for Hastings has said Archbishop 
I'acho has, viz., that he was in favour of 
its being passed. But I say that in this, 
as in all other particulars, I have acted 
entirely upon my own judgment and 
wholly free from every—1 will not say 
dictation or control—but attempt at die- 
tation

fact that these bishops are divided 
among themselves both as regards the 
political question and an regards other 
questions which are now agitated in 
< anada. Therefore with a view to put 
an end to those much to be regretted 
dissensions, it will be necessary that the 
bishop?, together with Hi* Lordship the 
Apostolic Delegate who has been sent 
to Canada, concert with each other to de
termine u uniform policy to be followed 
by all and each of them with regard to 
political parties.

“Another cause of these same incon
veniences lies in their too great inter
ference in political affairs, without 
enough of heed for pastoral prudence. 
The proper remedy tor this excess of 
zeal is to remind these bishops of that 
which has already been recommended 
to th<*m by this Supreme Congregation, 
on Wednesday, the gVth of July, 1874, 
to the effect that on tue occasion of po
litical elections they should conform, 
in their advice to electors, to what had 
been enacted in the Provincial Council 
of 1808.

“It must be added that the Church 
while condemning Liberalism, does not 
intend to strike such and every political 
party which might cuance to be called 
Liberal, since the decisions of the Church 
only apply to errors which are opposed 
to Catholic doctrine and not to any 
specified political party whatever, and 
that consequently, whoever, without any 
other foundation, declares that one of 
the political parties of Canada, 
namely, the party called the 
Keiorm party, a party heretofore strongly 
supported by some Bishops, is condemn
ed by the Church, whoever makes such 
a staLemeiit auto wrongfully.

“Finally, as to what concerns the main 
subject of the doubts propounded : in 
order to determine what measures should 
be taken as regards Catholics who, by 
reason of a pretended undue interfer
ence of the clergy in political elections, 
appeal to the civil courts ; it is impos
sible to lay down a general rule for the 
Bishops on this subject : and therefore it 
will be the duty of whoever is in charge 
to provide in each case, with res
pect to the consciences of persons 
making such appeals. Therefore let 
the Bishops take the necessary meas
ures to guard the honour of the clergy, 
taking special care to prevent as much 
as possible clergymen from being obliged 
to appear before lay judges.

‘•Lastly, Bishops must be exhorted to 
observe the greatest reserve with regard 
to political affairs, by reason, especially, 
of the danger there would be of provok
ing a violent war against the Church on 
the part of the Protestants, who 
already restless and irritated against the 
clergy under pretence of undue interfer
ence in political elections. Besides, the 
clergy must be brought to always avoid 
naming persons from the pulpit, still 
much more so if it is to discredit them 
on the occasion of elections, and never 
to make the influence of the ecclesiasti
cal ministry subservient to private pur
poses, except when candidates might 
become antagonistic to the true interests 
of the Church.”

Now, sir, that was followed up by the 
pastoral letter and circular which were 
issued after the arrival of the Dele
gate Apostolic, and after an under
standing had been reached with 
him in 1877. The pastoral letter 

contains the following

the Fifth, we find that the clergy must 
«•online themselves to instructing the 
people as to their duties in election time, 
which duties ate the following:—1. To 
give their votes when sufficient reasons 
call for it. 2. To vote nccor«ling to their 
consciences, and under the eye of God, 
and to give their support to the candi
dates whom they may prudently judge 
to be truly honest oud able to discharge 
the duties of a representative, which 
to watch over ami procure faithfully the 
welfare of religion an«l of the .State. 3. 
Not to sell their votes. 4. To avoid in
temperance, slander, and perjury.” 

Another passage reads thus :
“When you shall have so explained to 

your people the prineipies which ought 
to guide them in their choice, leave to 
the conscience of each of them the 
option of applying them to persons and 
to parties. And whenever a penitent 
shall tell you that lie has voted in all 
conscience and under the eye of Hod, 
never call in question his good faith, and 
put into practice the well-known axiom : 
the same belief must be given to what 
the penitent says on his own behalf as 
to what he says against himself.”

Then again, sir. the letter says :
“The decree of the Fourth Council 

forbids you to teach from the pulpit, or 
otherwise, that it is a sin to vote for 
such and such a candidate, or for such 
and such a political party. With much 
more reason is it forbidden to you to 
announce that you will refuse the Sacra- 
ments for that cause.

“Never give your individual political 
opinion from the pulpit.

“Never attend any political meeting, 
ami never make a public speech on such 
matters without the permission of your 
ordinary.

“If you have a right to vote you may 
avail yourself of it: but let it be with 
prudence and without ostentation, it is 
proper that you should choose the most 
favorable opportunity for voting, and 
not wait till the lust moment, when the 
excitement is always greater, and that 
you should not remain near the place 
where the election is taking place.

“To those who may come to consult 
you privately, answer with prudence 
and calmly, without entering into dis
cussions which would be compromising 
to your character; for you know well that 
language the most innocent and the 
most true is exposed to be at such times 
misunderstood, misinterpreted, and mis- 
reported. And even if you see that 
people are greatly excited it will be 
prudent on your part to state simply 
that what you have said from the pulpit 
must be sufficient to guide them.”

Well, Sir, these documents to which I 
have referred contain, I may say, some 
injunctions in which I think the pastors 
ot the Roman Catholic Church set an 
admirable example to the pastors of the 
other churches; 1 mean particularly those 
injunctions against selling the suffrage, 
against bribery, against corruption, 
against intemperance, against calumny, 
and against perjury. Then we go fur
ther. I do not confine myself wholly to 
the statements made by these ecclesiasti
cal dignitaries. About the same time, a 
discussion was raised in this Parliament, 
and I wish to show that the views which 
are reprehended by these documents 
are views which were not held by all the 
Homan Catholics even of the Conserva- 
tive party. On the 11 th February, I 
think, in the year 1877, Senator Masson, 
then a member of this House, used these 
expressions :

“Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman says in 
his letter that the party with which I 
act was controlled by a power which de
clared that free thought was a cardinal 
sin. Well. Sir, I say that this is no more 
nor less than a slander on the Conserva
tive party; and as a Conservative and an 
lltramontane. as I am called by hon. 
gentlemen on the other side of the 
1 louse, from the Province of Quebec, as 
the leader of the Ultramontanes, 1 say 
that the Conservatives of the Province 
of Quebec, and I speak advisedly, are 
ready to give to the clergy of the Pro
vince, on religious questions, that sub- 
mission and that confidence which, ac
cording to our creed, we are obliged to 
give them; regarding questions relating 
to the material progress of the country, 
and the political affairs of the country, 
we are ready and shall always be ready 
to give to the opinion of these gentlemen 
that respect to which they are entitled, 
owing to their high intelligence, their 
great virtue and their disinterestedness; 
but we are not ready to give any more.”

Well, the matter was not finally set
tled. Notwithstanding what had been 
said, the discussion went on. Still the 
question was raised, ami raised in pretty 
influential quarters, on the part of the 
Conservative party in Quebec, with re
ference to the law as to undue influence, 
and 1 felt it my duty—thinking the 
question might become a serious one. 
and desirous to place myself on record, 
and as 1 might by my voice influence my 
fellow-countrymen—to speak upon the 
subject myself, and 1 did so at the village 
of Teeswater, in the year 1877 :

“Another demand of a very different 
character has been made from very high 
quarters, namely, that we should alter the 
law as to undue influence. Now, the 
basis of our representative institutions is 
that out elections shall be free. Each of 
us is called on to surrender his share of 
control over the common affairs to the 
majority, upon the ground that this sur
render is necessary, for so only can 
reach a decision : but also on the hypothe
sis, without which the demand would be 
quite unjustifiable, that, all having a 
common interest, and each man speaking 
freely for himself, the view of the major
ity is more likely to be sound—is 
likely accurately to represent what would 
be beneficial to the community than the 
view of the minority. This is the 
ground-work. Now, that ground-work 
wholly fails if the vote be not the expres
sion of the voter’s own opinion, but the 
expression of somebody else’s opinion 
different from his. (Hear, hear). If, in
stead of its being his opinion, it is the 
opinion of his employer, his landlord, his 
creditor, or his minister, why, it is not his 
vote at all, it is somebody else’s, and we 
have not submitted ourselves to the free 
voice of our fellow-countrymen, but pos
sibly to the voice of a very small minority, 
who have determined what the voice of 
the larger number is to be. Thus the 
whole basis of our representative institu- 

•In analysing the ninth decree of the tions would be destroyed if we permitted 
fourth Council, and the eighteenth of I the opinions of our employers, creditors^

landlords, or ministers to be forcibly sub
stituted fur our own. (Hear, hear). For 
this reason, besides the penalties which are 
enacted against the exercise of uuuue in
fluence, we have declared that the vote of 
any man so unduly influenced shall be 
null and void, and that elections carried 
by such undue influences shall be annulled,
I cannot, if a landlord say to my tenant, 
‘Now, tenant, 1 shall turn you out at the 
end of your term if you do not vote for 
my candidate.' Though I may have 
legal right to turn him out at the end of 
the term, yet I cannot give the Intimation 
that I will, on this ground, exercise this 
light. 1 f 1 do, the vote is annulled as not 
free. I cannot, if a creditor, say to my 
debtor, ‘I will exact that debt at once if 
you do not vote as 1 wish,’ though I may 
have a legal right to exact my debt. I 
cannot, if an employer, say to my 
employee, ‘You stall leave my employ
ment at the end of the current term unless 
you vote with me,’ though the law may 
not oblige me to retain him in my service. 
It has been found necessary in all these 
cases to prevent the relations to which I 
have referred from being made the means 
of unduly influencing the vote, in order 
that this great cardinal principle of our 
Constitution—the freedom of each man to 
vote according to his own opinion—may 
be preserved intact. (Hear, near). True, 
the landlord, and the creditor, and the 
employer have each the right to speak and 
persuade by arguments ; and the confi
dence placed in them may be such that the 

opinion may lie changed ; but 
between the argument, the persuasion, the 
confidence which may conduce to a change 
in the mind and opinion of the voter, and 
that coercion which compels him to vote 
contrary to his mind on the threat of 
some loss or penalty, there is a broad and 
palpable distinction, and that is the dis
tinction which the law lays down. Now, 
if there be a form of religion under which 
the minister is supposed to have the 
power, by granting or refusing certain 
rites, or by making certain declarations to 
afl’ecl the state of the voter after death, is 
it not perfectly obvious that the threat of 
such results to the voter unless he vote in 
accordance with the opinion of the minis
ter, might be infinitely more potent than 
any of the other threats which I have 
named—the exaction of a debt, the ejec
tion of a tenant, or the discharge of an 
employee ? (Hear, hear,). And would 
not such a threat be obnoxious to just the 
same objection ?”

I take the opportunity of declaring that 
for myself, whatever be the consequences, 
I shall stand by the principle which i 
have laid down—(loud cheers,)—and shall 
struggle to preserve—s-1 far as my feeble 
powers permit—to each one of my fellow- 
countrymen, whatever his creed, the same 
full and ample measure of civil freedom 
which he now enjoys under those laws 
which enables him and me, though we 
may be of diverse faiths, to meet here 
on the same platform, and here to diller 
or agree according to our own political 
convictions, and not according to 
religious faith or the dictation of an
other men, lay or clerical. (Loud and re
peated cheers.)’1

Now, Sir, finally, in September, 1881, 
there was a further communication deal
ing with these two subjects to which I 
have referred, and from it 1 will trouble 
the House with a very brief extract. It 
is a communication from the Prefect of 
the Sacred Congregation, Cardinal Sim- 
eoui :

“11 est venu a la connaissance de la 
àSjcre Congregation de la Propagande que 
dans votre province certains members du 
cierge et du corps séculier continuent a 
s ingerer trop dans les elections politiques, 

servant soit de la chaire, soit des 
journaux et autres publications.

11 est egalement connu de la susdite 
Sacre Congregation que certains suffra- 
gants de \ otre Seigneurie cherchent act
uellement a recourir au parlement pour 
faire modifier la loi des elections relative
ment a l’influence dite indue.

Ur, pour ce qui concerne le premier 
point, je m’empresse de rappeler a Votre 
Seigneurie^ que déjà en l’annce 1876,1a 
Supreme Congregation du Saint Oiiice a 
émane l’instruction suivante.”

And that, so far as 1 know, was the final 
settlement of that controversy, so far as 
concerned the views of the highest auth
orities of the Church, repeated after an 
interval of years. During that contro
versy, on :J0th January, iu the year 1876, 
the Archbishop of Toronto addressed a 
public letter to my lion, friend the mem
ber for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), 
which, dealing as it does with this subject, 
may appropriately be read at this time, 
it is as follows
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gestion,
mation, as to what the opinions 
of that prelate or of any other prelate or 
dignitary or persons of the Homan Cath
olic faith might be on the subject. I 
have acted on convictions which I have 
entertained ever since I came into 
public life, on convictions which I was 
known to have entertained in the Legis
lature, and to have expressed when the 
question was likely to have come up in 
the House, with reference to another 
secret organization—convictions hostile 
to the incorporation of secret corpora
tions, hostile to the incorporation of the 
Orange society. It is perfectly true that 
I am, as the hon. gentleman says, a Pro
testant, and it is also true—I suppose 
that is the meaning of his phrase ultra
montane—that I am of that school of 
thought which is most opposed to what 
I believe to be the dogmatic errors of the 
Church of Rome. That is perfectly true.
I protest against those errors, but I am a 
substantial advocate of religious freedom 
and equality and the full rights of con
science, and as the Ontario leaders of the 
( frange society, declare that that Province 
is ruled by the Homan Catholic college, 
ruled politically, and that it must be 
freed from the domination of the Homan 
Catholic college by subverting Mowat, I 
notice they have sometimes said a word 
with reference to the conduct of the 
Province of Quebec, and as to ils rule: 
and 1 desire here to advert to this matter, 
speaking with the same plainness of 
speech which 1 have used this evening, 
though 1 may perhaps offend some of 
those who may have listened with ap
proval to some things I have hitherto 
said—1 say I do not find this pretention 
to lie the exclusive standard bearers of 
Protestant principles and to lay down a 
rule and measure with which, unless all 
Protestants comply, they are untrue to 
their principles, to be the proper attri
bute of this association, judged by its 
leaders in Ontario. I have spoken of 
Quebec. Now, in that Province there 
have been, for a long time some persons
—some persons only, I am glad to say_
who have striven to create that regime in 
favor of their own party, who have in
sisted on extreme pretensions as to the 
rights of the clergy to use their influence 
in the elections; who have sought to drag 
the clergy into the political arena; who 
have sought to prevent certain general 
language which was used by the author
ities of the church from its true 
and to turn it to the condemnation of one 
political party : who have sought to main
tain the view that the clergy should re- 
fuse the rights of the church to persons on 
account of their votes, who have sought 
to repeal the law as to undue influences, 
as far it affected the clergy—and there 
can be no doubt that these efforts on the 
part of some persons in Quebec met, in 
the past, with a measure ot 
Pressure was used in several counties 
against the candidates of one political 
party, as Liberal Catholics, and the 
struggle was severe and resulted in a

But

?

“Toronto, “Oth January, 187<>.
“Hon. A. Mackenzie,

Premier of the Dominion of Canada.
“Hun. and dear Sir,—I think this an 

opportune time to inform you and your 
Government that priests in our Archdio
cese are strictly forbidden to make the 
altar or pulpit of their churches the tribune 
of political harangues for or against any 
party or candidate for election ; or to 
threaten any spiritual disability for voting 
with either party.

“Priests may, of course, instruct their 
people on the conscientious obligation of 
voting for the candidate whom they 
judge will best promote the interests of 
the country ; of taking no bribes ; and 
of conducting themselves at the elections 
in a loyal and peaceful manner ; but they 

not to say to the people, from the 
altar, that they are to vote for this candi
date and reject the other.

“it would be very imprudent in apriest, 
whose congregation is composed of Lib
erals and Conservatives, to become 
warm partizan of either political party.

“It would neutralize his influence for 
good in too many instances, and a priest 
requires all he possesses to forward the 
interests of his whole congregation.

“It is true that a priest, in his ordina
tion, does not renounce his rights of 
citizenship, nor docs he receive authority 
to impose on his congregation his 
particular views of politics.

“The Catholic Church asks no special 
favour from any party. Her existence is 
independent of both. She asks only that 
her people be put under no unjust res- 
traint or bar. It is true that the old 
legislation of England made the Catholic 
religion a bar to political and almost social 
existence ; and though wiser councils now 
prevail in Courts and Parliaments, yet 
some of the Protestant populace, and an 
occasional statesman in his individual 
capacity, so long educated in the tradi
tions of the past, retain a deep-rooted pre
judice and suspicion not easily 
conquered. That the Catholic religion 
should not be a bar to preferment, 
and that the Catholic Church is ini 
mi cal to free institutions and unfavourable 
to State rights. This is still a reproduction 
of the old Pagan cry : ‘The Christians 
to the beasts,’ or the old Jewish 
lion : ‘We have found this man pervert
ing our nation and forbidding to give trib
ute to Ctcsar.’

“The Catholic Church asks only liberty 
to do good, and to be untrammelled by 
unjust laws in the exercise of her divine 
rights. I might here remark, that when 
in a free

5Of all the thousands lying round,
Close locked In death's embrace,

What one, though all were brave and true, 
From death had got such grace? 

soldier, old In wars,
•on the happy place; 

o died nearest to the works 
but a stripling’s face.
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CHRISTIAN AND POLITICAL PRINCIPLES— 
THEIR TRI E RELATIONS.

“I am far indeed from implying that 
politics should not be handled on Chris
tian principles. Whatever difficulties and 
dilferences there may be as to Christian 
dogma, there is, fortunately, very little 
différence concerning Christian morals. 
We are, fortunately, all united in this 
country in the theoretical recognition— 
however far we may fail in the practical 
observance—of the great doctrines of 
Christian morality which are handed down 
to us in the Gospels; and I believe it is on 
the basis of those doctrines that the pol
itics of the country should be carried 
(Hear, hear, and loud cheers,) Dim in
deed would be our hopes, and dark 
expectations for the future, if they did 
not embrace the coming of that glorious 
day when those principles shall be truly, 
fuily and practically recognized—if we 
did not look forward to the fulfilment of 
promises that ‘the kingdoms of this world 
shall become the kingdoms of the Lord;’ 
and that ‘nation shall not make 
against nation, neither shall they 
war any more;’ if we did not watch for 
the time when the human law of self- 
interest and hate shall be superseded by 
the Divine law of self-sacrifice and love. 
But while we hope and strive for the ac
complishment of these things, we must 
not forget the lessons of the Great Teacher 
and Exemplar. When interrogated upon 
secular things—when asked as to render
ing tribute to Cæsar, lie said, ‘ltender 
uuto Ciesar the things that are Ca-sar’s, 
and to God the things which are God’s.’ 
He laid down the principle, and He left 
the people—the querists—to make the 
application. So again when He was 
called upon to settle a dispute between 
two brothers about an inheritance, He 
said : ‘Man, who made Me a judge or 
divider over you V Such was the view 
He took as to the duty of a minister, as 
to tile work of the pulpit: and while I do 
not hesitate to say that to all ministers I 
would freely accord the right as citizens 
of voting, of expressing their opinions, of 
aiguing and persuading, and influencing 
if they please, my own opinion is that the 
pastor of a flock divided on politics will 
be much more likely to retain the fullest 
confidence of all the members of that 
flock, and so to discharge efl'ectually his 
great task, if he abstains from active in
terference in those political affairs on 
which there is and will lie great division 
of opinion among them. (Hear, hear, 
and loud cheers.) But, sir, it has been 
argued in some quarters that the free ex
ercise of one form of religion amongst us 
is impaired by this law. That would in
deed, if trae, be a serious thing. But, if it 
were true, we would still be bound, in my 
opinion, to preserve the fundamental 
principle of the freedom of the elector. 
(Hear, hear, and cheers.) No man, any 
article of whose creed should make him a 
slave would be fit to control either his 
own destiny or that of free men. A slave 
himself, he would be but a proper instru
ment to make slaves of others. Such an 
article of religion would, in a word, bo 
inconsistent with free institutions, because 
it would not permit that liberty of opinion 
in the individual, which is their very base 
and corner stone. (Hear, hear, and 
cheers.) But we arc not confronted with 
that difficulty. The public and deliberate 
utterances of high dignitaries in more than 
one Province of Canada have shown that 
the assertion is unfounded, and have 
recognized the right of every elector to 
vote according to his conscience ; and the 
recent statement—communicated to the 
public through Lord Denbigh—of 
head of that Church, shows that the 
United Kingdom, where the law as to 
undue influence is precisely the same as 
ours, is perhaps the only country in 
Europe where the professors of that relig
ion are free to practise it. If this be tlie 
case in the United Kingdom, it is so here, 
and it is not true that there is any iorm 
of religion, the free and full exercise of 
which is impaired by the preservation of 
the great principle to which I have re
ferred. I trust, then, that the ill-advised 
pretensions which have been set up will 
be abandoned ; but should they be pressed,

Tliey burled him Just where he fell, 
These loemeii, with rude art;

hat he had earned the place 
ted heart.

And one—a poet in hlseoul,
Though rough in garb and mien— 

Planted upon the simple mouiui 
The dead boy’s sprig of green.

They sal 
By his 

And

Id t
undau

are

The brave man dies; but brave men’s deeds 
With death will not be found;

And travelers say that to this day 
The children playing round 

Can pf'lnt the stranger to the h 
The fairest on the sc

o wore i

1

ere sleeps the Irish boy 
he sprig of green.
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Now, Sir, I think I have shown to you 
that, as I have said, the line of attack 
was altered—that the lineofattack upon 
their party friends, and upon their 
opponents, who, they said, ought to 
support the measure, and who should 
be ostracised for not supporting it, they 
are obliged to abandon in order to repre
sent this as a case in which all Protest
ants ought to combine, and in which no 
man of true Protestant principles could 
have given, or could repeat a vote 
against the second reading of this Bill. 
Well, that may be true ; but if it be true 
1 ask this House, without distinction of 
creed or party, if it is not a serious state of 
things. 1 ask if it be not a serious state 
of things that religious war is to be raised 
in this country ; because that is what it 
is. If it l>e the case that, as a matter of 
fact, this is an issue raised belore us, in 
which all Protestants are to be 
side, and all Homan Catholics on the 
other, and in which I, a firm Protestant, 
am to be told that I am untrue to my 
profession of religion, to my Protestant 
principles, if 1 do not vote with the 
Orangemen for that Bill, is not that a 
serious state of things ? And if this be 
true, I say that every true lover of this 
country must deplore such a state of 
things, and must forebode the greatest 
evil to his country from its existence.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). You are 
drawing it pretty strong ; you are draw- 
ing on your imagination.

Mr. BLAKE. I have given the text, 
and I will guarantee that the comments 
are justified by the text. Now, Sir, 1 
deny entirely that this is a necessity. I 
deny that there ought to exist such 
issue ; and I tell the hon. gcntl 
opposite that no matter what his threats 
may be, no matter whether lie may say 
that my speech does me harm or good, 
lie will neither seduce, nor threaten, nor 
drive me into any such issue on any 
such light or any such professions. In 
furtherance of this same plan, this 
attempt to produce a religious prejudice 
against those who support this Bill, the 
hon. gentleman and others are declar
ing that 1 am controlled by the Arch
bishop of Toronto.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). So you are.
Mr. BLAKE. I tell the lion, gentle

man that he states that which is not the 
truth. Notwithstanding that 1 am re
lieved from the necessity of proving my 
case as to his statement, by his own 
statement in this House, I proceed to 
give the evidence of that as I have 
given the evidence of other things. He 
said ;

of 1877
passages : —

“The gravity of the events which have 
taken place since the last general elec
tion, and the numerous and various diffi
culties to which they have given occa
sion, make it our duty to remind you 
briefly, our most dear brethren, of the 
principles and the rules of policy which 
were expounded to you before now in 
our councils, our circulars, and our pas
torals, and particularly in that of the 
22nd of September, 1875.”

“The ninth decree of the Fourth Coun
cil, held in 1808, expounds your duties 
as electors in the following terms 
the pastors instruct with great care the 
faithful on their duties in election times ; 
let them strongly impress on their minds 
that the same law which confers on cit
izens the right of suffrage imposes on 
them at the same time the very serious 
obligation to give their votes whenever 
it is necessary, and always to vote accord
ing to their consciences, under the eye of 
God, and for the best interests of re
ligion and of their country ; that conse
quently the electors are always bound 
in conscience, before God, to give their 
suffrages to whatever candidate they 
believe to be truly honest and able to ful
fil well and faithfully the important 
duties which devolve upon him, to be 
ever attentive to the welfare of the 
Church and State, and to work faithfully 
to promote and guard the welfare of the 
Church and State.”

Then, after pointing 
done in 1873 and 1 s7 »

war
learn

own

‘Let

on one

sense
accusa-

country, religious and sacred 
rights are brought into the arena of poli
tics, then the Catholics have to follow 
them to the polls and contend there for 
their right, as in the case of education. We 
believe that parents have a right to edu
cate their children as they please. ‘Train 
up a child in the way it should go and 
when he is old he will not depart from it.’ 
Hence, when the Catholics of Lower Can
ada conceded the rights of separate educa
tion to the Protestant minority of Lower 
Canada, the Catholic minority of Pppei 
Canada claimed the same right, but had to 
contend for this right at the elections, and 
thus religious questions are dragged out of 
their sphere, lhe Catholic does not per
mit Ins religion to hinder the progress of 
the country, or the peaceful exercise of a 
different religion to his neighbours. When 
his religious principles arc safe, the Cath 
ohc, under the impression that party Go*, 
ernment is a lesser evil, gives his support 
to that which lie thinks will perform its 
duties for the greater good of the country 
and the happiness of the people,

“1 am, Honourable Sir, 
our very obedient servant,

“John Joseph Lynch, 
“Archbishop of Toronto."

1 A® 1 bave said, there was a long and bit
ter controveisy in the Province of Quebec 
w-ith some who strove to use the power of, 
the church in the way to which l have 1 
referred. That long and bitter contro- \ 
versy was a controversy in which my < 
friends, the Liberals of Lower Canada, 
were the oppressed party, the party whioh 
was being oppressed by it, which -MM 
suffering from it, in the constituencies ; 
and though they have received justice àt 
last in the particular to which I have 
referred, it is useless to disguise the feet 
that so long a conflict, waged in that man
ner, and with these weapons, has a per
manent weakening effect. But I want to

success.

out what had been 
187•> and 187and giving a warn

ing against the doctrines of Catholico- 
Libcralethe pastoral goes on to saygreat weakening of that party, from which 

email it has not even yet recovered. The
members ol that party appealed, under tion, some persons were inclined to see 
these circumstances, to three tribunals ; in this document an abandonment of 
they appealed to public opinion, to the 
courts of the land, and to the highest 
authority in their own church. They 
fought n long and arduous tight, which 
reached its climax, perhaps, in from 187.*» 
to 1881. Public opinion, one of the trib
unals to which they appealed, was roused 
to n considerable degree in the Province 
of Quebec, and many Protestants there 
even changed their political views and 
left the party with which they had usu
ally acted, because they felt this pressure 
was a pressure inconsistent with the 
proper use of religion and the
proper use ot the church ; they 
appealed also to the law, and the law 
was vindicated in several cases : they 
appealed also to the highest authorities 
in the church, and those authorities also 
interfered. We know well, for it is pub
lic to us. what was done. We know 

come that, in IS7<*, an instruction was sent out 
from the Supreme Congregation of the 
Holy 1 Alice in these words :

“The bishops of Canada must bo made 
to understand that the Holy See fully 
acknowledges the extreme gravity of 
the facts reported by them ; and the in
jury caused by these facts to the authority 
of the clergy and the holy ministry is 
particularly to he deplored.

“Wherefore, in order to make up for 
these injuries, it is especially necessary 
to root out the evil. Now the cause of 

Parliament solely by the Homan Catho- such great inconveniences lies in the

an
“1'nfortunately, and against our inten-

1 principle, to come down to persons and 
political parties. Our wish lias been to 
expound to you the true doctrine on the 
constitution and the rights of the Church, 
on the rights and the duties of the clergy 
in society, on the obligations of the 

< atholic press, and on the sanctity of an 
oath; such has been our only aim, and 
such is still our intention. In this we 
have followed the example of the Holy 
See, who in condemning Liberal Catho
licism has refrained from naming persons 
and political parties. In fact there does 
not exist any Pontifical Act condemning 
any political party whatever; all the con
demnations which have up to the present 

I time emanated from this venerable 
source are only applicable to Liberal 
Catholics and to their principles, and the 
brief addressed to one of us in Septem
ber, 187(), must be interpreted in that 
sense. Following the example of the 
Sovereign Pontiff, and in accordance with 
the wise prescription of our Fourth 
Council, we leave to each one of you to 
.judge, under the eye of God, which are 
the men to whom these condemnations 
applv, whatever may be the political 
party to which they belong.”

Now, Sir, at the same time, as I have 
said, a circular was issued to the clergy, 
from which I will read an extract or 
two :—

we

more

“He (Mr. Mowat) was controlled by 
Archbishop Lynch and they must 
to the conclusion that he, too, controlled 
Mr. Blake. No doubt orders went from 
the Palace at Toronto and the great 
Reform statesmen had to obey.”

1 determined, as soon as j saw this 
statement of the lion, gentleman, that 1 
would meet him here, face to face, and 
have this out with him, and have it out 
with him I will. This is not all. The 
Uev. Brother Wright, at a meeting in 
Leeds, said :

“ The 1 Irangcmen were not defeated in

the
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