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hostile Equal R'gbters who have the cry
of Equal Rights on their lips, but wio
aim only at the total destruction of lib-
erty of eouscience as far as Catholics are
concerned.

MR, MEREDITII'S POLICY.

We mentioned in & former istue that
Mr, Meredith, the leader of the Octario
Opporition, in his epeech ni the Opera
tlcuse in this city, in which he fore:
shadowed the policy ef Lis party, de-
clared bimsell plainly agaiust Osatbolic
edueation in Catholic echools,

He asks why “should a public man,
when he eriticizes public legislation’ on
this subject, “be greeted with sbouts of |
intolerance by spy particular church,
and should the pe-Papery cry be raiced
egainst bim 1’

He here throws upon Catholics the
odium of having reieed the no Popery
ory in Oatario, Mr, Maredith knows very
well that this is a falee representation,
We maintain that the right now enjoyed
by Cathclics of establishing and support-
ing separate echools is no extraordinary
concession, It is merely a recognition
of the patural right which all parents
poesgss, of giving their children a relig-
ious training if they deem it proper to do
80, IfProtestants prefer to turnreligion
out of the eckools in which their chil-
dren are to be educated, we are free to
say we believe they meke a great mis-
take, but we do not propose to force
our opinicns upon them, Qur jurigdic.
tion extends ovly to our own children,
and as regards them no legislature hes
the right of declaricg that we shallnot
be allowed to educate them morally
and religiously, Though we are but a
minority in the Province, we have a
right to say how much or how litile relig-
ious imstructicn sball be given in the
schools to which our children ghsil be
sent,

it 1s unnecessary for us to prove here
teat religlous instruction in the eckools s
neceseary for the proper training of chil-
dren, Over acd over egein the Protestant
clergy have declared this to be the caee,
hsth in Caneda and the Uoited States, A
few days ago the Rev, 1): DBarrowr, a
preminent Congeegationsl minister of San
Francleco, Cal, snd pastor cf the First
Coogregational Church in  that city,
preached from bls puipit thus :

“Wo belleve that we need more religion
in our echools, not lese, We aesert, and
resssert, tbat Protestantirm ¢hould present
a solld front in protesting egaiust the
secularizstion of our schools, or the
attempt to rule out of sccount in echool
life the only thlog (iod has ever accounted
of value on earth.”

| tion wers carried in the legislature to

The Presbytery of Maniloba has re.
cently made & similar declaration, snd
the earae clergymen Who are anxious
now to take from Catholics the yight of

religious education, have over and over
avain declared that they wish to make a
c‘-x tain amount of religious instruction
compuleory in (he public ectocle, s0 that
they really desire to force upon Catbo-
lics such religious instructicn as they eee
£it to arrange for themeelves, while they
would prevent us from having such ae
wo curselves desiro. We ask 1o special
favor, We demand only to be leit free
to devote our own mon2y towards im.
parting to our own children such an
education as we feel bound in conscience
to impart, If Anglicans, Methodists or
Prasbyterians desired such a liberty, it
would certainly be ungrudgingly grantcd
to them, If thess do not want it that
is no reason why we should be deprived
of it. Itis no: Catbolics who have pro
claimed that the war is a no-Popery war.
The bauner of no-Popery has been dis
played by the Ministerial Associations,
the Synods, the Presbyteries, the Orange
lodges, and the anti-Catholic press, and
Mr, Moredith’s epeech is & declaration
that he will fight with that banner dis.
played.

Mr. Meredith cites what occurs in the
17aited States as a pattern which ought
if possible to be imitated by the people
of Oantario, s says:

“Look across the border at the state
of things. Nn gaparate schools from one
end of the United States to the other.
(Loud oheers) They have thought it
consistent with their views of rigut and
justice to deny separate schools to the
Roman Catholics of that country.”

This is true, but what is the result?
The Catholics of the United States will
not be cheated of their right to impart a
Christian education to their children, and
%00 000 Catholic children are attending
Catholic schools, at a cost of $10,000 000
annually to the Catholic people, while
they are paying about that same sum for
the education of their Protestant neigh-
bors’ ohildren, whose parents are not
ashamed thus to make paupers of them,
This iz the state of aftairs whichfMr.
Meredith would like to see introduced
1nto Ontario ; and from where the cheer-
ing came in, it is evident that hisaudience
fully understcod him,

1t is true Mr, Meradith does not prc-
pose at present to abolish the separate
gchool system. 1I3 tells us why he will
pot do this ; it is because the charter of
the Dominion, the Confederation Act,
will not permit him to goeo far. Todo this
would upset the Confaderation Act, and
would necesearily subject the Protestant
gchools of Lower Canada to a Catholic
majority, while the Oatholio schools of

Oantario were subjected to the Protestant
majority of this Provinece, But Mr,
Meredith finds that it is in the power
of the Protestant majority here to
render the Catholic schools, to some
extent, inefficient, by harraseing the
separate echool trustees with un-
neceseary lsbor, and by isking advantage
of avery poesible overeight of Catholic
ratepayers, to deprive tha separate
gchools of their toxes, and throw them
into the common school fund, The
leader of & great party thinks it worth
bis while to agitete the Province {rom
end to end with no nobler purpose than
this in view. If all Mr, Meredith asks
inregard to new separate schoo! legisla-

wmorrow, this is &1l thet it would effect
Is this the utmost that & great states-
man can do for the benefit of his country?
Surely “the mountsin {n labor brings
forth a nidiculous mouse.”

That we do not underestimate Mz,
Meredith’s stateamanship on thils subject
will be seen from the following sentence
from his speech :

¢ My posltion is the same sa that which
was uwssumed by the leading mea in
Ouatario at the tima of the passage of the
Ast in 1863 Weile admitticyg they have
the right to eeparate echoole, I eay the
msn would ba & traitor to hls country
who would open the door to the extenslon
and development of these schools in
Ontarfo beyond what fs their absolute
right.”

The policy is, therefore, a policy of
represeion, It ig a policy against which
the Catholies of Ontario will of necessily
set their faces, It is a policy which can
bo peartily endorsed only by fanatics of
the Sam Hughes stripe, who thus speaks
of it in the last Victoria Warder, capitals
and all :

“1'he Warder congratulates him on his
megnificent effort, snd willingly follows
him 1810 AcrioN. Tae address to the
army is grand ; the troops are inspired
and ready to advance ; and IN BATTLE i8
where men must show the courage of
their convistions, Lt Me. Meredith
toldly sound the advance ; whea no' only
those wearing the old time Liberal Con
servatiye uniform, but also thousands of
independent Raformers will join their
gtandards with his, and all march on to
victory.

“AcrioN should now be the order.”

01 this specimen of literature the
Globe of Monday has the appropriate
remark :

“This ia something lika writieg, Tt
stirs the hear: lika tas sound of tne fifa
and drum band of O, Y, B, 2713
Modesty makes us hesitate about sug
gesting any improvement in the plan of
campaign, But how would thisdo for a
war cry |—

¢ Dowan with the Bi-lingual Baby 1320%s.”

FEROCIOUS HYPOCRISY .

The Liondon Frea Press is shock:d at
Archhishop Cleary for stjling the Eqaal
Rights leaders “ferocious bigota.,”  With
out attempting to prove a negative, or to
palliate the in:ane and feroclous conduct of
the Hunters, the Wilds, and others, who,
for the last nine months, have been ‘'stir.
riog up the embers of fanatical iatoler
ance, the Free Prees attempts to preach a
leszon of politeness and mild forbsarauce
to His G:ace of Kingston, Instead of
advising its frlend and patron, M: More.
dith, to apologiza for having falsely
attribated to the Archbishop words and
sentiments that were not bls, the Free
Press endeavors to takaall the cdlum from
the maligners and excite public Inligus.
tion sgainat the Archbi:hop, who s both
s'andered aud maligned, “If all the pub
lic teachere,” saye the Fzee Pross, ‘‘were to
imitate the llcease and Impertinent
Iiberty he (the Archblshop) has thought
fit to indulge in towards Protestants,
mud.throwing would be & settled institu-
tion in the country.” The Free ress
knows only too well that there was no
use to wait for Archbishop Cleary to
open the campaign of mud-throwing,
because he dares to defend himself
ag:inst the unjust imputations of Mr.
W. R, Meredith. Tae mud-throwing
has been in active operation in Loindon
and Toronto and all over this now ex-
citad Province for many years, bu' more
especially during the whole period of the
agitation on the Jesuits Estate Act,
Did the fanatics confine themselves to
mud throwing wa could bear it all with
silence and eqaanimity, Bat foul and
atrocious charges were hurled from the
pulpit week after week against every
Catholic and especially against ths Jesu-
it Fathers, acknowledged to be among
the most pious, most learned, and most
worthy to be reverad of the priests
of the Catholic Church. Oae lead-
ing preacher in Toronto, after charg.
ing them with every crime, declared that
they might with impunity be shot down
on the street. Another said the whole
system of the Catholic Church was a
“Mystery of Iniquity.” Bishop Carman
has been filling the columus of the Mail,
week after week for months, with appeals
to tho passions of the bigots to stand up
in their might and wipe out Jesuitism at
once and for ever, These “ferocious”
onslaughts from the press and the pulpit
by leading Protestant ecclesinstics were
suffered in silence and allowed to pass,
by the London Free Press, who now shows
g0 much indigoation at the Archbishop’s
eloquent defence of himself and vigorous
denunciation of Mer. Maredith’s wanton

b'gotry. The London Free Prees Is quite
too lonocent by far not to know full well
that with his people “mud-throwing has
been long a eettled ipstitution fo this
country.” The bypocrisy of the Icee
Prees is too glaring not to be notlced by
a!l, and treated with utter contempt, The
disgusted public are fally coguizant of the
fact that when the preashers got tlred of
mud throwing and the respectable cov-
gregations grew tick snd nauscated with
the same dirty and feroclous platitudes
repca‘ed every week, that mud ellngers of
an improved charscter were lmported,
gome fromMoutreal and some from bigoted
Boaston, to keep up the foterest and draw
the crowds and the pennies, v Mun
Campbell of Montresl, who stigmatized
the priests ‘a8 making money out of
dead mewn’s apostate
Chimqui, who accused the Catholics of
being all thieves and murderers—the
grozs and licentious Julton, who shocked
the community with horrible details of
impure ruffianism that would mnot
ba tolerated in a third class bar
room—all these ferocities were invoked
and lat loose upon an uncfleading public,
and rancor, hatred and vengeance stirred
up in the hearts of Protestants against
their Catholic neighbors, and the Free
Press was silent, All its pent up indig-
pation was reserved for Archbishop
Cleary. Shame upon such unjust and
outrageous hypocrisy !

boneg” —the

MR. MEREDITH CALLLED T0

ACCOUNT.

We putlieh this week the three letters
which have passed between His Grace
Archbishop Cleary and Me. W. R More.
dith, and will coutinue to give plice to
tize other letters as they appear:

Archbishop Cleary to Mr. Meredith.

The Palace, Kingston,
Dec. 18th, 1889

To W. R. Meredith, Esg, 0 C. M. P.P.:

Dear Sie—The public journals of this
Pioviuce report you as haviog made the
followirg referevce In your epecr h oun
M juday vight in the Grand Opera 1lause
1a Loundon :
«] take from & newspaper published in
the city of Kiogston, addressed, It is true,
to the readers of the paper, but arisivg
out of matters that engage ths atteution
of the Province ; tha words are used by a
pewspaper, but, to some ectent, I appre
hend, by toe gelilcluan Wan presides over
the Arcnleplscopal See ai Kiugatoa :
«‘Holdtrg, as we do, the balaucs of power
between the two facilons, we are, if only
trae to ourselves and to the crisly about to
come upon ue, independent of efther, and
can dleiste the terms up:m which one or
other shall receive cur support,’”
May I teke the liberty of requesting
you to inform me and mv fellow-cit'zaus
of Outario by what authozlly you patliely
attribate to me the suthorsnip of the tore
going extract from a Klogston newepaper,
which youn were pleased Lo interpret to
your auditors s revealing “'a great davger
to the State,” “one of the dapgers of
modern civliization,” one cf the greatesy
evils we have to contend with iu Parlia.
wentary government,” and “ageinet
which both parties should ery unlle, uulte
agatost & common enemy "
I have the honor to be, dear slr,
Yonrs very respec filly,
tJames VINCENT CLEARY,
Archbichop clect of Kingston,

Mr. Meredith to Archbishop Cleary.

To tag Epiror—! beg to enclore s
copy of my reply to the open letter to me
from the Archbishop-elect of Kiugeton,
which appeared in youriesue of to-day.
I should be glad if you would give my
reply the same publlcity which the latter
received, W. R MEREDITH,

Toronto, Des. 19.

My Lomrp ArceBisa.P—I have tbe
Lonor to acknowledge the recelpt of your
letter of yesterday containiog & quotation
from the Empire’s report ¢f my recent
addrees to my constituents at Loacon, and
requesting me to inform you and your
feliow-citiz2ns of Ontarlo by what author-
ity I “publicly attribute to youtheauthor-
ship of the extract from a Kirgston news:

er,” which I read to my audience.

'aking the report as it stande, I do not
th'nk it open to the construction you
seem to place on it, or falrly read to do more
than lnSlcne the speaker’s opinfon that
the newpaper in queetion from its position
and surroundinge might not unreasonably
be taken to express your sentiments upon
the matter in hand, snd that certalnly
was the full extent to which [ intended
to go and, as I belleve, my words weat,

A public man caunot eefely, as you
know, be held responeible for the verbal
accuracy of every line of an extended re-
port of his utterances, however correct,
in the main, that report may be,

Limited as 1 have pointed out the
inference was not, I thought, an unfair
one.

The newspaper in question is. by many
understood to be in your conridence
at leaest, and one would bardly have
thought that so important a statement
would have appeared in it without your
approval, or if it had appeared without
that approval would have been per.
mitted to remain before the public
without at least some effort on your
part to modify, if not to withdraw it.

I am very much gratified to find from
your letter to me that you do not approve
of the sentiments expressed by the writer
of the paragraph in question for that I
take to be your view, else the lnquiry you
make of me would be an idle one, and I
am pleased to find and ehall have great
pleseure, in justice to you, as well as In
furtherance of the principles for which I
am contending, in publlcly staticg in my
future addreeees that I have the welght of
your great authority with, and not against,
me on the Important question which
forms the subject of this correspondence.

I have the honor to be,
Your Grace’s obedient servant,
W. R. MEREDITH,
The Most Reverend the Archbishop (elect)

Archbishop Cleary to Mr. Meredith,
St. Michael’s Palaca,
Torouto, December 22, 1889,
To My W. R, Meredith, Q C,, M PP, :
Deanr f1r—1 aw honored by the receipt
of your letter of date 19tn ivst, and
would have replied a day earlier had 1
not been temporarily oisabled by a
rheumsatic sflcciion, congenial to this
B€EASON,
I accopt unhegitatingly your assurance
that The Empire’s report of your speech
to your constituents wn Loudoa is ver
bally incorrect in making you sppesr o
say, wilh reference 10 sn excerpt fiom
& Kingeton newspaper, which you most
severely censured ;—‘Toe worda are
used by a newspaper, bu 1o some €x'enl
[ apprehend, by the gentleman who pr
sides over the Archiepizcopal Beo
Kingston,”
I hkewise take your word implisitly
that you meant merely “to indicate your
opnion thet the newepaper in question,
from its position und surrounding:, might
not unressonably be taken to expraess the
Archbishop's sentimenteupon the matter
in band,” which means, | 1ake it, that
you h:zirded a conjeciure and no more
Too frequently bave the political
agitators woo mie engaged 1n the present
anti- atholic erusade i Oatario given
public utterance to that illogical and ua
juet, and, pardon me if I venture, in
addressing you, to add,illegal conjecture
for the sake of creating odium agiinst
the fierarchy, The Montreal Witnees
and The Oltawa livenng Journal have
recently committed this oftence with a
view o bringing me, if they could, into
direct santagonism with the newly-
founded University of Otiawa, its faculty
and its patrovs, I bave nol coude-
scended Lo notice the insolerce of thoee
two journals, whose character 18 so well
appreciated by my clerical and lay friends
in Ouawa thet oontradiction of taewr
injuricus statements on Catholic subjects,
more particularly on episcopal aflairs, is
deemed unnecegsary. But when the
same copjecture 18 delivered in sulewnn
agsembly by you, eir, whose reputation
for personal integrity and high legal
ability 18 undisputed, and whose mue-
cubns uprightoess of heart, as your
friends love to relate, used to find ex-
preseion erstwhile in these voble words,
“I would rather give up politecal life
altogrther then jon in an  sagitation
aguicst my Catholie fellow-citizacs,” 1
teel bound to eigoily my respect for
your sentiments, even when you err, and
by correcling your misiake o prevent
118 repetition,
—Kuow, therefore, that the Kingston
newspsper referred to by you has no
more warsant than any other pdper {fo

o

express my senliments, It was estab-
lished indepandently of me, and is con-
ducted without control on my part, as

its ecitorial pages rather frequaunily pro

claim, | have no pecuninry interesiin
it; 1 don’t know who its editor is; I
have not seen & half dozan copies of it
withn the last six months, g1 kuoow
nothing of the editorial article stigma-
t zed oy you, excepl that a telegram
received from Kiogston yesterday in
reply to my query 2 L0 118 date 1nlc rmed
me that it appesred on the 25th of last
Soptember, Waenes you may judge of
the {arenric value of your moeet weichty
proof of my respousioility, drawa from
tha fact thet the extracted eentencs “has
been permitted to remain besfove tae
public without, at least, soms eflort on
the Archbis s pari 10 modify if o

to withdraw i

Permit tme to supply you with a rule
for general guidaucs 1n metters of this
kind, Whenever you see a latter from

the Arclibishop or Bishop at the head of
A newspaper, cipocially it the diocuean
seal be aflixed, spproving or recomameoud.
ing it to bis {lock a3 wne organ of Citho-
liciem in bis docese, or as a reliable
exponent of Catholic tuougut and de-
fender of Catholic vignts, then, and thea
only, are you justilizd in holding him
responsible for its teachings, Ua tie
other hand, were L or any Gther prelate
to exercise a rigid censorship over the
press, euch as you demacd, on politicsl
topies, or on auy other than those
directly baaring on faith and morals, al
though you would, as your letter
intimates, applaud our action, many
amongst your modern agsociates would, §
am convinced, ring out their loudest
depunciations  againgt the Catholic
Ohurch, and proceed to vilify her from
day to day, and from week to waek, as
the very type of deepotism, the enemy
of *free thought” avd “modern civili-
zation,” the ciiadel of “obscurantism,”
and all else that would tend to depreciate
her before men.

It nowise concerns me whether you
have rightly or wrongly interpreted the
naked sentence you have produced from
the Kingston newspaper. You konow, as
well as I, that a sentence withdrawn
from its antecedent and subsequent con
text may be plausibly presented to ths
public in & sense wholly foreign to tha
mind of the writer. Perhaps you have
heard of the unbelieving preacher who
boasted of baving read iu tne Bible that
“thers is no (God,” and truly he was able
to point to the assertion in Psalm xiii.
But he had omitted to quote the pre-
ceding clauss of the verse, which runs
thus :—"The fool hath said in his heart,
there is no (God.” Wherefore, since 1
have no knowledgs of the convext pre-
ceding or following the short sentence
you extracted from the Kingston paper,
I am unable to form a prudent judgment
as to its meaning. Neither does it
appertain to my business in any way
whatever. The conductors of the news
paper are, I presume, able and willing to
give you due satisfaction,

I may say to you, hovever, that I be-
lieve you have harmed yourselt and your
cauee by the extravagance that per-
vades the whole course of your London
speech, its loosene:s of asaertion, its in-
consequence of conclusions, its unre-
strained licence of denunciation, Yours
was not a casual or extemporaneous
addre:s ; it was, a3 it was expected to be,
a manifesto of the policy of the political
party whn own your leadership in the

exercioe of the suftrage in withholding
their support from any political party
that will not guarantee them security in
their natural and Christi n and con-
stitutional liberties, you dash oft with the
trivtapbant interrogation, “Is there not
GREAT DANGER TO THE STATE in THIS S0LID
compracr of the minority 1’7 You assuwme
48 n {act that method which the unknown
writer exhorts to, and, by exhoriing
confesses to have no existence, You

it 18 an outrace to Him whose advent 1o

eartn

you beliove to have been heralded

Lower Caaada, your fnnate sense of j wstlce
and fair play would then, I trow, rise up
in revolt again:t such petty politiclavs’
barharlty, and posibly you might be
tempted to charge his cidme agalost hie
Chuech as a rellc of mediwvalism and a
specimen of the upilamivated morality
of that historical pertod, which the more
ignorant of your egnostic friends are wont
to facetiously style the “Dark Ages”
Davld, the royal sinner, feit no remorse of
coneclence over the murder of the brave
and faithful oflicer whore bed he had
defiled, till the prophet of Giid appealed
to the unexiingulshed epark of natural
justice in bis breast by a parable of {ufia
itely less grlevous frjury doue to one of
bls peasauy entjrets, Lot Lower Caunda
be your parable,
Ah!eir, it wes nuworthy of you who
ex ect to hold, some day or other, the
oflice of Premler in the Min!siry of thia
Provines, or, this falllug you, to mount
the Bauch of justice for the counsclentions
settlement ¢f clalms aud disputes be-
tween man and man, that you shonld
foment discord and hate amougst Her
Maj sty's subjects and bid the mejority
uuite fn solid compact for the oppreseion
of the minority, whom you have sought
to hrand with the mark of Cafn.  Herdin
you become gullty of all that wickednees
fmputed by vourself to the uuknown
auther of the Kiogaton rentence, avd you
are lavolved fuall your terrtble anathemas
pronouncgd againet him, Helsunknown;
bis sentence will pass into apeedy,oblivion
despite the factitlows lmporiance you have
stilven to attich to it, Your name and
your eruel utterance agatnst your Catholic
teilow it z:me, than whom there are no
batter in the laud, wlll be lloked together
in the ralnd of this generation, and way
their rectrrence to wodry prompt the
prayer, “May God forglve Willlam Mere.
dith ”
I remaln, dear sir,
Yours verv respectfally,
fJavEs VINCENT CLEARY,
Archibizhop (eleet) of Kingston,

THE REVISION QUESTION.

An amusiog i

weldent occurred at the

burg, Pa, Presby
tery, while the dlecursion was golng on

recent sessfon of Pt

coueerniog the revision of the Westmin.
ster Confession of Faith
very lively and conslderable acrimony was
d'splayed, but the decldion was against
vevision, wherenpon one of tho Ravislon.

The debate was

iasls proposed @ resolution “that the minis-
ters of the Presbytery bo required ae socn
ss possible to present to taclr several
crugregations sur bellef as get forth in the
Waestmuluster Counfession ¢f Falth upon the
That God
bas from all eternity ordsined some of His
creaturcs to damnation ; that elect fufan's
slone are saved, acvd that the Pope of
Rome !s anti Carlst,” In view of the
uow acknowledged fact that there is
ecarcely a single minlster or laymau who
belleves these docirlves, the propoeal,
though quite In ascordance with the vote
previously glven, gave great cffence to
the anti-revisionlats, who, to be conslstent,
ovght to have supported it, It wae, how
ever, finally “lald on tho table,” a direct
vote on the question belrg thus eluded,

Tae whole question of R svision is be-
ing vigaronsly discussed in all the Pres
byteries, aud the decision reached by
the Presbyteries of New York and Naw
Jersey, which is in favor of the move.
ment of the Revisionists, is generally
approved of, Many leading ministers

fullowlng, among cther toples :

“unconditional election and reproba.
tion,” as taught in the Confession, are
unecriptural dcctrines, and these are
supported by the largest part of the
Presbyterian press ; yet there are many

in Cinada who take this side is tho Rev,
Mr. McMullen, of Woodstock, the Cana-

terated Calvinlam, Dr. Patton, president
of Pcinceton Presbyterlan College, in a
paper recently publlshed from his pen,
acknowledges that “the C)nfession could
be lmproved.” He adds: “Some of the
epace now glven to the Pops might very
well be devoted to that modern com-
pound of Hegel and Schlelrmacher
known as the doctrine of the Christian
coneclousncss.”’ He would aleo not
greatly objeet  if the rection om
Pargatory were amended eo a3 to con-
demn what he facetlously calls “the

Louse of Liegislature and out ofit, And
yet you allowed party and pagsion to
overmaster your legal mind to such a
depree that because, forsooth, some un-
known perzon wrote a sentence in a
Kingston paper exhorting the Catholic
population ot Ontario to defend them-
selves against the ferocious bigots of the

and uuscrupulous appeals to Protestant

of Kingeton, Oat.

v'Ejual Rights Association” by a judicious
\

neo-Romanlem,” which has become a pet

are outspokan in their declarations that

who proclaim their unswerving belief in
Calvinism pure and gimple, Among those

dianex M>derator,who has been recently
writlng In the papers in favor of unadul-

m'snomer to csll this “neo-Romen’sm” o
to connect it with the Oatholle (,‘hurchP
any way,

Thls doctrive 18 & purely rotestant ln-
ventirn, aud is primarlly a conscquencs of
the Preshyterlan teachirg on fore ordina-
tion, !t was the thought of the Uulver.
sallsts who cou'd not endure the Presby.
terfan or Caleinistie doetrine, and who

prenounes it “a dasger to modern civil- | adopted this theory as a mode of vindieat-
tion M ay Sone o st evil ’ x PR

1zation, aud ne QIlIm preatest evils {ng God's justles with which Presbyterian-

we have to contend with in Parliamentary . s

government,” and sesinst waoich “botn fem could not be reconcilel,

parties should cry *Unite, uuite against Riv, Mr, Patton, however, does mot

a coMyoN eNEMY for there 4s dan in the | think that these constderations jas'ify the

commuinty,”” This 1a traly saocking ;

tlo favor of Revicion,  Hesays

\IVeme

“A reviston of the Confession {s not

by tho angelic song, *‘Peaco on earib, desirable to serve even these important
good-will 10 men.” ends, Whea we ¢ .u;xl‘»-r the danger of

Did the Hon. Mr, Mercter, or the leader | Y wottliog mlynl n, of fl'.-t‘urnn g old
of the Oppostuion in the Quebee Logiola | B¢ ); rages, snd of belng obliged, when the
ture, attempt by any disgraceinl mecbod | WOk begtus, of goivg further thaw we In.
of the kiod to cateh the votes of the un tended, it 18 better tc Act upor ”"',"'“,d'“’
thinking populace, and fuflaence religlous ¢ non mover (Not to disturb what 1
pesslon against ths Protestant minority of | (7477)

1o maintains that a new Confession wiil
not have the “veneration that {s accorded
a symbol that telle the etory of our clvll
and religlous liberty,” aud which has “two
hucdred yeais of history in it.”

An outslder would euppose it more im-
portant to have the Confisslon true than
to hsve it two centuriesold,
turies

As two cen-
do not m-ke it old enough to be
Christ's teachiug to s Apostles they
count as little as woull te two days in
The
Ravis'on movement, however, e goirg on,
and M Patten’s opportiion to 1t will be

juetifying the Presbyterlan schiem.

scarcely of s flizient strength to stem the
turbid torrent,

Some of the divines who are favorabls
to revislon go eo far as to evy that even
those who oppose {t do not believe the
extreme doctrines of thy Coufossion, Dz,
M:Cook aeserted this fn the Philadelphia
Presbytery, aud a clergyniwn on the other
side, Rov, Mr, Greene, rald ;: “Our brother
has unintentionally done some of usan
injustice In saylrg we do not belleve the
deetrine of reprobatlon, Some of us do
believe it with all our hearis ; and some of
us, on the right occaslons, teach it.”” The
limitatione exproessed in the words “some
of us,’ and “on the right occeslons,”
show the limited ¢xtent to which the doz-
trine i3 believed aud taught, even by
those who most
revision,

resolutely  oppose
Not lovg slnce the Chicago
Interfor advised newly-ordalaed minfsters
to throw eside these doctrines, as they
would picked chicken bonee, afier having
solemnly sccepted them in their ordina-
tlon vow as thelr firm bellef. The New
York lissngellst avd the Iuterior of
Chicago ¢arnestly support the movement
{r revision, whereas the Naw York Ob-
server oppeses it, In Cinada the move-
men? in this direction does not ssem to be
very sirong, though we believe that dia.
bellef fn the obj.cionable doctrines la

abiiy as widespread as in the Ualted
States, Toere are, however, some old
fashloned Calvinlsts who, like De, Me-

Mullen, adhere to the live polnts of Gianeva
Jnll\l.

Dr. MeOosh is quoted in & recent issue
of the Sprvglicld Republican ay glviog
utterarce to the view that the movement
towards revision will brlug about *‘a Pan-
Presbyterfan uulon,” and not only this,
but that the Presbyterlan Churches will,
as he hopes, “look with more favor on
other evangelical Churches, sich as the
Eplscopalian, Reformed, M-:thodist, and
Baptist.” 1lo couslders that 1f abiolute
unfon be not the resalt, at least tha
mattes “may end in a federation like
that of the Unlted States,” IHe imagines
that it {s only through euch a federation
that the command can be obeyed, *‘Preach
the Gospel to every creature.”

All this ls, of cour-e, the natural con-
sequence of the {mplied theory of the
Revisionlsts, that the Church of Christ
should change her doctrines from time to
time, to sult the fancies of succeeding
generations ; but it seems to us that under
ruch a regime, with the jarring doctrines of
the sects named, all of which are clalmed
to be dlvinely revealed, made up fnto one
loosely compounded nostrum, the read-
iog of theApostle 3t Paul (L Tim. il , 15,)
will need to be revised also. Iostead of
“the Charch of the living God, the plllar
and the grouud of the truth,” we shall
have to endure eome such text as this :
“the Federatlon of human vagarles and
errors ;” and Instead of the passege which
Dr. McCosh quotes : ““Preach the Gospel
to every creature,” we shall have the
command, “Preach the Federal fancles
wherever another I'ederalist {s not In the
field before you.”

Honors 10 A TeAcHER—We bave much

pleasure in reproducing the following
item from an Outawa paper: Last even-
ing the St, Patrick’s Literary Association
tendered a banquet to Mr. I\ J, Colline,
late Principal of St. Joseph’s Saparate
School, on the eve of his departurs for
[.ondon, Ontario, The president of the
association proposed his health, which
was drank with enthusiasm, Mr. Collins
responded in a very neat and feeling
speech, Many prominent citizeons we.o
present, and many able speeches, tes-
tifying to the high esteem in which the
guest of the evening is beld, were de-
livered by the gentlemen pres nt, Sev-

doctrine of many Protestants of the
present day, that there s a second pro-
bation for souls after death, so that those

eral appropriate songs brougi.. the very
pleasant evening to a close. Mr. Colilus
was bid a hearty God-epeed, with sincere

who dle at enmity with God may have
another opportunitylof salvation by thelr
future good conduct In another life, We
may remark parenthetlcally that it is a

v,
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wishes for his future success. The re-
past was served in the Balmoral’s best
style, and the proprietor received the
congratulations of the leading membera
of the association,




