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Mr. Meredith to a reh bishop Cleary,
Lipd'H. Ont, Dfc. 27, 1889 

My Loan AacHMMiioi'—I have the 
honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter cf the 22ad Instant (but only through 
the public iiewipfp-rd), end wrra one 
consent wVh e. Bupcifictal readlrg of it, it 
would be difficult, iu the races of exhorts 
tion, iDftruc'.iun and fatherly admonition 
which it contains, and which roaches its 
climax when you stay f0;« * moment the 
torrent of your eloquent tuvrolive ti 
drop a sympathetic tear at the thought of 
tho it j ity 1 he vc done to mv caure, to 
ifcegniza the haudiwo! k of the fiery ecclea 
Jshtlc who at lh« la:;t Provincial gene.nl 
• 1 action f«wept Exatcrn O itfttio with kid 
denunciations ot the party I had the hen >r 
to lead, and exhoiting, » a , c-nim&udlug, 
those of h’a E liecopil 11 ck to cast tin lr 
ballots egsinst it.

But it has been impossible for you to 
conceal enthtly your true eett!mant»,l or 
fo hide the motive or object f f your attack.
E kc, why do you speak of my Agnostic 
friends Ï Ur why do you talk of the 
41 ferocious bigots” of the Equal Rights 
Ah'ocution, or falsely charge me with 
desiring to opp-eas the Roman Oath ilio 
minority, or with seeking, by dicgrace 
ful methods, to catch the votes of the 
thinking populace, and ii flaenco religious 
pat cion cgalnst the Roman Citholis min
ority of < lutarlo ? For, mask it sa you 
may, that Is the charge which you indou 
ate, though you do not appear openly to 
make.

I can appeal to a lifetime in this com 
munlty for the answer to tho charge of 
intolerance aud bigotry which youimiau. 
ate egainst no and to tho utteiances of 
nearly twenty yems cl public life as my 
defei ce again".t jour calumnious charges.

Tried by the ei.mo ted, can you &>k a 
verdict of acquittal on h like charge f om 
your fellow.cit'zenE ? 1 trow not. They 
do not, they raonot foiget the cruel, the 
wap ton attack whi:h > o publicly ma^e 
upon the dcfcncflcFs gids and young 
women of Ontario, and that, too, tint you 
might make a point against the public 
reboot i-ystem of this Protinca ; r.or can 
they forget the lac gunge which you 
thovght fit to use to wends ycur Pivtec'.ant 
fellow dtlzere when you were ad 'resslcg 
a body of Riimaa Catholic gentlemen con
nected with an aeerciation which hid its 
meftlcg not long ago in Kirgtton.

Ttcr, too, by tihat right do you t-oe&k 
cf ihoee who ere connected with th« E^ual 
Itighta movement as ferocious bigots i 
Such lergurge frrm a politician, in the 
beat ( f a political harangue, cculd hardly 
be palliated ; but what is to be ebM i f its 

by a high dlgnitftry of a great Church, 
not spoken, but wr.tten in tho seclusion 
of Lie study, and when he was penning a 
chtif o of li’toUmnee and bigotry tg»lnst 
a public man 1 Think of such lauguoga 
ae applied to the recogniz- d leader of th? 
n.ox ornent whcee petition in the Church 
to which he belongs io as high os that of 
Your Grace in } our own, and whose every 
utterance, while he epeke with clearness 
against a piece cf legislation watch a 
va£t majority of his fello.v- citizens, what
ever view they may entertain of the 
constitutional question involved, j >in 
with him in condemning, was character
iz'd by that broad libi-rUity, generous 
toleration and true chanty towards all 
men which should pervade the utterances 
not only of a Christian minister, but of 
a Christian gentleman.

Then, how do you justify ynur attempt 
to make mo en oppressor oi the Human 
Catholic minority, if not in act, at least 
in intention ?

1 had tnought that you concurred with 
mo in deprecating tho aavico given to 
the Rsman Catholic minority by the 
writer of the article in the Canadian 
Fret man to which you referred in your 
first letter ; but as >our list letter seems 
to leav^ that matter in doubt, the people 
of the Province, whom ycu are address
ing by means of ycur own choosing, are 
entitled to know whether ycu do or do 
not approve it, and if no ether goo 1 re
sults from my correspondence with ycu, 
much good will be done to have obtained 
a clear definition of your view on that 
subject.

But you nay that my proposition to 
meet such a combination, as is suggested, 
involves the oppression of tho minority, 
Granting your premises, I deny your 
conclusion ; and am astonished that, in 
tho face of the declaration which 1 made 
as to the principles upon which I be
lieved that the government of this Pro
vince should be conducted, ycu should 
make such a charge.

In this province the Roman Catholic 
minority has been treated not merely 
justly, but with generosity, and if, which 
I do not deny, prejudice exists in some 
quarters against the Roman Catholic, it 
is, in my judgment, due mainly to the 
policy ot the Church, which forbids the 
youth of the country being educated to
gether, and to a system of education 
which tends to Et patate from the n ot of 
the community a body of its citizens by 
creed lines, as well as to the injudicious 
and intemperate utterances ot men on 
both Bides, who do not know, or have 
forgotten, what civil and religious liberty 
means.

I have no quarrel with my Riman 
Catholic ftlloF-citiz -no. I have nothing 
to do with their religious views or opt
ions, and cannot be drawn into a contro
versy as to the merits or demerits of the 
dogmas or practices of their Church.

I" am ready to give to them every 
right which I enjoy, and I seek to take 
from them none that I claim for myself, 
but I am not willing that exceptional 
privileges should be granted to them, 
and I protest against, and shall use my 
beet endeavors to prevent their utilizing 
the party system for enabling them by 
means of the balance of power, which it 
is claimed they hold, to dictate their 
terms to political parties.

As to their separate schools I have 
nothing to add to what I have said, ex
cept to*say that the principle on which 
they, in my judgment, rest is that their 
organization and support depend solely 
upon the voluntary action of the Roman 
Catholic citizen, and that the State has in 
their creation and for their conduct com
mitted to its citizens, and not to the 
hierarchy, the management tr.d control 
of them. Upon no other ground and on 
no other view of their true position can 
the existence of them, in a tree country, 
be excused,*much less defended.

By the principles which I hare laid 
down my party and myself must be
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prli.tr, who hare eanud tho good will 
and affection of tho people ol Goelpb, 
Proteitant a• well a. Oitholle. The, 
mind their own business, as the Bar. Mr. 
Porter don not, and the, have never been 
known to etlr up 111 will and excite dis
cord between neighbors, as It eeemt to bs 
Mr. Poittr'i special mission to do. The, 
have been guilt, cf no such aggressions 
os have base perpetrated bp llev. Mr. 
Porter aud hie colleagues, day after day 
aud Sunday efier Sunday, Both Mr. 
Porter and Mr. Uughua are guilt, of 
unadulterated falsehood In stating that 
It is the aim of the Catholic piiesthocd to 
destroy the public tehee It) stem. Over and 
ever agalu It has been at .ted by B shops 
aud priests, and by tho Catholic press, 
that wo have no objection whatsoever to 
the common school system, as far as its 
me by Protestants Is concerned ; more
over, where Catholics are not numerous 
enough to support a Catholic school see 
are glal to see them make nseef the facil
ities for education afforded in the public 
schools, provided there be no Interference 
wl'h their religions convictions. Catholics, 
therefore, do not desire to destroy the 
public school system ; but wo 'strenuously 
object against the obstacles by which fan
atics like Mr. Porter aud Mr. Uughts 
would prevent Catholic children from 
acquiring a religious education where we 
are both able and willing to bear the cost 
of Imparting It.

Mr. Hughes maiatalns thalthe religious 
education Imparted by the Catholic 
Caurcb does not contribute to rathe the 
children moral. He maintains that illegit
imate births and mu,data are more fre
quent in Rome than in London, ai d he 
gives some figures to bear him cut In this. 
Oa what authority are these figures 
based 1 He says “on a Catholic Almanac 
publi bed at Turin.’* There is no such 
C.thulic Almanac as he pretends, and the 
figures which he gives are evidently non- 
nnslcal. He says there are in R 'me 
3 160 illegitimate births for every 1,215 
legitimate. These figures are absolutely 
false, though we do acknowledge that 
there are many children of tho Church 
who are not la'thful to her eicred tench • 
leg' ; but It cm be proved that Protestant 
Germany, Sweden, England and Scotland 
arc far below the Catholic countries In re
garding the eacrcd character of the mar
riage tie, and in regard for human life, In 
sjd’.e of the fact that some of these 
Catholic countries have been dominated 
by auti-CitholIc government,

Have wa not been told by Mr, Phelps, 
la a recent number cf the Fornm, that 
the 5110,000 divorces which have been 
granted dating twenty yesre In the United 
States are a;meet entirely confined to the 
Protestant white population ? And lo It not 
notorious that the Mormon population 
of Utah aid other Slates of tho West, whose 
antl-soclal Immoralities bave given and 
are still giving ouch trouble to the United 
States Government, Is recruited almost 
exclusively from the Protestant popula
tions of the United States, Sweden, Den- 
merit and Germany 1 

Mr, Hughes thinks proper to allude to 
the sad murder of 1);. Cronin in Calcegc, 
and he sajs “the men who murder are 
not Protestant irishmen but Homan Cath
olic Irishmen." We are sorry to my that 
there is ttrong reason to believe that Dr. 
Cronin’s murderess were men who ought 
to be Catholics and who ought to have 
profited by the good lessons of Christian 
meekness inculcated on them In former 
years by the Church. We cannot be 
responsible, nor la the Catholic Church 
responsible, for their disobedience to her 
precepts, But Mr. Hughes appears to 
forget, conveniently, that the Chlcsgo 
Anarchists who wantonly killed the 
policemen of Chicago at the Hay market 
were exclusively Protestants—and men 
who were reared on Protestant principles. 
The policemen who were killed on that 
occasion, while maintaining law and order, 
were nearly all Irish Catholics. He for
gets that both iu Toronto and in the 
township of Arthur lrlih Catholics were 
openly murdered not many years ago by 
bis own cltii for no other reason than 
thet they were Catholics. He ignores 
the fact that In Protestant pulpits in 
Toronto the murder of Cxthollcs was 
openly advocated, and that the murderous 
attacks made upon Mr. Wm. O'Brien and 
more recently on His Grace the Arch
bishop cf Toronto were the immediate 
consequence cf such teaching.

Once for all, wo hold that Catholic 
parents have an Inalienable right to Im
part Catholic education to their children, 
and this right it is our purpose to main
tain.

elections will increase tba facilities of 
sorehead» and eranks of every descrip
tion to render the operations of 
the Catholic trustees more uncertain and 
less efficient ; and this is why they are so 
anxious for the ballot, whether Catholics 
like it or not. This will be, however, for 
Catholics a suffirent reason for declining 
thtlr tfficloue interference in our school 
matters. Let It be borne In mied that the 
position of separate schools be f ire the law 
is quite different from that of the public 
tc'aools, and it will be understood that even 
If the ballot be desirable for the latter it 
does not follow that it would be so tor the 
former.

We have soon only one reason advanced 
by supposed friends cl Catholic education 
In favor of the ballot. It Is that the 
Catholic electorate would, if it were 
adopted, be freeer from tha 1: II recce cf 
the clergy. Tee Catholic body have no 
wish to destroy the Influence of the clergy 
in school matters, aud this reason nfust, 
therefore, have little weight with them. 
Be ides, not a single instance has been 
adduced where the clergy have exercised 
other than a legitimate It tiaence cn the 
schools ; end the absence of all agitation 
on this subject outside of Toronto shows 
that the people are not laboring under 
the tyranny which our enemies pretend 
to have discovered. Now that Toronto 
has also spoken its mind so plainly, we 
trust we have heard the last cf this false 
pretence.

It was to be expected that the Mall 
would pretend that the result iu Toronto 
was due to clerical intimidation. It says 
In Thursday’• issue :

“The ratepayer! who voted against the 
ballot yeeterdey were subjected to as 
complete a system of pressure and terror 
Ism as any Irish peasant ever was."

And elsewhere In the same Issue we 
find the f jllowlrg :

“Tho Roman Catholic taxpayer.............
wants the tight to choose between separate 
and public reboots, and 
ballot.*'.

Wa wonder by what method cf cl»lt- 
voyance the Mail has discovered this “de- 
.ire” cf the lliman Catholic taxpayer, in
asmuch as tho Indications are a'l tho con
trary way as far as they have come to 
public knowledge. It Is necdlers to say 
that the pressure and terrorism are ail In 
the Mail's 1 origination, which Is known to 
bs very lively at timer.

It Is worthy of reton k that tho Mail 
says afisr tho school election that it “re 
suited just as was expected :'* but jict 
before tho election it htd a one elded 
“statement of the casr" professedly by a 
leading Oatholi; hymso, which was 
headed “O.ergy votsua Laity,” i.s if the 
laity wets on one tide aud the clergy on 
tba other la this dispute. The mult is 
proof positive that the Mill wm altogether 
mbslnf rrmei in tho matter, for it adopted 
elitoriaily the hypothetical layman’s 
views. O: coursa, this laymen proclaims 
that his views are those of tho ‘ progrès 
el re element,” and that the movement Is 
gaining headway In various parts cf the 
Province among Oathollci. Tho state
ment is altogether gratuitous. There 
cffrrti to divide the clergy from the laity 
have brou tried before ; and oven the 
school law of 1833 wai not grilled until 
the laity showed unmistakably that they 
ware one with the clergy in demanding 
that Act as a Work of jostles.

THE BALLOT AND THE 
TORONTO SCHOOL ELEC

TIONS.
necessarily oppose him, and, if not, we 
cannot trust him.

Nearly all the Meredith organe are 
silent as to the ignominious retreat of 
Mr. Meredith from the battle ground 
choeen by himielf lor a till with Arch
bishop Cleary. The Free Press, while 
publishing in large type tho lettere of 
Mr. Meredith, would not open ile 
columns to Archbishop Cleary'e eloquent 
exjiositicn of the open war declared by 
Mr. Meredith, in hie London speech, 
against the Cslholice ol this Province, 
whom be designates as the “common 
en>'my." Mr. Meredith accuses the 
Archbishop of resorting to a very vivid 
imsgioatioa for his frets. But the Arch
bishop quotes Mr Meredith’s own words 
in proof of hie grounds for indignation 
of the latter’s unjustifiable and 
ferocious onslaught on the whole 
Catholic body of the people of this 
Province. It was not the Arch
bishop’s vivid imagination that caused 
Mr. Meredith to say iu his London 
speech : “Is there not groat danger to 
the State in this solid compact of the 
minority ? Isay it is one o! the greatest 
dangers to modern civilization, one ol 
the greatest evils we have to contend 
with in parliamentary government." 
"Your aim in saying all this,” said the 
Archbishop, “was to arouse the evil pas
sions of the fanatics that hang around 
the skirts of the two political parties, 
and lo hell them into fury. Nor yet 
enough, abandoning yourself to uncon. 
trolhbie fury you out Heroded. Herod 
by your final call for vengeance upon 
uu- ff-nding citizens, Both parties 
sliouia . vou said, mile unite, against 
the common enemy !’ “Good God,” 
exclaims tho Archbishop, “was it not the 
most suocking language that ever foil 
from the lips of a public man ; a prac
tised lawyer to boot, ard a political 
leader of many years’standing !" There 
was no vivid imagination in this out
burst of Archiépiscopal indignation and 
horror that a man calling himself the 
friend of Catholics, and, God forbidding 
that he should give utterance to one 
word displeasing or discourteous to their 
Catholic feilow-citlzins, should, in the 
next breath, stigmatize them as 
“tho common enemy” agiinst whom 
all parties should unite, and unite to 
crush them out of political or civic exist 
ence The solid compact Catholic min
ority did not exist outside oi Mr. Mere
dith's vivid imagination, and one of the 
strong arguments of the Archbishop war 
his defying Mr, Meredith to give hie rea
sons for supposing a solid compact where 
cone such could be found. No meeting 
of Catholics had been held, no pastoral 
letter had been published, no authorita
tive pronouncement hid bsen issued to 
warrant such a charge egrinst the C.'.ir 
olic body, whereas anti Jesuit conven
tions bad been held, Evangelical confer
ences had assembled both in Montreal 
and Toronto, petitions had been signed, 
and carried to the font cf the throne, 
against what was atyled Jesuitical 
endowments aud Rrruich eggrtssioas 
that never existed, cxrspt in the imag
inations of the fanatics who aimed at 
the disruption of the constitution and 
the breaking up of confederation into ils 
o-iginal fragments. A'l this was elo
quently demonstrated in Archbishop 
Cleary’s letters by most evident proof 
and unassailable argument ; so that 51 r. 
Meredith, who fancied he had an ordin
ary athlete to deal with, saw himself 
grappling with a giant, and cried out 
“enctigh," and, as the Globe puts it, “fairly 
runs away from Archbishop Cleary. Ey 
what possible reasoning,” continues tho 
Globe,1 can anybody honestly allege that 
Archbishop Cieary shows lack of courage 
and candor iu sticking to the point that 
Mr. Meredith, by denouncing Roman 
Catholics as the ‘common enemy,’ tried 
to incite a political war against them I 
A shabbier evasion we never heard than 
the Opposition leader is guilty of in 
pretending that ha only meant people 
to understand that Roman Catholics, if 
they formed a solid combination, should 
be attacked as the common enemy. 
Ills imputation was that they had formed 
such a combination, and now he wants 
to abandon this imputation by asking 
people not to understand bim as assert
ing that the Roman Catholics should be 
treated as the common enemy.” Arch
bishop Cieary has compelled the Opposi. 
lion leader lo eat bis own words, and to 
deny that he meant to advocate the 
abolition of Roman Catholic separate 
schools, which he did in the plainest 
terms in the presence of nigh two 
thousand people in London not 
two weeks siuce. There was never 
so complete an overthrow of any 
public man in so short a time as that of 
Mr. W. Meredith by Archbishop Cleary, 
As the Globe puts it : "Hn was knocked 
out in the third round. What a laugh
able dismounting from the Protestant 
horse,” continues the Globe. “11a was 
kicked up on that horse by the Hamil
ton Spectator, and now he has been un 
horsed, and fairly tumbled down,”

Grace means by the expression, and it 
is with the * ferocious bigota" that Mr. 
Meredith has formally allied himec-lf. 
We do net think it too harsh a term to 
call "ferocioua bigotry” such expressions 
as these from Mr. Meredith’s Opera 
House speech :

“The thunderbolts of a great Church 
were discharged sgsiost me, and Roman 
Catholics from one end of the Province 
to the other were summoned to east 
their votes against me,”

Mr. Meredith knows that this state
ment is false. The “Church" took no 
special part in the election of 1880 but 
tho common sense of the Catholic body 
through the Province dictated to them 
to resent tho no Popery policy on which 
the campaign wae being conducted in 
that year. Mr. Meredith did not then, 
quite so openly as he doss now, advocate 
a no- Popery policy ) but, as his followers 
did so in almost every constituency, the 
party were justly made responsible.

Still more ‘‘ferocious" thap this is the 
bigotry displayed by Mr. Meredith when, 
on what is now acknowledged to be an 
unwarranted eta1 eurent, that Archbishop 
Oleary bad through the columns of the 
Kingston Freeman, called upon the 
Catholics to combine “to secure conces
sions as the price cf their support to one 
of the parties or the other, that gentle
man said :

“It is the duty of both parties to unite 
against what is a danger to the common- 
w< alth.”

As His Grace forcibly says : Mr. Mere- 
diib knew well “ibat Iheie is no solid 
compact among the Catholics ol Ontario” 
mob as he described, This soiid com
pact is simply an invention of the 
Toronto Mail, and Mr. Meredith adopted 

. cr to make pol 
itica capita . among 'hose with whom.he 
knew a no-Popery try would have 
weight.

In the Archbishop's letters to Mr. 
Meredith, we admire the tact with which 
His Grace has kept the latter gentleman 
to the subject at issue. Wo are all 
aware bow easy it is to excite prejudice 
in Ontario against a Osthoho ecclesiasti
cal dignitary, and Mr, M.redith thought 
to escape responsibility for his falsehood 
by bringing up other issues. If he had 

No one who has read that gentleman’s only succeeded in inducing His G 'ace to
wander over the whole range of mat
ters controverted between Catholics 
and Protestante, he would have 
succeeded at least in arousing Pro 
testant prejudices against His Grace, 
and have avoided to some extent the 
humiliation of beieg exhibited in hh true 
colors as a calumniator and an inciter to 
fanaticism. But His Grace saw from tho 
outset Mr. Meredith's wiles, and refused 
ti follow him through his tortuouz course 
of empty abuse. Anti.Catholic journals 

msny amor g them are honestly like the Mail, fbe Ottawa Journal, etc., 
convinced that the Catholic re- have very persistently called upon His

G ace to repudiate toe sentiments of tho 
Canadian Freeman, under penalty of 
facing held responsible for them. Ilis 
Grace may calmly tell these journalists 
aid Mr. Meredith that if he were to 
exercise that censorship of the press 
which they demand, many of those who 
a-o making the demand would loudly 
denounce such muzzling of the press at 
a despotism, aud would make it a new 
excuse for vilifyieg the CMholic Courais. 
Hia Grsco very properly declines to 
furnish them with this excuse.

It is the universal verdict of the pressj 
as far as they are not tied to Mr. Mere
dith’s chariot wheels, that in the de
bate which has token place Mr. Mere
dith has been completely demolished. 
Thus the Woodstock Sjntincl-Review 
says :

1 The Archbishop replied that he had 
neither approved nor inspired such sen
timents ; that lie was in no way directly 
or indirectly responsible for the utter
ances of the journal in question ; and the 
editor of the journal makes u similar 
statement. This ought to satisfy any 
reasonable man, but Mr Meredith, in- 

of withdrawing the imputation 
against >1 ir. Cleary. . . 
riais upon Hia Grace giving his opinion 
ol utterances with which he had nothirg 
to do. Having made an utterly un
warranted use of the prelate’s name for 
partisan purposes, he tries to shift the 
ground of dispute and to force him into 
a new controversy in the hope of f xcit 
ing Protestant prejudice against him.”

The Sentinel-Review adds :
“While Mr. Meredith is wasting his 

We are confident, however, that the time in petty squabbles to excite race 
general Protestant sentiment of Ontario and religious hatred, Mr Mowat is eettl 
is not in favor of the policy of ">?, the difficult problems of the time,

.. , • . »r at j.*u u and binding Canadiane more cloeely to-pereecnti'J which Mr. Meredith has geth„ ,n ,mtnotlc endeavor toward
formally adopted ; but, relying on the national advancement."
spirit of justice and fair,play with which The aiobe Klso, though objecting to 
vte believe the majority ol Protestants are xioiiEUigneur Cleary’s reference to fero- 
auimated, and on our own firm purpose cioug big,trJ on tbe part cf some Equal 
to maintain our rights, we have no lent- meters, acknowledges that with the 
lor the result of the contest with which cxception of this, Protestants in general 
Mr. Meredith threatens us. would entirely approve of hia last letter.

Mr. Meredith lays great stress upon Tûe Globe adds, in its issue of 31 inst. : 
the term * feioc.ous bigots which His “a shabbier evasion we never heard 
Gîïtce Biqilius to certain members ol Ine ^RU Opposition leader U guilty of in 
Equal VvghtB ABEOciation, and he appeals pretending (in hia final letter) that he
in the i,r< iudice of the Protestants of only meant people to understand that to tbe pnjuaice oi vu I$oœan Catholics if they form a solid
Ontario to resent the ’ combination should be attacked as the
prcEBions. Words like these must not c0mm0n enemy, Ilia imputation clearly
be taken aa meaning more than what WBe that they had formed such a com 
their writer intended to convey by them, biuation.”
It can scarcely be denied that both fero Some are of opinion that Mr. Meredith 
city and bigotry weia displayed by a wae not sincere in asking his supporters 
very considerable number of those pro- to regard Catholics ar “the common 

t at tbe Eq,,al Rights Convention in enemy,” and in his opposition to Catho
Toronto in June. This is all that Hia lie schools. If he is sincere we must
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Tbe most holly-on tested election for 
separate school trustees which has ever 
taken piece In Oaludo, we bdleve, was 
that held In Toronto on New Year's day. 
The q ieillon of the ballot at separate 
school elect! ins, and not the Improvement 
of the schools under the existing law, « a«, 
strangely enough, the matter at Issue be
tween the contestants. Wo »»y stiaegely 
was tbe ballot made tho Issue, for not a 
Cit'.iolle fchool teciion In tbe Provisos 
lias litclued ltsslf, either by direct vote of 
tha people, or through the school boards, 
to bi In favor of introducing the ball it. 
It may, therefore, lu fairly inferred that 
tho Catholic people in the Province do 
not wish for a change of the law iu this 
respect. Only in Toronto bai there been 
any agitation on the subject at all. It 
cannot be disputed that there was on the 
school h erd of last year la that city a 
considerable number of members oho were 
In favor of sending a petition to the Légis
lature to introduce the ballot, but as this 
was not the purpose for which thsy were 
elected, It cannot, by any stretch of imag 
luation, be said that they represented the 
people In this. But the elestlous cf New 
Year’s day took distinctly the character of 
a declaration of the wishes of the Catholic 
electorate on this subject, and the result 
wae tbe defeat of the ballot candidates in 
every Instance.

In the city throe are thirteen wa’di. In 
seven there vas no contest, the enti- 
bal'.ot candidates being elected by acclama
tion. Contests took place In six wardi 
only—Si. Stephen's, St. Matthew’s, St. 
John’s, St, Thomas’, St, Junes’ and St, 
Alban't—with the result that the oppon
ents of the ballot received 631 rotes, while 
Its advocates received 179. The poil re
sult ai as fillows, tha lowest figures being, 
in each case, those of the ballot candi
dates :

BEV. OBOROK
author ol “MMafeso or Horton InSrtel»."

REV- WILLIAM FLANNERY, 
THOMAS COFFEY.
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the a nantis ii or of King
ston AND Mit. MEREDITH.

f I In another column will be found tbe 
continuation of the correspondence be
tween Hie Grace tbe Archbishop of 
Kingston and Mr, 
leader of the Opposition evidently feels 
that he has a bad cause to sustain, and 
consequently, after the manner of dis
honest controversialists, be makes every 
effort possible to introduce into the 
debate other hsuea which have nothing 
to do with the matter really in dirpute, 
hoping that in the confusion which 
necessarily eiieee when so many matters 
are brought before the public at once, 
they will fail to notice the completeness 
of hie discomfiture,

The issue is a plain one. Did Mr. 
Meredith falsely assume that Hie Grace 
had adviced tbe whole Citholic body to 
unite for the purpose of forcing concee 
aiona from one political party or the 
other? And assuming that Hia Grace 
gave such advic-, did Mr. Meredith ad
vise tbe Protestants to unite in oppress-

Meredith. The

t

1 he deeliea tho

HT. STEPHEN’S WARD.
Againat JJ illot.

C fcittmtgau............16$ J -
ST. -JOHN'S WARD.

1&5 D t* Cahill.,,. 63- 92
ST. THOMAS’ WARD,

J Herbert............... 112 E E K ein........17- 93
ST. -JAMES’ WARD.

P.ev Father Gibbon.99 PCurran 
ST. ALDAN’S WALD.

T McQuillan......... 24 T Kabelly........ 17- 7
ST. MATTHEW'S WARD.

46 U M Vincent.. 3- 43

For tial'ot. Ma). 
KUiy..........87-1*6

H F McIntosh.

ing the Catholic minority \
42— 67

Opera Ilouao speech can fail to see that 
both these things Mr. Meredith has done. 
But is it û BLfliaient justification for 
doing this to accuse the Archbishop cf 
a deliberate insult to all who have been 
engaged in the so called Equal Righto 
sçnation 1 The question is not how do 
Hia Grace end tha Catholics regard 
theto agitators. Though they try to 
bully us by their threads, we ara not at 
all afraid to state our opinion of them. 
We are ready to acknowledge that

! 0 Pape.
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In St. Matthew’s ward Mr J J, Cos
grove, who wee also an aoti-billot cadi- 
data, polled 32 votes, making egi'nit the 
billot C31 votes, and bringing up the 
m»j irity to 452 sgalnst the billot,

We hive no desire to stir up any 
actlmonioui feelings la regard to the eon. 
test wiioh ins thus been decide J, and we 
hops tbit white ret of blttsrneti there 
mty have boea will bs now lili asile.
We preetuns thit those who ware favor
able to tbe billot honest:y thoeght thit 
Its introduction would be benefulal to the 
schools, bat wa would beg of them to 
remember ttat tire single feet thet ell 
thoce who have declared their uncompro
mising hostility lo Citholic education 
hove also declared themselves in favor ol 
the billot in the separate echool elections,
Is of itself a clrcnmitanca not calculated 
to Impress us with the conviction that its 
Introduction would be a benefit to our 
schools.

Toe Mtil has made it one of Its staple 
charges agtlast Mr. Mowa'.’a administra- 
tira that this gentleman “refuses the 
ballot to tho Catholic electors,” who are 
supposed to bs languishing for It. It la 
certainly not in tbe hope of increasing tho 
efficiency of the Catholic schools of the 
Province that the Mail and other oppon
ents cf Catholic education raise their 
voices in demanding the ballot for them.
The Mail, especially, baa openly declared 
that It believes the adoption of tho ballot 
would end In tbe destruction of the 
eeparate school system, While we do not 
belisve In each prognostications they 
ought to make our people pause before 
asking for such a change In the law.

It ought to bs remembered that the 
Ontario school laws so far discriminate 
between the separate and the public schools 
as to give tha latter every possible advan
tage, aud to leave the disadvantages to the 
separate schools, Persons discontented 
with details in tbe management of the 
public schools have not It iu their power 
to impede their almost automatic opera
tion. With the separate schools the case 
Is altogether different. All Protestants 
are made pubic school supporters, 
even though th dr children be sent
to the separate schools, as is fre- When and where has there been Jesuit 
quently the case, especially in the aggression in Ontario above all the Pre
cise of mixed maitlsgee : but Catholics vlnces of thli Dominion? In this Pro- case. In almost every instance where 
are expressly permitted to become public vines there are just nineteen Jesuits. Six the pupils of Catholic echoois are placed 
school supportera. As a consequence, are doing parish work In Guelph and in competition with those from the 
whenever Catholics ere dispceed to follow thirteen are engaged in similar work in highly.favored public schools, the cbil- 
their private piques, in preference to their A'goma. The labors of the thirteen are dren of the former are able to hold 
ccincientlous convictions, they take their in a great measure devoted to the spirit- their own, and oftentimes take the 
roverge by becoming public school sup- ual care of the Huron Indiens, which highest honors. In Sister Benedicts’» 
porters. This is not very frequently the tribe In the past made many mar- division of the Goderich separate school 
case, but we have too often known it to tyrs among the Jesuits by putting them four pupils were successful in passing 
occur. Wo have known it to occur when to death for Cnilst’s sake. It Is by their entrance examination to the high 
a child failed in the promotion examina- teaching these poor Indians the way of school, and oae of them, Annie Curtin, 
lions ; we have even known it to happen salvation that the Jesuits make retain obtained the highest number of marks 
because there was a private grudge against J°r the ill-treatment which their brethren of any of the successful candidates from 
one of tho school irustees. There is net received at their hands. Tats is all the the schools in Goienoh or the town- 
a doubt lhat the enemies of Catholic aggression of which the Jesuits have b;en slips in its immédiate vicinity. This 
education foresee that the introduction t f R»Uty. The six Jesuits who are In Guelph speaks volumse for the Bohool and the 
the ballot into the Oathjllc toluol j are known to be earnest and zealous Sistera in charge of it.
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iigirn is a menace to rd’gious and 
civil liberty. No one will deny that 
Sir Waller Scott’s Rev. Hannibal 
Mucklewralh was thoroughly in earnest 
in regarding ‘ I'jpery and Prelacy” as 
alike dangerous to his ideas of civil ar d 
religious liberty, and deserving to be 
repressed by violent measures ; and 
we do not deny the earnestness and z?al 
of Dr. Davidson, rx.Bishop Carman, Drs. 
Wild end Hunter, Major Bond, Dilton 
McCarthy and others who threaten us 
with a war of extermination. 13 it while 
acknowledging that these men may 
have honest convictions on this 
BuVjeot, wo feel ourselves under no 
obligation to cower under their threats, 
in spite e.f Hannibal Mucklewrath’o 
honesty, ho was a “ferocious bigot and 
in spile of tbe horror expressed Ity Mr. 
Meredith against tho use of such a term, 
we cannot but look upon the Rev. Han- 
nibai'it Canadian imitators as quite wor
thy oi the same title. These people may 
as well know at first as last that the 
Catholics of Ontario are not in the humor 
of submitting to their threatened oppres
sive measures. We wish to live at peace 
with our Protestant fellow cit z?ns. We 
are submissive to tho laws of cur coun
try. We are ss anxious for the welfare 
and prosperity o! tbe country as arc our 
Protestant neighbors ; but If there is a 
faction in tbe country determined to in- 
àuguttde a persecution against us, let 
it be well understood that we arc 
determined to resist it to the end.

TWO FANATICS.
Wo already in a late issue pointed out a 

long list cf the falsehoods uttered by Mr. 
J. L. Hughes, the PublicS;hool Inspector 
of Toronto, in his lecture delivered in this 
city on the 20th Inst. The Rev. Mr, Porter, 
Baptist minister, introduced tha lecturer 
as having come hither “In the interests of 
the public schools against Jesuit aggres- 
lirn and in tho opening part of tbe lec 
ture Mr. Hughes said . “I am going to 
prove to yon that the Roman Catholic 
Church has issued Its mandats against tho 
public schools."

The Ignorance displayed by Rsv. Mr. 
Porter In his statement Is so gross that it 
scarcely needs e word in refutation. Bat 
both the malice and ignorance of Me 
utterance) are simply sped mans of the 
pabulum which he every Sunday deals 
oat to hit congregation under pretence 
that he is feeding them spiritually with 
tha “Word of God.” 11 grieves ns that in 
this enlightened nineteenth century there 
should bs found professing Christians 
who accept such nauseous stuff as the 
teaching of Him who Is "the way, the 
truth and tbe life.”

stead
. . in

Another proof of the superior train
ing imparted in our separate schools has 
come to hand this week ; and we might 
here mention that this is not an isolated

“Jeault aggression” in Ontario, forsooth !

COMPLIMENTARY.

Ottawa, January 3th, 1S90. 
Thos. CoJfnj, Esq , Catholic Record, London

Peau Sir—Enclosed please find my 
subscription for your very valuable paper. 
I have tbe honor to be, dear Sir, your 
humble servant,

t I, Thomas, Archbiahop of Ottawa.
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