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THE ARCHBISHOP OF KING-
STON AND MR, MEREDITH,

In suother column will be found the
continusation of the correspondence be.
tween Ilis Grace the Archbichop of
Tingston snd Mr, Meredith, The
leader of the Opposition evidently feels
that he has a bad couse to suetain, end
consequently, after the manner of dis-
honeat controversialists, he makee every
effort poseible to ictroduce into the
debate other issues which have nothing
1o do with the matter realiy in diepute,
hoping that in tke confusion which
neoeesarily arises when 80 many matiers
are brought before the public at once,
they will fail to notica the completeness
of his discomfiture,

The issue is a plain one, Did Mr
Meredith falcely assume that His Grace
had advieed the whole Catholic body to
unite for the purpose of forcing conces
gions frora one politicsl party or the
other? And nssuming that His Grace
geve such advice, did Mr, Meredith sd-
vise the Protestarts to unite in oppress-
ing the Catholic minority ?

No one who bas read that gentleman’s

Opera House speech can fail to see that
both these things Mr. Meredith has done,
But is it o eufficient justificalion for
doing this to sccuse the Archbishop of
a deliberate insult tcall who have been
engaged in the g0 called Equsl Rights
wegitation 7 The question is not how do
His Grace end the Catholics regard
thete sagitatora, Though they try to
bully uz by their threats, we sro nol at
ail afraid to siate our opivion of them,
We are ready to acknowledge that
msny amorg them are konestly
convinced that the Catkelic re-
ligien is a menace to religious and
civil Jiberty, No ove will deny that
Sir Walter Becott’s Rev, Hannibel
Mucklewrath was thoroughly in earnest
in regarding “Pupery and Prelacy” as
elike erous o hiz ideas of civil ard
religious liberty, and deserving to he
repressed by vislent meseures; and
wo do not deny the earneslness and z2al
of Dr, Davidaon, ex.Bighop Carman, Drg,
Wild snd Hunter, Major Bond, Dzlion
MeCorthy and others who thresten ue
with a war of extermioation, Buat while
ackrowledging that these men msy
have horest conviclions on  this
eutject, wo fecl ourselves under no
obligation to cewer uader their threats,
In spite of Hacvibal Mucklewrath’s
honesty, ho was a “ferocious bigot ;” snd
in spite of (he horror expreesed by Mr.
Meredith against the uze of such a term,
we cennot but look upon the Rev. Han.
nibal’s Canadian imitators as quite wor-
thy of the same title. Thege people may
a8 well know st first as last that the
Catkolicsof Oatario are not in the humor
of submiitiog to their threatened oppres-
sive measures, We wish to live at peace
with our Protestant fellow-citizans, We
are submissive to the laws of our coun-
try. We are #s anxious for the welfare
and presperity of the country as are our
Protestant neighbors ; but tf there is a
faction in the country determined to in.
avgurate a persccution against ua, let
it be well understood that we are
determined to reeist it to the end,
We sare confident, however, that the
general Protestant sentiment of Ontario
is not in favor of the policy of
percecutica which Mr, Meredith has
formally sdopted ; but, relying on the
spirit of justice and fair.play with which
we believe the mejority of Protestants are
animetcd, and on cur own firm purpose
to meintain our rights, we have no fear
for the result of the contest with which
Mr. Meredith threatens ua,

Mr, Meredith lays great strees upon
ihe term “ferccious bigots” which His
Grico applies Lo ceriain members of the
Equal Rights Aseocietion, and he appeals
to the prejudice of the Protestants of
Ontario to resent the uee of such ex-
preceions, Words like these must not
pe {aken ag meaning more than what
their writer intended to convey by them.
It cen scarcely be denied that both fero
city and bigotry wero displayed by &
very censiderable rumber of '.hose' pre-
sent at the Equal Rights Convention in
Toronto in June,

I

e

Grace means by the expression, snd it
is with the *ferocious bigots” that Mr,
Meredith has formally allied himself,
We do not think it too harsh a term to
call “ferocious bigotry” such expressions
as these from Mr, Meredith’s Opera
Houee speech :

“The thunderbolts of a great Church
wero discharged egsinst me, and Romean
Catholics from one end of the Province
to the other were summored 10 caet
their votes against me,”

Mr. Meredith koows that this state-
ment is false, The “Church” took no
ppecisl part in the election of 1556, but
the comiaon senge of the Catholic body
through the Province diciated to them
to regent tho no Popery policy on which
the campaign was being conducted in
that year, Mr, Meredith did not then,
quite e0 openly a8 he doss now, advocate
& no-Popery policy ; buf, a3 his followers
did eo in almost every conetituency, the
party were justly made reeponeible,

$1ill more “ferccious” thuy this is the
bigotry displayed by Mr. Meredith when,
on what is now acknowledged 1o be an
unwarranted statement, that Archbichop
Oleary had through the columns of the
Kingston Freeman, called upon the
Catbolics to combine “to secure conces-
sions as the price cf their support to one
of the partics or the other, that gentle-
man eaid :

«It ia the duty of both parlies to unite
against what is a deoger to the commmon-
wealth,”

As Hia Grace forcibly says : Mr. Mere.
dith knew well “ibat there ig no eolid
campact amoug the Catholics of Ontario”
guch as he described, This eolid com-
peet is simply an invention of the
Toronto Mail, and Mr. Meredith adopted
t ..er tomake pol
itica capits . amony, ‘kose with whom he
koew a no.Poper; cry would have
weight,

In the Archbishop's letters to Mr.
Moaredith, we admire the tact with which
His Grace has kept the latier gentleman
to the subject at issue. We are all
aware bow casy it is to excite prejudice
in Oatario againet a Oatholic ecclesiasti-
cal diguitary, and Mr, Meredith thought
to escape responeibility for his falsehood
by bringing up other issucs, If he had
only succeeded in inducing His G race to
wander over the whole range of mat.
tera controverted between Catholics
and  Protestants, he would have
succeeded at least in arousing Pro
testant prejudices againet Hie Grace,
and have avoided to some ecxient the
humiliation of beiog exhibited in his true
eslors as a calumniator aud an inciter to
fanaticism., But His Grace saw from tho
outaet Mr, Meredith's wiles, and refused
t> follow him through his tortuous course
of empty abuss, Anti.Catholic journals
like the Mail, tke Oitawa Journal, etc,,
have very persistently called upon His
(i ‘ace to rapudiate the sentiments of the
Canadian Freeman, under penalty of
being held responsible for them. His
Girace may calmly tell these journalisis
aad Mr, Meredith that il he were to
exergise that censorzhip of the press
which they demard, many of those who
are mekicg the demand would loudly
denourco such muzeling of the press as
a despotism, and would make it & new
excuse for vilifying the Catholic Church,
His Grace very properly declines to
furnish them with this excuse,

It is the uaiversal verdistof the press,
a3 far as they are not tied to Mr, Mere-
dith’s chariot-wheele, that in the de-
bate which has taken place Mr, Mere.
dith has been completely democlished,
Thus the Woodetock Scntincl-Review
BAYS :

‘Tha Archbishop replied that ho had
neither approved nor inspired such sen-
timents ; that he was in no way directly
or indirectly respongible for the utter-
auces of the journal in question ; and the
editor of the journal makes a similar
statement, This ought to eatisfy any
ressonable man, but Me. Moeredith, in-
stead of withdrawing the imputation
against M. Cleary. . . . . ., in.
eiste upon His Grace giving his opinion
ot utterances with which he had nothicg
to do. Having made an utterly un-
warranted use of the prelate’s name for
pariisan purposes, he tries to shiit the
grouund of dispute aud to force him into
a new controversy in the hope of exeit
ing Protestant prejudice against him,”
The Sentinel-Review adds :

“ihile Mr, Meredith is wasting his
time in petty squabbles to excite race
and religious hatred, Mr Mowat is settl
ing the diflicult problems of the time,
and binding Canadiang more closely to-
gether in patriotic endeavor toward
national advancement.”

The Globe also, though objecting to
Monseigneur Cleary’s reference to fero-
cious bigotry on the part of some Equal
Righters, acknowledges that with the
exception of this, Protestants in general
would entirely approve of his last letter.
Tae Globe adds, inits issue of 31 inst, :
*'A shebbier evasion we never heard
than the O pposition leader is guilty of in
pretending (in his final letter) that he
only meant people to understand that
Roman Catholics if they form a solid
combination should be attacked as the
common eneny, His imputation clearly
was that they had formed such a com.
bination.”

Some are of opinion {hat Mr, Meredith
wag not eincere in asking his supporters
to regard Catholics as ‘“the common
enemy,” and in his opposition to Catho-

This is all that His |

lic schools, If be is sincere we must

pecessarily oppose him, and, if not, we
cannot trust him.,

Nearly all the Meredith organs sre
silent as to the ignominious retreat of
Mr. Meredith from the baitle ground
chosen by himself for a tilt with Arch-
bighop Cleary, The Free Prees, while
publishing in large type the letters of
Mr, Meredithy would not cpen its
columna to Archbiskop Cleary’s eloquent
expositicn of the cpen war declared by
Mr, Meredith, in his London epeech,
egainst the Caibolics of this Provines,
whom he desiypates as the “cormmon
enrmy.” Mr, Meredith accuses the
Archbishop of resortiog to a very vivid
imaginntion for his facts, Butthe Arch.
bisaoep quotes Mr. Moredith’s own words
in prool of his grounds fer indigration
of the latter’'s upjustifiable and
ferocious ouslaught on the whole
Oatholie body of the people of this
Provicee, It waa not the Arch:
bishop's vivid imegination that caused
Mr, Meredith to eay in his Londen
spoeech : “I3 there not grest danger to
the Staie in this solid compact of the
minority ? Isay it is one of the greatest
dangers to modern clvilization, cue of
the greatest evils we have to contend
with in parliamentiary government."”
“Your sim in saying all this,” eaid the
Archbisbop, “was to arouse the evil pas-
sions of the famatics that hang around
the ekirts of the two political purtiee,
and to lseh them into fury, Nor yet
enough, abandoning yourself to uncoen.
troilable fury you cut-Heroded. Herod
by your final call for vengeance upon
uus ftending citizens,  Both parties
shoula ¢:  vou eaid, unile unite, against
the common enemy!’ “Good God,”
exclaims the Archbishop, “wasit not the
most scocking langusge that ever fell
from the lips of & public men; a prac.
tised lawyer to boot, ard a politicel
leader of many years’standing !”  There
was no vivid imagination in thiz cut.
burst of Archiepiscopal izdignaficn and
horror that a man calling himself the
friend of Catholice, and, God forbidding
taat he should give utierance to one
word displeasing or dizcourtecus to their
Oathelic feilow.citizang, shonld, in tke
next breath, stigmsatizo them s
“the common enemy” against whom
all parties shoald wunite, and uzite to
crush them out of political or civie exist:
ence The solid compect Catholic min-
ority did not exist outside ot Mr, Mozre.
dith’s vivid imagination, and one of the
strong arguments of the Archbishop was
Lia defyiog Mr, Misredith to give hisrea.
sons for suppoeing & solid compact where
rone puch could be found, No mectling
of Catholics had been held, no pestoral
lstter had boen published, no authorita.
tive pronouncement had boen iszued to
warrant such a charge sgainst vhe Cuth
olic bady, whereas anti Josuit conven.
ticna kad been held, Evangelical confer-
ences had assembied both in Montreal
enud Toronto, pelitions had been signed,
and carried to the fost of the throne,
sgainet what was styled Josuidical
endowmenis end Romish egireesions
that never existed, exsopt ia the imag-
inalicns of the fanatics who simed at
the disruption of the constitution and
the breeking up of coufederation into its
original fragments, A'l this was elo-
quently demousirated in  Archbishop
Cicary’s leiters by mo:zt evident prost
and unassailable argument ; 60 that Mr,
Maredith, who fancied he had an ordin-
ary athlele to deal with, saw himself
grappling with a gisnt, and cried out
Yencligh,” and, as the Globe putsit, “fairly
runs away from Archbishop Cleary, By
what possible reasoning,” continues the
Globe, ‘ can anybcdy honestly allege that
Archbishop Cleary shows lack of courage
and candor in sticking to the point that
Mr, Meredith, by denouncing Roman
Catholics as the ‘common enemy,’ tried
to incite a political war against them?
A shabbier evasion we never heard than
the Opposition leader is guilty of in
pretending that he only meant people
to uuderstand that Roman Catholics, if
they formed a solid combiaation, should
be atiackod as the common enemy.
His 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 Cieury has compelled the Opposi.
tion leacder to eat bis own words, and to
deny that he meant to advocate the
abolition of Roman Catholic separate
schools, which he did in the plainaest
terms in the presence of nigh two
thousand pecple in London not
two weeks siuce, There was never
80 complete an overthrow of any
public man in 8o short » time as that of
Mr. W. Meredith by Archbbishop Cleary,
As the Globe puts it : “He was knocked
out in the third round. What a laugh-
able dismounting from the Protestant
horse,” conticues tte Globe, “Ho wae
kicked up on that horse by the Hamil-
ton Speciator, and now he has been un
horsed, &ad {airly tumbled down,”

COMPLIMENTARY,

Ottawa, January 6th, 1590,
Thos. Coffey, Hsq , Catholic Record, Lonfon
Dear Sir—Eusclosed please find my
subscription for yourvery valuable paper.
1 have the honor to be, dear Sir, your
humbie servant,

+ L Tromas, Archbiskop of Oitawa,

THE BALLOT AND THE
TORON10 SCHOOL ELEC-
TIONS.

The most hotly-conteted election for
separate echool trustecs which has ever
teken place in Ontatlo, we b:lleve, was
that held In Toronto on New Yem's day.
The questlon of the ballot at separate
gehool electione, and not the improvement
of the schocls under the exiating law, way,
steavgoly enough, the matter ot lesue be-
tween the coutcetents, We say etinugely
wes the ballot mede the lssue, for nota
Catholie echool cection in the Provives
lae declared iteclf, efther by direct vote of
the people, or through the school bosria,
to ba In favor of intreducivg the bailst,
1t way, therefore, by falrly inferred that
the Catholic people in the Proviace do
pot with for a change of the law in this
respect,  Ouly in Torento kay there been
apy egitation on the subject at oll, It
cennot be disputed that there wes on the
gchool brard of last year ia that city a
corsidersbie number of members who were
In favor of serding & petition to the Legis.
lature to iniroduce the ballot, but ss this
was not the puepoes for which thsy were
elected, it cannot, by any stretch of imag-
ination, be eaid that they represvuted the
people {o this, But the elestions ¢f New
Year’s day took distinctly the character of
a declaration of the wishes of the Catholle
electorate on this subject, and the result
was the defent of the ballot candidates in
every instasce,

In the city there are thirteen wards, In
seven there +zs no contest, the enii-
ballot candidates being elected by acclama-
tlon, C)ntests took place fu six wards
only—Si Stephen's, St Matthew’s, St.
John’s, St, Thomss’, St, Jamee' acd St,
Albtan’i—with the result that the oppon-
ents of the ballot received 631 votoes, while
its edvocates reccived 179, The poil re-
sulted as frllows, the lowest figures belng,
in each case, those of the ballot card!-
dates :

S8T. STEPHEN'S WARD,

Against Ballot, For Baliot. Maj.
C liunagan....... 163 J. Kelly.voians 87126
ST. JOHN'S WARD.

H F Mclatosh.....155 D £ Cahillesss 63= 92
ST, THOMAS' WARD,

J Herbert.......... 112 EL K'ein..... 17— 95
ST. JAMES' WARD.

Rev Father Gibbon.99 P Curran...... 42— o7
ST, ALBAN'S WARD,

T McQuillan. ...... 24 T Rahelly..... 17— 7

ST. MATTHEW'S WARD.
O Pape..iicees sens 46 G M Viocent.. 3— 43
99 179 420

In 8§ Matthew’s ward Me. J. J, Coz-
grove, who was alzo an aati-ballot cand!.
dste, polled 32 votes, making agalnt the
ballot 631 votes, and brisglug up the
msjority t 452 sgalast the ballot,

We have no ra to stlr up any
sctimonisns foslings Iz regard to the con.
ta:t whlsh hay thus baem doclded, and we
iispe that whatever of bltterness there
miy hsve baen wiil bo now lald aside,
We presum3 that thize who were fayor.
able to the ballot honestly thought that
its tatrodaction would ba bansfizlal to the
schools, bat we would beg of them to
remember that the elngle fact that all
thowe who bave declared thelr unsompro-
mising hostility to Catholic educstion
bave alio declarad thomselves la favor of
the ballot in the separate school electlons,
laof ita:lf & circumstance not calculated
to lmpress us with the conviction that Its
latrodacilon would be a bensfii to our
schoola,

Tae Miil hay mada it one of {ta staple
charges ag:lnst Me Mowa'’s administea.
tion that this geatlemasn “refases the
ballot to the Catholle electors,” who are
supposed to by lasguishicg for it. Itis
certalnly not I the hope of Increasing ths
effiziency of ths Catholic schools of the
P:oviacs that the Mail and other oppon-
ents of Catholic educatlon ralse thelr
volces in demanding the ballot for them,
The Mail, especlally, bas openly declared
that 1t belleves the adoption of the ballot
would end In the destruction of the
eeparate school system, While we do not
belisve in such proguostications they
ought to make our people pauce before
asklug for such a change in the law.

It ought to b> remembered that the
Ontario echool laws so far discriminate
between the separate and the publicschoois
a3 to give the latier every possibie advan.
tage, aud to leave the disadvantages to the
saparate sshocls, Persons discontented
with detalls 1n the management of the
public schoola have not it in thelr power
to impede thelr almost automatic opera.
tlon, With the separate schools the case
is altogether differemt. All Protestants

are made publ'c school eupporters,
even though thilr children be erent
to the separate achools, as is fre-

quently the case, especlally in the
caee of mixed marrlages: but Catholics
are expressly permlitted to become public
echool supporters, As a consequence,
whenever Catholice ere dispceed to follow
thelr private plques, in preferenceto their
conicientlous convlctions, they take thelr
reverge by becoming public echool eup.
porters, Thls ls not very frequently the
case, but we have too often known it to
occur, We bave known it to occur when
a child failed in the promoticn examina-
tions ; we have even known it to happen
becaure there wasa private grudgs sgsiost
one of the echool trustees, There is nct
a doubt that the enemies of Qatholle
education forasee that the introduction ¢ £
the ballot Into the Oatholic echcol

elections will increase the facilities of
torcheads and cranke of every descrlp.
tlon to trender the operations of
the Catholle trustees more vucertaln and
lees cfficlent ; and this is ‘why they are so
suxlous for the ballot, whether Catholics
ke it or not, Th!s will be, however, for
Catholics & suffislent renson for declining
their «fliclous interference in our echool
matters. Lot it be bornein mied thatthe
posltion of separate schools bifire the law
fs quite different from that of tho public
echools, and 1t will be underetood that even
{f the ballot be desirable for the latier it
does not follow that it would be eo for the
formor.

We have seen only one reason advanced
by suppostd frieads of Catholic cdacation
in favor of the ballot, It is that the
Catholic electorate would, if it were
adopted, be frecer from the frflience of
the clergy. Toe Catholle bady have no
wish to destroy the influence of the clergy
in school matters, and this reason nfust,
therefore, bave little weight with them,
Be.ides, not o clogle instance bas been
adduced whero the clergy have exercised
other than a legitimate {xflaence on the
schocls ; and the absence of all sgliation
on thia aubj2et outslde of Toronto shows
that the people are mnot laboring under
the tyrazny which our enemies pretend
t> have dlscovered, Now that Toronto
hae also spoken its mind so pisinly, we
trust we bave heard the last cf this false
pretenca,

It wes to be expected that the Mall
would pretend that the result in Toronto
was due to clerical Intim!dation. Ii suye
in Thuzeday’s lseue :

“The ratepayers who voted egalnet the
ballot yesterdsy were subjected to as
complete a system of pressure and terror
{zm as any lrish peassnt ever wae,”

Aud elsswhere In tho same lssue we
ficd the fillowing :

“Ths Romsn Cathollic taxpayer. . . . .
waats the right to chooes between separate
and pubilc echools, sud he deslres the
ballot.”,

We wonder by what method of clale.
voyance the Mail has discovered this ““de.
¢dire” of the Roman Catholle taxpayer, in-
asmuch as the izdications are all tho con-
trary way a3 far es they bhave come to
public knowledge, It is necdlers to say
that the preesure and terrorism are sli in
the Mall's imagivation, which is knewn to
ba very lively at tlmez,

It Is worthy of rewack that tha Mail
eays afiazr (ho school election that it “re
aulted jast as was expected :" but jast
before tho electlon it had ) & one elded
“statement of the casy” professedly by a
Ieadlsg Catholis liymso, which was
hoaded “Clergy varsns Lalty,” &s if the
lalty wers on one slde aud the clergy on
the other a this dispute. The reeult is
proof positiva that the Mall waaaltogether
midnfirmed in tho matter, for it adopted
elitoriaily the hypotheticsl layman’s
views. O course, this layman proclaims
that his views are those of ths “progres
el7e element,” and that the movement 18
gsinlpg headway in varlous parts of the
Provlace among Catholles. Tha state-
mant 13 altogethber gratultous, Theswe
effsrts to divlde the clergy from tha Inlty
have bien tried bafors; end even the
echool law of 1863 was not giiaed untll
the lalty showed unmist:kably that they
were one with the clergy in demandlug
that Act a3 a work of jastica,

TWO FANATICS,

We already in a late isene pointed outa
loog list of the falseboods uttered by Mr,
J. L, Hughes, the Pabllc Schocl Inepector
of Toronto, !n his lecture dellvercd in this
clty on the 20thinst. The Rev. Mr, Porter,
Bsptist minister, introduced the lecturer
23 baving come hither “In the interests of
the public schools agalnst Jesuit aggres-
tion ;” and in the opening part of the lec.
ture Mr, Hughes sald: “I am golng to
prove to you that the Roman Catholle
Ohurch has {ssued its mandate against the
public echools.”

The Iguorance displayed by Rav. Mr,
Porter in bis statement is so gross that it
scarcely needs a word in refutatlon, Bat
both the malise aud ignorance of his
utterances are slmply specimans of the
pabulum which he every Sunday deals
oat to his congregation uader pretenco
that he ls feeding them spiritwally with
the “Word of God.” 1t grieves ue that in
this evlightened nineteenth century there
should be found professtag Christians
who accept such nauseous stuff as the
teachlog of Him who {s ‘“the way, the
truth and the life.”

“Jesuit aggreselon” in Oatarlo, forsooth!
When and where has thers been Jesult
aggreasion in Oatarlo above all the Pro-
vinces of thls Dominion? In this Pro-
vinea thera are just nlneteen Jean'ts, Six
are delng parlsh work In Guelph and
thirteen are engaged in slmilar work in
A'goma, The labors of the thirteen are
in a great measure devoted to the splrit-
ual care of the Huron Iadlane, which
tribe in the past myde many mar.
tyra among the Jesuits by putting them
to death for Caxlet’s sake, It {s by
teachlng these poor Indlans the way of
salvation that the Jesults make roturn
for the ill.treatment which their brethren
received at thelr hands, Tals {s all the
aggresslon of which the Jesuits Lave bzen
gullty. The eix Jesuits who are In Guelph
are known to be earnost and zealous

prieste, who have enrned the good will
snd affzction of the people of Gaelpb,
Protestant as woll as Oatholle. They
mind their own business, as the Rav, Me,
Porter does not, and they have never baen
known to etir vwp 1il will and excite dis-
cord hetween neighbors, as it seems to ba
Mc, Porter’s special mieion to do, They
have been guilty of o such aggressions
ps huve bsea perpetrsted by Rov, Mr.
Porter and hls colleegues, day after dsy
aund Sueoday efter Sanday, Both Mr,
Porter and Me, Hughos are gallty of
unadulterated faleebood In etating that
it is the Alm of the Catholic priesthoced to
destroy the publicechool eystem, Over and
over agsin it bes beeu etuted by Blshops
aud prlests, and by the Catholic press,
that wo have no objection whatsoever to
the common school systera, as far as its
use by Protestants fs concerned ; more-
over, where Catholics are not numerous
enough to suppoit & Catholle school we
are glad to sce thew meke usocf the facll.
ities for educatinn efforded in the pablic
echools, provided there be no interference
with their religlous convictions, Catholics,
therefore, do not desire to destroy the
publlc school system ; but we istrenuously
ohjact against the obstacles by which fan-
atics like Mr. Porter avd Mr. Hughes
would prevent Catholic children from
acquiring e religlous education where we
are both able and willing to bear the cost
of {mparting 1t,

Mr, Hughes maintains that the religlous
education Jimparted by the Cathollc
Caurch does not covtribute to mske the
children moral. He maintains that illegit.
{mate births and muidars are more fre-
quent in Rome than in Londou, ard be
glves some figures to bear him cut in this.
Oa what aathozity sre thesa figures
based ! He eaye “on a Catholic Almanac
publi-hed at Turln.” There !¢ no such
C:tholic Almanac as he pretoude, snd the
figures which ho glves are evidently non.
tensleal, He says there are in R me
3,160 fllegltlmate birtks for every 1,215
legitimate. These fizures are abiolutely
false, though we do ackuowledge that
there are many children of the Church
who are not faithfal to her sicred teach-
fug:; but it can be proved that Protestant
Germaoy, Sweden, Eogland end Sestland
are far below the Citholic countrles la re-
garding the escred character of the mar.
riage tle, and io regard for huran Ilfe, 1a
spite of the fact that some of these
Cathnlle countrles have been domlipated
by auti-Catholic goverament,

Have ws not been told by Me, Phelps,
fa a recent number of the Fornm, thet
the 500,000 divorces which have been
granted daring twenty yoare ln the United
States are almoet entlrely confined to the
Protentent white population ? Acd Is 1t not
potorfous that the Mormon population
of Uab ard other States of the Weat, whoee
snif-soclal lmmoralitics have given and
ara still glvicg cuch troubls to the Uslted
States Goveruwment, is rceruited almost
exclusively from the Piotestant popula-
tlons of the Ualted Siates, Sweden, Den.
me:k and Germany !

Mz, Hughes thinks proper to aliude to
the sad murder of Dz, Uronin {a Cualesge,
aud he says “ibe men who murder sre
not Protestant Ielsbmen but Roman Cath.
olle Irfshmen.” We are sorry to ray that
there is etrong reason to belleve that Dz,
Cronin’s morderers were men who ought
to be Cetholics and who ought to have
profited by the good lessons of Chbristian
meekness inculcated on them {n former
years by the Church, We cannot be
responslble, nor 1a the Catholle Church
responsible, for thelr dleobedience to her
precepts, Bat Mr. Hughes appears to
forget, convenlently, that the Chlcego
Anarchists who wantonly killed the
policemen of Chlcazo at the Haymarket
were cxcluslvely Protestants—and men
who were reared on Protostant principles.
The policemen who wero killed on that
occasion, while maintaloing law and order,
were nearly all Inlsh Catholics, He for-
gets that both ia Toronto and in the
township of Arthuy lrith Cathollcs were
openly murdered uot many years ago by
bis own clan for no other resson than
thet they were Catholles, He ignores
the fact that in Protestant pulpits in
Toronto the murder of Catholica was
openly advocated, and that the murderous
attacks made upon Me, Wi, O'Brlen and
more recently on Ila G:ace the Arch.
bishop of Toronto were the immedlate
conscqnuence of such teachlog,

Oace for all, we hold that Catholic
parents have an inaliensbie rlght to {m.
part Catholic education to thetr chlidren,

and this right it is our purpose to main-
tala,

Axorner proof of the superior train-
ing imparted in our separate schools has
come to hand this week ; and we might
bere mention that this is not an isolated
case, In almoat every instance where
the pupils of Catholic schools are placed
in competition with those from the
highly.favored public schools, the chil-
dren of the former are able to hoid
their own, and oftentimes take the
bighest honors, In Sister Benedicta's
division of the Goderich separate school
four pupils were successful in passing
their entrance examination to the high
school, and oae of them, Aunie Curtin,
obtained the highest number of marks
of any of the successful candidates from
the echoole in Goderich or the town.-
svips in its imwmediste vicinity, This
speaks volumos for the school and the
Siatera in chargs of it,

.
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MR. MEREDITH'S DILENMA

Mr. Meredith to archbishop Cleary,

Lopdrn. Out, Dee. 27, 1889

My Lorp

con‘ent with e supesficlal readlvg of ft, i
waould be difficult, ju the mees of ¢xhorta

tion, fnstruction and fatherly admonition
whieh i% contains, snd which reaches fts
climax when you etay for a moment the
torrent of your cloguent fuvective to

drop e sympathetis tear at the thought o
the foj
vecoguiza the havdiwo: k of the fiery eccles
fastic who at the last Pravinclel genein
«loction swept Ewtern O tarlo with ki

denuncistions ot the party Thad the honor

fo lead, and exhoriing, vay, comwmavdlng

those of his Eolecopal fl:ck to cast their

ballots egsinst it,
But it kas been Impossible for you t

conceal entixely your true sentiments, ox

to hide the motive or object of your attack

, why do you epesk of my Agnostic
O why do you talk of the
“ferocions bigots” of the Lquel Rights
Ascociation, or faleely charge me with
deslring to oppress the Roman Caih)lis

E e,
friende ?

wicvorily, or with seeking, by diegrace

ful metbods, to catch the votes of the un.
thinking populace, and ix fluence religicus
pasclon pgalpst the Roman Catholis mlo-
For, mask it es ycu

ority of Outario?
may, that 1s the charge which you ineiou

ete, though you do net appear opsnly to

weke,
I cnn eppesl to o lifetime In this com

munity for the enswer to tho charge of
irtolerance aud bigotry which you furiau.
ete pgalnet 12e and to tho utterances of
nestly twenty yens of publis lifo as wy
defer.co ageinst yonr ealumnious charges,

Tried by the enme teet, can you sik a
vexdict of acquittal on » like chargo from
They
do not, they cavpot forget the crael, the
wazton attack which yo= pubiicly made
uvpon the defencelees girls and ycung
wiomen of Catarlo, and that, too, that you
might make a polnt sgalnst ths public
zchool eystem of this Provines ; nor can
they forget the lapguage which you
thovght fit to uee towerds your Protestant
fellow citizers when you were adlreesing
a body of Romaa Catholic gentiemen con.
nected with an ssecciation whick had its

vour fellow.cttizexe 1 1 trow not,

westing pot long ago In Kivgeton,

Thor, too, by what rigkt de youa spesk

of thote who ere corrnected with the Ejua
tghta movement as feroclous bigots

y a high dignitery of & geeat Courch
L

slie mean 1

ArcErisuor—I have the
houor to acknowledge the recelpt of your
letter of the 220d luetant (but culy through
the publle newsprpere), end wers ous

ry I heve done to my cauee, to

spoken, bat written fn the secluelon
of Lis stedy, and wben he was pennicg a
churpo of lotolersnce and bigotry sgalnst
s publi Trink of such lamgnoge | burt, b
on appied to the recognized leader of the

e
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Archb’s

To W, |

peise th
you ba
ment it
necesea
for reas
limitles
forwin
cerely

CCOasio
turban
thas yo
mine h
¥ou no
L persox

1] the Lit
Such larguege from a politiclan, in the
keat o f a politeesl Farangue, could bardly
be pallisted ; bot what is to be eald of ite

Londar
paszed
my p=
y | your u
contin
offizial

movewent whee
10 which he ¥

poettion in the Chure!

vaet majority of his fellow- citizens, what

ever view they may entertzin of the
Join
with bim in eondemning, was characier-
iz=d by that broad liberslity, generous
y and true charily towerds all
oo phould pervade the utterances
of a Chrnistian minister, bat of

tion

constitutional qu involyed,

tolers

a (Coristian gentlemwsan,

'Then, how do you juetify your atiempt
® mo an oppresecr of the Romean
minority, if not in act, at least

curred witt
mo in deprocating the rdv
the Roman Cast

lic minority by the

writer of the srticle in the Canadian |
ich you referred in your | thougl

Freemean to wiich

first letter; but 88 your lasi letter scems

10 leava that matter in doubt, the people

a clenr definition of your view cn tha
subject,

But you ray tbat my proposition to
meet such # combination, a8 is suggesied,
involves the oppression of the minority,

Gracting your premises, I deny you

conclueion ; snd am astonished that, in
the face of the declaration which I msde
as o the pricciples upon which I be-
lieved that the government of this Pro-
vince should ba conducied, you should

mnke such a charge,

In this rrovince the Roman Catholic
minority has been treated not merely
justly, but with genetozity, and if, which
I do not deny, prejudice exists in somse

quartera against the Roman Catholic, i

ig, in my judgment, due.mainly to the
policy ot the Church, which forbids the
youth of the country being educated to-

a
nge is as high ss that of
Your Gracein yourown, and whaose every
uvtterance, while ke spoke with clearaness
against a pieca of legislation waich a

given to

1

y

|

| intims

e | among
of the Province, whom veu are address-
ing by means of your owu choseing, sre
entitled to know whether you do or Go
not spprove it, and if no cther good re-
sults from my correspondence with you,
much good wiil be done to have o.tsined

pm o
dsnun
Coure
day tc
the ve
of “fre
t ] tion,’

all els
men,

have
nsked
r| the K
well
from |
text 1
publi
mind

have |
cedin,
you e
Iem

as
t | apper
whate
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give )

gether, and to & system of education Yo

which tends to e parate from the reat of
the community s body of its citizaus by
creed lines, as well as to the ipjudicicus
and intemperate utterances ot imen on

both sides, who do not know, or hav

forgotten, what civil and religious liverty

means,

1 have no quarrel with my Roman

Catholic fellow—citizzna, I have nothin
to do with their religious views or opir

ions, and cannot be drawn inte a contro-

varsy as to the merits or deme rits of th
dogmas or practices of their Church,
I am ready to give to them ecver

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 eball use m

beet endeavors to prevent their utilizing
the party system for evabling them by
means of the balance of power, which it
is claimed they hold, to dictate their

{erms to political parties.

As to their sepavate schools I have
nothing to add to what I have eoid, ex-

cept to say tkat the principle on whic

they, in my judgment, rest is that their
organization and eupport depend solely
upon the voluntary action of the Roman

Oatholic citzen, and that the State has i

their craation and for their conduct com-
mitted to its citizens, and not to the
hierarchy, the management and control

of them, U pon no other ground and o

no other view of their true position can
the existence of them, in a fres country,

be excused,‘much less defended.

By the principles whioh I have laid
dow’x’: myppnty and myeelf must be
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