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OUR ARCHBISHOP'S LETTER,
B P S

. . S7.BONIFACE, May 10th, 1803
Mr B J. pe;fmody, .
B SjR~—IEee by the last 1gsue of the
‘N?!fw‘nwn‘xéf REVIEW that you hdvebeen in-
trasted - by the’ directors of the journal with
‘he management of thesame, “the compa.n{y
for_the present retaining charge of the edi-
1 ns.
to{i;éggll\:&; tell you that I take a deep in-
torest in tho NORTHWEST REVIEW which is
the onl nglish Cﬁmoﬁc paper published.
within ghe 1imits of Manitoba and the North-
west Territories, I hope that you will obtain’
« remuneratived; success, It is enough that
the vditors do their work gratuitously, it can-
not be e’x{&c’ted thatthe material partofthe
publication shounld rerain witheut remuner-
ation. 1 thereforé strongly recommend to
all Catholies under m;gurisdlcuon to give a
1ibaral support to the NORTHWEST REVIEW..
it has !‘ul?y my approval, though, of course, I
esannot be responsible for evary. word contain-
od in it. The edijors write as they think
roper, they are at fall libert to say what
ghey‘ {vlsh' and in the way they llke best.
PThe sole netstro] I-can clgim is overithe prin-
elplesthyy express and 1 have no hesitation
instating that the principles annouriced by
them are sound and ought tobe endorsed by
every sound OathoMe in this country.
I therefore consider that you enter a good
work and‘l’ pray to God that He will less
you inits a&cognplislhlt':gx:\.m
e Yours all devoted in Christ, Rk
{ALEX. ARCHBISHOP OF S’B BONIFACE,

e Wortbwest Review
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* 7 'EDITORIAL NOTES,
The P. P. A. is repudiated on.every

side by everything that bqg any claim

fo respectability. ~ The Patrons of In-
dustry very- emphatically declined an
tnvitation to join the foul moral blot on
Protestantisni-—called the ¥. P. A. Out-
gide the Toronto Mail and a few official
organs, no:paper in Canada, with any
sense of responsibility 'or: respectability
c#n be found: to endorse the P.- P. A.
Unfortunately’ for Manitoba and’ the
Northwest, there are.a number,of journ-
8 without -either ' respectability or res-
pdnsibilitf.‘ i : S

. “The Kansas City Catholic has the-foll-
owing  which we commended to. the
‘tareful pérusal of the Rev. Dr. King and
t1i6sd Protestants of Manito . who hope
to perpetuate that monstrous iniquity—
the present Manitoba ' Protestans school.
ystems: Atavecent dibeting of “the
‘Ministers Alliance” T Healy . com-!
:!plained “that - religion was not being:
iptroduced into schools, but. was slowly
being elimindted. It was the unanimous
opinion of ail present.” These persons
have been for “unsectarian” teaqhmg in
all the public schools. But they would,
if they could, have it that. Protcstantism
is "unseéctarian” but that every other
religion is sectariar. Supremely foolish.
Their own demand of “hands off”’ is now
applied to themsetves, and - they should
not complain.  The plight they have
gotten their “religion” into will tame,
and may bring wisdom to, these curious
persons.  The public say: Take your|
‘own medicine without a grimace.- -

£ . §iZING UP THE rOSITION.

The Canada Presbyterian seems to
have grasped the situation in the North-
west better than the Governor General
in'Cotindil, in regard to the ordinance of
1892 and its effects on the Catholic
schogls.. The ordér in' council refusing
to disallow the ordinance says that it
did not interfere with Catholic schools
or lessen their powers, while the Pres-
byterian says: ‘

“An open highway now lies before the
people of the Northwest on which to go
forward to do & great and lasting work
of general, sound education in secular
knowledge.. Happy are they 1o have
escaped the difficulty which has been
imposed upon us in Ontario, and which |
hasled to and perpetuates friction in so
many waygs, and which so much pre-
vents the breaking down of the prejudi-
ces of various kinds which now separate
a8 citizens Roman Catholics and Pro-
testants.. It will be strange, however
wige, patriotic and just as the -arrange-
ment made appears to be, if the Roman
Catholic hierarchy will let matters
rest.” -

‘Although the law establishing Cath-
olic schools in the Northwest has not
been. glgqfl,iéhed, yel our contemporary is
shrewd enough to “catch on” to the fact

-4hat there are: ways and means at hand
to destroy a thing without an act of Par«

an ordinance may not legally abolish a
schoo! system but it may strip it of all its
privileges in such a way 48 to practi-
cally arrive at the same result. Thatis
what has taken place in the Northwest
Territories, and that is what the Canadh
Presbyterian is congratulating the
Northwest about when it says that
“happy are they to have escaped the
difficulty which has been imposed upon
us in Ontario and which bas led to and
perpetuates friction in so many ways
etc.” Ifthe Presbyterian means any-
thing, it means to congratulate the
Northwest on the practical . abolition of
Catholic schools. The Canada Presby-
terian, however, realizes that & great
injustice has been done to the Cathalics,
and knowing that the Catholic bishops
are the spiritual guardians of the rights
of their people, it expresses the fear thai
“the Roman Catholic Hierarchy will
not let the matter rest.” It congratulates
the country on the action of the Politi-
cians in abandoning the Catholics in the
Northwest to the tender mercies of their
enemies, but it fears that this “patriotic
and just arrangement” will not be let
rest by that ever true and faithful body
—*the Roman Catholic Hierarchy.” Ah!
yes, dear Presbyterian, if that Roman
Catholic Hierarchy could only be ahol-
ished or banished from the country.the
Catholics and their rights conld be more
easily disposed of by the Politicians,
Presbyterians, and other kindred influ-
ences, Well, dear Presbyterian, your
anxiety about “that Roman Hierarchy”
may not be without foundation. One
thing we do know, and that is just what
the Presbyterian is so happy about: viz.
that the Cathoiic schools in the North-
west Territories have been practically
destroyed, by the reason that they have
been stripped of all their previous rights.
We also know that ‘the Roman Cath-
oli¢ Hierarchy” have never proved false
to their office or their people and, there-
fore, we believe our timid
and Christian contemporary, the Canada
Presbyterian, is very shrewd in predict-
ing that the Roman Catholic Hierarchy
“will not let matters rest.”” They would
be false fo every prompting of duty,
every principle of right, every sentiment
of honor, every law of conscience, every
dictate of justice and every admonition
of religion, were they not to protest, and
protest vigorously, against such an out-
rage on their people’s liberties. Oh!
yeR ; our contemporary understands the
position of our Catholic schools in the
Northwest and, from a Presbyterian
standpoint, it has many reasons for its
rejoicings. Butwe shall see.
x =

WHY NOT ADMIT FACTS?
. A few weeks ago the Free Fress, a
journal which, from its many great
advantages, should rank ‘among the
greatest moral forces in the community,
stated th‘at the Bishops of - Quebec, by
refusing to allow the church property to
be taxed, compelled Protestants to sup-
portthe Roman Cathoiic institutions.
Whenever any narrow-minded literary
rag-picker is anxious to find an excuse
for some disgraceful act on the part of
his friends, he usually makes some
broad general charges against the Bis-
hops.of Quebec.  Itis always a safe
ground tor the  ordinary slanderer, for
‘two reasons, (1) becausé Quebec is a
large province  and there are several
bishops there, and, (2) because the fana-
ties and bigots,to whose taste he caters,
are ready to believe any statements,
‘Thowever false, if they are only seasoned
with “bishops” and “Quebec.” But the
Froe ‘Presy,in s setend--article, became
more définite arid natmed Montreal and
its bishop as among the greatest offen-
ders. Itsaid: ‘In thisconnection we
may-ask what does Father Cherrier
think of the Hierarchy in Montreal who,
by refusing to aliow their property to be
taxed, compel Protestants to support the
Roman Catholic institutions?” Here
was a direct charge made against the
bishop of Montreal of compelling the
Protestants to pay taxes for the support
of Catholic institutions. We wish the
reader to mark well that thLis serious

of Montreal for the purpose of showing
that the Protestants of Manitoba were

bec are doing to the Protéstants, viz.

instititions,” The Free Press, recogniz-
ing that the Protestants of Maniioba are
simply taxing the Catholics to suppory
“Protestant institutions” (the present
schools) tries to find an excuse for this
by saying that the Archbishop of Mon-
treal compels Protestants to do the same
thing. But how? By refusing to allow
church property to be taxed and thus
“compelling Protestants to support
Catholic institutions.” This is the most
sickening trash we ever read. The
cases, even though the Free Press
charge be true, are not parallel. Why ?
Because in Mamtoba, the Protestants
first destroyed the legal status of our
schools, and they taxed us to support
Protestant institutions.  This required
us to Bubmit to a double tax—one to
support “Protestant institutions” and
another to support our own institutions,
while, on the other side, even if every
word the Free Press said of Montreal
were true, it would only amount to thus,
that the Protestant and. Catholic rate
payer would be required to pay a small
extra taXx by reason of the fact that
Catholic church property was exempted
to a disproportionate value tothat of the

iament. The regulations made under

Protestant church property. The

charge was made against the Archbishop

doing nothing worse to the Catholics of
this.province, than theCatholics of Que-

“compelling them 10 support Catholic

amount, per capita, would be only insig-

nificant, ‘at most, even though every

word of the Free Press charge weretrue.

Any oriecan gee at a glance how far-
fetched and dishonest was the compari-
son, eventhough the charge were true.

But what will the public think of the
Free Press charge when it has been
clearly proven that the Protestants of
Montreal enjoy a larger exemption of
church property, etc., than do the Cath-
olics,. A Cuatholic, writing to the Free
Press in reply to (his allegation, gives'
sorue startling figures which completely
knock the bottom out of its charges.
This writer pointed out that, while the
non-Catholic population of the city of
Montreal amount to only a fourth ot the
city’s population, they enjoy overone
third of the property exempted from
taxation,so that instead of the non-
Catholie population of Catholic Montreal
having to contribute to the support of
“Catholic institutions” it is all the other
way. So much for the Free Press
charge against the Archbishop of Mon-
treal! We would advise our contem-
porary in future, to adhere to the
slanderer’s safety macline, broad gen-
eralities, and not be too definite. Itis
dangerous, you know. But why cannot
the Free Press and others, when speak-
ing of Montreal’s taxes and exemptions
refer to the mayor and corporation, or
to the local or general governments, and
not to the Hierarchy.” The Bishops do
not make the civil law, and why should
their names be drawn into those char-
ges? Simply because “the Hierarchy”
is the veritable red rag to the ignorant
fanatics to whose instincts—reason is too
intellectual a term—they minister. The
Free Press says: “The Protestants are
all anxious that church property shouid
be assessed.” That may be true, but the
majority do not want it, notwithstanding
that the Y¥ree Press believes, from
hearsay, that they do. It has been
shown that Protestants suffer no injus-
tice by the law, and that being true,
they stiould be content with the rule of
the majority. If the Catholics of Mani-
toba were only taxed in the same way
by the majority,as the minority in Mon-
treal are taxed by its majority, we would
be singing hymas of praise and thank-
fulness to the giver of all good things for
giving us such kind friends. The at-
tempts of the Free Press to wriggle out
ofthe exposure of the facts and figures
of its = correspondent are  not
worthy of even a passing word. The
writer said that his figures were given,
not to convince the Free Press, but to
expose its dishonesty to those eof its
readers who love justice and hate fraud.

OH! FOR A LITTLE HONESTY.
Mr. Martin, M. P. P. introduced a
motion into the legislature favoring pur-
ely secular schools. What an amount
of dishonesty that debate disclosed ! Mr.
Sifton said it was only an attempt to
make the schools godless and that the
religious government of Manitoba would
‘not help to do so. This is an admission
on the part of the immacuiate Sifton that
these schools are -now religious. But
what kind of religion? Christian, Dr.
King says. Well, we will then ask,
what branch of Christianity ? Catholic
or Protestant ? Before these “Chbristian”
schools were established, we had in this
province, Catholic ~ and Protestant
schools. What have we now? Every
one admits that we have not got Catholic
schools, so that branch of Christian
schools is counted out. But before the
present system we also had Protestant
schools. If the government abolished
these, then Mr. Sifton’s religion cannot
be either Catholic or Protestant and,
thersfore, cannot be, what the Rev. Dr,
King says it-is, Christian. -But did they
abolish Proteéstant schools? Let us see!
Certainly, the name is gone, but a rose
‘would smell as sweet by any otber name,
and that Protestant rose is thriving
beautifully under its new name, Its
growth is not apparently in the least
injured by the dew of Catholic tarxes.
1t is called public instead of Protestant,
but it is, nevertheless, the same old
thing. The same religion, the.same
Bible, the same -text books, the same
teachers—nothing in the least cLanged,
8o the schools have Protestant Christ-
ianity today, if they ever had. But
that bright young star in provincial
politics, Mr.J. D, Cameron, settles the
matter in this wondrously clever way:
He said that* Mr.Martic was unfortunate
in calling the schools of Manitoba
‘Protestant, because the privy council
bad decided that they were not Pro-
testant, but non-gectarian. The name
“Protestant” was therefore a misnomer.
Themotion of Mr. Martin was a covert
attack upon tne public schools.” '

It is to be hoped that this wondrous
logic will forever crush those persistent
Papists who are always saying that
the schools are Protestant. Great Mr.
Cameron ! A Daniel come to judgment!
If Mr. Cameron keeps on developing
such legal genius he may prove a dan-
gerous rival to Sir John Thompson or
Edward Blake, as leaders of the Cana-
dian bar. But Mr. Fisher tells us that
the older he gets, the more Con-
servative he becomes, and, theretore, the

schools. He said :

“Supposing that the schools were made
purely secular, would this remove the
difficalty now seen by the Roman Cath-
olics. Not in the least. The Roman
Catholic hierarchy were opposed to non-
sectarian public schools, but ten times

more determined to have religion in the| -

less schools. To make the schools
secular would only increase the Roman
Catholic opposition towards them.”

No doubt the Roman Catholic Hier-
archy. are vpposed to secular schools,but
who authorized Mr. Fisher tosay that
the Catholic bishops are ten times 1nore
opposed to purely secular schools than
to Protestant non-sectarian schools? No
doubt the Catholic Hierarchy would
ten times sooner s~e Protestant morality
taught to Protestant children than tosee
them educated in secular schools, but
that does not mean that the Catholic
Bistiops would prafer Protestant non-
sectarian schools for Catholic children.
Mr. Fisher must know that there ia no
common non-sectarian  platform on
which Protestants and Catholics can
meet. Thetwo systems are as oil and
water; they will not assimilate. Ifthen,
the laws of the country say they must
meet, and be educated in the same
class room, the makers of the laws
should, in the interests of peace, har-
mony, equality and justice, see that they
meet on a neutral, that is a strictly sec-
ular ground.  Mr. James Fisher then
stated what is not exactly true when he
said that the Roman Catholic Hierarchy
are ten times more opposed to purely
gecular than to Protestant non-sectarian
schools. Secular schools are not to our
taste, they are wrong in principle and
degrading in morais; they inculcate a
theory that has for its chief plank &
negation of God, but to Catholics they
are infinitely preferable to a system that
teaches an  erroneous principle in
religion. The schools. of Manitoba are
non-sectarian to the Protestants sects;
they contain just as much Protestant
sectarianism as the various Protestant
sects can agree upon, but to Catholics
they are, for that very reason, Protestant.
Messrs. Sifton, Cameron and Fisher
know this, the whole dishonest outfit
know it. 1fthey ba honest and wish to
retain Protestant non-sectarian religion
in their schools, let them be equally fair
with us and give us our schools, but if
neot, then let them not compel us to pay
forwhat they want; let them be fair
enough to not ask from the state for
themselves what they are unwilling to
grant us. Let their schools be abolished
as well as ours and let us meet on
cominon neutral ground.

18 IT SETTLED ?

No doubs the Free Press would like
tothink that the Manitoba School ques-
tion was settled. Notwitbstandiog the
fact that it has published in its columns
the fact that thie Dominion Government
has decided to appeal the case to the
Privy Council; notwithstanding the
further statement that Mr. Dalton Me-
Carthiy, a gentleman in no way partial
to us, gives it as his opinion that the
minority will probably win before the
Privy Council, our contemporary, who
pretends to have so much respect for
the courts, says that the question is set-
tled in Manitoba. We remember quite
well that when the case was previously
pending before that august tribunal, that
theTribane and all the organs of thegov-
ernment were saying that they cared
not what the decision of the Privy
Council might be that they would not
submit if their lordships decided against
Manitoba. We can hardly suppose that
thiat is the ground which the ¥ree Press
takes, when it says that the case is al-
ready settled. Let us tell the ¥ree
Press that thigt kind of argument might
suit the Tribune but it cannot be used
by a respectable and common sense
journal. Ifthe Privy Council decide in
our favor, and say that the Catholics
have rights, then no government in
Canada dare refuse it. If they did,
think " you, the Imperial governwent
‘Wwho ratified those Taws would allow of
such a breach of faith. - The Imperial
government is not likely to look upon its
responsibilities in such an unjust way.
And even if every court in the realm
decide against us, we Velieve, with
“Catholic Layman,” that injustice and
persecution can never settleit; “it will
only be settled when honesty and fair
play once more dictate the educational
policy of the province.”
————————
THE IRISHMAN.

By JAMES ORR.

The savage loves his native shore,
Tho’ rude the s0i} and chill the air,
Then well may Erin’ssons adore )
Their isle that nature toxrmed 80 fair,
‘What flood reflects a shore sosweet
As S8nannon great or pastoral Bann
Or who a friend or foe can meet .
80 generous as an Irishman? - |

His hand is rash, his heart is warm,
But honesty is still his guide;
None more repents a deed of harm,
And none forgives with nobler pride.
Hé may he duped, but won’t be dared,
More fit to practice than to plan;
He dearly earns his poor reward,
And Bpends it like an Irishman.

If poor or strange tor you he'll pay,
And guide youn where you saje may be
It you’re his gl;lest, while e’er you stay
18 cottage holds a jubilee.
His inmost soul he will nnlock,
And if he may gour secrets acan
Your confidence he scorns to moci(,
For faithful is an Irishman.
A&honor bound in woe or weal
hate’er she bids he dares to do H
Try him with bribes—they won’t prevall,
Prove him in fire—yow’ll find him true.
He seeks not safety, let his post
Be where it ought, in danger’s'van;
“And if the field of fame be lost,
It won't be by an Irishman. (YoUu BET)
Erin ! Joved land ! from age to age
Be thiou more great, more famed, more
iree;
May peace be thine, or should’st thou
wage
Defensive war, cheap victory !
May plenty bloom inevery field
hich gentle breezes softly fan,
And cheerful smiles serenely gild
The home of every Irishman.

Any onetroubled at night with a per-
sistent cough can procures much-needed

more opposed to purely secular or god-

COMMUNICATIONS. |

Why His Grace Holds Back,

To the Editor of the NORTHWEST REVIEW.
Sir,—A series of letters on educational
matters in Manitoba Las appested in
The Tribune under the nom de plume of
“Candid Catholic,” who seems to fabor
under the delusion that the Catholics of
this province may avail themselves of
the public schools in the absence of
Catholic schools of the same efficiency.
So far his arguments have not been met
except that a “Parent” proved to hisown
satisfaction that the Catholic scliools
were as efficient as the others, because
that was hig opinion. Another writer in
a local paper disposed of his contention
by calling him a “Protestant,” while
still a third, equally logical, brushed his
theories aside by declaring that they
were written by “a woman.” Notwith-
standing these scathing criticisms,
“Candid Catholic”would notstay crushed
and I am instructed to take the matter
up with special reference to his letter in
your 1ssue ofthe 22nd ult., and endeavor
to convince him, if possible, that his
efforts to make us practical converts of
the public school system 18 not likely to
be successful in thie near fature. T e
volume of matter that has been writter
on this questicn has had the effect of
contusing the average reader, and of
intensifying the feelings of bitterness on
both sides which it has engendered, and
my purpose in this article is to show
how the matter stands at present, and
why Catholics cannot use the public
schools.
FYor twenty years the Catholics of
Manitoba had their own schools; those
schools were established by law, and
were satisfactory to those immediately
concerned; a change was neither looked
for nor desired; all looked forward to
the continnance of those schools without
moiestation or interference for the time
tocome. DBut suddenly, without note of
warning, their cherished school system
was swept out ol existence; without
their wishes or their interests being
consulted, their ideal school system was
ruthlessly destroyed, so far, at least, as
the Manitoba legislature could destroy
it. The right of the legislature to pass
such an arbitrary enactment was dis-
puted, and action taken in the courts,
with the result, so far, in favor of the
local government; but it is still in the
hands of the Dominion govern.ment, and
will be practically sub judice until that
government gives its final decision as to
whether it ought or ought net to inter-
fere in pehalf of the Catholics of Mani-
toba. While the case is thus pending,
tlie Catholics will have to support their
own schools, and at the saize time pay
thelr taxes to the pablic schools, and in
this way help to eaucate their children
of their non-Catholic neighbors. We
are taunted by our uonthinking friends
about the inferior cbaracter of our
scbools, but there would be nothing
surprising in such inferiority if true, as
we bave to keep up our own schools and
at the same time contribute to the main-
tenance of the public schools eqgually
with those who reap the benefit of them,
We are sometimes asked why we do
not send our children to the public
schools, where a superior teaching and
advantages are said tobe found, and I
will try to give the anawer. One of the
hardest things for a non-Cathelic to
understand is, why Catholics so implic-
itiy obey their pastors in matters of
faith, morals and discipline. One of the
fundamental principles of the Catholic
religion is obedience to lawful authority
both in civil and epiritual matters. The
Jatholic believes that Christ estakblished
His church here upon earth, that He
gave His apostles and their lawful
successors absolute authority torule over
that chuich, under a visible head;that
Hepromised to guide His church ior all
time, and that He has kept His promise.
He believes that the bishops are the
lawlu] successors of the aposties and the
divinely-appointed rulers of the church.
Every bistiop is absolute ruler in spiri-
tual matters in his own diocese, and in
those spiritual matters issubject only to
the Pope, the visible head of the church,
to whom alvne he is regponsible for the
government of his see; be is the admin-
isirator of the laws of the church; the
exponent of her doctrines and the judge
of Ler requirements. Every member of
the church is, therefore, bound to obey
his bishop in matters of faith, morals
and discipline (discipline means the
rules made by the bishop for the man-
agement-of the diocese) and there is no
?%eai except to the Holy See. In civil
nd temporal matters Le must, of
course, obey the civil authorities.

His Grace, the Archbishop of St. Boni-
face, being the spiritual ruler and guide
of his people in this archdiocese, they
are bound to follow his instructions in
those three matters above referred to,
and as education comes under the heads
of morals and discipline, it will be seen
that they cannot use the pubiic schools
until he gives them permission to do so.
It may be asked, why does he not com-
promise the matter with the 1acal gov-
ernment and have the public schools so
arranged that Catholic children may
attend them., Bishops are notin the
babit of compromising matters that
might militate against the spiritual
interests of their people, but in this case
iti8 morally impossible for onr arch-
bishop to tike any step whatever to.
ward changing the existing state of the
schools, even if disposed. to do so. The
Dominion government i8 dealing with
the case, as I have already stated, and if
he should move & finger in the way of
coming to an understanding with ‘the
local government, that moment would
the Federal government throw the
whole case back iu his face and congrat-
ulate themselves on so favorable an
opportunity to getrid of an embarrassing

uestion, 80 that whatever views His
&race may hold as to what he should
do in the event of the case being ulti-
mately decided against him, it is quite
certain that his hands are now tied and
will be until a final de«ision is given by
the government at Ottawa.

Regarding the charge made that Cath-
olic schools are not as good as the
others, I am not called upon to pro-
neunce upon their good or bad qualities
here, but in cases where pupils have
reached the limit of the curriculum jn
the Catholic schools, or for sume other
good cause, His Grace will readily give
permisgion to such pupils to attend the
public schools when the reasons for it
are laid before him. But pupils who in
this way go to the pablic school are lia-
hle'to be deprived of the privilege of
receiving religious instruction at Sunday.,
school with the other Catholic children;
although it maf not always be so.

From what I have stated “Candid

lic school systemn while the Dominion
government has our own schioo!s undet
advigement. It is not a question of
efficiency, but one of expediency; a ques-
tion over which we have no control,and
witls which our venerable archbishop
cannot at present interfere.
) A. McGrLus,
President of St. Joseph anrd Catholic
Truth Society of Western Canada.

The C. M. B, A, and the Black Ball.
To the Editor of the NORTHWEST REVIEW.
DEAR Sir,—Your journal being the or-
gan of the C. M. B, A. in this province
may I crave space for a tew remarks
anent a matter which in my opiuion i8
of vital interest to that association. 2
allude to the present system of dealing 3
with the appications of men desirous of 4
joining our ranks and thereby securing 3
their families against waut and destis 3
tution suould it please Almighty Godto
cali the provider of such fumilies away
by death. Every honest, conscientious
man, v.ho is at all aware of the duty he
owes his family, will fully appreciate
and avail of the facilities bhere atforded
him to make the necessary provision ab
the lowest possible rate. His parish
priest recommends him as a practica
Catholic and in every way fitted to be-
come a wember of our society.  His ap-
plication iz presented to the association
and read at a branch wmeeting, when 1
any member present can show cause
why the applicant ghould not become &
member, he is, according to our consti-
tution, supposed to diaclose the same 0
the board of trustees or state his objec-
tions openly befure the meeting, as his
discretion may dictate. The application
isthen referred to the board of trustees—
a committee comprised of six ot the
most intelligent and respousible men in
the branch-—they, in accordance with
their duty prescribed in the coustitution,
make due and diligent inquiry as to the
applicant’s moral and social condition
and if the result of such 1nvestigation
should prove favorable to the applicant
he is recommended oy them for mem-
bership. This report is read to the
branch at the next meeting and is ac~
companied by the certificate of the
medical examiner, showing the applicant
tobe in good physical condition and 8 3
most desirable risk, A vote is taken f0f
the purposeof adopting or rejecting this
report and again atfording anoppor.unity
for objection to the candidate on the par
of any member present. Notwithstanding
that the report 18 adopted unanimouslys 3
a secret bali ballot is then taken, What
is this ballot for? It is for the purpose
of ascertaining the number of members
present who are secretly opposed 10 3
admitting tl.e applicant to membership-
There may be some who did not have the
moral courage to openly state theif .
objections, or secretly inforin the trusteed
ofthem. Orifthey have inade a charg®
to thbe trostees, and that body b#8
found such charges groundless, yet they
are not satisfied. They willtake adva®;
tage of trie means here afforded them of
secretly committing a wiltul cri
against & neighbor.” If there be te?
members present and qualified to v
should three of themn vote unfavorabie ¥
the candidate he is rejected, should ther®
be twenty votes cast Hive of the numbel
is sufficient to reject, and so on, as thé.d
number favorable to the candidat®
increases, the percentage necessary’
secure his rejection decreases. Inthe
of the recommendation of the pﬁrisb
priest; in the face of the favorable rep®
and recommendation of six of the m
intelligent members ot the branch, in ¥
face of all that is necessary to prove the
applicant to bein every way worthy !
become a member, three or funr men ¥
a membarship of eight or nine thous#
in Canada, who through moral coward}
or for some malicious motive failed ¥
take honorable objection to this man®
uny of the stages through which his 3%
plication has passed, are hereby affor

4 means of secretiy stabbing liim in $99
pack and wilfully depriving his family ¢
the means of livelihoo:! with which o
sought to provide them. Byt it is 88%4
this never oceurs unless the candidate
congidered unworthy of a place amongs®
us. By what right do we adjudge
man unwerthy 7 Let his past life.h
what it may; should he have been guilk
ofall the crimes in the oalendan;}
comes to us recommende by the high w
authority : by those more competen
judge than we are. It is evident be D
placed himself in good standing in tu
cburcb : be is resolved to amend his lg
and take his place among men, Sho¥
be fail in this, should he abuse the %%
fidence we have placed in him, we ?
at liberty to entorce the luw of our a’sﬂg
ciation and expel him, hut we have
right whatever tosay to him: Yod "m
unworthy to join us;'you would conﬁf’o,
inate us and destroy our associationy e
bave been guilty of crimes for which &
church may see its way clear to fors
you and accept you within its fold, b¥
doesn’t follow that we are supposed
so. The fact is, one of us will 88Y
bim: You have incarred my enmity, &3
I will undertake to so prejudice the 1%
of two or three men of my own#8
agaInst you that I wilt deprive yo¥
Your tamily, of the benefits of this *,i?,fi, ;
ciation and thus have my revenge. 1l
18 1t in a nutshell. Out of every h““g“l-
men rejected through the instrumef 5
ity ofthe “black ball” from associ®
of this kind, ninety-nine ot them 6
merely and simply the victims of 8 I;:rﬂ
spleen and malice. 1tis a secret 10 b
ment of revenge in the hands of 08 /g0 -
anthinking and digshonorable wen, fOOW'
hionest straight-forward man coul knf,a_ﬂ
ingly be guilty of the commission ©
act against his neigbbor which
perhaps be the means of deprivlnghixd
neighbor’s innocent and helpless ©
ren ol the necessaries of life and 19“0'
them paupers. There certainly ® Pt
be some other means adopted of U7 i
an applicant’s merits. This syst®
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not only a failure butit is a daﬂge’:'tl,oﬂ o
man is condemned secretly and Witj el k!
tribunal, he is giver no chance 0 P,‘d B
for bimself or disprove the cbae ; t)

against bim if there be any. in 4
stabbed inthe dark and the assﬂsihodﬂ
never known Are such ignoble m'etié"’?
characteristic of us, or of our associ®

is this consistent with our Proe jof 4
sense of Lionor and justice or in kgp&(
with our Catholic faith and prin¢¥ gdt
If we come to give it a moment’s g 07
eration we will certainly find it
Inasmuch then, as we counnenﬂ“;hjﬁ;*
existence of a system through
there is any possibility of sogr
injury and injustice being done #
bor, we and each of us are res
and are & party to the commissioP
of the most cowardly and d#
acts conceivable, as often as the
ball” is used against a fellow ™
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Catholic” will, I am sure, sec how futile

rest by taking a dose of Ayer’s Cherry
Pectoral, o

it i3 to think that we can adopt the pub-

this or any such sociél
which we may be connected.




