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“THE POPE ENDORSES NATIONAL
SCHOOLS.”

Perhaps among all the misrepresenta-
tions on the school question in Manitoba
none are so amusing as those put out by
the gigantic, though somewhat heavy’
intellect, of the Brandon Sun. Under
the ubove 'eading, the Sun builds up a
man of straw for the amusing privilege
of knocking it down.  Of course “ghe
Pope endorses national schools.” 8o
does every Catholic in Manitoha endorse
them. What they do not endorse are
Protestant schools for the ejucation of
Catlolic children. That js something
that they do notand never will endorse-
Evidently the ponderous intellaet which
guides the destinies of the Sun has not
yet grasped the difference between a
national and a Protestant school sy atem.
Ot coursa, the Pope is very anxiousto
endorse & national system of schools
properly coniducted, but 1t would reqnire

a great stretch of imagination to make
tire Pope believe tbat aschool, in which

Pontiff whom the world admires, to the
love offair play, to the generosity and to
the religious sentimentthat characterizes

The object of it is to direct the attention
of our fellow citizens to the hardships
Catholics labor under in being ohliged to
pay taxes for'schools they cannot send
thieir children to. The Pope coneludes
with these hopeful words, founded on his
knowledge of the American character:

We do not think that anyone there
after looking into these things clearlys
will let Catholie parents be forced to
erect schools which they cannot use for
the instruction of their children.

The vital point, however, is expressed
inthe following words:

We furtiier degire you to strive earn-
estly that the various local authorities
* ¥ ¥ ¥ ghould, by wise lexislation,
provide that the system of education
which is' maintained at the public
expense, and to which Catholies, there-
fore, also contribute their share, bein
no way prejudicial to their conscience or
religion.

These words that have heen so severe-

Protestantism is inculcated and taught
and Catholicism insulted, is a national
school worthy of endorsation. But, then,
the Sun says that “the Pope endorses
national schiools” and, of course, the Sun
knows all about it. And now that the
Pope (does endorse thege schools, the Sun
savs that the Catholics of Manitoba are
in a “real difficulty” what to go | It is
really very kind of our contemporary to
compassionate us on this “rea] difficulty,”
but we assure it that the real difficulty
with us i8 to understand how it is that
the Sun is such a stupendous jackass. It
ls a clear 1088 of time to try to enlighten
it. Itsays:

“Itis beyond all donbt that archbishop
Ireland and the progressive party in the
states have insured the pope’s  special
commendation and endorsation of their
views on the discontinuance of separate
or parochial scliools, ® far as they have
advised in that direction.”

Now, this sheet completely misrepre-
sents Archibishop Ireland when it says
that he wishes the “discontinuance of
separate schools,” or that the Pope was
against those schools. On the contrary
our Holy Father is most anxious that
these parochial schools he maintained
wherever it i8 possible to doso efliciently-
It is only when the Catholics are too
poor to support or efficiently maintain
parochial schools, that the Pope tolerates
the public schools, and then he only
does so on the express command that
greater precautions be taken to counter-
act the evil influences which an attend-
ance at such public schools create. Is
that endorsing those schools? We may
have to tolerate a thing which we cannog
endorse.. The editor of the Sun is an
instance of what we mean. While none
but a fool could endorse any of the “rot”
he writes about Archbishop .Ireland and
Satolli and the Pope, yet we are ‘required
to tolerate the ignorance of the thing
itselt. The church is always reasonable
and never expects impossibilities. Hence
it 18 that if Catholics are too poor, or too
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few to support aun efficient Catholie
school, the church will allow them to
use the other school, but in such instan-
ces she requires greater care on the part
of parents and pastors. Mgr. Satolli very

clearly sets this outin his eleventh

proposition, of which we have heard so
much. Yo that proposition he says:

Tt is greatly to be -desired, and’ will
be a most happy arratigement, it the
Bishops agree with the civil authorities

Board, to conduct the school with mutual
attention to and due consideration of
their respective rights. . ‘

“While teachers of the secular bran-
ches are legally inhibited from-offending
Catholic religion and morality ¥ let it be
the right and duty of the chuseh toteach
children the catechism, in “order to
remove danger to therr faith and morals
from any quarter whitsoever.”

Itseems well to quote here the words
of our Holy Father, Leo XIII. (See the
Pope’s letter to the Archbishop of New
York and to the Bishops of the
Province): -

“We furtber desire you to strive
earnestly that the various local auth-
orities, firmly convinced that nothing ig
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ly eriticised are not the words of Mgr.
Satolli, but the Pope’s.”

What amount of comfort can the
Brandon Sun or the Greenway vovern-
ment extract from the utterances of the
Holy Father ou this subject.

The ideal school igs that in which
religion is taught, that in which the
moral natore is developed step by step
with intellectual and physical natnres
Such is the ideal, or perfect type of a
Christian school contemplated in thq
legislation of the Counci] of Baltimore.
This ideal tvpe is what Catholics should
strive for when it is possible.

The Holy Father in his decree con-
cerning the Faribault system says:

“In truth we have in the examinapion
and judgment of this cause been mind-
ful and extremely careful of the decrees
on parochial schools which, hy the prev-
ious directions of this Apostolic See, were
adopted at the synods of Baltimore,
Indeed we desire that these decrees be
faithfully obeerved, but, as in the case of
all general laws, if any special and
unexpected circumstances arise equity
suggests that an arrangement departing
somewha* from the letter of the law may
be tolerated.”

This declaration, together with the
instructions given to the Archbishops
and Bishops of the province of New
York and quoted in proposition XI.,
gives the full mind of the Holy Father
on the school question,

Having indicated what the perfect
Christian school ought to be in cases
where the ideal type can be realized, he
directs attention to other cases where.
owing to certain conditions and circum-
stances, this ideal is practically imposs-
ible and gives instructions in reference
to those children who have only the
alternative of growing up in ignorance or
attending the publicachools. . His words
are clear and emphatic: *

“We further desire that you strive
earnestly that the various local anth-
orities * * * ghoyld by wise legis-
latior provide thatthe system of ednca-
tion whicl is maintained at the public
expense, and to which Catholics, there-
fore, also contribute their share, be in
-n0 way prejudicial to their conscience or
religion.”

Despite all our trouble in trying to
enlighten the Sun onthis subject ; despite
the fact that Mgr. Satolli and the Pope
condemn the very thing the Greenway
government has done and appland that
which it has undone; despite all this,

the editor of the Sun #ill again return to

‘this subject with an ignorance or

wilfulness truly .alarming, and rerew
araivp its mistepresentation of Mgr.
Satolli and our Holy Father. i
S ——
THE PRESBYTERIANS AND THE
PRIVY COUNCIL.

Ever since the passage of the present
school act, no Synod, Conference, or
other meeting of the . sects has
closed its labors without, in some way,
placing two things on record (1) denounc.,
ing any attempt to remove the Bible
or Protestant religious exercises from the
¢lass room, and (2) to endorse the action
of the Gréenway Government in abol-
ishing Catholic schools. It may appear
illogical and contradictory, tosome minds’
to place those two propositions side by
side, but yet, such isthe fact. These sects
see no contrudiction ‘whatever in de-
manding religious’ exercises and the
Bible for themselves, and, at the same
time, abolishing, or rather endorsing the
abolition of similar rights for Catholics.
It was no surprise, then, to the public,
that the Presbyterians in Synod assem-
bled, didpass such a set of resolutions,
last November. They had done so before
and were only repeating the In
fact it would be a surprise if s synod of
any of the sects had closed its delibera-
tions without endorsing the Greenway
government for what it had done to the
Catholies. But what made their regoln-
tions particularly interesting to the
public was a startling fact which escaped
from Dr. Bryce during the debate on the
resolutions under consideration. Had
Dr. Bryce been speaking for himself, or
Liad }:e made the remarks we areashout
to quote and given them as the resylt of
hisown opinionsi we would have sim-
ply put them down as a farther
ingtance of Bryconian ‘flapdoodle, but
a8 he made those remarks in the
8ynod and with its endorsation, they are
deserving of very serious consideration.

Among mapy other things, Dr. Bryce
said, in speaking on the educational
ghestion under consideration by the
Synod : ‘

- “Phe 8ynod ought to firmly and de-

cidedly take a stand. The action of the
resbyterian body, as representing the

the great wass of the American people. | p,

strongest religiovs denomination in the
Northwest, in declaring for national
schools on two previous occasions, which
declgration was sent to the privy council,
ad” an important effect on the decision
which was given.”

Now, what think you, friends of the
rev. doctor Bryce, about the morality of
this admission? What think you of the
morality of a body of Christians, in
Solemn Synod assembled, who could
have the audacity tosend their narrow
and intolerant declarations to the Privy
Council, for the purpose of affecting
their decision? The Catholic minority
were fighting for their dearest rights;
those rights were pending before the
highest court in the Empire; they were
sub judice, and a religious sect, which
claims to be the strongest in the North-
west, actually and really sent resolutions
to their Lordships of the Queen’s Privy
Council, for the express purpose of effect-
ing their judement on amatterinvolving
the legal status of the Catholic minority !
And Dr. Bryce sai that this declaration
“had an 1mportant effect on the decision
which was given!”  Had Catholics said
this much about the Privy Council ; had
they hinted that their Lordships were
guilty of such a crime against law and
justice, and the most ordinary rules of
jurisprudence those men would hold up
their hands in holy horror and accuse us
of everything bad, but, what would
bave been crime in us was an act of
tighteousness on the part of the Presby-
terian synod? Does that synod realize
what jts language means? Do they
realize the compromising position in
which they place the judges of the high-
est court in the realm? Tt was bad
enough to let the public know that they
approached the judger of the Privy
Council with copies oftheir declarations!
That was an act of infamy and an insult
to the court; but to openly and publicly
hoast that they successfully did 80, is to
cast 2 damning stain on the integrity
and impartiality of the Highest court in
the Empire. Shame andthe fear of an
ontraged public opinion made the synod
keep its infamous conduct a close secret
and had it rot been for the moral obli-
quity of the Rev. Dr. Bryce the general
public would never have known any-
thing about it. It would never have
known (o what depths of infamy and to
what insulting 1mpertinence a Preshy-
teriansynod can go to interfere with
and, if possible, destroy the rights of
Catholics. And yet these are the men
who would have us helieve that they
are actuated by no other feeling towards
us than that of justice and fair plav ?

Now that the Rev. Dr. and through
him the Presbyteriansynod, have told us
that it approached the Privy Council;
that in doing so. declarations *“had an
important effect on the decision which
was given;” that at the time the synod
did so, the case before the court was sub
Judice, would Dr. Bryce, pr the synod for
whom be was. speaking, go one step
farther antd tell us by what authority he
boldly claims that'he Privy Council was
“‘affected” in its decision by the repre-
sentations of the Presbyterian synod?
We were of the opiniun that their Lord-
ships had only to deal with a question of
Law. We would not like to insult their
Lordships by asking the synod .if the
judges of the Privy Council officially
noified the syriod of the receipt of their
declaration and informed it of the
“:mportant effect” which said declara-
tions had on the decision which their
Lordships gave on the appeal then pend-
ing before them? The rev. doctor would
confer a favor by enlightening the public
on thia point. We have always, in these
columns, treated that “Tribunal of Last
Resort” with great consideration and
would not even now, treat it disrespect-
fully; but the Rev. Dr. Bryce having
made that statement in open synod must
either substantiate it or withdraw it. It
was not contradicted then or since,
although it appeared in the press of the
city on the 23rd of last November, Was
Dr. Bryce deliberately lying when he
made this statement, or did the Privy
Council imitate to.him or any member ot
the Presbyterian synod that it was either
directly “or indirectly affected in its
decision of the Manitoba school case, by
the Synod of the Presbyterian church in
Manitoba ?- If they did not, then we
leave Dr. Bryce and his Presbyterian
friends to the judgment of an indignant
and outraged public.

. T ——————

ARE THE SCHOOLS PRD’RESTAN‘I“.’

The Hon. Mr.‘Lauriert, in his speech
on the school qGuestior referring to
the statement made by Hig Grace, the
Archbishop of 8t. Boniface, that the
present schools of Manitoba are Pro-
testant, said !

“If this be indeed true,
guige of public

if under the
schools the Protestant
schools are being continued and Roman
Catholic children are being forcel to
attend these Protestant schools, I say
and let my wordd be heard by friends
and foes over the length and breadth of
the land, the strongest case  has been
made out for interferanee, and, though
my life 48 u political man depende. upon
it, I would undertake to say on every
platform in Untario and Mabitoba, ves,
and in every lodge room, that the
Roman Catholics of Manitoba had been
put to the most infamous treatment.”

“that the Roman Catholics of Manitoba
had been put to the most infamous
treatment.”, At the recent. weeting of
the” Winnipeg Public 8chool ' Board, a
motion was passed that will remove al]
doubt on that point from the mind of the

 public schools, the Protes‘tant’ schooly

-

Mr. Laaurier is quite right in his épinion’

Hon. gentleman that “under the guise of

are continued and Roman Catholic
children are forced to attend these
Protestant schools” or, at least, support
them and provide other schools after-
wards for themselves. The motion read

as follows :
Moved by Messrs. Howard and Cam-
eron that the religious exercises

prescribed by the advisory board bhe
observed in all the public schools of
Winnpeg. .

In the mutter of religious exercises,
the superintendent explained what was
done in this line, at present. Selections
from the aunthorized edition of Seriptural
bassages are read and the Lord's praver
or other prayerin the formula,is repeated;
ail thisis done at the close of the day’s
session in order to pive all desirous of
retiring an opportunity to do so. The
ten commandments are repeated and
the instructions of the advisory houw!
are carried out. The memorizing of
certain pieces of poetry and the ten
commanduents are sugpested as bheing
an  excellent means of enforcing
morality.

We wish to point out to the Hon. Mr.
Laurier and to all others whom it may
concer or interest, that “the religious
exercises prescribed by the Advisory
Board” are exactly the same asthose
which were formerly prescribed by the
Protestant section of the defunct Board of
Education—nothing wmore and nothing
less. )

During the twenty years educationa)
history of the province, prior to the
present schoolact, there existed a system
of schools known as Protestant schools.
In those schools the religious exercises
were the same as tlose prescribed by
the Advisory Board for use in the pre-
sent schools. We claim, therefore, that
the present public schools are Protestant
ander the thin guise of public schools.
It is true they are called in the act, non-
sectarian schools, but they have no more
right to be considered such than had the
old Protestant schools. If the present
scheols are non-sectarian, then the old
Protestant schools - were non-sectarian
and again i the old Protestant
schools were  Protestant, then the
present "ones are equally so. Mr.
Lanrier, then, is quite safe in proclaim-
ing it “over the length and breadth of
tue land” that “the strongest case has
been made out for interference” on be-
half of a persecuted and most infamously
treated minority. We tell the Honor-
able gentleman that he may search
through allthe political records of thig
country and he cannot find anything to
equal the treachery, duplicity and dis-
honesty which mark the conduct ofthe
present government in dealing with the
Catholic minority 1n Manitoba. The
French and Catholic minority had it in
their power to retain the Harrison gov-
ernmentin officeand keep Mr. Greenway
In opposition. Greenway and Martin
knew this, and in order to get into office
they made the most solemn ypromises
to the French Catholics that they would
protect them in all the rights and privil-
eg>s which they were then enjoying, and
inevery way befriend them, provided
those French Catholics would support
their candidate, who was a Presbyterian
and defeat the government candidate,
who was a mrnister and a French Cana-
dian Catholic. But why repeat the vile
conduct of the Greenway government.
It must be well known to the Hon.
leader of the Liberal party at Ottawa, as
itis to every who Las any knowledge of
Manitoba polities.
remind Mr. Laurier that the present
attorney-general of Manitoba, lately
repudiated all those promises, made by
Mr. Greenway and Mr. Martin, because
tbey were not written in the: platform of
the party. Mr. Laurier may not be
able to see the nice distinction made by
Manitoba’s attorney-general, but it may
serve to give him a better knowledge of
the political morality of the government
of the province of Manitoba, But, nn
doubt, the hardest thing of all for Mr.
Laurier to understand will be the gigan-
tic cheek of those men in calling them-
selver Liberals!

ULSTER ANX' HOME RULE.

Regardless of the fact that Gladstone
iz a P.otestant—indeed, the Protestant
who aimed a severe blow at the Cath-
olic church twenty years ago; and also
that all the members of hiz Cabinet, with
one exception, are Protestant, the Orange
leaders of Ulster pretend to believe, and
succeed in making their ignorant foll-
owers believe, that the . Home Rule bill
is designed to give the Catholics of Ire-
land the opportunity to persecute
Protestants. These Orangemen held g
meeting at Belfast last week which, it is
said, was attended by fifteen thousand
people. It was called by the Mayor of
that city, and in his capacity ot chair
man, that official delivered an address
which was remarkable, even in Orange
Belfast, for the bitterness that is born of
bigotry and religiots intolerance. With.-
out qualification he
immense body of men, that Gladstone’s
purpose is to' hand over the Protestants
of Belfast and of all Ulster to the Cath-
olics of Ireland, to be persecuted! At
the same meeting a Methodist preacher
2dvised the Protestants of Ulster to arise
inopen and armed revolt 1n case the
Howe Rule bill shall pass into law ; and
he preached from his pulpit that it wilj
bethe religious duty of the Protestants of
Ulster to resist, by force of arms, the
execution of the Home Rule iaw. John-
ston, a member of the British Parliament
and Grand Master of the Orangemen of
Ulster, called and presided at an-open

meeting of his followers, and said to |

them that “there has been no crisis in

.

We would also.

stated to -that |

Ireland so grave since James [L.” He
had bibles circulated among the audi-
ence and called on every man present
to solemuly swear to resist Home Rule
“even should they have to fight over
aguin the Batiie of the Boyne.”

But, we regret to say, such manifesta.
tions of FProtestant bigotry and hatred
are not contined to Ulster. Tle corres-
pondents of American daily papers
informw us that in the Catholic provinces
also manifestations of the old Protestant
3pirit are not infrequent, and that even
men who have until uow been adherents
of the Liberal party are pretending to
believe that it Home Rule Lecone law
tie rotestants of Ireland will Le perse-
cuted by their Catholic fellow sulijects. -
This is surprising, and s sad as it is
surprising,

We think we may say withont fear of
contradiction, that the history of Ireland
since the date of the enfranchisement of
the Catholics of that country, does not
furnish one instance of the persecution
of a Protestant by the Catlhiolics,—though
the old spirit of Protestant ascendancy
prompted acts and courses which many
times irritated Catliolics. We Delieve
that no people ever existed who are so
remarkable as are the Catholics of
Ireland for the absence of the spirit that
prompts to relipious persecution. In the
Catholic provinee of Munster, in which
of course, there are many Protestants’
no manifestations of religious bitterness
are ever heard of,—that is since the days
of famine and “souperism,” when the
agents of the English Protestant miss-
ionary societies went from house to
house insulting the poor Catholics in
their poverty., Inthe cities of the three
Catholic provinces, the highest - civic
offices are voluntarily shared between
Catholirs and Protestants. In the
Catholic City of Cork, for example,where

. e e . o e e s
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Protestants are but as one to seven of . :;
the population, the Mayoralty is fre- w
quently bestowed upon a Protestant, and ~h
until the Protestants in the City Councif . :l
all arrayed theraselves on the anti-na- ¢l
tional side of politics, the rule was to -

bestow the highest civic offices on g a
Protestant at least once in three y ¢

years. r
It is but a year ago that the Catholics of h
the Council and of the city at large A
joined in recommending a Protestent B
merchant to the Lord Jieutenant for the g
office of High Sheriff. Indeed, through- ix
out the Catholic provinces the relations ©
existing between Catholics and Pro- ¢
testants have always been those of kind ;‘5

ness and mutual good will—except when

the old, dormant #pirit of Protestant le
ascendancy was roused by some Pro- a
testant preacher. §
In Ulster, however, the 8pirit of Pro- i
testant hatred has always ruled the Iand - XC
The Protestantism of that province has &
always been of the Orauge kind,—ard o nitl.;
that is, of its very nature, a persecuting of
kind. In its chiefcity, Belfast. a Cath fa
olic has never been permitted to hold hf
public office. Someof the most cstimable 1
people in that busy city are Catholics, ro
they are leading merchant, large tax- C:
payers,—iu fact, in every way worthy of i"
public esteem ; but not one of these has to
ever been called tothe Mayor's chair 8¢
Orto a seat in the City Council. The
Protestants of the city act towards them ;’ 3 :n
ag if the Emancipation Act had never j ix}i
passed. The great metropolis of Pro- af
testant England elects a Catholic to the
bighest office in its gift. that of Lord L
Mayor, and the Protestant I.org Chan- th
cellor of England welcomes him to b
office; but in Belfast a Catholic is ag m
rigidly excluded from office as he would zo
be in Boston in the time told of in Haw: E
thorne's “Scarlet Letter.” M
The hostility of the Ulster Protestants ‘th
to Home Rule is not founded on their > %6
fear of persecution at the hands of Cath- h;
olics. All Ireland knows, ajl the world ar
knows, that they have no ground for ’1?
such a fear. The real reason is, their t,‘;
desire to maintain Protestant ascend- . ar
ancy. The Home Rule bill itself gives do
the Protestants of Ireland every guar- :ili
antee—t0o0 many, we think—against the. he
practice of injustice or unfairness by in

‘Catholics. But, without any guarantees .
and even if the bill placed in the hands
of Catholics the power to persecute the:
Protestants at their pleasure, the Pro*
testants would receive the fullest justice.
from their Catholi¢ neighbors, Yer, we
really believe that if the government of:

contro.

Ireland were placed in the sole
of Archbishop Walsh or Archbigho;
Croke, the Protestants of Ireland would :
receive their full rights; for, while the
Protestunts of Ulster are known, th
world over, to be Protestant, bigots pa
excellence, the Catholic prelates and !
priests of Ireland are as widely knowp
to Le thie defenders of religious fieedom

justice and fair play.—New World, T i
‘ (
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Literary Note. !
Yol
. N §
Katlierine Conway, one of the nablest fio

workers in the Catholic Jjournalistie
field, (her “Watchwords from John Boyle
O'Reilly” was a pbenomena.l saccess -
last year) will issne through Cuprres ot
Boston, a book for the coming Easter
Beason, entitled, “A Thream of Lilies.’
Miss Conway hasthe happy faculty of
hitting the taste of the public. 8heis
fast becoming a universal favorite; and
ke Miss Procter, is as much liked by
the better class of Protestant readers
she is revered by the entire LCatholi

copy of the first 8.
on the counters of the booksellers. .




