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MR, PARNELL'S GREAT
TRIUMPH.

The cable report of the reception given
to Mr. Parnell on the occa<ion of hls vislt
{o the Scottish capital, showed, Indeed, that
his reception was & meguificent one, but
it was quite inadequate to convey an
idea of the completeness of the trlumph
of the Irlsh cause In that historic city, It
1s no small matter that the freedom of
Edloburgh 1s bestowed upon the leader
of the Irish party, This is an honor
which nefther Lord Salisbury .nor bis
Scotch colleague, Mr, Balfour, could
obtsin, and its belng conferred on Mr.
Parnell is an evldence of the strong deter-
minstion of the people of Edinburgh and
of Scotland to aeelst In wicniog the free-
dom of Ireland. The enthusiasm of the
people was unprecedented, and every clr-
cumstance contributed towards adding
fmportence to the graceful recognition of
the just!ce of Mr. Parncll's cause and of
the stalnless character which he bears, in
splte of the vilest consplracy ever com.
cocted for the purpose of rulnlrg the
reputation of an honored Parllamectary
leader.

The whole Liberal party of Scotland
united In the demonpstretion, At the
actusl conferrl g of the dietlnction there
were preeent five bundred delegates from
almost all the Liberal associstions of
Swotland—Nortb, South, Esst and West
—aud It 1s estimated that when the work-
ingmen’s address was presented to him at
Calton Hill, there were over fifty thou.
sand people present. These were princi-
pally worklngmen, as it was a working.
men's meeting; still all classes particlpated,
and the Protestant clergy of all denomin.-
atfo 18 were as enthuslastic as the Cathollc
priesthood who were elde by side with
them,

Mr, Parneli was the guest of DMir,
Buchanan, M. P, for West Edinburgh, at
whosc house he held an “at-home,” at
which 150 prominent persons attended,
The Corn lixchange on very important
occasions is able to accommodate about
5000 persons, but it was unusually
crowded for the ceremony which took
placs in it, so that many more than 5,000
were certainly present,

Addresses were presented from 140
liberal asecciations, congratulating Mr,
Parnell on the occasion and deciaring
their firm adhesion to the principles he
represented. Tane KEail of Aberdeen
oceupied the chair while the addresses
were handed in, and the Barl of Elgin, as
Precident of the Liberal Federation of
Seotland, made the first presentation,
Baillie Walcott, President of the Edin-
burgh Liberal Association, was the next
to present an address, and the otber
delegates followed in order, Letters of
apology were read from Lord Granville,Mr,
(i'adstone, the Marquis of Ripon, the Mar-
quis of Cadogen, Earl Spencer, the Earl
of Rosebery, Lord Compton, Sir Obarles
Ruseell, M. P, snd many members of the
Irigh and Liberal Parliamentary parties,
Thus men who have already governed
the Empire, and who are sure to do so
again before long, united with those who
have filled the position of the Vice.
royalty of Ireland, to do honor to the
man  who represents Irish sentiment
and to manifest their abhorrence of the
base couspirators whose machinations
have hrought upon themselves the pub-
lic indiguation under which they ex
pected to crush Mr. Parnell,

[t is almost needless to say that Mr,
Parnell in bis speeches wae equal o the
great occasion which brought together
60 many distinguished statesmen and so
many thoussnds of the electorate,

Walcott presented in & silver

agket the Durgess and Guild Brother's
[icket. He stated that there bad been

ted and conspicuous opposition to
presentation by some members of
uncil, for unanimity in such a

could not reasonably be expected,

ut the msjority who had carried the
proposal bad done to ‘‘conecientiously,
. illy, and enthusiastically.”

Il declared that he had no

1 to complain of the opposition
en offered to the event of
gopposed that the mivor-
themeolves justified in the atti
tud hey took; but they had enabled

f panracents o
{ of the preg

the citizens to testify three times to the
faith that is in them.

He then entered largely upon the his.
tory of the Times’ forgeries, and showed
that their thorough exposure was not
due to any help given by the Special
Commission, Chief Justice Hannen had
declared that the Commission “could
not enter into the origin of the letters.”
That was his expressioun, How then was
he to discover and to prove that they
were forgeries ! The task seemed im-
possible unless the books of the Irish
Loyal and Patriotic League were sub-
jected to inspection ; “but we obtained
our clue to the forger by accident, and
we owe nothing to the Special Oommis-
sion for the exposure of those forgeries.”
He showed that the Government, while
“pretending to offer the means of vindi-
cating the character of himself and his
colleagues, did everything they could,
by the ingenuity of their lawyers, to
make sure that, so far as the prin-
cipal charge, and really the only charge,
was concerned, the question of the let-
ters, they should be stopped short at the
very point wherein there was any hope
to discover these matters.”

The loud cries of “shame” which
followed this statement are an index to
the sentiments with which the people of
Scotland’s capital city regard the Gov.
ernment,

In reference to the fears which have
been expreesed by the opponents of
Home Rule, lest the loyal minority
should be oppressed, Mr. Parnsll said :

“I am convinced that this fear comes
from a bad conscience, Those who ex.
press it know how they have abused
their power in the past, how cruelly they
have treated the mejority, They fear
that the recollection of all this will come
back and that it will be made a pretext
for injuring them, But I know the Irish
people better than that (cheers) There
exists no people on the face of the earth
lees prone to harbor revengeful feelings,
They may be lisble to be carried away
by impulse, but vindictive they bave
never been and never will be, Taey
will be willing to forget and forgive the
past, and {o concede everything that
they ougbt to concede to their Protest
ant neighbors, to mske matters smooth
and €asy, to remove every chause of ap
prehension from their minds, so that
there may be no exouse left for reviving
those bad feelings of times past to stop
the prosperity of our country, and to
bhinder the reconciliation of the two
nations (Caeers),”

1718 not worderful that the demonstra
tlon has caused consternation in the ranke
of the eupporters of the Govern-
ment, It le stated that Mr, Balfour
will stump a great part of Scotland to
minimize ite effects, and he will be alded
by Lord Hartington in other parts of the
country. Mr. Balfour will take Edin.
burgh, and Lord Hartington, Aberdeen ;
but the efforts of the Unionlsts have not
hitherto been very successful in Scotland,
and it may be reasonably expected that
they will be no more so in the future,

MR, WM. OBRIEN vs.

SALISBURY.

Notwithstavding the verdlet agalnat
Me. Wm, O’Brien and for Lord Salisbary
rendered by the jury in the libel suit
brought egainet the latter, Mr, O'Brlen’s
appeal for a new trial on the ground that
the jary were mis directed 18 very likely
to have quite a different result, Mr,
Justice Stepben, before whom the trial
took place, had aiready glven hls views as
decldedly agalust the who'e Irlsh agltation
in a serles of letters to the Times, and his
charge to the jary was a labored defence
of Lord Salisbury, so that he was simply
sitting In judgment on his own expressed
convictions, He permitted the Bolicltor-
Goneral to bring forward evidence on
outrsgs In Ireland with which Mr,
O'Brien certaluly had nothing to do, and
In every respect was as much the partizan
as the judges who sat on the Special
Commiselon, The jary must have been
Uslonlets, as they had no difficulty in
coming to a concluslon within a few min-
utes, fiading for the defendaut.

Lord Salisbury’s accusation agalnst Mr.
O'Brlen wae ihat the latter eald : “Men
who took unlet farme should be treated
as they have baen treated durlog the last
ten years in the locallty In which he
spoke—that Is to say, thai they should be
murdered, robbed, their cattle shot and
ill trented, thelr farmedevastated.”

At the trial Mr, Bigham, on behalf of
Mr, O'Brien, admitted that murders had
been committed in the South-Weat of
Ireland during the ten years referred to,
but not in the locality in which he had
spoken, yet the time of the court was
taken up in proving that there were such
murders committed somewhere, though
the words attributed toMr, O'Brien were
admittedly not used by him at all. Lord
Salisbury, admittedly, attributed to Mr,
O'Brien words which he had not used,
and then put upon them an interprota-
tion they would not bear, Mr, Gully,
Mr. Bigham's colleague, maintsined that

LORD

Lord Salisbury had expressly stated that
Mr, O'Brien urged that men who took
unlet farms should be murderad, and
that their oattle should be ill reated
The judge, nowever, told the jury that
hie Lordship was merely giving the effeot
of Mr, O'Brien’s advice, aud not his
worde, and it was under this direction

that the jury formed their verdiot, Mo,
O B:icrn uadontiedly mcant that laud

grabbers should be boyocotted, ' His
opinions on the subject of boycotting are
well known, and if Lord Salisbury had
merely charged him with advocating boy-
cotting the suit would not have been
entered ; but Mr, O’Brien objscted to
being charged with advocating murder,
snd every one uaderstood Lord Salis-
bury’s meaning to be that he had advo-
cated murder, Itwasonly by the flimsy
pretence that he only meant to accuse
Mr, O'Brien of favoring boycotting, the
possible result of which might be murder,
that Lord Salisbury was able to obtain a
temporary verdiot in his favor, even
though judge and jury were favorable to
him, This the judge stated plainly
enough in his charge, wherein he used
the following words :

“In the statement of claim it is set
forth that Lord Salisbury said that the
plaintift did wilfully solicit and incite
those who heard him to murder and to
rob the men who took unlet farms, and
to shoot and ilitreat tueir cattle and
devastate their farms, If Lord Salisbury
eaid that, you will have to give the
plaintift & verdict and give him what
you think proper damages.”

“MEDDLERS.”

The memorable 8'h of August has
passed, the last day when it was allow-
able, according to the Constitution, for
the Dominion Government to disallow
the Jesuit Estates Act, and the Act, not
having been disalloved, becomss, of
course, part of the law of the Province of
Quebec. The passage of the Act by the
Quebec Legielature has been made the
occasion of & great uproarand a violent
agitation among our Protestant fellow-
citizens many of whom have professed
to discover in it great danger to the
whole Dominion, Among those who
bave shown themselves most rabid is
Dr, Carman, General Buperintendent
of the Methodist Church in Canada,
from whom & lettar appears in the Mail
of the Sth inet, which stands in sad con
trast to the truly liberal and patriotic
spesch of Rav, Dr, Deawart which we
published in last week's REcorD.
While publishiog Dz, Dewart’s speech,
we gave full credit to the doctor for the
generous and really Canadian senti.
ments to which he gave expression, but
we stated our belief and fear that his
generous sentiments would not b2 ac.
ceptable to his brothers in the Mstho.
dist ministry, and Mr. Carman’s letter
proves that our prognostications were
correct,

Dr. Dewart, undoubtedly, is a very
representative man. He conducts the
newspaper whaich is supposed to repre.
sent, more than any other, the Methodist
sentiment of Canada, but Dr, Carman
occupies a position still more repre-
sentative, He is omne of the
two gentlemen who preside over the
Methodist Church of all Canada, and as
we have good reason to believe that Dr,
Williams, his colleague in office, agrees
with him in his unconcealed antipathy
to Catholics, can it be wondered that we
regard Dr. Carman’s letter as an indica-
tion that the Methodist parsons of
Oatario, at least, intend to continue the
no Popery crusade }

We would be glad, to work in conjunc.
tion with our Methodist and other Pro-
testant fellow citizens for the peace and
prozperity of the country, but il they
persist in waging war against Catholics,
they must expect hard blows in return,

Dr. Carman endorses everything that
was msserted in the address presented
to Lord Stanley by the bogus Equal
Rights’ delegation, and he insolently
asserts that Lord Stanley spoke falsehood
when he said, in reply to the deputation,
“I do mnot find eany evidence
that in this Dominion and in this
nineteenth century the Society of Jesus
have been less law abiding and less
loyal citizsns than others” Tae
superintendent says in regard to this
statement : “Just as good and true
people, for instance, to the Crown and
the throne as you, gentlemen of this
meddlesome delegation, To put it
reverently, is this sovereign sagacity or
merely partizan plea? Taose who make
history are, of course, not bound to study
it or be ruled by it. N> matter what

Jesuits have done or been in a long
career, what doctrines they bave taught
and do teach? CQertainly not Queen
Victoria’s sovereiguty,” with much more
of this sort.

Passing over the inccherency and
ungrammaticism  of all  this, it
implies that the Jesuits of Can.
ada and of this continent have been
immoral. We challenge Dr. Carman to
the proof. « He knows very well that the
clargymen who in Canada and elsewhere
on this continent have hasn frequently
found guilty of running away with their
neighbors’ wives and of other gross
crimes, have vot been Jesuits, nor judeed
Catholie priests of any kind, as a general
rule, We must acknowledge that in
very rare insiances there have been
priests who have proved unwortay of
their sacred office, but such scandals as

have been recently unearthed at Strath.
roy, Toronto, Ocangeville and Kiogston,
are rare indeed among Oatholic prieats,
and unhoeerd.of among the Jesuits of
Awerica, Nor haye Josuils, or other

Catholic priests, made themselves con-
spicuous by the publication of indecent
or lying literature, like the book of
Meria Monk, published under ministerial
patronage, or that of Justin D, Fulion.
We say then that Rav., Dr. Carman’s
language in reference to the Governor-
General is as false as it is insolent, But
even if His Excellency had said that the
Jesuits are as virtuous, and *'as good and
true people to the Orown and throne, as
you, gentlemen of this meddlesome dele-
gation,” he would have told the truth.

We bave been told by the no Popery
journals, and Dr. Carman repeats the
assertion, that the Governor-General
was insolent towards the deputation,
This is not true, It s true that he did
not accede to the prayer of the peti.
tion, but is acknowledged that the de-
putation itself did not expact him to do
80, His refusal, however, was digaified
and his language was as courteous as a
refusal could be, d

The petitioners asserted that the Aot
‘“‘is derogatory to the supremacy of the
Queen.” Lord Stanley told them that
this is not the case, and that the best
authoritiese he could consult held with
kim that the Act was within the powers
of the Quebec Legislature, Certainly
this would nol be the case if the Q1een’s
authority were entrenched upon in it,
We admit that refusal was in itself a
stern rebuke to the bigotry of the deputa-
tion, but this could not be a reason why
His Excellency should iaoflict a wrong
upon the Jesuits, and on the whole
Province of ()iebec, Bayond this the
language of Lord Stanley was as respect-
ful as it could be, Ifitis to be inter-
preted as meaning what Dr, Carman
says, that the dclegates were mere
meddlers in what was none of their busi-
ness, it is because they were 8o in real-
ity, not because of anything disrespect-
ful in what the Governor-General said,

The anti.Catholic press endeavor to
make 1t sppears that the words of the
Governor General were written for him
by Sir John Thompson, and that the
Government organs are endeavoring to
shitk the Governmental responsibility
by eaying that Lord Stanley spoke his
own eentiments, Dr, Carman makes
gimilar statements, but there is no
evidence to bear them out,

Tae (i)vernment organs do not deny
the responsibility of the Goivernment,
inasmuch as they advised His Excellency
to take the course he followed, But His
Excellency certainly implies in his
speech that personally he approved of
the advice, He was expressly asked by
Dr. Davidson to state his personal views,
and it seems to be in answer to this
request that he said : “I am disposed
to let the deputation know what
has been the aspect of the case
a8 it presented itself to me He also
said that the course taken by his advisers
was “approved by me not without due
consideration,”

It is stated on good authority that
Lord Stanley expressed himself very
freely as diegusted with the rabid ravings
to which the delegates gave utterance
after their discomfiture, and it is no won.
der, The Globs pretends to think that
his diegust is against the Ministry, be.
cause they allow it to be supposed that
he gave expression to his personal views,
but the absurdity of this is evident, and
the information given to the public is
tbat His Excellency is disgusted with the
delegates and not the Miaistry.

The peopls of Qaebec, Protestant as
well as Ca'holic, did not at first discover in
tha Jesuit Eitates Act the danger of
which we have since been so frequently
told, for certainly, among the twelve
Quebec Protestante who supported it as
well as the fifty-three Catholics who are
in the elective house of the Legislature
of the Province may fairly be supposed
to have had among them some love of
their religion and some raverence for
the authority of the Q1een, which would
have led some of them to oppose it
strenuously if it had attacked either one
or the other. Not even the mention of
the Pope in the preamble of the Act was
to them cause suflicient to induce them
to declare against it, Mr. Mercier was
80 conciliatory and oconsiderate towards
the Protestant minority as to inform
them, before the Act was passed, that if
the mention of the Popein the preamble
were offensive to them, it would be
amended g0 as t0 meet their views, This
announcement was & great concession to
a small minority, a concession the like of
which we do not mest with in the whole
history of Cavadian Legislation, and it
ceriainly shows that Mr, Mercier had ne
desire to create religious animosity,

Weo can well imagine what would be
the result of a similar concession offered
to Cutholicz by any Premier of Ontario,
When the so called “Ross Bible” was
introduced into the schools of O itario, it
is fresh in the memory of our resders
what & tumult was raised in the Proy.
ince, in great measure by the same fanat.
ics as those who engineered the no-
Popery ery during the vecent agitation,

Certeinly if religious teaching wes o

il)a\ imparied, we claim the r

be introducad into the schools of the
Provinos, Catholics should not be

ignored. 1t sny religious teaching is to

ciding what that teachi

as our own children are concerned,
Hence it was only right that the Cathe.
lic bierarchy should be coneulted before
auy steps sbould be taken in the matter,
In spite of this it is well known that it
was a committee of Protestant ministers
that made the scriptural selections,
The selections were shown to Archbishop
Lynch indeed, but he made only the
slight suggestion that in the Lord’s
prayer “who” would be a better reading
than “which,” If any had the right to
complain of all this it was the Oatholic
body, Yet Oatario was sgitated from
end to end by a no-Popery ory on the
ground that Archbishop Lynch was
spoken to on the subject at all,

We do not recall these undoubted facts
for the purpose of railing against our
Protestant fellow.subjects and citizens ;
but to defend ourselves against the
violence of fanaticism it is necessary to
call up facts which show its unreason
ableness, Lord Stanley reminded the
delegates that it is no unusual thing in
the British Parliament to liquidate moral
claims to property, very similar to the
Jesuit claim which was liquidated in full
by the compromise by which the Jesuit
claims have been settled, The same
has been done by the Legislature of
Oatario, without interference from Q1e.
bec, Dr. Carman and other fanatics ought
to learn from this that by their at.
tempted interference with the autonomy
of Quebec they have fully earned the
designation of meddlers, which he so
aptly aoplies to himself and the bogus
Equal Righte’ delegates.

MORMONISM.

The Constitutional Coavention of the
new State of Idaho finds a difficulty be-
fore it in the manuer in which to deal

with the Mormons, A large number of

settlers from Utah are In the State, es
well as in Azizons, Colorado and New
Mexicy, Mexico has also been rounded
as to the meanner ia which Mormen
settlers would be recelved, but the
Utah authoritice have learned that
thelr polygemous practices would not
be tolerated there, and that the settlers
would not ba welcomed, To the peopie
of Idaho it appears to be a very un Amer-
ican course to dlef:anchlse settlers on
account of thelr opinions, yet they fear
that Mormons may eo increase as to become
the controlilug element, and the thought
s sericusly entertained to dlefranchlse
them under the copstitution which iz to
be adopted, lest the difficulties which have
exlsted in Utah be renewed in Idaho, and
that polygamy be strengthened under the
princlples of Statesovereiguty.

There are already in the State eeveral
thousand Mormous, and if these be made
voters there will be cffered a strong lnduce-
ment to the Mormons of Utah to cross the
State llne and take control of the mew
State. The people of Idaho are fully alive
to the danger, and It s thought that even
at the coet of departing from the priociple
of unlversal toleration they will adopt the
stringent measures Indicated to avert the
danger ; but as it lsthelr acts and not their
oplnions which sre feared, the disfranchise.
ment will probably extend ouly to those
who practice polygamy.

There is a Mormon settlement also in
the Canadian North West, at Lee’s
Creek, south of Calgary, but it is not
certrin  whether or not they practice
their favorite institulion, They have
been informed by the Dominion Govern.
went that polygamy will not be tolerated
under Canadian law. Some reports say
that they are obeying the law, while
others assert that they ara merely
making pretence of obedience. We
trust that the Government wiil insist
upon the course which they have fore-
shadowed, and will not permit the intro-
duction of the detestable practices which
disgrace Utah,

While Mormonism is thus endeavor-
ing to extend itself, it is losing its firm
hold upon Utah, gradually but surely.
The elections which took place on the
fifth inst, showed for the first time a
Gentile msjority of forty.one in Salt
Lake City. It is claimed that this will
insure a Gantile government to the city
next February, but so small a majority
is too precarious to be reliad on with
confidence, It shows, however, that the
Mormons have no longer undisputed
sway in their capital, and this will cer.
tainly diminish their power through the
territory, In the House of Representa-
tives there are six G sntiles and two in
the Council, giving the Gantiles eight
members oui of thirty.eix, The Mor-
mons, therefore, still hold the fort, and
it is for this reason that Utah’s star was
not added to the United States flag at
the time when four new States wém
made,

Slnce the above was written, the Idaho
Convention closed ite labors, after adopt.
Ing an article prokibiting bigamy and
pologamy. This will, it le hoped, put an
end to the dresdful evils which are o
common in the eoulhesstern part of the

Siate, the home of Mormoniem. The
revelations of Unpited States Deputy
Marehal Beonet show that polygamy has
heen practised in that

eality most openly
aad to an alarm'™g oxtent,

A FALSE TEACHER.

—_—

Geners] Superintendent Carman, who
formerly was called “Blshop” of the
Methodist Church, is pleased to eay in &
letter published in the Mail of Sth Aug.
which is commented on in another
colamn, that the doctrine of Queen Vie-
torle’s eupremacy s not teught by Jeen-
{ts. Mr. Carman’s present potition In the
Uuvited Methodist Church is intended to
be equal to, and even superior to, hls
former one, though the new title he
assumes is somewhat less ecclesiastical,
When he was ‘'Blshop” he only exerclsed
jurlad'ction over the Eplscopal Metho-
dist Church, but under presont arrange-
ments his authority extends over the
whole Uanited Methodlst Church of Can-
ada,

“Art thou s master of Israel, and
knowest not these thinge?" Does not
Rov. Mr. Carman know the difference
between a “doctrine” of the Chburch,
which is a truth revealed by God, and
the epplication of that docirine to a
particular case I Jesuit doctrines, being
the doctrines of the Catholic Cuurch of
all times and places, were taught 1800
years before Queen Victoria oceupied
the throne of England, and it can
ecarcely be wondered at that the Coun-
cil of Trent, for example, made no
mention of Her Majesty, by name,
But a8 far as that is concerned, neither
do we find her nemed in the Presby-
terian Confession of Faitk or the Metho-
dist “‘Book of Discipline,”

It will suffice to say that the Catholic
Qhurch does teach loyalty to the con-
stituted authorities, whether in the
Church or State, each in its own order,
in accordance with the distinction made
by our Lord: “Render, therefore, to
Cewmsar the things that are Cesar's and to
God the things that are God’y.” Itis
the teacking of St, Paul that “ike powers
taat are, are ordained of God,” and
that we must be “subjact of necessiiy,
not only for wrath, but also for con.
ecience sake,” and the Catholic Ohurch
teaches this principle of loyalty to the
civil power. The teaching of the great
St. Bernard, referring both to civil and
ecclesiastical authorily, 1s one with that
of the Courch, and the Jesuits have
never taught any other doctrine than
that of the Church, St. Bernard says :
“The precepts of God and those of man
representing (iod, must be cbeyed with
equal care and reverence, provided that
man command nothing contrary to God.”
(On Consideration book 4.)

The Rev. Dr, Carman’s statement is
therefore as false and malicious as it is
vindictive. We are eurprised st such
malice in a pretended “master of Israel.”

We would like to ask whether the
threats to which the parsons are giving
utterance very freely, to have recourse
to arms in order to eet aside Lord
Stanley’s decision, is an index to the
loyalty which is taught by Methodist
divines, The Rev. Dz Moore, of Oitawa,
is one of the class of blatant parsons
who are so fond of raieing the cry of dis-
loyalty against Catholics, yet no sooner
does he find that the dictum of the
Msthodist and Presbyterian clergy is
not to be the supreme code by which
the Domition is to be ruled, than he
publiches to the world his fiat that the
Governor Ganeral has pronounced in
favor of the doctrine of States’ Rights
which was decided by the civil war in
the United States, and that the same
issue will have to be decided by a civil
war in Canada, Dr, Carman’s manifesto,
though comewhat more coverltiy, contains
similar threats, It would seem that if
disloyalty is a reason for the anti Jesuit
Legislation which the parsons desire so
much, the Presbyterian and Methadist
clorgy are much more in need of
restraint by repressive legislation than
the Jesuits,

Dr. Moore’s falsehood is one which has
been frequently repeated by the Mail,
The doctrine of Siates’ Rights has no
more been sanciioned by the decision of
the Goavernor General in regard to the
Jesuit Estates’ Act, than by his omission
todisallow any Act of the Ontario Legisla-
ture. In fact, one (Quebec Act has
actually been disallowed since the anti-
Jesuit agitation has been at its height,
By refusing to dicallow the Jesuit Estates’
Act the Governor-General has simply
declared in eftect that the whole Domin-
ion is not to be governed by the fifty.one
thousand men, women or children who
signed the anti Jasuit patition from
Ontario, who for insuflicient reasons wish
to override the decision of the law-
officers of the Crown, the Dominion
Govercment, even the Imperial Govern-
ment, and one of the most decisive votes

ever recorded by the Canadian House of
Cemmons,

Tre ouly two pleas which the petition
exs set forth why the Act should be dia-
allowed were : 1:t, that the Jesult Eitates’
Act s derogetory to the supr nacy of the
Crown ; Zodly, that the Jeeuits are san
unlawful end fmmorel eociety, They
were Informed that they were wrong on
bath points. It would have dn Jutolerable
ineult to Catholics if His Excellency bad
grented tho petition on the tecond ples ;
bat if the first plea had been correct, it
would of course, have been proper to dis
allow, It was s question for lawyers
to declde, and by the most eminent
authoritles it was declded against the
petitioners, Tos doctrlre of States
Righte', therefore, stands exactly as 1t did
betore Lord Stanley admiulstered to the

medd'eis 2is well .deserved rabakeo,
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CHURCH AND SCHOOL REV.
ENUES.

A late number of the Chicago Times
makes certain statements which are
quite on a par with the | Mail’s oft reiter.
ated mendacious sssertions concernirg
the Cstholic Courch in Capada, Con.
cerning the figures given in the first
statement of that journal we have noth.
ing definite to say now as we have not at
hand the statistics whereby either to
verify or refute it : that is, “In Chicago
the church property of the Catholics is
vaetly more valuable than that of all
other Christian beliefs put together ; for,
out of a total valuation of $9,690,000
considerably over 5,000,000 worth is
owned by Catbolics,”

1t must be borne in mind, however,
that in the above estimaie, parochial
schools and academies are confessedly
included, and though it is not expressly
wmentioned, hospitals and charitable in.
stitutions also, Theee are not estimsated,
of course, in the figures expressing the
amount of Proteetant church property,
The Times aleo tells ue “‘the statement s
not surprislng when one remermbers that
150 000 people, over half the cliy’s pres-
ent population, are Catholics,”

The next statement is, however, mcet
sbsurd, It isesid: “Alargerevenue goes
into the Catholle Church from parcchlal
schoole, the parents, If able, peylog for
the children’s tuitlon. Thls revenue s
largely invested in wlssions and orphan-
ages.”

It 1s well knowa that there ls ot and
csnpot be a revenue arisiug from the
gchools, except whet is paid out immedi
ately for the experzes of teachers and
schocl meintensnce. Inetead cf the
COburch derivirg untold wealth from the
revenues of the echoole, these are one of
the chanunels through which the revenues
of the churches, which chounld legitimately
go towards the eupport of the clergy or
the erection of churches, are frequently
expended tonlarge emount, and the Cath.
olic people are upjusily taxed to educite
tbe children of thelr Protestant nelghbore,
while they tax themeelves to keep fna
louriehirg condition echools to which they
can coneclentionely send thelr own chil-
dren.

The Times sayz: “The Catholle parochial
sckools In Chlcago are attended by about
forty thre: thousand children, which is
over half tbe school population of the
clty.”

Does it not cccur to the Times that if
these children were attending the public
schools It would b2 necessary for the cily
to supply more than double the number
of teachers now employed, and more than
double the amount of school accommo-
dation? It follows, therefore, that the
parochlal achools eave to the city the full
amount, which {s expended by the Cathe-
lies for the support of Cathelic scheols,
and Catbolics are robbed by unjast schoel
lawe of more than half of the ssme
amcunt., The education of the Cithollc
children must coet at least $516,000
aonually, estimating the cost at the low
smount of $12 per capita This will give
some idea of the megnitude of the injus
tice to which the Catholles of the United
States are subjected. The only remedy
for this state of things is to let the Catho-
lics have a naticnal system of demomin.
atlonal echools simllar to that evjoyed by
Cathollcs 1n Outarlo and Protestants in
Quebec.

By further jnmbling figures the Times
d:aws the far-fetched conclusion that the
Chiistians of Chicago are paylng nearly
one-tenth of all that they possess as tithes
‘to the Church, This is certalnly a most
exaggoerated statement, and, especlally as
far ss Cathollcs are concerned, the sneer
of the Times is urjustifiable that Christian.
Ity Is “a matter of dollars and givivg,”
and “money Is expected to purchase abso-
ladon.” Of course churches cannot be
sustained, prlests rupported, and schools
aad works of charlty established without
liberal eupport belng given to these by
the people, but we can assert for Chicago,
a: for other cltles both in the United
States and Canads, that the money which
1: pald for these objects by Catholics fs
well epent, ard well maneged, and that
there ls ample roturn made to the people
who contribute In the preservation of
religlon and morality, and in the excellent
charitable and educational establishments
thereby malntalned, We do not approve
of grossly exaggerated etatements like
thote made by the Timee, but if the cor-
rect smounts paid were rigldly serutinized,
the results would be what we have ia-
dicated,

As regards the large volue at which
church property fs estimated Itls to be
remarked that it {s the permanent recult
of many years of labor aud toll ou the
part of priesta and lalty, It s, therefore,
not to be compnted as if It were an annual
outley. When this fa considered it wiil
be ecen not to ba excesslve that over {our
hundred and fifty thonsaad people should
owu $5 000,000 worth of ehureher, hos-
pltels, schoole, and bulldings for cheritable
purposes. It awmouants to §ll 11 per
capita, and, after all, the people are in
actual ecjoyment of this fruit of thelr
past labor, It mast be remewmbered
that towards tnis emount the ¢
tiona of the wealthy who were eble to
ailord 1t were larger than the per capita
sum here siated, while a mucn smaller
sum was ¢ontributel by those who were
not ab'e to affird this amount,




