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" OUR ARCHBISHOP'S LETTER.

[

%7. BONIFACE, Dec. 13th, 1882
Messrs. E. J. Dermody, & Co.

GENTLEMEN—I see by.the last iasue of the
NORTHWEST REVIEW that you have been in-
struoted by the directors of the journal with
the.management of the same, “the companf
for-thepresent retathing chargeé of the edl-
torial columns.”

1 need not t~11 you that I take a deep in-
terest’in the NORTHWEST REVIEW which is
the onliv English Catholic paper gubllshed
within the limits of Manitoba and the North-

_west Territories. I hope that you wiil obtain
arémunerative success, It is enough that
theieditors do'their work gratuitously, it can-
Bot.be expected that the material partofthe
publication shotild remain without remuner-
ation... I therefore strongly recommend to
. a1l Catholics under my jurisdiction to give a
upport to the NORTHWEST REVIEW,
: g ymy ap’%rbval. though, of course, I
“ ;.e8NNOL be responsible for every word contain-
od in it. ‘The editors write as they think
ropef, they are at full libert{ to say what
gheye;vuh and in the way they llke best.
The sole control I can claim is over the prin-
eiplesthey express and I have no hesitation
instating that the principles announced by
them are sound and ought to be endorsed by
every sound Catholicin this country.
¢ Ige—tefbre consider that you enter &
. work snd I pray to God that He will bless
you in its accomplishment. . )
: o TR T T remaadn,
‘. Yours all devoted in Christ,
$ALEX. ARCHBISHOP OF S'x"j BoxImAcn,

NOTICE.

: r will always gladly receive (1)
,‘gs!e&%iépm “Catholic matters, matters of
anersl or local importance, ev%wnticu

ot Of a PARTY character. (2) KRS ON
mislar subjects, whether conveylug or ask-
information or controversial. (3.) NEwS
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7 wPpotestantism was an experiment,
" and it has proven a. hideous failyre,” is
%he.exclamation of sn Episcopalian min-
iater in New York, who is endeavoring
“to remedy this “hideous failure” in the
humsan balf-way-house of Ritualism, .-
erses with the heading “Pro
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' :i’mb religious instruction : What, then, is
1167 - Is it irreligious instruction ? Would
" | s Lordship tell us what more wasthere

jthatin a scho?l possessing

religious instracti

| identical. If the bishop
Jthe twenty years, during.
_|the'head of a system of

, | inatruction” in those Prote

17| levangy. and
hin y

women, are as sacred to Catholics as
-meeté%bhom are to Methodistsand,
non~Catholies  ghould “unite in' denourit|
ing'the incendiary and in taking meas:
ures sgainst such iiendiaries as dis-
turberd of the peace. "
“‘Bend the “Colonél” to Winnipeg if De-
troit betoo cultared & place for his views
to find a home. We are the greatest
people in the world and can always
find work for men with such views as
the “Colonel.”

When a paper calls itselt Catholic, yet
is persistently trying to keep up strife
between one Catholic writer and an-
other, and hetween priest and priest,
and between priest and bishop, and be-
tween bishop and bishops, calling some
of them “cowardly ecclesiastics,” even
attacking Religious OrderS stating of
“The Society Jesus” that “lunacy” is
“thinning their ranks very rapidly”
it has listed ~itself under ' the
banners of the enemy of God with
far greater power for evil and destruc:
tion than the non-Catholic can possibly
possess. And ‘there is, of course, no
place where the enemy of God so loves
to work as among the faithful.” If its ed-
itor was'a layman, the Catholic press
would know how to handle such asser-
tions and such a course; but the editor
being a cloric, veneration for the sout-
anne arrests the Catholic pen. “

I8 THERE RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION
IN PUBLIC SCHOOILS,

The Bishop of Rupert’s Land says:
Now what is the position of primary
education with ourselves? There is no
religious instruction, and yet we shoald
be thankful that we are much farther
yet from the position of France and
Victoria - than ~ many perhaps think.
There is & short prayer, concluding with
the Lord’s prayer, acknowledging the
need of divine guidarice and blessing
and asking God for these gifts “The
fear of the Lord is the beginning of
knowledge.” There is the reading of a
passage of the Bible thereby confessing
the unigue and supremé position of the
word of God. “Wherewithal shall 2
young man cleanse his way, even by
taking heed thereto, and according to
Thy word.” Then in the teaching of
morals there are the Ten Command-
mepts, thereby recognizing the Divine
sal¥ation for the moral law, Now these
are not small things in themselves, but
they are doubly important because they
carry with them for theteacher a degree
of liberty in his teaching of whatmay
come before the classes in their litera-
ture or otherwise. God is not excluded as
in France nor the name of our Lord
Jesus Christ, that blessed name that is
above every name su %reessed a8 in
Victoria. But what would be the position,
if prayer were forbidden—it the Bible
were made a sealed book—if the ten
commaudments were excluded.

8o, there is no religious instraction in
the Public schools of Manitoba? If that
beso. why is hia Lordehip “thankful that
we are much farther removed from the
position “of 'France and Victoria than
many people think?™ And why are we
farther renioved from France -and Vie
toria? His Lordehiptells us, why ? - He
gays: “There is a short prayer;” and
again “there is a redding of a passage In
the Bible” and lastly; “then in thé
teaching of morals, there is the Ten
Commandments.” By what name does
his Lordship call all this? He says it is

testant system’ which had no 'less a
personage than the bishop of Rupert's
Land for its head ? If this ig not relig-
ious instruction, then there was no
religious’ instruction in the Protestant
sthools lately abolisbed in name!

| “Prayer,” “teading of the Bible” and
the “Ten Commandments!”” Are they
not the sam. total of ‘what Protestants
‘claim as necedsary to salvation? Isriot
the B}iblqalbﬁii,‘tﬂnhht is necessary to
bring them to Heaven? - Does it not
contain the very soul ofiwhat they have
ever professed to believe? And yet his
Lordship tells us, with a1l the innocence
of a child or the suavity of a maiden,

of réligious instruction. in the old Prog

really be most interesting for the
public to know what the bishop
by such a statement! If“there
gious instruction nQw, “ag ki

schools which had
.Province for nearly
twenty years, beecawss the amount of

Protestant, that “there was-no religions

‘we will accept his statem

y' that “there is DO ¥

on in them” but not oth
n sdmission on the bighop’
rather hard to explain to th

testant people to whom he was pro
fessed]y upplying & Protestant” school’
1: Which' born of the dilemma

‘Heis a mixture of conceit,
m, bombast, pomposity aud irre«
80 nice all these com-

th t would be

oﬁginal idea. He loves to deliver
address on all conceivable subjects, but
he Joves much more to have them appear

can get ‘Poople to listen t& Lim. This
would b8 all right, if he could only sups
press his inofdinate gesire of having
tbem inflicted on those who have up
desire of reading old, stale and often-

y thoughts of others. There
isnothing original and seldom anything
instructive in what Le "says. Hid
utterances are the ° thirdly dis
guised  platitudes of others into
which the doctor manages to squirt
a large amount of the aforesaid “Bry-
conian flapdoodle.”

If any one doubts the truth of what
we say regarding our subject, let himn
read the address of the learned doctor
on the ‘“aim of the public schools” as
reported in the Tribune of the 23rd of
January. If any reader of that address
can lay his fingure on any sentence in
it, containing an original idea or one
above the most ordinary common place,
we promise - that we shall publish the
most amplé apology to the doctor for not
having noticed it, after carefully reading
his address: It may be a difficult thing
for every one to believe what we say
because of the many startling things
said in that address. To this we reply
that, although they may appear start-
ling, they are not original. They have
been often said hefore and .said in even
much " better style than the doctor
puts them.

For instance, the'doctor is 1n favor of
“religious exercises but no religious
instruction.” How children can per-
form religious exercises without religious
instruction, this philosopher and logician
fails to tell us. But one tbing he doeg
tell us, and it is this: “I am here at
issue with the bislup of Rupert’s Land
and a part of the church of England,
with a few state churchmen among the
Presbyterians and = with the whole
Roman Catholic church.”

King, who is, no doubt, the leader of
those “few state churchmen among the
Presbyterians,” ~ell be very thankful to
the doctor for not putting them among
the brilliant and “vast masjority in the
Dominion” who agree with him in say-
ing that religious exercises can be per-
formed without the prerequisite of
religious. instruction. We feel embold-
ened to say that His Grace, the Arch-
bishop of St. Boniface and all members
of “the whole Roman Catholic church”
in Manitoba, will permit us to tender
their sincere thanks to - the learned:
doctor for not putting them in with “the
great majority in the Dominion” ip
endorsing the brilliant logic contained
in the proposition of “having. religious
exercises without religious instruction!

The doctor is really sublime when he
aska: “What is the cry of Roman Cath-
“olic parents everywhere about their
“geparate schools? It is*®this. Our
\“schools don’t give us a chance of com-
“peting with Protestants. They say: It
is Catechism! Catecbism! all the

Again we call attention; to the .doctors
“Bryconian flapdoodlie.”. .~ He. .says
“what is the cry of Roman Catholic
parents everywhere,” thereby meaning by
Athe cry,” universial complaint; and then

1he adds : “this has been declared to ME

PrRaoNALLY. by a6 leust three Catholic
parents in this  city.” .. Against this

in the city who, although forced to
support these wonderful Protestant
schools by an iniquitous tax, yet refuse
to use. them, and re-tax themselves to
support those schools. with “Catechism !
Catechism |”

*-The bishop of Rupert's-Land isanother
witness against Dr. Bryce and his “three
Catholic parents in this city,” when they
Bay : “Our scheols don’t give us a chance
in competiting with- the Protestants,” for
‘his Lordship complained that those
schools had sach advantages that they
were enabled to give cheaply a higher

| education that was not only competing

‘but depleting those wonderful Protestant
whools, by taking away their Protestant
pupils  The rev. doctor .-has been
accustomed in the past to refer to-what
“a protainent Roman Catholic” in the
city told 'him about Catholic schools.

1 Now he hag: actually threc Catholic

parents. In 1890 he hiad one prominent!

1Catholic, in 1898 the number bas been

increased to threey but the doctor does
not ‘t8ll- us .whether the other two are
prominent? That was unkind of the
doctor. Now, we will make a proposition
tothe dbetor:” “If -he’ will name those

| wonderful'three; we ‘promise to either
‘| prove that they, as Catholics, are

prominent only in their .opposition
to everything commanded by the church
‘and especially meglectful in the per
formance of the religious duties imposed

{upon them by the church—in a word,

that they are non-practicing Catholics,
or we shall openly and publicly admit
that we have slandered them and their
friend Dr. Bryce. Come Dr. speak out!

GODLESS SCHOOLS.

“The Antigonish Casket, in a recent
issve, says on secular education’t -

| The one great reason why, Catholics
[ | canhot on principle approve of a’ pystem

of edugation established on what {s call

in the public press. There is s¢arcely’s
: subjeqt,qg’_,which he will notspeak if he

We are sure |
the bishop of Rupert’s Land and Dr.

“time, and our education -i8 neglected.” |

wondertul trinity- we will place the other{
‘three or four hundred Catholic families:

{1 has been

LRI
| was 80 oucof 100,

putup withit in practice, is that the teach.
ing of religion and christian tiorality has

‘no part or place in'it. ~We say religion

and Christian morality ; for athe Catho-
lic Church has its own distfictive reli-
gious tenats: 8o, in like manner, it has 4
theory of its own ag to what constitutes
a thorongh moral training. The objec-

‘tion of Cathclics is not so-much to State

education as such. It is rather to State
monopoly in edueation. It is admitted
on all hands that to educate in religion
and morals is not a function of the State,
A school, therefore, which is under the
exclusive control and direction of the
State is, from the nature of the case, a
school of instruction in purely ‘secular
branches. And such we fiad it to be
in matter of fact wherever State iuon-
opoly in education exists. '

The principle of what is known a8 un-
sectarian educdtion is thus intimately
bound up with the principle of State edu-
cation, By establishing schools on a
non-sectarian basis, the State, it is
claimed, respects the rights of conseience.
On the other hand, purely secular edu-
cation, it is urged, is sufficient to make
good citizens, which is all that the State
need concorn itself with. The truth of
both these contentions may well be
challenged.

Is it true, in the first place, that the
rights of conscience are respected? The
fact that Catholics donot and can not
consistently with their religious couvic-
tions approve of schools from which
religion is excluded, is proof to the con-
trary. “The dontrine,” says Father
O’Reilly, one of the ablest theologians of
this century, “the doctrine that secular
education is to be treated as a thing un-
connected with religion; that secular
education is to be administered to men
of every religion by men of every reli-
gion or of no religion ; that differences of
religion on the part of teachers are of no
moment—all this is" doctrine regarding
religtous matters assuch ; itis areligious
tenet, or at least the denial of one; it is
a phase of indifferentism, whicii undoubt-
edly belongs to the domain of religion.
The opposition between Catholics and
these, secularists is an opposition on a
religious question, not on a question of
politics, or of mathematics, or of natural
philosophy, or of history. The objection

of Catholics to be taught, or to bave their

children taught by Protestants, or Jews,
or free-thinkers is a religious objection.
Catholics say their religion condemns the
system ; their opponents say that the
religion of Catbolics bas no business to
condemn the system, that genuine relig-
jon does not condemn it. What is all
this but a religious controversy, a sectar-
ian controversy. if we are to adopt the
phraseology of our antagonists? Will

‘they deny: that our view is sectarian?

Surely mot.. They will bold it up to
odium as such. If so,is not their eon-
trary holding sectarian too, the question
being a religious one?” It cannot there-
fore be maintained that the rights of
conscience are safeguarded by making
education non-sectarian, so long as there
are those who believe that such’education
injuriously affects the higher interésts of
religion and morality. P '

‘Nor can the state achieve its purpose
of rearing good citizens by establishing

.scbools from which the influences of
-religion are shut out, by educating the

intellect and neglecting the heart, the
conscience, the will. Thegood citizen is
he who acts from a sense of duty to God
and his fellow-man, and duty is a word
‘without meaning apart from the teaching

‘and the sapction of religion. But per-)

haps after all the most vonvincing: proof
of the insufficiency" of "setular~ educhtion’
alone to make good citizens is to be
found in the effect it has had upon the
morals of mnations that have been for
gome time subject to its influence.

At the recent Congress of the Estab-
lished church. of England, held at
‘Folkestone, this subjett was. discussed.
Papers were read by men of wide
expérience, dealing with the result of an
education divorced from religiou, botl: in
Great Britain -and 'in other countries
The writer of the paper which dealt

| with Great Britain cited the words of a

well known English judge, wbo said at
Leeds tHat the cases brought Before him
revealed a lamentable want of mora}
and religious training, A Sunday-schoo]
teacher of thirty-six years’ experience
wrote that ~‘the = present generation
seemed to be hopelessly ignorant of the
fundamental truths ot religion and the
morals arising therefront, and that. the
result of secular education is expressed
in the 6ne word “disaster.” ' Workers,
too, in London and the other great
cities' affirmy that in ‘the absence of
definite religious instruction they can’
make 110 progress whatever in reforming
the masses that aré sunk in vice.
In Apstralia; where purely secular’
education has béén almost universal for:
twenty years, the state of affa '
worse Unbélief and free-thin
grown apace, and  statipties,
alarming increase, in ¢ "While less,
than one-third has been’ added to the:
population in the last ten years, the
male criminals = sumimarily convicted
have incrgased by more than one-half,
thé persons -convicted of mutder by

‘nearly two-thirds, and the number of

eonyicﬁign&s] for robbery with violence
1 actually donbled. It is asignis
Beant fact, too, that while'in 1880 only, 74
out of 100of the ¢ériminaly were sbie to
read and write, in. 1890 the proportion

. In France, where a_ecﬁ{lar schoola ‘imu'

been established since 1882, the results
are admitted evén by the Protestant
ministers who hailed ‘with joy the pass-
ing of the new education act; to be
deplorable. An official report addressed
in 1888 to the Prefect of the Seine by the
inspectors of workshops and factories ‘in
Paris, bewails the lack of moral instruc-
tion and the prevalence of vice among
the youthful employees, and asks that
steps be taken “to put an end to these
moral disasters.”” Residents in France
bear witness that crime is rapidly
increasing awmong the youth of that
country, and one of the best known
French judges publicly stated in 1889
that the increase of crime among the
youug was undoubtedly coincident with
the secularization of the schools.

Such are the fruits of that system of
nun-sectarian or purely secular educa-
tion which is the boast of our age, but
which is slowly yet surely sapping the
foundations on which society resis,—
deadening in the hearts of men the
sense of their accountableness to that
Supreme Being through whom “kings
reign and law-givers decree what is
just.”

T ———

THE REV. ALEXANDER GRANT,

The subject at the head of our article
is a Baptist preacher in this city, who,
in speaking of himself puts down a.
capital I, and when speaking of all other
people uses an ordinary, or rather an
extraordinary small letter. It is need-
less for us to say, that the estimate he
places on his own opinions in contradis-
tinction to those of all others, or of the
experience of history itself, is in an
exact ratio of the capital 1to the extra-
ordinary small letter afore mentioned.
He has been writing a letter to the Free
Press in criticismi of the Lord Bishop of
Rupert’s Land on religious instruction in
the schools. While we arp quite willing
to admtt that His Lordship has left him-
self open to severe criticism in many of
his statements ; while we are prepared
to acknowledge that he has approached-
the whole subject he ~undertook fo
discuss in a spirit of timidity uud vagues
ness unworthy of the great cause  he
had under .consideration; while his

the government to maintain the present
iniquitous law of taxing Catlolics to
educate Protestants, instead of lonestly
condemning such & public act of spoila-
tion ; while we are ready to grant all
this. and more, we say, with equal
emphasis, that the contention set up
by Mr. Grant against the statements of
the Bishop and his statistics -on the
terrible effect of secular education on
the religion and morals of the people
and, therefore, -of the state, is simply

perience of history. - The rev, gentleman
grotes statistics from newspapers and
expects us to accept them as correct. We
need 1ot go outside of Winnipeg to learn
what reliability may be placed on the
utterances of a subsidized government
organ, whose only object, moral or other-
 wise, is calculated by dollars, and whose
only ambition is to oil the machine that
best supplies the coveted dust. Surely
those who are engaged in church work
in Australia shiould know more on this
subject than the Rev, Mr, Grant. At the
Pan-Presbyterian council held in Toronto
last year, the Rev. .Dr, Rentoul, one of
the representatives from Australia,
speaking of its educational system, said:
“In Victoria the government blotted the
name of Christ out of the, school ‘
books for the last 15 yess:.: |

dix'ordeven determited cultured men
had been fightihg against it, till &t last
an dlection was held whicl resulted in
the return of a majority of men pledged
tothe re-introduction of God’s word in
the schiool books. So certain as they
were Presbyterfans this would be
insisted on. In Victoria, Anglicans,
Barmists, Congregationalists, Wesleyans
and o/l Protestant bodies were massed
together determined to have the Bible
back in the;echools:” And further 6n
he said: “Again the theory of the
extreme voluntary in education which
asserted that the stete’ bhad- nothing to
do with religion in education, had played
itself out. ‘The-extremists had the Bible.
put out from the schools.- The. people
were now recoiling from that which
necessarily must end in sheer secular-
ism.” And as an evidence:of ‘what 15
years.of this sheer secularisth_bas pro-
‘dwced in Australia, hesays: “In Victoria
there were 300,000 piofessing Anglicans
Dut only 50,000 attended church; there
were 132,000 Presbyterians, of whorh 69 -
000 were regular church attendants.” Is
‘it any wonder that such a terrible state
of things

‘tata tosec itself against this, (religious,
nstruction) seems (he should have said
i) a dishonoring of God and disastrous
tq its best interests.” And, so far ag ‘Mr.
Grant's letter goes, this is' a1l e Lias't6
find fault with in the bishop's addresa.
 He says: “It is no news to the publie,
that so far as all. civil  institutions -are
concerned, I am & straight: out and out
secularish” Might we venturé+¢'Suggest
that sofar as the public- is-concerned it
is, to it, of very little. accoupt what Mr.

that is of much greater Wﬁt than it
¢an possibly be to.the public. A pro-
fesping Chuistint: ‘mifiidter; who "coyld

whole argument ‘was a cravea plea to ]

peurile and in' opporition to all the ex.|

Xt 1

brings forth the go

‘ jgs; 8bould alarm the Rev. Dr.|
Rentoul? Burely, his Lordship was
" {right when he said: “For a Christian

‘Grant is-oris not. - TirMr{ Grant's'eyeal" The

give axpressionl to sioh sentiments; i
either ool or worse, and his opinions | pye
could not ‘besof any importance o the|fow

general public, He is a fit representative
of a church that wou? sooner see the
poor Indian remain pagan, than see
bim become a Methodist or anything
else, except a Baptist! Had Mr. Grant
attacked tbe Bishop of Rupert’s Land
on his manifest dishcnesty in claiming
for Protestants what he denies to Cath-
olics,—nay more, for & dishonesty, which
8ees no wrong in making Catholics pay
tribute to Protestantism, then we would
say there was a consistency in his
secularism, but for a minister of religion
to buastingly announce himself a secul-
arist, simply on account of the principles
of secularism, is revoling in the extreme.
Does he know any thing about the “his-
tory of that monstrous demon?  Its
terrible naturalism and other mon-
strous crimes are largely writ on many
a'bloody page of the world’s history.
Alleged Handwriting ot St. Peter.

A papyrus manuscript found in the
den of an old hermit in a cave near
Jerusalem in the year 1880 and which
experts have all along believed to have
been the handiwork of St Peter, was_
submitted to a committee of the Biblical
society in London 1n 1890. They have
arrived at the conclusion that the work
is in reality exactly what it purports to.
be the lastliterary work of the great
apostle. It bas not been ascertained éx-
actly who has charge of the relic, but it
ig smid that a “society of British literary
voluptuaries” has offered $100,000 for
the document. Co )

o

Give us the News.

Inthese days, when so many false re-
ports are currentthrough the telegraphic
columns of the daily. secular press, es-
pecially concerning matters of Catholic
interest, we cannot understand why
those in a position to furnish Catholic
news do not encourage the Catholic press
by supplying it, rather than the secular
press, with such information. ’ ‘

Catholic papers are invariably forced
to cull their news from the daily papers
when that news could have been far-
nished first-hand by those in command
of it at its source. R
If this consideration were
Catholic press, many erroneous 'and ex-
aggerated reports of the Catholic affairs
would not find their way into the ptblic. -
prints, much- fo the mortification and
chagrin of Catholics. -

Non-Catholic reporters cannot tréat
Catholic subjects in a manner to be -
properly understood, though their des- :
ires and will might be the best. Non-
Catholle editorial writers comment upon -
Catholic affairs. with  all apparent
earnestness and with “great display of
knowledge, whereas their efforta are -
often sheerest nonsense. R

shown the -

~ The Priest In America.

We have seen the priest as a Mission-
ary in the early days; we haye seen him
setting a standard ot Christian toleration; - -
we have seen him as an angel of mercy
in the time of pestilence, and we hive
seen him as the trusted envoy of this
country on’' an important and delicate
foreign mission; but great ‘as those
dchievements honor him, bis chief dis-
tinction in American history comes from . -
the lives of the people whom he has
guided inthe way of obedient children
of God, and consequently fdod cifisens
Be has sown broadeast the seed of Cath-
olic devation and Catholic honor, and the
nation ‘has Yeaped the fruit in a loyal, .
God-fearing, patriotic people. ’
This he has done, this he will continue
to do; and the influence of his ennobling
personality, his single-hearted, setf-sacri~
ficing devotion to his sacred ealling will
continue to illumine Amaerican history
through the medium of the devoted
children who will reflect in their lives
the high honor and fidélity he has in-
culcated, and- who w,ll,, in turn, reflect

e

| tbat honor upon their country. Blatant,

bigots, their ‘minds befogged by the im«
‘penetrable mists. of prejudice, may fume
and rdve like* the irresponsible little
puppets of ¢lay that they are, America
will hougr the priest for what he has
been, what be is, and what he ever will
be, tﬂﬂ,hesven-apgoim.ed alchemist, wha '
t d'in those who make
qfethe chief dependence of the national
life.~Charles 8. O'Neill, in Donahoe’s
Magdzine for January, ‘ Cor

Reforming a Parrot. e
A, Pittaburg who spent. a part of last’
tummer in England tells. an incident
which sadly disturbed . tho religious
peace of a parish ‘in Penzance. ' "
A maiden: lady of that town.ewned a
rrot, which somehow acguired the
inagreeable habit . of observing, at fre.
quent -intervals: ° L e
“I wish the old lady would die.” .
This annoyed the bird’s owner, who
spoke to the curate about it. o
I think we.can rectify the matter,”
replied the good man: “I also haven
parrot, and he is a righteons bird, havin
een brought up in the-way he should "'}
go. I'willlend you my patrot; and I
trust his inflpenice will “reform -that -
deizravedg‘biﬁ’ﬁf}youm-” o ,
he curate’s parrot was placed. in.the. .
same rgom with the wicked one, and as
Soon as the two  had become stcustomed
to each other, the bad hird: remarked :
i | l;mtsh the oldh ladydwwld d:e’;;’ O
ereupon the . cléigyman’y: “bird
‘rolied up his eyes and in solemnidedents
adc‘i‘%;l: L :
“We beseech
Lordli) . . . D ‘ good N
‘The story.got out in the. parish, -ang,
for several Sundays it was necessary to

omit the litany of the church services. -
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