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hlmielf sponsor toi the opinions of the 
Protestant Minister of Montreal, whose 

. letter gave occasion to the controversy 
now going on. Here is some of that Pro- 
testant Minister's tomahawk talk :

“A crisis is looming up, and there Is no 
trying to blink it. . . . Quebec is in no 
sense a British Province, . .. The spirit 
shown toward the minority Is arrogant in 
the extreme, and the common tilk is that 
we will either be absorbed or driven ont 
of the place, and that in ten years from 
now this city will be entirely French and 
Roman Oaihoiio .... I cannot blame 
the Church end French Canedlane, but I 
blame the British and Protestant people of 
Canada for not enforcing throughout 
the land the great principle of religious 
equality.”

This of course means, es is usual with 
such roaring, patriots, and friend» of civil 
and religions equality, to deprive the 
French Canadians of their language, reli
gion, and self government, and to impose 
upon them contrary to the treaty by which 
Quebec was ceded, and to the British 
North America Act, the notions of the 
domineering class represented by this Min' 
later and the Mail. We thank Providence

Mr. Taste did come to pretty close quar
ters, whereas be has driven the Mail out 
of this tower of strength, the exemption 
question. On this question we may say 
a word which it did not enter into Mr. 
Taste's province to dwell upon. Since

retext 
lebre

matters, Ontario should in the first plsce 
have very clean hands itself before assum
ing to undertake the management c! the 
affairs of Quebec. Now it happens to be 
the case that Ontario too has exemptions. 
In Quebec churches and schools are 
exempt from taxes : the same institutions 
are exempt in Ontario, and so are clerical 
residences to a fixed amount. The Mail's 
course reminds us strongly of the old 
falls of the wolf who formulated so 
many complaints against the lamb, his 
sire, and grandslre. But there is this 
diff.-rence, that Q lebec has not the alight 
est intention of becoming a daln'y dish 
for the gratification of the Mail's appe 
tlte.

Catholic Retort. preach on the necessity of punishment 
for law-hresketr. lie was interrupted by 
cries of "Oh, Oh" and "Bosh." When he 
s«id "Legislation alone could provide a 
remedy for hunger and suffering, but 
everybody could express sympathy," he 
waa Interrupted by loud laughter and a 
cry of "That's sll we shall get.” At the 
close the un.b hissed aud, marched out of 
the Abbey cheering,shouting and hooting; 
proceeding then to Trafalgar Square, 
where the leaders made speeches denounc- 
log the Church end police.
,arrests wire made. The next day, Mon
day, one of the men arrested, named 
George Budgett, wea arraigned for the 
disturbance, and waa fined £5 When 
the police removed him, he kicked and 
struggled, and otherwise made a great 
uproar.______

ions, that they may without provocation, 
as at Mltchellatown, bludgeon the people 
to provoke resistance, so as to have a 
chance to shoot them do wn, or as at Wood
ford, prevent public discussion, and yit 
the public not have a right even to criti
cise their conduct ?

Where, in America, did Sir Randolph 
Churchill find the police acting as they 
have done in Ireland 1 lie must rely 
very much on tho gullibility of an Eng
lish audience when he can dare to make 

Several such comparisons in their presence. He 
adda : “The Legialaturea of New York 
and other American States are fond of 
passing resolutions expressing sympathy 
with disturber» of order in Ireland, but 
when aimilar events occurred at home, 
the police speedily used clubs and the 
military rifle».”

No one knows better than Sir Ran- 
ARREST OF SIR WILFRED BLUNT, dolph that this ia a palpable perversion

of facta. The parallel to the Mitchelle- 
The Biitish II une Rule Union sum town maeaaore, and the Woodford sup- 

moned a meeting to be held at Wood pression of liberty of speech, baa never 
ford, in the County of Galway, on 22nd occurred in the history of the United 
October. Sir Wilfred Blunt, formerly States since they became a nation, 
a Conservative, but now a Home Ruler, 
waa announced to preside, supported by 
Mr. Rowland and other English members 
of Periiament. The meeting was pro 
claimed I y the Government, and aoldiera 
and police were mustered to prevent it.
Divisional Magistrate Byrne forbade Mr.
Blunt to hold the meeting. He defied 

magistrate, however, and the police 
were ordered to clear the platform. Sev
eral policemen seized Mr. Blunt and 
threw him violently from the platform.
He then challenged them to arrest him, 
whereipon the District Inspector said :
"I arrest you." The police then attacked 
the crowd and many persona were 
severely injured. Mr. Rowland called 
for three cheers for Blunt, which were 
given heartily. Mr. Blunt waa then 
brought before two magistrate! who in. 
aiated that he should promise to refrain 
from participating in any meetings. He 
refused to comply, and waa taken to 
Loughrea jail, and afterwards to Wood
ford, under a strong escort.

This meeting waa not even a branch 
meeting of the League. The Govern
ment 
cion
that merely political meeting» would 
not be interfered with, but if any were 
gulled by such promises, their eye» 
must be opened by such facts as this.
It is now in their power to prohibit any 
meetings in Ireland at which they 
suppose the wisdom of their policy 
will be discussed. Yet they have the 
effrontery to assert that the laws are 
the same in Ireland as in England!
If their eoorae ia justifiable in Ireland 
why may they not suppress meetings 
in England, Scotland, or Wales, called 
to discuss such questions as disestablish
ment, Free Trade, or Protection, or 
any other matter relating either to the 
dome»tie or foreign policy of the 
Government!

There seems to be little doubt that 
the Courts will give ample satisfaction 
to Sir Wilfred Blunt; but if they do 
not, the Government may soon expeot 
a burst of honest indignation from the 
people of the three kingdoms, who are 
thus wantonly deprived of the right of 
free apeeoh. Every day makes it more 
and more evident that the folly of the 
Government will bring on soon the day 
of retribution.

When Sir Wilfred was brought to 
Woodfori'priion, ha wa« met at the sta
tion by a procession with bands of music, 
led by Messrs. Rowlands end Sheehy,
Members of Parliament, snd was in this 
style escorted to the jail.

Lord Randolph Churchill, in a speech at 
Stockton said “the Nationalist Leaden 
had made a tool of his friend Blunt, who 
was sn impulsive man, and knew nothing 
whatever about Irish a Hairs. If the 
treatment Mr. Blunt received at Wood
ford ie to be justified on each grounds, 
what becomes of the boasted rights of free 
speech 1 Every one, It wonli seem, who 
does not know as much as Lord Randolph 
thinks he knows must be ill treated and 
thrown Into prison, if he appears at a 
political gathering, and the treatment la 
thus j notified ! This Is a very convenient 
doctrine for gagging the public. The 
Government will (Ld ample reason, on 
such grounds, to stop any political discus
sions they see fit.

Sir Randolph continued : "Some senti
mental people were shocked by these col
lisions with the police; but In America the 
ptople had become so squeamish, knowing 
that it was Impossible to trifle with law
lessness in a country with large democra
tic institutions, that for Instance, bad Mr.
Blaine spoken about the American polios, 
as Mr. Gladstone had spoken about the 
Irish police at Kidderminster, he would 
probably have been expelled from publie 
life."

Have the police, then, become so pros-

Is a fsc’, despite the ratings of the Pres
byterian Review.

But tho lime in has more w.tgb'y 
•till why Protestants ebon'll not honor 
the Cardinal. Ils says that R -man Cath
olics assume the*. Protestants are "actually 
glad to have in their midst, and a gueat at 
Government House, aman who has sworn 
to the Pope an oath in which occur the 
following words : "Heretics, schismatics 
and all rebel» to our said lord (the pope) 
or his aforesaid

reasons
Lsuiion, Nat., Nov. 5th, 1N87.

MR. TASSE AND THE MAIL.
the Mail’s grievances are made a p 
lot the interference of Ontario in QThe Mail baa been sorely presied to 

reply to Mr. Tasis’a letters on the rights of 
French Canadians, and their relations to 
tho Protestent minority in the Province 
of Quebec, Lord Durham, who has been 
constantly quoted by that journal, as ft he 
fully recognized the determination of tho 
French Canadians to ty rsnniso over the 
Protestant minority, ie shown by Mr.
Tease to have spoken In entirely oppoelte 
eentlments to those which have been 
attributed to him. The Mail wee 
lather unfortunate, Lord Durham having 
npoken thus In the very report to which 
the Mail referred :

"It ie a subject of very joet congratu
lation that religions differences have 
hardly operated as an additional cause of 
dissension in Lower Canada; and that n 
degree of practical toleration known in 
,Sry few communities baa existed in this 
colony from the period of the conquest
down to the present time..................... The
Catholic piieathood of this Province have 
to • remarkable degree conciliated the 
good will of persons of ill creeds, and I 
know of no parochial clergy an the world 
whoee practice of all the Christian virtue» 
snd zealous discharge of their clerical 
duties ie more univeieally admitted, and 
has been productive of mote beneficial 
consequences.”

In this strain of praise Lord Durham 
continues. We shell only quote another 
extract with which he closes this pane
gyric on the virtuous, zealous, loyal and 
tolerant clergy of the Province of 
Quebec :

“The Catholic clergy of Lower Canada 
are entitled to thia expression of my 
esteem, not only because it is founded 
on truth, but because a grateful reoogni 
tion of their eminent service» in resisting 
the arte of the disaffected, ie especially 
due to them from one who bae adminis
tered the government of the Province in 
those troubled times.”

The testimony of the noble-hearted 
and honest Lord Durham ie worth that 
of a thousand of the class who are now 
endeavoring to raise a disturbance be 
tween the two cuter Provinces, but who 
are known by theiv past history to be 
ready to shape their opinion» to meet 
the views of those who will pay them the 
highest price.

Concerning this quotation, the Moil oi 
sn. aa.Jwli,
the outset accuses us by implication of 
withholding n portion of Lord Durham's 
report. Our quotation . . . simply 
had reference to the potential injustice 
of the tithe system, Lord Durham point
ing ont that the system afforded the 
priests a motive for discouraging the 
settlement of Protestants.” He then 
goes on to explain, in effect, whet every 
one ia perfectly aware of, that when we 
site an authority to sustain us in an 
opinion, it is not necessary to cite every
thing that our authority says on every 
conceivable subject.

So it is only a “potential grievance” 
that the Moil baa now egainst the 
French-Csmadiana I And he merely 
quotes Lord Durham to prove that the 
French Canadian population and priests 
may poesiMi; tyrannise over the “British 
population." Ia it for this that the Mail 
he» worn out io many pens and poured 
out so much ink in endeavoring to rouse 
to to notion the dormant energies of the 
people of Ontario, for a merely “poten
tial” grievance I Let ua look up a few of 
the Mail's articles on the Province of 
Quebec, and see whether this be the ease.
•n September 5 th the Mail asserted ;

“Our quarrel is with priestcraft.”
“The Mail leaves creeds alone, and deals 
exclusively with those mundane powers 
and prerogatives which the elergy in 
Lower Canada have usurped to the iojury 
of the people.” There ie a “conflict 
between the State and a Church which 
asserts her divine right to be above the 
State in all matters defined by herself to 
he within her own sphere.” “Clerical, 
lam ia completely dominant in Quebec.”
It proclaims "its hatred of liberty of 
thought and freedom in civil institution», 
and its intention of repressing the one 
and destroying the other whenever it can 
find the opportunity.”

Henoe the Mail infers that the popula
tion of Ontario should rise as one man to 
vepreai French Canadian Clericalism, 
and to govern Quebec on Ontario prin
ciples, to deprive the Quebecers of n 
voice in the management of their own 
affairs, to make the laws in n language 
that the people do not understand, to 
deprive her of religious education, unless ! He proves by statistics that in proportion 
■he will mix into it n satisfactory quan- j to population the Protectant exemptions 
tity of Protestantism, and not to allow ere in excess of the Catholic, at leaat in 
them to tax themselves for the support Montres], so that even the Mail ie obliged 
•f the Church, became n email minority to acknowledge “that until the minority 
at the people are afraid they wiU be is prepared to abolish Its own exemption! 
absorbed by the majority if their relig- this part of its earn agatnet the majority 
ton be allowed to prosper. is not likely to commend iteelf to unpte-

It la on this pretence that the Mail made j udloed outriders.” It appear» then that

successor», I will to my 
utmost persecute and oppose."

Is there any evidence, then, that Cardi
nal Taschereau has “persecuted" or 
attempted to persecute Protestent» ? Car- 
tainly not ; nor does the Review pretend 
there is. - Would not this lead to the 
plclon, then, that the Re view is n calumnia
tor 1 And so he is.

sue ■

V
v'i.jBut the Review will undoubtedly say : 

“If the Cardinal baa not done this, he has 
neglected or shirked his duty." We 
might answer that the Cardinal, probably, 
knows and fulfils his duties quite ea well 
as the editor of the Review ; but instead of 
this we will inform the gentlemen that 
the Cardinal has taken no such oath as he 
pretends.

A certain Protestant dignitary, whom we 
might name, travelling In Rime, saw 
announced on a church “Indulgeotlae 
plenaria et quotidians pro vlvis et de- 
innctls.” Returning to Canada he gravely 
informed bis audience, in a lecture, that 
he had seen advertised “Indulgences for 
•ale daily:" This was his translation - 
through Ignorance or malice. Perhaps 
the Review Is sailing In the same boat.

A similar freak was perpetrated by 
another minister who declared he saw a 
church dedicated to “Mary the equal of 
Gcd.” It wae inscribed “Maria Del para": 
"To Mary the Mother of God.” Does the 
editor of the Review see the point 1 We

On tho subject of schools, we have 
already said enough in these columns 
Catholios are fixed in the determination 
ol having religion taught in their schools. 
In Quebec religion is so taught, but re 
ligioui instruction is not imposed upon 
Protestant» who are obliged to go to the 
•oboola in Catholic sections. The Pro
testant» have lull liberty to establish 
Protestant schools where they eee fit, 
and from the beginning they have always 
had a more complete system of "Die- 
sentient" or "Separate” schools than the 
Catholic minority in Ontario have yét 
succeeded in obtaining. Tne Catholics 
of Quebec, Liberal as they have always 
been, granted these rights to the Pro 
testant minority without raising any 
obstacle. In Ontario the case was dii - 
ferent. An intolerant faction opposed 
the Catholic claim» to the fullest extent 
in their power, and it waa only after 
many years of violent agitation, and 
many a bitter contest at the polie, that 
the eehool law of 18(13 was gained; 
and there ia [etill an intolerant 
faction desiring to deprive us oi 
the right we have secured after such 
a struggle. Those who are aiming at thie 
result, under the Mail's leadership, ignore 
even the fact that they cannot gain their 
wishes without endangering the rights 
enjoyed now by the Quebec Protestant 
minority. This they are willing to do if 
thereby they can Impose an Intolerable 
burden on the Ontario Catholics. Despite 
their hollow professions of having at heart 
the interests of the Protestant minority of 
Quebec, they are their most malignant 
enemies, actuated by the most debasing 
sentiment of mere selfishness. The intel
ligent among the Quebec Protestants must 
see this ; and for this reason, if for no 
other, the Mail's crusade will be looked 
on coldly by the great body of Quebec 
Protestante.

In regard to the efficiency of the Quebec 
schools, Mr. Teeae lays :

"We are proud, Mr. Editor, of out 
university, of our colleges, of our con
vents, ol out academies, of our eehool 
houses of all kinds They have moulded 
more than one generation. They are the 
noble work of a noble succession of bleb - 
ops, priests, laymen and nans, who, like 
the vestals of old, have kept burning the 
sacred fire of nationality. . . . I am 
not exaggerating In asserting that our 
religions orders, the Snlpiclana, the 
Jesuits, &o, have become, to a certain 
extent, the «inciters of this continent.'’

He then givae numerous facts to show 
that the schools of Quebec arc of a high 
order.

The Mail says on this point:
• Mr, Taase’s euloelum on the Roman 

Catholic Schools and Colleges ie no doubt 
well deserved, but it has no bearing 
upon the present controversy."

"0! what a tall waa there, my country, 
menl”

It ie but s short time linos the Mail

that there is little fear that these fire
brands will sneceed in their designs. Even 
the Mail acknowledge! from time to time 
that he has little or no hope of a successful 
Issue to hie crusade. Why then does ha 
persist In preaching it t Ie It in the hope 
of stirring up animosity between two 
Province» now dwelling In harmony 
together 1 if inch be hie object, be may 
to some extent eucceed ; bat both English 
and French recce are too numeroue In this 
Dominion to be absorbed one by the 
other. Yet it ie in this spirit of domination 
that the pretended minister of the gnspel 
of peace write» :

“We are left either to protect ourselves 
or to call in Dominion aid, or as a last 
resort to appeal to the Mother Country.”

He adds : “We have a right to be here, 
it cost the blood of our fathers. ”

We may Inform him that the blood of 
hie fathers did not acquire for him the 
right to domineer over French Canadlane. 
It gained no more than the treaty made 
on the occasion ol the surrender granted, 
and by that treaty tha rights of the people 
of Quebec, as British «abject», were guar
anteed.

These are the rights of which the pre
sent agitators would deprive the French. 
Canadians. And they have on their 
lips constant denunciations of “Roman 
Catholic aggressiveness.” In view of 
the facts we have elated, it wiU be seen 
that the "aggressiveneaa” ia altogether 
the other way. It is no email change of 
front, then, that the Mail now state» 
that he quoted Lord Durham, merely for 
the purpose of showing that there ia a 
"potential" injustice in the Lower Cana
dien tithe ays tern. As long as the in
justice is restricted to potentiality, the 
Protestant minority in Quebec may well 
afford to dispense with the proffered aid 
from Ontario to redrees their grievances. 
But it wee not a merely potential griev
ance that the Mail called on Lord Dur
ham to bear witness to. On 19th August 
the Mail set forth a long catalogue of 
pretended actual grievances, which ie 
thus concluded:

“Lord Durham appears to have been 
the only prominent man in our early 
history who realised the true magnitude 
of the race question now confronting us.”

Lord Durham only ! and now that Lord 
Durham is acknowledged to have differed 
widely from the Mail's view of tyranny 
exereieed over the Brltleh population of 
Quebec; who Is left to side with the Mail 1 
No one, It would seem by the same issue 
of that journal, till we come down to Mr. 
Joly. Thie gentleman, we are told, “en 
dsavored to impress the Fathers of Con
federation with It, but to no purpose. 
The Fathers of Confederation had, It 
appears, too much good sense, 
then, It seems, the grievance was but 
“potential,” and from the Mail of Sept- 
amber 16th it appears that the injustice 
of the tithe system remains still hidden 
from eight In the realms of “potentiality.” 
In the name of common sense, let there 
be an end to thie arrant nonsenee. It 
might depreee ue in looking forward for 
the future of the Dominion, only we know 
that it Is all froth and foam.

ITHE CARDINALATS AND PRESBY
TERIANISM.

It
The Presbyteries papers are always 

foremoat in proclaiming an outrage againat 
Protestantism, whenever any evidence ia 
brought before them of the progress which 
Catholicity is making on this continent 
or elsewhere. It la not long since Catho
lics were suffering persecution under the 
penal code of Great Britain. The gener
ation has not pawed away that endured 
it; but now all this Is changed. It Is 
acknowledged even by liberal minded, 
thinking Protestante, that the Church, 
which numbers, even under the flag of 
Great Britain, more than any other Obris- 
tian denomination, should be treated with I would recommend him to spend 
respect, but when this la done their In
herent bigotry will not aUow the Presby
terian preee to witness the occurrence In 
silence, which would be a wiser procedure 
than the exhibition of rage presented to 
our vision by the Presbyterian Review of 
the 18th inst. Throughout this article 
breathes the true spirit of John Knox and 
the Presbytérien ministers who, on 27th 
May, 16G1, being aaeembled at Edinburgh, 
complained to the Estates that “The 
Roman anti-Christ la again endeavoring 
to erect idolatry, and we crave that inch 
attempts ehonld be repressed, otherwise 
the brethren will be obBged to take up 
the sword themselves for that purpose,"
At the earns period Lethington wrote to 
Cecil, “Thoie that give themselves ont for 
Protestante are not all earnestly bent to 
maintain It,"

the

some
time in one of our "Collegiate Institutes" 
before giving any more versions of "Car- 
dinal's oaths.”

The Review ccncludes his ebullition of 
bigotry by a gentle reference to the 
“Woman of the Apocalypse" who repre
sents, as he tells us, the Catholic Church, 
“red with the blood of the martyrs of 
Christ" He has - quite mistaken the 
application. The “Woman of the Apocal
ypse," called In the King James’ version 
“the Mother of Harlots, drunken with the 
blood of the Mints," ia a more apt symbol 
of the Church which Issued the bloody 
proclamation quoted by ue at the begin
ning of thia article: the Church which Is 
its Catechism mikes it “sin" to “tolerate a 
false religion,” meaning not only Catholi
city, bat Protestantism also In any form 
except that set forth in the Westminster 
confession—a Church which has in solemn 
assembly declared: We "with our bande 
lifted np to the most High God do sweat 
■ . . • that we shall In like manner, with
out respect of persons, endeavor the or. 
tispatiem oi Popery, Prelacy etc. . , . that 
the Lord may be one, and hie name one, 
In the three kingdoms.”—The covenant 
of 1643 1651.

The abuse of the Holy name of God in 
such a connection makes the oath blas
phemous as well is murderous. It comes 
with 1U grscs from a Presbyterian to 
accuse any other ehnrch of the stain of 
blood, which has not inch doctrinal decrees 
as these. Individual members of other 
churches have persecuted; but Preebyi 
terians alone have made pereecntlon a duty 
arising from the law of God. It Is little 
wonder that Jefferson Mid : The Praby- 
terlen clergy are the loudest, the most 
intolerant of ail secte: the most tyrannical 
and ambitions”

The intolerant spirit of the Prmbyterian 
clergy was exhibited In the -United SlatM 
just aa it waa In Canada, The Presbyterian 
Journal of Poiledelphle declared I half pro
voked because at the Centennial celebra
tion of the American Constitution marked 
honors were paid to hie Eminence Car
dinal Gibbon: and that In the "great 
Protmtant city of Philadelphia,” In re
ply, President Kasson said :

“The Journal falls entirely to compre
hend the alguificance of this great national 
celebration. The very plan of the Com
mission involved the participation of every 
order, rank, and.qnality of the American 
people, «object only to the condition that 
they acknowledge allegiance to the Con
stitution and loyalty to the flag of the 
United States. To have made it partisan, 
either in a political or religions eecae, 
would have been a grosa outrage upon the 
patriotic sentiment of our people, and 
upon the principles of the Constitution 
itself.

"RepresentstivM of every religious 
denomination, except Mormone, so far as 
tho Commission could ascertain their 
names and addresses, were invited to par
ticipate, and seats on the principle plat
form» were provided for at least one of all 
such representatives.

"Remembering that the moat numerous 
body of profeMtng Christians belonging 
to any one Church or sect in this country 
is the Catholic, the Commission Invited 
for the performance of the next office of 
prayer the leading 
Church."

promised when getting the Coer- 
Bill passed through Parliament,

plains that Mr. Tease “at

In very similar words, the Review com 
plaine : “How ready eome so-called Pro- 
testants are to acquiesce In Papal assump
tions.”

No doubt the editor of the Review would 
be glad to eee the dayi of the penal code 
restored. Bat he should leant a lemon of 
toleration from the example of inch gen
tlemen is delighted In paying due honor 
to a prince of the Church which numbere 
among itc adherent» 2 DO million» of Chris
tiane. “So-celled Proteetants” forsooth !
Protestantism mast be at a low ebb if 
there are none Protestent bat thoie who 
are of the tribe of the Review ! He might 
learn from our Lieutenant-Governor that 
the conferring of the Cardinalats on a 
native of Canada vu “an honor to Canada 
for which Protestants and Catholics are 
gratefnl,” for “to no one in his humble 
judgment could the honor have more 
appropriately fallen than to Cardinal 
TMchereau. He was grateful for being 
allowed to join in that tMtimony of re
spect and honor toward» his Eminence.”

Whence aille, then, the lamentation! of 
the Review ? “People who have seen the 
heir-apparent of the throne," and other 
“reptMontatlvM of her Majesty . , , 
were gravely Mked to believe that never 
wu the city so honored as by this visit of 
the native repiMentative of an Italian 
priest."

We have not a word to My against the 
proper respect being paid to gracious 
Royalty. It is aScrlptnal precept : “Fear 
God : Honor the King.” But the “Italian 
priest” to whom the Review refers so 
•neerlngly is also a King. His domain is 
email temporally, but his rank as a King 
is recognized even by the Italian guaran
tees, and biz nuncios are received by all 
the Sovereigns of Europe is Royal 
AmbMsadors. The penny whistler of the 
Review cannot deprive him of this rank.
But he la more than a temporal king. He ie 
the spirituel ruler of 260 000 000 subjects; 
and M such, in acknowledgment that the 
spiritual order is above the natural order, 
all loverelgne grant hla representatives 
precedence over the reprMentatives of 
earthly authority. Here 1» the key to the 
honors paid to a “Prince of the Catholic 
Church." It ie not derogatory to the 
rwpectable and discerning ProtMtants to Mask of what President Kasson lays is 
recognize facts; and the Popcs’e position applicable to Oanade.

I

Even

I !
.asserted, aa one of the raisons for 

Ontario interference in Quebec, that 
the ichooli there, “directed by the hier
archy, are of a very inferior character.” 
Mail, Aug. 20. But now, when brought 
to task for his SMertion “Mr. Taaae’i 
eulogium on the schools ia no doubt 
well deserved!"

The Mail is evidently disconcerted 
on coming into intellectual contest with 
» French Canadian! He finds the race 
not quite so ignorant as he made believe, 
and hia "roars" for mercy are aa loud as 
were those of Faletafl’e famous reoruit, 
Peter Bulloalf.

1
;

■
1

1
The Mail says, however, that Mr. Tease 

"still refrains from coming to close quar
ter» with the E tglieh grievances m cate
gorically let fort h In these cqjumne.” Mr. 
Tasse meet» In detail the charge of French- 
Canadian Intolerance, which inelndm moat 
of the Mail's imeginary gtievancee; he 
speaks specifically of the Oka qneetlon, 
the liberality of the Quebec School 
Law toward Protestante, and the question 
of property exemption from taxation
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* 1 *
A mob of London’s unemployed work

men marched In procession on Sunday, 
24th October, from Trafalgar Square to 
Westminster Abbey daring service. In
side of the Abbey many remained covered 
and indulged in whistling, tobacco-chew
ing, spitting, climbing upon the columns 
and statues, Ac., so that the worehippeie 
were obliged to leave the building. The 
clergymen who reed the lessons was loudly 
jeered, and hla voice ma eompletely 
drowned. Canon Brothers attempted to

- £•■
.

Ë •
> ",’t

repiMentative of that
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