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Orarge party did not venture to make 
their stuck with that virulence which 
m’ght be anticipated from the numerous 
calumnies which have been reproduced by 
the Toronto Mail, t ho Montreal Wit- 
neei and by otter journals which have 
undertaken to arouse the Protestant 
feeling of the Dominion against a harm
less and inoffensive, thorgh highly efficient, 
body cf Catholic priests

Mr. O'Brien’s speech wv, of all, the 
bi’tereit against Jetulti, but even bo 
declared :

“1 om not the man who could it a 1 with
out emotion of the hardship» and trials 
aod sufferings which were endured by the 
Jesuit missionaries in their attempts to 
Cûilitlaniztt tho Indians. It is hard for 
us, In these days of luxury, to realize 
what these hardships were, hard for us to 
resTzs the euffeiioge which those men 
went through, sufferings which too often 
met their only reward in a crown of mar
tyrdom, and which could only have been 
endured from the highest and noblest 
sense of duty.”

He said, however, that Jesuits bad been 
proecribed in the British realm because- 
their efforts had been directed to the over
throw of the Protestant succession, and 
that similarly on account of political 
Intiigiiea they had been expelled from 
Spain, Naples, and France, and fi Tally 
supormid by Pupe Clement XIV. in 
1773. He a-geed that in the Province 
of Qubec similar lntiiguee may be ex 
ptctfcd fr< m them. Hu contended that 
their estates iu Qaebec, having been c m 
ti cittd by the Crown, they had no chi in, 
either legal or moral, that tl.ey should be 
restored to them.

In regard to the provision in the Que
bec Jesuits* Estates Act which left iha 
division of the $400,000 to ike Pupe, he 
-a'd that it was a violation of the Act of 
Supremacy, which he maintained to ba in 
full force in Caneda,

He stated that be was fully aware that 
when the vete were taken it would 
result in a defeat for his motion, but he 
was confident that the voice of the 
try is with him In demanding disallowance 
of the Act.

Mr. Rykert next addressed the House 
Ha stated that he Is an Orangeman, yet 
he le certain that even if Ontario were 
canvassed, a majority of the people of the 
Province would be found to be opposed 
to Col. O’Brien’s propositions. He is 
himself In favor of civil and religious 
liberty, which is a first principle cf 
Oiangelsm. and on that principle he be
lieves the Government to be in the right 
in refusing to disallow this Act of the 
Quebec legislature. He will not join in 
toe crusade against hie Roman Catholic 
fellow-citizens ; and he is confident that 
his constituents will support him in thfs 
e at d.

The object of thote who are in favor of 
disallowance is over the heads of the Jesuits 
to attack the Reman Catholic faith. Mr 
Rykeit then showed that tho Protestant 
minority of Quebec hive no desire 
to lnve the act disallowed, no wloh 
to uater upon a cru.cde r gain at the 
Catholic majority there. He then, by re- 
viewing the history of the Jesuits, showed 
that far from deserving the reproaches 
that have been heaped upon them, they 
have been a useful b dy of men who have 
done immense good by their zeal for edu 
cation and missionary work. It was not 
for him to enter upon a lengthy defence 
of the Jesuits, but he would not join in 
an unjust outcry against that order.

Mr. Rykert made an able and truly 
liberal speech, full of quotations from high 
Protestant authorities tending to prove 
hie position, and though the anti-Catho
lic newspapers have endeavored to belittle 
it, he deserves the thanks of the public for 
refusing to join the noisy crowd who have 
raised a senseless no-Popery cry, appar
ently for the express purpose of exciting 
leligious discord in the country. His 
speech was to the point, and bis arguments 
were unanswerable.

Mr. Barron speke next, going over the 
stale chargee that were brought against the 
Jesuits over one hundred years ago in 
Europe, and which culminated in their 
suppression. He argued that became some 
Governments in Europe had legislated 
agaimt them then, that the society mmt 
work for evil in Canada at the present 
day, and that tbo Dominion should, by 
disallowing tho present Act, protect the 
benighted people of Quebec against them
selves.

Mr. Clarke Wallace spent considerable 
time in trying to prove that the Orangs- 
men ate very unanimous In opposition to 
the Jesuits. It was scarcely rtquisite to 
do this. However, even if this be the case, 
Mr. Wallace’s speech would only show 
that the Orangemen are no longer the dic
tators of a Dominion policy. Mr. Wal
lace also went over the well-worn ground 
of the dargeroue it fluences which the 
Jesuits are likely to exert unleae they be 
crushed out of the country.

Mr. Colby, speaking in the name of the 
Protestants of Quebec, declared that the 
solid sentiment of the people of Quebec 
is in favor of upholding that legislation 
which the great majority in that Province 
consider it to be their right and duty to 
pass within the lines of the constitution. 
The Protestants of Quebec do not consider 
themselves aggrieved by this Act, and he 
considers that the Government do right to 
allow it to come into force. Protestants 
and Catholics live In harmony in Quebec, 
ret peeling each others sensibilities and 
working for the common good. This state 
of affaire ought not to be disturbed.

The Hon. Peter Mitchell also spoke in 
favor of allowance He considered it 
wrong for Protestants in Ontario to die 
tale to Catholics and Protestants of Que
bec how these should dispose of the public 
funds of thalr own Province.

On the second day Mr. Dalton McCarthy 
dealt with the legal aspect of the question. 
He echoed In part the chargee which have 
been repeated by the preea and pulpit 
against the Jesuits, but he took mainly 
the stand that the Act Is opposed to the 
Act of Supremacy atd penal laws Whitb 
are yet unrepealed in part at leaat. He 
Insisted also that because Jesuits were ex
pelled from various countries In Europe 
their principles must be still bad, and they 
ought not to be Incorporated In Canada On 
the legal question Mr. McCarthy made an 
able dissertai ion ; but it reqvired only a 
a few words from Sir John Macdonald 
and the Minister cf Justice to show that 
penal laws, which have become obao 

In England, and others which 
were never applied to C nadr, are quoted 
In vain ee favoring disallowance.

S:r John Thompson triumphantly

answered Mr. McCarthy’s legal argument. 
The treaty by wt ich Canada was ceded to 
England did not give authority either to 
King or Parliament to eeiza private prop 
erty, and euch wer« lbs et tales of the 
Jesuits, Some speaker j had asserted that 
by tile terms of Capitulation, the Jesuit 
property became the property of the 
Crown. This the Mfciiter of Justice 
denied in toto. The reference of the 
Estates Act to the Pope, he explained, to 
be equivalent to the Government tsylng 
to the Jesuits end Cardinal Taschereau, 'l 
will not pay a dollar of the monev until 
your greatest superior on earth give me 
bis deed.” In this there was au rely no 
acknowledgment of temporal sovereignty 
over Canada. Absolute ficedr m of wor
ship waa conceded to the Catholics of 
Canada, and though Mr. McCarthy con 
tended that the penal laws were especially 
aimed against the Pope’» spirituel power, 
euch laws, for that very reason, could not 
apply to Oat ala, In the face of the com
plete religious toleration granted by 
treaty, inasmuch as the Pope's spiritual 
juriediction U an essentlrl part of the 
Catholic religion.

Mr. McNeil followed about the sime 
line of argument as preceding speakers 
against the Act. He insisted especially ou 
the dangerous doctrines which Jeeulls are 
supposed to teach.

The Hon. David Mil’s was the first 
speaker on Thursday. He said that cm a 
subject like this when m;n become 
agitated they throw reason to the winds. 
It is tfce duty of the Opposition to al ay 
their excitement. Ho declared it to bo 
absurd and unjust to mix up with the 
present debate the doctrinei taught by 
Jesuits hundreds of years ago. The pre
sent question relating to property is a 
matter which belongs exclusively to 
Q tehee, and it Is the busiaesi of Q iebec 
to settle it. The statutes of Elizabeth, 
assuming tfce Pope’s authozlty are not in 
force iu Canada, nor indeed have they 
been Introduced Into any Biitisb colony.

Mr. Charlton spoke lor Col. O'Brien’s 
resolutions, followed by Mr, Mulock on 
the ether side. Mr. Scriver maintained 
that tfce Quebec Protestants are not all in 
favor of the Edates Act. As he himself 
was against the Act It was evident that 
thle wes true ; but as he was alone It was 
equally evident that the Protestants who 
are discontented with the Act are hut a 
sms 11 f action of the Protestant of Qae
bec.

A MEMORABLE THURSDAY. according to population Î Viewed In this 
way, it can scarcely be ssid that any 
special restitution Is made at all for the 
confiscation of the Jesuits’ estates, only 
that the Church authorities are content 
to regai d tfce settlement In this light. 
But even If we sre to look at 
It In tbii way, it Is no endowment 
of a religious organization out of public 
Hud*. It is money appropriated for the 
cancellation of a just debt; and the 
money cannot be ea!d to be public money 
as long as the juit cleim of the Jesuits 
and the Church was unpaid. The Gov
ernment claimed it as public property, it 
Is true, but the equitable claim of the 
Church could not be destroyed by such 
seizure.

The second objection to the Act, that it 
rect gi izee the Pope as author zed to dis
pose of the public domain of Canada, has 
already been frequently answered. It was 
answered by Mr Mercier when the bill 
was before the Legislature, and latfr by 
Mr. Largeller. Sir John Macdonald in 
hie speech expressed regret that the name 
of the Pope was expressed in the Act, ss 
this invited atd even cosxed opposition. 
Perhaps it would have been preferable 
to bave omitted the name c f the Holy 
Father In the Act, if it could have been 
done, but that Mr. Mwrcier had no inten
tion to effeed the Protestsut minority by 
its Introduction is evident from the con 
siderate manner in which hu informed 
them of hts object in intr jduclrg it at all. 
It was that the settlement should be a 
final one, aod that none of the parties 
concerned might afterwards contend 
that
partial settlement. The P >pe is not 
asked to interfere as a Sovtrelgh, but 
os the recognized Superior nf one of the 
parties to the agreement. The Pope is a 
foreigner. Tine. But the Hon. David 
Mills aptly remarked that iu the dealings 
of the Government with the Canadian 
Pacific Railway syndicate, the names of 
foreigners were mentioned. They 
not named lu the Act, but they would 
have been named if the correspondence 
had been Inserted in the Act as In the 
present case. He explained that In this 
Act the Pope Is not nimtd as a foreign 
potentate, but as “the foreign party who 
claimed the property.” He added : “The 
claim was a claim of legal rights, but Mr. 
Mercier said, “No ; you have no legal 
right, but I admit your moral right.” At 
ell events Mr. Mercier’e explanations to 
the Protestant members of the Legislature 
showed that be had no wish to excite 
religicui discord, and the explanations 
were so satisfactory that not one of the 
twelve Protestants in the Legislature 
voted against the bill. Where such a 
moral right exists it is certainly within 
the competence of an independent Legis
lature to recigoize it, and disallowance of 
such a bill would have been a long step 
taken towards the destruction of Canadian 
Confederation. Even as It is, the persistent 
bigotry with which French-Canadlana are 
assailed makes it very doubtful whether 
Confederation will not buist in the netr 
future under the constant strain to which 
It is being subjected. Toe vote of Thurs 
day night, however, holds out a itiong 
hope that the efforts of the factions “new 
party” to break up the Dominion will be 
futile. One thing is certain, that they will 
banish neither the Freuch-Canadlan 
nor the Catholic religion.

The third objection to the Act we need 
not review here. We have from time to 
time refuted In detail the many calumnies 
which are embodied in Mr. O’Brien’s 
resolution, by showing that the Jesuit 
order was respected by ail whose good 
opinion was worth hating, at those dark 
periods when their enemies subjected 
them to euch severe trials and uttered 
against them euch gross calumnies. Sir 
John Macdonald answered these chargee 
nobly tnough briefly. He said : “Lot us 
look at this as a matter of common sense. 
What hsrm have they done in twenty 
seven years here if their principles are so 
void of morality ? If their morality waa 
so doubtful and their ambition so Intense, 
they would have shown some evidence of 
it In that time. They have, however, 
gone on iu their quiet and humble way 
doing their duty. Talking of their doc
trines, I have nothing to say of them, but 
whatever they are, they are such as to 
meet with the approbation of the heads 
of their Church, or they would be 
Inf rnied cf it in that authoritative way 
which the head of the Church can exercise 
over the bodies iu the Catholic religion.”

It is gratifying to remark that tho vote 
proves that the tidal wave of bigotry has 
had no effect whatever upon the people cf 
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince 
Edward Island, Manitoba, and Britich 
Columbia. The whole influence of the 
Globe and Mail, the Orange lodges and the 
Evangelical Alliance was not able to gain 
a single vote in these Provinces, and 
though Ontario has been moved as far as 
these influences could be exerted, only one 
of the dozen Protestants of Qaebec could 
be Induced to cast his vote In favor of the 
habitant scalping policy.

The following was the division list on 
the motion :

œÆi£°°d v«*
The mem be

B»k“
Geo; ^

ÜTaflinlie SUtorfa*
aurie, Lavergue Limer, Pope—lu all i t '

Üed”h "a ,r°m UulU 6ld'* *» ««Si-
u£aii.KiKïï!,.BlB*e voled ,or the

The great debate on the disallowance of 
the Qaebec Jesuits’ Estates Act began In 
the Canadian House of Gommons on 
Tuesday, the 2tith ulfc, and continued for 
three days continuously, ending on Thurs- 
day, the 28th ult. The Government nobly 
stood by the principle of Provincial auto
nomy, and just as nobly every Province of 
the Dominion sustained them, only thir 
teea malcontents in a house of 201 mem
bers voting for the disallowance of the 
Act. The matter was brought before the 
House by Colonel W. E. O’Brien, member 
for Muskoka, in the form cf an amend 
ment on the question of supply. Thus it 
was equivalent to a motion cf non con
fidence in the Government, and never 
since the Dominion was established was

Lo il n, Hat*. April ttfk, 18*®#

CIRCULAR LETTER

OF HIS LORDSHIP THE BISHOP OF 
LONDON

TO 1 HE CLEKGY C V TBE UICCEBE.

St. Peter’s Pa lack, London, 
March 27th, 1889.

Rev. and Dear Fathers,

ANOTHER GLANCE AT THE 
DEB AIE.

The Jesuit debate was one of the most 
important and most absorbing that 
occupied the attention of the public or 
exercised the oratorical powers of the 
people’s representatives. The citizens of 
a young and growing nation like Canada 
have no reeson to be ashamed of the 
chosen to represent her in council, and to 
voice her wishes or aspirations in elo- 
quent and appropriate language. Oer- 
tainly the orators who took part In the 
debate on the subject, of not interfering 
with, or of disallowing the Jésuite’ 
Eitate Bill passed in tfce Qaebec Legis- 
leture about ex months 
men of 
would do 
bhge of law makers in this or any other 
countxy. Toe powerful arguments of 
those mem tiers who favored the Jesuit 
Fathers, and who did net condemn tfce 
Quebec Legislature for eonsultiug with 
the Pope iu the distribution of the montes 
granted, the knowledge of constitutional 
law displayed by each orator who spoke 
cgainst bigotry, and for truth and justice, 
aud the mats of historical facts arrayed so 
clearly and so elrquectly by each speaker, 
can ltd the whole House of Commons, so 
that when a division was called 188 
members stood up for fatr-play and 
mon justice being done to tho much- 
abused, much-persecuted, and ever-mal- 
Igned Fathers of the Society cf Jesus, 
Ooly thirteen 
prejudiced 
faced
against justice being done the Fathers. 
Not for the purpose of exciting ill-will 
against those gentlemen, nor with a view 
tu et gender prejudice against them, but 
for tne information ana enlightenment 
of posterity, do we publish their names. 
They are Barron, Bell, Charlton, Cock- 
burn, Denison, McDonald (Huron), 
D’Altcn McCarthy, McNeil, O’Brien, 
Scriver, Sutherland, Wallace, and Tyr- 
whitt. No better proof could be written 
or record formulated of the general liber
ality of Canadians than thi# extraordinary 
vote, in which Protestant and Catholic, 
Orange, and Frirch Canadian, Tories 
aod Liberals, united to do jus
tice ti a religious body of men, who, it 
must ba acknowledged, while benetitting 
humanity by their misJonary labors 
abroad, atd by their scientific and literary 
successes at home, are the most sturdy 
champions of Catholicity, and the most 
zealous, aa they are tbe most able, dt fend
ers of the doctrines of the Church and of 
her claims to spiritual supremacy.

0. Rykert first rose in defence of the 
attitude assumed by Sir John Macdonald 
in refusing to disallow the bill. Mr. 
Rykert made a very able, lucid and inde
pendent speech, in which he claimed that 
although an Orangeman he is not recreant 
to the constitution of the Order, one cf 
whose first principles he declared to be 
that every member of it should be always 
prepared to stand up in favor of civil and 
religious liberty. He was not prepared to 
join in any cru*ade against hie Roman 
Catholic fellow citizens. Day after day 
we see tbe public press of Ontario firing 
the public mind, stirring up religions 
animosity and strife in every portion of 
the community ; it has originated with a 
certain class of ministers in this country 
who are determined, whatever tbe conse
quences may be, to drive Pope and Popery 
out of tbe country. Is it to be said that 
now, after twenty one years of our exist
ence, that we are to be found fighting 
against the larga Roman Catholic body of 
this country, and throwing a stone ia tfce 
way of the progress of Confederation l 
Mr. Rykert then spoke of the many 
claims the Jesuit Fathers had on the grat- 
l'udeof this country for their missionary 
work in the past, and hoW, after being 
suppressed by Pope Clement, they 
restored in 1814 by a Papal Bull, in which 
it was stated the whole Catholic world 
unanimously demanded the restoration of 
the Society of Jesus. Mr. Rykert ridi
culed the objection to the Pope’s interfer
ence, and asked If there was any objection 
raised to the Pope’s interfering m the 
Irish movement when His Holiness disap
proved of the Plan of Campa'gn. The 
Government, instructed by Lord Carnar
von, was not competent to disallow a 
New Brunswick School Bill. Neither had 
the Government In Ottawa any authority 
to interfere with Quebec Province, or die 
allow any Act its Legislature would pass 
in favor of the Jesuits, or of any other 
religious order. Mr. Rykert finished a 
two hours’ speech, amid the applause of 
tbe whole House, and placed the Catholics 
of Lincoln, whom he represents^ under 
heavy and lasting obligations.

Hon. Sir John Thompson, in reply to 
Mr. D’Alton McCarthy, delivered one of 
the most eloquent, the most scholarly 
and most statesmanlike speeches ever 
delivered in the Canadian House of Com
mons. He maintained that England, in 
conquering the French arms on the Plains 
of Abraham, esme into possession of all 
the fortifications, garrisons and supply 
stores belonging to the French king ; in 
fact, into capture of all the royal treasures 
and belongings—but no mote. The 
king of Jfitigisnd did not gain by 
tbe conquest the right to drive any 
man or any corporate body of men, from 
their holdings or their private posses
sions. The king of England was power
less by the law of nations to lay his 
hand on property, movable or inmov
able, of the humblest in the country, and 
if he had done otherwise it would have 
been an outrage on the law of nations, 
and would have brought disgrace on the 
British arms. Tne terms of Capitula
tion were “all tbe religious communities, 
the Jesuits among the others, and all 
the priests shall preserve their mov 
ables, the property and revenue of the 
reignoriej, and other estâtes which

On the 28th of December, 1887, our 
Holy Father Leo XII1. addressed a 
Brief to the Bishops of the Church, 
requiring of them to establish in their 
dioceses an annual collection, the 
proceeds of which should be devoted 
to the proper care and maintenance of 
the “ Holy Places” in the Holy Land. 
These “Holy Places” are the scenes 
hallowed by the labors, the teach
ings, the sufferings and death of Christ, 
and should, therefore, be endeared to 
the heal ts of all true Christians. 'They 
are in the care and" under the guard
ianship of the Franciscan Fathers,

' who reverently and lovingly keep 
watch and ward over them, who are 
charged with the care of the churches 
raised above them or near them, and 
who give a hearty and generous hos
pitality to all pilgrims that go thither 
to adore our Saviour in the land in 
which He was born and in which He 
labored and suffered and died for the 
redemption and salvation of mankind.

Ouv Catholic forefathers organized 
the Crusades and went in hundreds of 
thousands to the Holy Land to rescue 
the Holy Sepulchre and the other 
“Holy Places” from Mahometan pro
fanation and to save them as precious 
possessions for the Church and her 
children. Shall not we, at the invita
tion of the Vicar of Christ, give alms in 
proportion to our means, by the aid 
of which those footprints of our Lord, 
those holy places made sacred for
ever by the presence and the life and 
death of the World’s Redeemer, may 
be saved from profanation, may be 
kept in becoming decency and honor, 
and may be preserved for the loving 
veneration of Cod’s people. The 
Psalmist said : “He loved the beauty 
of God's house and the place wherein 
His glory dwelleth.” Let us love the 
places of the humiliations and suffer
ings and the death of Christ — the 

. places purpled by the precious blood 
that redeemed the world, that pur
chased us with a great price ajul won 
3"or us the glorious privileges of being 
sons of God and co-heirs with Christ. 
The Holy Father wishes the collection 
to lie taken up on Good Friday in each 
year, hi conformity with the injunc
tion of the Holy See, we ordain that 
there shall be a collection taken up in 
.ill the churches of the diocese on next 
Good Friday, for the purpose above 
mentioned. The proceeds of this col
lection shall be sent, with as little 
delay as possible, to the Chancellor 
of the Diocese, to be by him trans
mitted to the Franciscan Father who 
is Commissary, in Canada, for this 
work.

Wishing you, dear Rev. Father, and 
our faithful people, of whom, with us, 
you share the pastoral care, God’s 
abundant graces and blessings,

1 am, your sincere and faithful ser
vant in Christ,

ever

tbe Government sustained on a vote of 
non-confidence by so overwhelming a ma
jority. The figures were : yeas, 13 ; naye, 
188. Of the baker’s dozen, eight wtre Cun 
eervativee and five R«-foimere, the numbers 
being as nearly as possible proportioned 
to the total number compiatug each party 
in the House. The Government majority 
was, therefore, 175 With tho exception 
of Mr. Scriver,» Quebec Piotestaut, mam 
ber for Huntingdon, the minority con
sisted entirely of Ontario members, the 
members of the other Provinces, Catholic 
and Protestent, tDneervative ana Reform, 
voting with one accord rgainst Mr. 
O'Brien’s resolution. Tho resolution was 
ts follows :

“That the Speaker do net now leave the 
chair, but that it be resolved that an 
humble address be preietted to his Excel- 
lency tbe Governor General eettieg forth : 
let. That thle Hcuie r garde the power of 
disallowing Acte of the Legislative Assem
blies of tbe Provinces vested in hie Excel 
lency-in Council ss a prerogative essential 
to the national existence of the Dominion. 
2id. That this great power, while It should 
never be wantonly exertteed, should be 
fearlessly used for the protection of 
the lights of a minority, for the 
preservation of the fundamental prin
ciples of the constitution, atd for safe 
guarding the general interests of the 
people. 3rd. That in the opinion of this 
House tbe passage of the Act by the Legis
lature of the Province of Qaebec entitled, 
‘An Act respecting the seulement of the 
Jesuits’ Estates,’ is beyond the power of 
that Legislature ; firstly, because it endows 
from the public lands a religious organiza
tion, thereby violating the unwritten but 
undoubted constitutional principle of the 
complete separation cf Church and State, 
and of the absolute equality of all de 
nominations before the law ; secondly, 
because it reccgoizis the usurpation of 
a right fcy a foreign authority, 
namely, Hla Holiness the Pope of 
Rome, to claim that his consent 
was necessary to empower the Pro
vincial Législature to dispose of a portion 
of the public domain, and also because tbe 
Act is made to depend upon the will, atd 
the appropriation thereby made is subject 
t ) the control of the same authority ; and 
thirdly, because the endowment of the 
Society of Jesus, an alien and secret aod 
politic d religions body, the expulsion of 
which from eveiy Christian community 
wherein it has had a footing has been 
rendered necessary by its Intolerant and 
mischievous intermeddling with the func
tions of civil government, is fraught with 
darger to the civil and religious liberties 
of the people of Canada ; and this House 
therefore prays that His Excellency will be 
graciously pleased to disallow the Act.”

It will be noticed that the reeolutlon 
objects to the Act on three grounds : first, 
that it violates the equality of denomina
tions before the law, by endowing a reli
gious organization out of the public 
funds > secondly, that it rec gnlzes the 
claim of the Pope, that hia consent was 
necessary to dispose of a portion of the 
public domain, and thirdly because the 
Jesuits constitute an alien, secret, politico- 
religious, intolerent society, which mie- 
chtevouely has intermeddled with the 
functions of civil governments.

After all we have written before on 
these various matters it is almost unneces 
sary for us to point out to our readers 
that the words of the resolution itself 
prove that tbe whole disallowance move 
ment is the offspring of religious fanatic
ism. The speakers ia Parliament did not 
dare to reiterate one tenth of the bare- 
faced calumnies which have been repeated 
In the press and in the pulpit against one 
of the most efficient and highly-respected 
religious orders of the Catnollc Church, 
but some of them were
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Mr. Sutherland, of East Oxford, was 
next speaker for disallowance, and Mr.1 
McMullen followed ugalnst the resolution.

The Hon. Mr Laurter spoke cn behalf 
of the Opposition. He maintained the 
Reform principle of P/oviccial autonomy. 
He said that the Eoglish Government had 
treated liberally the Catholic religious 
communities, but an exception was made 
in the case of the Jesuits, as their estates 
were seized. He thought the reason for 
this waa the greed of Lord Amherst, who 
desired to become the owner of their prop
erty. At all events the Church had never 
resigned her claim to the property, and It 
survives at least as a moral claim. Mr. 
Mercier acted truly a statesman's part in 
settling this long-standiug dispute in a 
manner fair to all. Mr. Laurier ably 
vindicated the character of tho Jesuits 
from the unjust assaults made on it, but 
he was purposely brief on thle subject, as 
he did not consider the House the proper 
place either for assailing or defending that 
pure bedy of men whose attainments are 
both many and noble.

Sir John Macdonald replied to certain 
attacks which Mr. Laurier made on the 
Government, and stated that at a former 
period he had Incurred obloquy poured 
on him for years, because he had advo
cated the cause of the French race and hie 
Catholic friends. He had been in a minor
ity on that account almost the whole time 
in his own Province, from 1854 to 1866. 
He stated that at that late hour he would 
not enter upon a lengthy discussion on tbe 
Act of Supremacy and tbe penal legisla
tion of England, but those laws, which Mr. 
McCarthy relied on to support hie view, 
are obsolete even in England. The Jesuits 
he defended from the absurd charges which 
were brought against them by several 
speakers. The good that they have done 
in education is recognized in Cautda and 
in England. At all events the seventy-one 
Jesuits in Canada are not armed men, and 
any power they exert can be only by 
moral suadon. He had met bis eloquent 
frlçnd Dr. Potts of Toronto, and had told 
him he would match him against any fol
lower of Ignatius Loyola in the Dominion, 
and he believed he could pick out seventy 
other Protestant ministers to match the 
other seventy. There is no neid for so 
much mortal terror of the order as seems 
to exist in Ontario.

Sir John Macdonald’s and Sir John 
Thompson’s answers to Mr. McCarthy and 
Ool. O’Brien were most complete and 
satisfactory. It is acknowledged even by 
the Mail that during the course of the 
debate many who Intended to vote for the 
resolution were changed In sentiment, and 
one by one abandoned the cause of the 
agitators till the final result was deelared 
to be, against the resolution, 188 ; for It, a 
bsker’e doaen.

The Globe says the cause fs not yet lost. 
Only Mr. O’Brien’s resolution hes been 
voted down, but agitation may yet win 
disallowance. The Mail also expresses 
confidence that the cause will win In the 
end—in fact must win, even though Con
federation be shattered bo atoim in the 
struggle. ____________________

race

t JOHN WALSH, 
Bishop of 1 -ondon.

A 'Theological Conference 
will be held in London on Wednes
day, the 22nd of May next, for the 
priests of the Eastern Section of the 
.1 liocesc ; and for those of Essex and 
Kent, it will be held at Windsor, on 
Tuesday, the 28th of May. All the 
clergy are expected and required to 
assist at this Conference, and to pre
pare conscientiously the matter of it.

The subject matter to be treated at 
the Conference is as follows :

P. S.

were

repro
duced with so much assurance as to 
show the splilt of the whole thtrg. 
It is the same arrogance which actuates 
the Mail and tbe Toronto parsons to 
assume an ascendancy ever the rest of tfce 
Dominion» but especially over Qaebec, 
because It is a Catholic and French-speak
ing Province ; not so much, however, 
because It is French, aa because it is Gath 
olic. Th$ attempt hao been very properly 
rebuked by the representatives of the 
people, almost with unanimity, and it is 
creditable to the people of the Dominion 
that they have treated with contempt and 
scorn the efforts of an intolerant faction to 
create civil and religious discord in the 
country, to stir up race against race and 
creed against creed. The victory of Thurs
day tight marks a new eta in Iha political 
history of the Dominion. It h a guar 
autee that the day is gone by when at the 
back of any one man, or of any combin
ation of men the country will be frenzied 
with the spirit of religious rancor as we 
have seen it In the past.

We are told that the Estates Act 
“endows from public funds a religious 
organization,” thus “violating the absolute 
equality of all denominations before the 
law.” It would seem that the fanatics 
cannot frame any objection to the Act 
without supporting it ny an untruth, for 
even if we concede the first part oi the 
statement, and admit that publie funds 
are dealt with, It Is not true that the die- 
tributton of moniea violates religious 
equsllty. Precisely not to give any 
ground for this statement $60,000 are 
gratuitously appropriated to Protestant 
ed usatlon. The assailants of the Act have 
gone so far as to represent this provision 
as a bribe to the minority to reconcile 
them to the objectionable features. Would 
It not be more fair to say that It trans
forms the Act Into an appropriation of 
money for educational purposes in fair 
proportion to the different denominations

In Dogmatic Thkology.— 7rac- 
1 lit us <ic Rcvclationis Christiana 
Apologia. By Hurtcr or Schouppe.

In Moral Theology.—/)/* Stati- 
By Gury or•bus 1 \i r tic ni drib us.

Konings.
f JOHN WALSH, 

Bishop of London.
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n. Cook bum, Denison, 
McCarthv, McNeill, 

Sutherland, Wallace,
HAYS.

THE JESUIT DEBATE IN PAR
LIAMENT. Barron, Bell. Chari to 

McDonald Huron, 
O'Brien, Scriver, 
Tyrwbltt—13.The debate on Col. O’Brien’s enti Jesuit 

resolutions was opened in the House of 
Gommoca cn Tuesday evening, the 26.h 
•ult. Ti e excitement was Intense, in view 
of the gnat efforts which had been made 
by the Oren^e lodges and the Ministerial 
Aeeoclaticm to arouee a etroi g feellrg of 

.public it donation against the order which 
has h.en one of the must efficient instru
ments used by the Church in prosecuting 
the work of Catholic education, and In 
Christianizing savage nations. The gal 
lerles were unusually crowded long before 
tbe hour a hen It was expected that Ool. 
O’Brien would make hie onslaught which 
was to result In carrying out the design 
which the parsons of Ontario declared they 
had In view—“to drive the Jesuits out of 
the country.”

<1 he consciousness of an overwhelming 
Impending defeat is not calculated to give 
confidence to the Parliamentary party 
which feels It, and Messrs. O Brier, and 
McCarthy, the Orange leaders, did not look 
like men who expected victory. Indeed, 
from the beginning it was well understood 
that the attack would be fruitless, though 
it was eunpoeed that the forlorn hope 
would muster more etnngth than it actu
ally exhibited. Even the leaders of the

Amyot, Armstrong. A inlet, Bain boulanges 
Bain tlr>n<, Barnard, Beausoleil, Bt-onaru, 
Bergerou, Bergln, Bernier, Blake, Borden, 
Bourassa. Bo*ell, Bowman, Boyle, Bnen, 
Brown, Bryson, Burden, Burns, Cameron, 
Campbell, Cargill, Carling, C*rpenier, 
Caron, Cartwright, Casey, Casgraln, Chis
holm, Choquette Choulnerd, Oimon, Coch
rane, Colby, Colter, Cook, Corby, Coughlin, 
Coulombe. Couture, Curran, Daly, Daoust. 
Davies, Davln, Davis, Dawson, Desaulntere; 
Detjardens, Dessaint, Dewdney, Dlekev, 
Dlceinson, D >yon, Dupond, Edgar. Edwards, 
Elsenhaner,;Ellis, F< rguson LA: Ci Ferguson 
JZea., Ferguson WW., Flset, F.suer, Flynn, 
Foster, Freeman, Qauthier, Gigault, Gill- 
mor.Gtrouard, Godbont, Gordon .Grandbols, 
Gnay, Gnllett, Hageart, Hale, Hall, Hessen, 
Htckey, Holton, Hudspeth, Innés, Ives, J -ncas, Jones Dig by, Jones Halifax, 
Kenny, Krk. Kirkpatrick, Labe lie. Lab- 
rosse, Landerkln, L«ndry Lang, Langeller 
Quebec. Langevln Sir Hector, La Riviere, 
Laurier, Leplne, Livingston. Lovltt. Mc
Donald Sir John, McDowall, Mackenzie, 
McCalls, McDonnd Victoria, MoDougalu 
f ictou, McDougall Cape Jlreton, McGreevy, 
McIntyre, McKav, Mr Keen,Me>f Ilian Huron 
McMillan Vavdreuil, McMullen. Madtli, 
Mara, Marshall, Masson, Meigs, Mills 

napolis, Mills HntlnoelL Mitchell, Moffat, 
Mouorteff, Montpiaiser, Mulock. Neveux, 
Paterson Brant, Patterson Enter, PerJey, 
Perry, Platt, Porter, Prefonialnn. Prior, 
Purcell, Putnam, Rlnfret, Rlnpel, Robertson, 
Roblllard Ruome, Roes Kowand, Rykert, 
Ste Marie, Scarth, Semple, Shax.ly, aalnner, 
Small, Smith Sir Donald, Smith Ontario, 
Somerville, Spronle, Mteveneon, Tat lor, 
Temple, Therln, Thompson Sir John, Ttedalr, 
Trow, Tapper, Turcot, Vunsese. Waldle. 
Ward, Watson, Weldon Albert. Weldon St 
John, Welsh, White Card , White Ben., 
Wllmot, Wilson Argent., Wilson Elgin,

At 5ast Monday evening’s meeting of 
the city council Aid. Taylor said : “The 
city of St. Thomas had no difficulty with 
Its poor» because they were all sent to 
one home. He likened London to sn old 
cow with all the calves around thecoun 
try hanging around her.” The city of St. 
Thomas Is blessed with about fifteen poor 
people altogether. Only three of whom 
belong to the Catholic faith. With the 
exception of a paralytic, these are 
allowed to attend their own church every 
Sunday. They have their own grievances, 
however. No Catholic lady ia allowed on 
the committee of management, and the 
Sisters of Charity, who teach school, are 
not permitted to vitit the poor Catholics 
unless during the hours and days when it 
is well known they are otherwise and else
where employed. Aid. Taylor muet have 
had some experience with cows and calves 
when he can formulate such apt, apropos, 
and bo vire compaiisocs.
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