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The question of Orange incorporation has been a disturbing element in 
Canadian politics for several years. Notwithstanding that the Order has received 
legal recognition in five of the Provinces, the leaders have beer clamoring for a 
Dominion Act, and the question was brought before the House in the session of 
1883. The motion for the second reading of the Bill was reached on April 16th, 
and received the six months' hoist on motion of Mr. J. J. Curran, member for 
Montreal Centre, who made a brilliant and effective speech in denunciation of the 
Order. The following was the vote on the rejection of the Bill :—

Yeas—Messrs. Amyot, Armstrong, Auger, Bain, Bechard, Benoit, Bergeron, Bergin, 
Bernier, Billy, Blake, Blanchet, Bolduc, Bosse, Bourassa, Bourbeau,Brecken, Burns, Burpee, 
(St. John), Cameron (Huron), Campbell (Renfrew), Caron, Casey, Casgrain, Catudal, Charlton, 
Cimon, Cockburn, Colby, Costigan, Coughlin, Coursol, Curran, Cuthbert, Daly, Daoust, 
DeBeaujeu, De St. Georges, Desaulniers, Desjardins, Dupont, Fairbank, Fisher, Fleming, 
Forbes, Fortin, Frechette, Gagne, Geoffrion, Gigault, Gillmor, Girouard (Jacques Cartier), 
Girouard (Kent), Grandbois, Guilbault, Hackett, Hall, Harley, Holton, Innes, Jackson, Keeffer, 
Kirk, Labrosse, Landerkin, Landry, Langevin Laurier, Lister, Livingstone, Mackenzie, 
Macmaster, McMillan (Huron), McMillan(Vaudreuil), McGreevy, McIntyre, McIsaac, Masue, 
Methot, Mitchell, Montplaisir, Mulock, Patterson (Brant), Patterson (Essex), Pinsonneault, 
Pope, Riafret, Riopel, Robertson (Shelburne), Ross (Middlesex), Royal, Somerville (Brant), 
Somerville (Bruce), Springer, Tasse, Thompson, Trow, Vail, Valin, Vanasse, Weldon, Wells, 
Wheler, Wilson, Wright, Yeo—106.

Nays—Messrs. Abbott, Allison, Baker (VicJ, Barnard, Bell, Beaty, Benson, Bowell, 
Bryson, Burnham, Cameron (Victoria), Campbell (Victoria), Carling, Cochrane, Davies, 
Dickinson, Farrow, Ferguson (Leeds and Grenville) Foster, Gordon, Gunn, Haggart, Hawkins, 
Hay, Flesson, Hickey, Hillard, Homer, Irvine, Jamieson, Kilvert, Kinney, Kranz, Macdonald 
(Sir John), Mackintosh, McMillan (Middlesex), McCallum, McCarthy, McDougald, McLean, 
McNeill, Moffatt, O’Brien, Paint, Pickard, Ray, Reid, Richey, Rykert, Scott, Schiver, 
Shakespeare, Small, Sproule, Sutherland [Oxford], Sutherland [Selkirk], Taylor, Tilley, Tupper 
[Pictcu], Tyrwhitt, Wallace [Albert], Wallace [York], Watson, White [Cardwell], White 
[Hastings], White [Renfrew], Wigle, Williams, Wood [Brockville], and Woodworth—70.

The Bill was again introduced at the present session, and came up for a 
second reading on St. Patrick's Day, March 17th. The following was the vote 
for and against the second reading of the Bill :—

Yeas—Messrs, Allen, Allison, (Hants), Baker, [Victoria], Beatty, Bell, Benson, Bowell, 
Burpee, [Sunbury], Cameron, [Victoria], Campbell, [Victoria], Carling, Cochrane, Davies, 
Dawson, Dickinson, Dundas, Farrow, Ferguson, [Leeds and Grenville], Ferguson, [Welland], 
Foster, Gordon, Guillet, Gunn, Haggart, Hay, Hesson, Hickey, Hilliard, Homer, Irvine, 
Jamieson, Kilvert, King, Macdonald, Sir John Macdonald, Mackintosh, MacMillan, [Middlesex], 
McCraney, McDougall, McLelan, McNeil, Moffat, O’Brien, Orton, Reid, Robertson [Hamilton], 
Robertson, [Hastings], Ross, Scriver, Shakespeare. Small, Smyth, Sproule, Stairs, Sutherland 
[Oxford], Taylor,(Tilley, Tupper [Pictou], Tyrwhitt, Wallace [Albert], Wallace [York], Watson, 
White [C ardwell], White [Hastings], White [Renfrew], Wigle, Williams, Wood [Brockville], 
Woodworth—68.

Nays.—Messrs. Amyot, Armstrong, Auger, Blair [Soulanges], Baker [Missisqu i], Bre- 
head, Belleau, Rinfret, Bergin, Bernier, Blake, Blondne, Rosse, Bourassa, Bourbeau, Brecken, 
Burns, Cameron [Huron], Cameron [Inverness], Cameron [Middlesex], Campbell [Renfrew], 
Caron, Cartwright, Casey, Cssgrain, Chapleau, Charlton, Irman, Colby, Cook, Costigan, 
Coughlin, Coursol, Curran, Cuthbert, Daly, Daoust, De St. Georges, Desaulniers, Desjardins, 
Dugas, Dupont, Farka.n, Fisher, Fleming, Forbes, Fortin, Gagne, Geoffrion, Gigault, Gillmor, 
Girouard, Grandbois, Guilbault, Hackett, Harley, Holton, Hurteau, Innes, Kaulbach, Kirk, 
Landerkin, Landry [Kent], Landry, [Montmagny], Langevin, Laurier, Lister, Livingstone, 
MacDonald [Kings], McDonald [Cape Breton], Macmaster, McMillan [Vaudreuil], McGreevy, 
McIntyre, McIsaac, McMullen, Massue, Methot, Mills, Montplaisir, Mulock, Ouimet, Patterson 
[Brant], Patterson [Essex], Pinsonneault, Platt, Rinfret, Riopel, Robertson [Shelburne], Royal, 
Sumerville [Brant], Somerville] Bruce], Springer, Tasse, Thompson, Trow, Vail, Vallin, Vanasse 
[Weldon], Wells, Wilson, Woods Westmoreland], White, Yeo—105, Kenny in favor of the 
bill paired with Dodd.

In the accompanying pages we give a complete verbatim report of the mag
nificent speech delivered by Mr. Blake in opposition to the Bill.
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BLAKE'S GREAT SPEECH.
The Orange Association Unmasked.

The following la a tterbatim report of the that there should not occur that discussion, but
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it is as well that we should understand where 
we stand. It is well that the reasons why we 
act on one side or the other should be made 
known. It is well that the objections and 
difficulties which some of us may have should 
be stated, in order that they may be answered, 
and, it possible, removed Hence, It becomes 
necessary for myself, and perhaps for ethers 
who may have voted for the reasons which I 
am about to describe, as influencing the vota I 
gave, and which I am about to repeat—it is 
we 1 that we should state those reasons, Ln 
view of the character of the attack that has 
been made upon those who voted against the 
bill last s ssion. The first misrepresentation to 
which I wish to refer is one which was male 
I think, by the hon. member for South Leede 
(Mr. Taylor) at the Orange gathering a’ Brock- 
ville, in which he said :—

“ The onus of defeat rests primarily upon the 
Reformers, who, whie prot ssing to be Pro- 
testanta d Protestant Reformers, decided in 
caucus to oppose the measure."

Now, the hon. member for South Leeds could 
not know that to be true, because he was not 
at the caucus, and it happens to be entirely un- 
true.
■3 CONCERTED AOTIN AMONG in HBBRALS

There was no caucus of the Liberal party at 
which this question was ton bed upo? ; there 
was no meeting or gathering, formal or infor
mal, at which it was touched upon, and there 
was no decision or arrangement between the 
members of the party as to the way they should 
vote. There was no concerted action of any 
kind or description. On the contrary, to the 
few gentlemen who happ ned to approach me 
on the subject, I said I thought it was a matter 
In which each man must decide for himself, 
that I did not oonct Ive It wool 1 be a party ques
tion on the other side ot the House, and that I 
did not conceive it was necessarily a party 
question on our side, and I deprecated all party 
ao ton upon It. 1 hat was the advice I gave and 
which, so far as I know, was acted on ; and 
unUi the vote was giver, I had not myself any 
idea, with the exception of. perhaps, six or

Zenson, Bowell, 
hrane, Davies, 
(gart, Hawkins, 
anz, Macdonald 
ugald, McLean, 
Scott, Schiver, 
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irdwell]. White 
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powerful and brilliant speech delivered on 
BL Patrlok’s night, the 17 th March, 1884, by 
the Hon. Edward Blake, leader o! the Liberal 
Opposition in the Canadian House of Com
mons, s gainst the Bill to Incorporate the 
Orange Association in the Dominion of 
Oenads. Ml Blake, who, on rising, waa re- 
ceived with enthusiastic applause, said :—

Upon this question parties are divided. It is 
well known that the ranks of hon. gentlemen 
opposite are divided and it is known that the 
Liberal party does not think, or speak, or act, 
as a unit on this question. I am not speak
ing; I do not propose to speak, this evening in 
any shape or sense as leader of the Liberal 
party, but to speak only in my individual ca
pacity as a member of Parliament ; I am not 
speaking for any one but myself. Although I 
gave a silent vote on the last occasion, and al
though but for what has occurred since the last 
occasion, I would have repeated that 
silent vote, I fe?l bound on this 
occasion to express my views upon the 
question before us. The action of my self, and 
the action of thoie members of the Liberal 
party who voted sgainst this BID, have been 
misrepresented, se lously misrepresented, dur
ing the recess, and. Indeed, an alleged party 
action has been stated, which did not in fact 
exist. A po itical course has been taken by the 
promoters of this bill, which I pr pose to 
develop before I sit down, and which, I think, 
furniches, of itself, ample justification for my 
departing from the intention I had to have re- 
pealed at this time, If there was no reason 
sgainst it, the al’ent vote which I gave before. 
But I do not conceal from myself, irrespective 
of those circumstances, that there are import
ant questions at stske upon this occasion ; 
and my opinion is that a temperate disoussion 
of those questions is no evil, but rather a good. 
Eun. gentlemen opposite who have 
supported the bill, and hon. gentlemen 
opposite who have opposed the bill, are, 
many of them, apparently, i desirous

}



PROVINCIAL BIGHTS OT LEGI LATION.

This case is quite different from the class of 
cases In which I am willing that Dominion 
legislation should intervene, to clear up any 
doubts in the decision to which I have alluded ; 
it Is not to complement such legislation, but it 
is because legislation cannot be obtained In 
some Provinces that the parties come here. It 
Is not to confirm, not to complete, the legis
lation of any Province in regard to which dir- 
ficulty had arisen under our complete system : 
but It la to coerce Provinces into accec ting 
legislation which the Province would not other- 
wise pass. I wish to make gocd the propos- 
Lions I advance as I proceed, and 1 will’do this
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we know also that It is not because theee 
incorporations are deficient for the purpose for 
which they were made, that the applicants 
come here. They do not come here because 
they want more power In Nova Scotia, Mani
toba, or New Brunswick ; not at all. The pres- 
ent Incorporation is adequate for all the pur
poses they want, only they cannot get incor
porations In enough Provinces-that Is the 
question.
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thing that we should not interfere, but act for 
the purpose of implementing or complement
ing local legislation.
A QUESTION OF CIVIL RIGHTS AND PROPERTY.

Now, with reference to this particular meas- 
ure, there can be no doubt whatever that the 
general question of the Incorporation of the so
ciety for the purpose which its promoters ask 
its Incorporation—which, as they say, Is merely 
in order that they may have a oorporate entity 
enabling them to hold real property—Is one of 
civil rights and property. It is perfectly clear, 
therefore,that this is within the control and the 
exclusive control of the Local Legislature. The 
report of the Minister of Justice (Sir John A. 
Macdonald) upon the Orange bill of 1873, before 
the Ontario Legislature, which was reserved, 
reads thus:—

“ If these Acts should again be passed, the 
Lieutenant-Governor should consider himself 
hound to deal with them at once and not ask 
Your F xcellency to interfere in matters of Pro
vincial concern, and solely and entirely with
in the jurisdiction and competence of the Legis
lature of the Province.”

three at

That was a perfectly correct statement. It is 
true it applied to Provincial incorporation, but 
it was a perfectly correct statement that this 
proposed incorporation was net merely within, 
but solely and exclusively within, the compe- 
tence of the Province. There have been Acts 
passed, as we know, In several of the Legisla
tures granting the Order incorporation. The 
Order has been incorporated In Manitoba, 
In Nova Scotia, in New Brunswick—In

least of the Provinces. And

I am about to state my own views frankly on 
this question. I dare say they will not please 
extreme men on either side, but I hope that to 
some moderate men those views may be ac
ceptable. In the first place, the hon. member 
for Cardwell (Mr. White) alleges that this bill 
is similar to other bills, upon the constitutional 
ground which we have dealt with. 1 think 
there is a very marked distinction, on the con
stitutional ground, between this bill and the 
other bills, and I adverted to it this very after
noon. I pointed out that I did not myself con
cur In all the reasoning, or In the result of all 
the reasoning, in the case In the Privy Council 
to which allusion was made this afternoon ; but 
it seemed to follow from that decision that a 
difficulty and doubt subsisted as to the relative 
powers of the Local and the Dominion Parlia
ment in certain cases In which there had been, 
at any rate, a corporation created by the Legis
lature of the old Province of Canada, which 
sought modification. I did not believe the true 
solution was alleged, but there was a solution. 
Now, Sir, how far have we gone ? How far have 
I, at any rate, assented to our going ? Thus far 
—that since that decision had taken place, 
wherever there was a Local Legislature at
tempting to carry out the wishes of the corpora
tors In each Province, on a quesilon affecting 
property and civil rights, I said I thought it 
was not unreasonable that, considering that 
doubt and difficulty, we should use what power 
we might have—which is undecided, in my 
judgment—to implement the wishes of the 
Local Legislatures, and to confirm, in effect, 
their legislation. This is the rule that I have 
laid down for myself In this class of cases. I 
did not intend to give my assent to any bill 
which acts upon other principles. Perceiving 
that the earlier of the two bills, which came 
on this afternoon, came entirely within that 
principle, I pointed out that 1 obtested toit. 
The second bill seemed to me to come 
quite within that principle, and, there
fore, from my point of view. T saw 
no objection, 1 though I sympathise, as 
the hon. member from Quebec will 
have observed, with his general view as to our 
powers, while I thought it not an unreasonable

eight gentlemen at the most, whO may have 
spoken to me, of what were the sentiments of 
the gentlemen with whom I usually act. Yet, 
Sir, we find hon. gentlemen, high In the confi
dence of the Orange order and members of 
this Parliament, declaring that there was a 
caucus of the Protestant Liberals, who 
decided to oppose the measure. I com 
plain of that, Sir. I think I have reason to com
plain of such statements being made with a 
view to influencing persons of the same reli
gious faith that I am, against us. (Loud 
applause).
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Once again, the hen. gentieman said, in a 
speech at Brookville, after the session of Par
liament :

u At the session of Parliament he found him- 
sell needing more assistance than ever before in

“ Many of his friends were adverse to the bill 
being given a second reading; they were 
divided as to its effect ; and in this way he 
found himself assailed on all sides.”• • * ' • • • •

• Prominent Conservatives advised him to 
withdraw his bill.”

Once, again, at Hamilton, he said :
” He was willing to admit that the Orange- 

men themselves were not as united in asking 
for the bill as they might have been. They d d 
not act as unanimously as they should have 
done ; and there was no use in denying the fact 
that a certain portion ol their own organize 
tion did not want the bill to come to a second 
reading.”
Mr. Marshall, a gentleman holding high office 
In the order, speaking at Winnipeg, said :—

“ He had been opposed to sanding the incor- 
poration bill 10 the Dominion House, The bat
tle had been commenced in Ontario, and should 
be fought out there.”
These are statements all made since the defeat 
of the bill last session, and they seem to indi
cate that, on the part of leading members of 
the order itself, there was a strong feeling ad
verse to the proprietv of introducing this bil- 
here, and favorable to the view which I have 
ventured to take in this House, that substan
tially and essentially this is an attempt to 
make use of the power of this Parliament under 
the pretence that Dominion incorporation Is 
really wanted and Is realty needed, when the 
reality of the case is, that Provincial incorpo
ration is all that is really, wanted and is really 
needed.

UNJUST FEDERAL INTEBFEBENCE.

And it is because the Provinces cannot be in
duced to grant the incorporation, or at all 
events, such is the case in some of them, it is 
proposed to use alleged minion power to 
force the measure on those localities that 
o’ jact to It By the bill! itsalf and as much of 
the constitution of the order as we are ac
quainted with, it is a Provincial organization, 
with Provincial, county, district and private 
lodges, and the local branches are to have the 
right to hold property. I do not intend to dis
cuss the matters ol detail to which the hon. 
member for Huron (Mr. Cameron), alluded as 
I learned from the speech of the hon. member 
for Cardwell (Mr. White), and which might be 
remedied In the Private Bills Committee, al
though those observations were very fit and 
proper, because they point to the essential 
ocal character of the measure, as dealing with 
property and civil rights ; yet they are not 
fatal to the bill at that stage. The question 
with respect to the Mortmain Act shows what 
sort of a bill it is; but even this is not fatal to

by quoting extracts. I find the Grand Secretary 
of the order (Mr. Keys) said this -

« Bills have been passed by five ot the Pro- 
vinelal Legislatures incorporating our assccla- 
tion ; but through no fault of ours, in three of 
these provinces, Ontario, Manitoba and Prince 
Edward Isl ind, the bills have never become 
law. Under these circumstances, and in order 
to gettle the question, we have appealed to the 
Parliament of Canada for the passage of a gen
eral Act of incorporation for our society in the 
Dominion.”
There you see it la not to supplement, to make 
good and perfect local legislation ; but is it be
cause local legislation cannot be obtained, that 
they come here to obtain that which they can
not get in the proper quarter.

Mr. Bowel— Have you the date of that re
port?

Mr. Blake—No ; but I remember the period ; 
it was shortly before the last application to 
Parliament, Since that time, the Manitoba 
Act has been passed. Fears were entertained at 
that time that the Manitoba Act would be dis
allowed ; I believe it was vetoed by the then 
Government. Then I have a report from the 
Secretary ot a country lodge, as late as 1884.
He says :

“ We must not permit any political feeling in 
this matter, as it is very important to our in
stitution to have a Dominion Act of incorpor
ation.

“ Without such Act, our noble brethren in 
the Province of Quebec will he without one, 
as you all know It is no use for them to ask for 
incorporation in their Provincial Legislature, 
where Pro Lestants are in the minority.”

There you see,Mr. Speaker,'once arain,that it is 
because Incorporation cannot be obtained In a 
particular Province or in particular Provinces, 
that they come here, and not because there is 
some difficulty or defect in the Provincial legis
lation which they want us here to heal. This 
view is not a view which is held by those who 
oppose this measure alone ; it was held by lead
ing Orangemen of the order. Leading members 
of the order, up to a comparatively short period 
held the view that the measure should not be 
brought here; that it was a matter oi Provin
cial concern and should be discussed elsewhere, 
The hop. member lor East Hastings (Mr, 
White) who introduced the bill last session, and 
who has occupied a very high position in the 
order, and who still holds a high position, 
speaking In Winnipeg alter the defeat of the 
bill last session, says :

“ He. along with Brother Marshall and other 
members of the order, hal asked that the In
corporation Bill be not sent 10 the House of 
Commons, as he thought it should be brought 
out in the Ontario Legislature ; and it defeated 
there, they should wait till their friends gained 
power ; but in spite of all argument on his part, 
he bad een forced to take the bill into‘L. 
House.”
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"eletics- I know it’is contrary t the Quedeo 
criminal law. Now, the Quebec criminal law 
is not to be modified by a private bill in this 
House ; we have power to modify, or repeal, or 
amend it, and an hon. gentleman has before us 
a bill for its amendment, upon which I hope to 
have the opportunity. If It comes to a second 
reading, of pointing out what I understand are 
the true principles of action in cases of that de
scription ■ but I scy that the Province of Que
bec cannot complain If we propose to amend or 
modify any portion of the criminal law, 
simply because that portion of the law is ex- 
clusively Quebec law at this moment ; for we 
have alone the power—they have not the 
power to deal with IL But the way to deal with 
the criminal law is to amend or repeal it by a 
general Act, and having amended or repealed 
it to such an extent, If you think fit, as will' 
make this a legal society, as would make it 
legal to have such a society in the country, 
then proceed to pass your private bill author
izing that corporate entity to be created which 
is no longer contrary to the law of the land. 
It seems to me to be unprecedented and car- 
tainly very inconvenient that we should repeal 
a general criminal law pro tanto by the 
creation of a private corporation ; because 
nobody can doubt this private bill, by which 
we set up the Orange society, by which we al
low it to continue to extend the number of its 
lodges, and so on ; by which we give it corpo
ration and State recognition, by which we give 
it power to hold property—nobody can doubt, 1 
say, that it comes within the criminal law 
of Quebec. Now that is no way to escape 
from the operation of the criminal law [Cheers.] 
A measure might be brought down, as one was 
brought down In the other Chamber last session 
dealing with the criminal law on the general 
principles on which It should be dealt with. I 
quite agree in the view which I have expressed 
in this House on previous occasions, that un
less on the greatest pressure of obvious neces
sity, W3 should pass common laws for all parts 
of the Dominion, in respect to those common 
Interests with which we are charged. I con
ceive it to be an anomaly—perhaps justified In 
special circumstances, and only to be justified 
by special and obvious oircum tances 
—that there should be one criminal
law for one part of the Dominion, 
and another criminal law for another part, and 
therefore I think it fitting that a law should be 
brought down on the subject of secret so- etier, 
making such portions of the Quebec law as it 
may be deemed fit to retain on the Statute 
Book, general, and modifying, in the sense 
which I shall take another opportunity of point
ing out, such parts as are not deemed fit to be 
retained. But It is putting the carl before the 
horse to legalize, by a private bill, and vote out 
of the operation of the subsisting criminal law

the promoters to be the right to hold real 
property. I say that the right to hold real 
property is. If there ba anything, a Provincial 
right—» property and civil right. I say that 
we should not strain our jurisdiction to 
grasp that right In any case. [Cheers] Isay 
that if we are to use our Jurisdiction where we 
have it, for we may have it In some cases, as in
cidental to some classes of Domicion incorpo- 
rations. For instance, 1 have supported, in this 
House, as a necessary Incident of railway com
panies incorporated by us, the power of expro
priating lands. It is a necessary incident of 
our power to incorporate certain classes of rail
ways, that we should have that power of ex
propriation, and we use that power because 
It belongs to us. But, I say, that 
we should watch jealously when it is pro
posed to go beyond the necessary inci
dents of corpcrate rights, and when the whole 
essence of the corporation is, as It is claimed, 
the right to hold real property, it should be a 
very strong case which should lead us to inter
fere with it. And when we are told that the 
real reason they come here is not because the 
Provincial incorporation would not be ade
quate, but because they cannot get enough 
Provinces to agree to incorporate them, that 
should end the question of the propriety of our 
Interference. I maintain that they should go 
to the Legislature of Quebec for incorporation 
In Quebec, and to the Legislature or Ontario 
for incorporation In Ontario, and as the hon. 
member for East Hastings (Mr.White] has said 
fight their battle there ; and if popular feeling 
is ultimately with them, they will get their 
incorporation, and if it should remain against 
them, they must content themselves without it. 
But it Is not only upon this ground that I 
personally am opposed to this act of Incorpora
tion. I entertain views on the point to which I 
am about to address myself, which, I dare say, 
are shared only by a small minority In this 
House, but none the less do I entertain them. 
I am opposed to state recognition of secret so- 
cieties. (Loud applause.) I do not care how 
good in their purposes, or what their objects 
may be, I believe it is a mistake to lay down 
the principle that any secret society should be 
recognized by the State.
BKORRT S00I1TI63 OONTRARY TO CANADIAN LAW.

I think secret and oath-bound societies are, 
so far as that point may be brought fairly Into 
question In this ease—though I agree that we 
are to decide It upon our own notions of what 
is right— I say that such soeleties are contrary 
to the spirit of English law as to recognized so-

might be struck



one opinion, that bitterness and misrepresenta
tion and malignity revel and hold high carni- 
val. It is just there that yon ar rare to have 
the very worst of that description of difficulty 
which exists too freely and rally even In all our 
public life, and which is tempered only in so
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from early days what a baneful influence have 
been secret societies upon that part of the 
United Kingdom which, unfortunately, hai 
given so much cause for trouble and humilia
tion, and difficulty, to the Parliament of Eng
land and to the English people throughout the 
world. When you remember the Ribbon so
ciety, the Phcenlx society, the Fenian society, 
all the other societies to which I have referred, 
you may see yery easily what immense possl- 
billties of evil there are In the attribute of se- 
crecy. Now, Sir this is a view which is shared 
by many who have thought on this subject. I 
met, the other day, in a book which Mr. A. M. 
Sullivan has not long since written, an obser
vation of his which struck me as being so 
pregnant that I will trouble the House with IL 
He says :

« I had not studied In vain the history of se. 
cret oath bound associations. I regarded them 
with horror. I knew all that could be said an 
to their advantages in revolutionizing a coun- 
try, but even in the firmest and best of hands 
they had a direct tendency to demoralization, 
and were often, oh the whole, more perilous to 
society than open tyranny." [Cheers].
That Is the statement of a very eminent man 
who was actively engaged in an agitation for 
what he believe?, and what many of us believe, 
would be the amelioration of the Irish people. 
He saw what an important agency these 
societies would be ; but he saw also from a sad 
personal experience, and from his own obser
vation, what evil and demoralizing tendencies 
they have. The difficulty as to State 
recognition is this—it is essential ; you can
not get rid oflt-lt is in the circumstance 
that the society is secret, and how far, being 
secret, it may depart from it professed and 
avowed objects ; how far, being secret, it may 
go, in what direction it may travel : how far, 
being a religious and benevolent, it may be
come a political tociety and not benevolent or 
religious ; how far, being loyal, it may go in 
the opposite direction. As we know professed
ly loyal societies have gone in days gone by— 
how far this may be the case you cannot deter
mine ; and, therefore, Isay that State recogni
tion ought not to be given to secret societies. 
You cannot tell what sort of tyranny may be 
exercised by them. It is in the nature of these 
societies to become tyrannical and despotic. 
[Hear, hear]. Openness and public discussion 
are the great guarantees of order, freedom,

THE EVILS CF EKCBKCT.

But these things are to be dealt with on gen
eral principles, and I maintain that secrecy is 
In] itself a bad thing; and if societies 
are benevolent, they are benevolent 
in spite of and not because of this element of 
secrecy. Now, there are, of course, three atti
tudes that the State can take towards these so
cieties, that is, suppression, recognition or neu
trality. Aud I maintain that unless a society 
be one for an obviously bad p orpose, in this age 
and under our circumstances, the only course 
to take is not to suppress, not to recognize, but 
to occupy a neutral position with reference to 
them ; not to interfere one way or the other, 
not to give State recognition, not to attempt 
What is perhaps in most cases a fruitless at
tempt—the attempt to suppress at all. Those 
who talk of the benefits of secret societies 
have, I think, read the history of early and of 
later periods, and of very late periods especial
ly, of the United Kingdom and of the States, 
after a fashion in which I have not read it. I 
believe that a great deal of the trouble, social 
and political, that has occurred is due to secret 
societies (applause); aud I think that we 

. who hall from one or other of the 
quarters ef the United Kingdom, we who 
are doubly interested in the peace, 
prosperity and contentment of each one of the

first on general principles, and then if you And 
the institution is one which you can legally in- 
corporate, proceed to give It incorporation. 
Now, as I said, I am net in favor Of State recog- 
nition of any secret societies. I have never 
joined one ; though many of my best friends 
are members of many secret societies which 
are, as this professes to be, benevo
lent-secret societies which do not med
dle at all with political topics — seoret 
societies whose real action, so far as one of the 
public can know, is not discrepant with, and 
does not go beyond the avowed purposes of the 
association. But I believe the tendency to 
secresy itself to be injurious. (He sr, hear.) I 
believe It brings with it the possibility of evil ; I 
believe that it involves a certain amount of sac
rifice of individually and Independence, and 
g’ves very great facilities for the misleading of 
members bv designing leaders—very great and 
mischievous facilities for that purpose. That is 
my general proposition with reference to secret 
societies, a point on which, I dare say, as I said 
before, 1 am in a small minority ; for I suppose 
the vast bulk of at least the Protestant mem
bers of this House belong to one or other of 
these societies, and I do not wish to be under 
stood as saying that these mischievous tenden
cies are carried out In many of those societies, 
the operations of which, so far as I know, are 
benevolent

fairness aud moderation. It is 
private gatherings of men all 
one turn, all of one thought, an
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of the world, and at men of different opinions. 
It may be that in oppressed countries, despoti
cally governed, secret societies are a melan
choly necessity. It Is possible ; I do not admit 
it; but it may be so. It may be the only refuge 
of those countries which are aspiring to free
dom. But that Is not the condition of the 
people of this country. (Applaus .) There is 
nothing here that we want, there is no ame- 
iteration of our condition that we desire, that 
we are not free to propose in public gathering, 
upon which we are not tree to engage In public 
discussion. If we believe that those of a par
ticular creed amongst us entertain sentiments 
not merely erroneous in point of dogmatic re
ligion, which has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion, but sentiments hostile to the constitution 
or dangerous to social order, we have a right to 
■ay so, a right to resist them, a right to chal
lenge their opinions, and to challenge them to 
express their opinions. But we have no right 
because we have no necessity, to engage in se
cret societies, which, as I have said, are the 
frightful mother of malignity, misrepresenta
tion and bigotry.

WHAT THE ORANGE BILL MEANS.

The bill, however, goes much further than 
simply giving the right to hold property. As I 
have said, it gives corporate State recognition. 
It gives a corporate existence. Por this pur
pose, It invokes the Interpretation Act; and 
the last clause gives this society power 
to carry on its work. It is true, the 
preamble of the bill hrs been altered. 
Last session it said that the society 
wanted power to carry on Its work ; this year it 
does not say so ; but the clauses, so far as I un
derstand them, are the tame ; and the pream
ble does not give the power, but the clauses do. 
The Interpretation Act gives power which, per- 
feetly legitimate, in fact, absolutely essential 
to an ordinary business corporation, are pow
ers which yet may be open to some misconcep
tion in the case of a secret society, 
such as this, for the propagation of 
opinion. There is a power on the part of 
the majority over the minority. While 
that is necessary in the case of an ordinary 
corporation, in the case of a society like this, 
for the propagation of opinion, a clause of that 
description is likely to enable the majority to 
exercise tyranny over the minority. There la 
also given freedom from individual responsi- 
billity, which is quite proper in the case of or- 
dinary business corporations ; but onoe again, 
peculiar force is given to this provision 
In the case of tills organisation, 
which we incorporate according to the 
rules and constitution in the schedule, and to 
which we are to give power to alter its consti- 
tution as it pleases hereafter. Of course, I know 
that there is the criticism that this may be

refer t it. We are asked to incorporate an in
stitution, with power to alter Its constitution as 
it pleases and to give whatever powers it pleases 
to its officers afterwards ; but we do not know 
what those alterations may be, as the veil of 
secrecy conceals its acts, and there Is to be no 
individual responsibility lor them. Now, my 
hon. friend from Huron alluded to a point 
which met with some cries of denial at first, 
but I did not observe, when he came to be an
swered, that his proposition was seriously chal- 
jenged. He alluded to the proposition that the 
purposes of this society were Wholly political. 
I am not going to discuss how the Orange society 
works in the other Provinces of the nonunion 
I do not know how it works in the other Pro
vinces ; I do not know how far it is true to the 
professed objects of the institution, or how far 
it goes beyond them : I do not know whether 
they are objects peculiarly political or no ; but 
I think I speak of what I do know, when I say 
that my hon. friend’s observation as to Ontario 
is perfectly correct ; and I think the circum
stances that, after being met with those cries 
of denial when an answer was attempted to 
be made to his argument, is sufficient proof of 
that.

Mr. White [Hastings]- He said that Orange
men were expelled for voting for the Reform 
party.

Mr. Blake—I do not know how that may be ; 
but I shall furnish the hon. gentleman some 
information on that point before I am done. 
[Hear, hear]. I maintain that the order is po
litical in Ontario, and I say that the objections 
to State recognition of secret societies are 
doubly strong—in point of fact, they receive 
their chief vitality when they are applied to 
secret political organisations. There, if any- 
where, it is in open discussion only that 
there Is safety, In open attack and defence, in 
public charges and public answers. Why, 
many of us believe, and, I am sure, most of us 
would gladiy agree-if it were practicable ; I do 
not think it Is—many of us believe thet the 
greatest boon would be conferred upon the 
public It you could abolish private canvassing, 
if you could arrange that the mode of Canvass
ing would be to meet the electors of both sides 
openly at open public meetings and there avow 
your principles and define your positions. 
Why? Because we know that a private canvass 
gives an opportunity for statements whleh suit 
the political complexion of the person address- 
ed ; because we know it gives an opportunity 
for private statements of the political faith of 
the candidates and lor private assault upon the 
political faith and standing of an opponent, 
and i is in every way objectionable.
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political organizations or political organisa* 
lions, secret or otherwise, which act under the 
guise of religion and philanthropy. I do not 
object to this society because the majority of it 
are opposed to me la political opinion. That is 
no reason for objecting to IL They have as 
good a right to their opinions as I have to 
mine, and their right to hold theirs is as dear 
as mine Is to hold mine ; holding mine by 
the same tenure as they hold theirs, and as I 
would not part, for any consideration, with the 
free right to hold mit e, I hold their right equal- 
lydear. But If that political organization is 
opposed to me, I want to meet them as such, 
and not as members of a religious and charit
able society. [Applause.] Our religio as opinion 
should be held entirely separate from our poli
tical leanings. No greater calamity can affect 
a commurlty than when the cleavage of politi
cal parties is coincident with the cleavage of re- 
ligious bodies. That is a great calamity and 
misfortune. I am anxious that whatever our 
creed or religious opinions may be, we should 
fe d that they have nothing whatever to do 
with our political opinions, and that we should 
agree or differ on political questions entirely 
irrespective of the faith we may happen to 
hold on religious questions. [Cheers.]association. One was a cry to the effect that 

my father was the man who had shot Col. 
Moody in 1827; the other was a personal cry 
that I myself was a Roman Catholic. [Hear 
hear.]

TOBY TACTICS AND PRIVATE CANVASSING.

Having been Informed, beyond a particle of 
doubt, that these statements were being circu
lated at the last meeting to the West Riding on 
Dehalf of the Government, knowing there were 
men In the House who were circulating these 
stories, I, without repeatin’ them, called upon 
those who had made them, called upon any
body to come forward and state anything dero
gatory either to my father or to myself, and I 
would answer then and there. But none of 
them would come forward. I called on them 
three times at a public meeting ; but although 
the circulators of these calumnies were present 
they would not come forward. In the West 
Riding of Durham, the same private canvass 
was going on, the same course was taken, the 
same precise calumnies were being circulated, 
and when I came to that riding I was asked 
how about this and bow ab ut that T but 1 de
clined to deny things which no man would 
venture publicly to state. That is the evil of a 
private canvass, and especially of a private 
canvass conducted through the medium of a 
secret society. Do I object to this society be
cause it is a political organization ? Net at nil.
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POLITICS AND RELIGION.

The more you set up, as a combination, 
a great Protestant society, which is 
also a great rolitical association, the more 
you make coincident, or strive to make 
coincident, the line of division between the re
ligious and political convictions of the people, 
and act direct ‘y In the teeth of what I believe 
to be lor the benefit ol the State, Our political 
differences are bitter enough, without intro
ducing into them religious differences, and if 
the odium theologium, which is known to be 
so bitter, Is to be accentuated by political dif
ferences, It will become intolerable. (Applaure). 
Let us endeavor not to make coincident the 
line between political and religious opinion, 
yet this society , which, under the guise of reli- 
gton and benevolence, is In Ontario largely and 
chiefly political in its power and efficacy, is 
doing this very thing which I believe to be for 
the public evil and not for the public g rod. I 
do not propose to refer, In support of my view, 
as to the political condition of this society tn 
Ontario, to anything very ancient. I do not 
propose to refer even to things so 
ancient as those to which the hon. member 
for the Weal Riding of Huron [Mr. Cam- 
erop) referred. It is enough for me to refer to 
quite recent transactions. The hon. member 
tor Hastings (Mr. White) made a speech in the 
town of Woodstock on the 12th July, and in 
that speech he gave some very amusing 
allusions to the secret history of the conduct of 
this bill. In the course of these statements,

breath of freedom In politics (loud applause), 
and I have not hesitated to declare that, though 
I voted for the ballot as essential to freedom, 
I was never able to reconcile myself to the 
Idea that we should always be obliged to poll 
our votes secretly, because I believe It would 
be a very great advance if the day should come 
when we could believe that to all our people an 
open vote would be a free vote. It is only be
cause there are cases where an open vote is not 
a free vote, that I yielded to the ballot as a 
necessity, and io order that the votes might be 
tree. Apart from that, I believe the effect of 
the ballot itself to be injurious rather than ad* 
vantageous. To bear out what I have said 
with reference to secret political organizations, 
I will give you an Instance in my own career. 
The first time I entered public life, la 1887, I 
was contesting two counties, one for the Local 
and one for this House. They were from 200 to 
250 miles apart, and I had to run from one to 
the other in the course of my canvass. At a 
certain point, shortly before I left the 
South Riding of Bruce to go down 
to West Durham, I found that a secret 
canvass was being made against me, 
promoted by this religious and benevolent

5, but it is necessary to 
d to incorporate an in- 
alter its constitution as 
stever powers it pleases 
; but we do not know 
may be, as the vell of 
i, and there is to be no 
y lor them. Now, my 
on alluded to a point 
ries of denial at first, 
len he came to be an
ion was seriously chal- 
le proposition that the 
were Wholly political, 
how the Orange society 
nces of the Dors nion 
irks in the other Pro- 
w far it is true to the 
nstitution, or how far 
o not know whether 
y political or no ; but 
[ do know, when I say 
iervation as to Ontario

I think the circum- 
met with those cries 

rer was attempted to 
t, is sufficient proof of

I approve of political organizations. I 
believe in political organiz itions which 
are public, which are avowed or- 
ganisations, and are not afraid to declare them- 
selves as such ; but I do not believe in secret
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lhenl

» great mistake, for there are no men on earth 
more anxious to do Justice to ail parties, and 
to r Ive your Church any Incorporation it way 
require for its benefit, then the Orangemen.” In 
hie [Mr. W hite’sl opinion, Sir Hector Langevin 
would find out t. at he had committed a great 
nist ike ; for,If ever he obtained the leadersnip of 
any Government in this country, it would be 
Impossible tor him to hold it without the a sist- 
ance and cc-operallon of the Orange Society.”

" Their," says the hon. gentleman, warming 
Into enthusiasm towards the peroration :

" Theirs was a great organisation ; let It be 
good, prudent ana cautious ; and he said as a 
Conservative, remember the next general elec
tion, If we do not succeed in getting justice be- 
torn that time, judge each man by his deeds. 
They should take a leaf out of Archbishop 
Lynch’s book. The Orange society were In a 
position to rule the whole country if they were 
only true to themselves.”
Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman also delivered an 
oration at Hamilton. Three cheers were given 
for Sir John at a particular period of the meet
ing, and the hon. gentleman followed up the 
cheers by saying :—

• He ” (l hat is sir John) « was as true and as 
consistent a friend to the Orange bill as any 
member In the House, There was a proposi
tion made that the bill should be withdrawn, 
or at least a bill granted to all the different 
Provinces, with the exception of the Province 
of Quebec. Sir John said to h m, • Mr. White, 
don’t accept that, for if you do it will only bring 
disgrace on your society. Letter have the bill 
carried for the whole Dominion, but don’t dis- 
g'ace yourselves by desertic g the worthy mem
bers of your order in ihs Province of Quebec.’ 
Those were good words,and he was satisfied that 
nothing 1c the world would have given Sir John 
Macdonald greater pleasure than In handing 
the incorporation bill to the Governor for his 
s anction, because Sir John was satisfied In his 
own mind that Line-tenths of the Orange mem
bers belonged to the Conservative party.” e 
Why, I see the hon. member is amused. I 
thought I would amuse him.

Mr. White [Hasting]. That speech of mine, 
which he Is reading, is the best part of the hon. 
gentleman’s speech.

Mr. Blake. My proofs are always the best 
part of my speeches, and this is my proof : 
[Laughter].

“ Supposing Sir Hector Langevin were the 
leader of a great party, and in Tu ranks there 
was a society which was as true to him as the 
Orange society has been toHir John Macdonald, 
he would go to Sir John and say : * It is neces- 
sary, in the interests of our party, that this 83- 
clety, which is lovai to the Queen, to the Constitution and to the country, should nave an 
Act of Incorporation.’ sir John would have 
answered ; ‘ Yes. with all my heart you shall 
have It. The Prime Minister was leading a 
party that was fair and just, while Sir sector 
Langevin was leading a party that was bound 
hand and foot to the Church of Rome, which 
possessed a grasping disposition, taking every- 
thing and giving nothing."

We.l, then, the hon. gentleman bad occasion 
to speak of the Minister of Customs, and, after 
giving him a very great laudation for the mode 
In which he executed his office, be raid :—

“Orangemen had looked forward and expected 
him to speak on the second reading of the bill, 
and, In not doing so, he [Mr. White thought he
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he took a line which I want to point out, and 
proved what I have declared with reference to 
this society being really and substantially a 
political organization :

“ The bill and its requirements were put be
fore the people of the Dom aion, but, before 
the second reading came on, unfortunately 
mistakes were made. He was not going to find 
a great deal of fau t with the Roman Catholics, 
or with the Reformers ; but, so far as our own 
people were concerned, as Conservatives and 
Oraugemen, they were not as anxious as they 
shout 1 have been. He would say to them, so 
far as the Reformera of Canada are concerned, 
they should not forget the fact that nine-tenths 
of the members of the Orange society lu the 
Province of Ontario belonged to the Conservative party.”

Mr. White [Hastings]—Suppose they do.
Mr. Blake— Well, suppose they do. I am sor

ry for It, but I do suppose It. I am merely 
showing that this is a political organization.

Mr. Farrow—That does not prove it.
Mr. Blake—If that does not prove it to the 

hon. member for Huron, I despair of proving 
It to hlm. I do not address the remainder of 
these remarks to the hon. gentleman :

“ He thought, in Justice, according to Reform 
principles, they should have passed over any 
Utile wrongs which they might have suffered In 
the past, and have voted tor the Orange Incor
poration bill. He wished It had been so, and, if 
they had done it, he was s tisiled that at the 
next election the Orangemen would have ivid- 
ed, and have gone in more for men add meas
ures and not so strongly for party.”
• And not so strongly for party.” That is the 
hon. gentleman’s dese: Iptlon of the party char
acter of the Orange organization in Ontario, 
that they have In the past gone very strong 
for party, and that In the future they might 
have mended their ways and gone more for 
men and measures. And that is not a party or
ganization I

Mr. White Hastings]. Those are good words.
Mr. Blake. They are very good words. I 

wish they would be made good :—
* Mr. Bunting went to Ottawa; he worked 

da ′ and night for the bill ; he told the French 
men if they did not pass the measure they 
would be doing an act of great Injustice. He 
spoke to Sir Hector Lan gevin, to Sir John A. 
Macdonald, and other members of the Cabinet, 
on the subject. He referred them to the general 
support which the Conservative party had ah 
ways received at the hands of the Orangemen.”

" He (Mr. White] thanked Mr. Bunting for 
the noble assistance he gave him during that 
time; of trial,, assistance which they hoped 
would yet result in triumph. In conversation, 
along with twenty other gentlemen. with Sir 
Hector Langevin, Mr Bunting raid ; * Sir Hec- 
tor, we must have incorporation.’ What was 
the reply ? Sir Hector said: * Bo far ae incor- 
poration is concerned, I personally wish you to 
have It, but I am opposed to all secret societies, 
t ecause my Church is opposed to 
them. I like to see the Con
servative parly prosperous, but 1 like 
the prosperity of my Church better than that 
o the Conservative party. My bishops and preste tell us, the members of the Chui ch. 
not to vote for and support any such societies.’ Mx. Bunting, m reply said : ! That is

porge
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were made by Mr. Bennett and others, and they 
Indicated the condition of the order In another 
colony, and so far are not uninteresting. Mr. 
Neale, who represented New Zealand, South 
Australia and Queensland, spoke, and said :

man bad occasion 
ustoms, and, after 
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se, he «aid :— 
ward and expected 
lading of the bill. 
White thought he

“The last general election was the grandest 
triumph fr Ora” velum ever witnessed in • < w 
South Wales. We gained no leas than twenty- 
eight seats in the Colonia: Parliament ; and

the anniversary of the battle of the Boyne. I 
believe that those who entertain this opinion 
are under a complete delusion, from which It Is

the celebration of an ordinary victory, but the 
battle of the Boyne was the first of a vertes of 
victories which led to the complete subjugation 
of Catholic Ireland to Protestant Great Britain, 
and the effect of the subjugation was that a 
Protestant minority, settled chiefly in one of 
the four Provinces of Ireland, was enabled to 
rule a Roman Oatholle majority in the three 
other Provinces, with a sod of Iron, during the 
eighteenth century. [Shame, shame.]

‘ The motto of the Protestant minority for
years before the Orange lodge* came into exist
ence, was • Protestant Ascendency,’ and this 
was maintained by penal laws, ever ameliora
tion of whleh laws was resisted by Orangemen 

a with all the vigor for which they have ever

very large number or the other members were 
returned through the Orange vote, ‘and only 
eight Romanists succeeded In gaining admis- 
sion.”

That was the statement which theseCanadian 
delegates heard, and which is the condition of 
things, and the way the order is worked in New 
South Wales. At that meeting Mr. Bennett 
was present representing Ontario, and he made 
this statement :
“I may also tell you that we have in our 

country an Orange paper, and we have found it 
to have a beneficial and magical effect, became 
divided as the Protes ants are in the country 
into two political parties, each ot these parties 
bidding for the Romanist vote, 80 that the or
gans oi these political parties dare not, for fear 
of offending the Roman Catholics, say anything 
in favor of Orangeism. Having a paper of our 
own, we not only get all the orange news from 
all parts of the world, but have an organ, 
not only to put forth our views to the 
country, but to repel all attacks that may 
be made ou us by the Roman Catholic and Je
suit press of the country.”
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had made a greet mistake. They were proud of 
him when be stood up in tbe Commons Cham
ber and grt Riel exbelled from It ; when he 
to k the ttep of bringing the first Commoner, 
Mr. Speaker Anglin, tothe bar of the House to 
an wer tor his violation of tbe law which he 
he ped to r ass— the Indevendencs of Par lament 
Act. He [Mr. White ] did not know why the Min
ister of customs did not address the Houser n 
the second reading of the bill, but he was con
fident that Mr. Bowell would yet retrieve the 
lost ground, and stand before them as he had 
in the past, worthy and an honored member of 
the society. It he had made a mistake, they 
must not be too uncharitable with him. they 
must bear patiently with him, a nd he was con
fident that, If tbe time came again, and the 
privilege was allowed to Mr. Bowell, he would 
stand up and speak lor tbe Orange incorpora
tion bill, even if he lost his seat in the Cabinet.”

Well, Sir, so far for the bon. gentleman, the 
member of Hastings But there are some other 
recent proofs of the political character of this 
religions and benevolent organization, so far as 
it is managed in Ontario. Brother Marshall, to 
whom I already alluded, who occupies a high 
position in the order, and who was with the 
hon. gentleman at Winnipeg, said :—

“ The question was asked how they always 
voted « ory, and the answer was because that 
party had befriended them.”

You see tbe statement is “ they always voted 
Tory,” but they are not a political organiza
tion ! At the Grand Lodge meeting at St. 
Catharines, the grand master, Mr. Merrick, 
who li also a member of the local Legislature, 
said •—

“ I hope It will teach us a lesson for our future 
conduct not to trust to mere political party as 
such, but to support and work with our best 
energies for those who will support and work 
torus; and then, no doubt, we will be able to 
eay, with the grand master of New touth 
Wales :—

“ ‘ In connection with the recent Parliamen- 
tary elections, we find that in every locality 
throughout the various electorates, where a 
lodge was in operation the chosen candidate of 
the lodge received the greater number of 
votes.’”

But it is not a political organization ! Then, 
Mr. Johnston, at the same meeting, said :

“ They are endeavoring to make the associa- 
tion less of a political organization, and more 
of a religious and benevolent association.”

Mr. White (Hastings). How would that suit 
you?

Mr. Blake That would suit me very well, but are under a cumpiet ueiusion. irom wien I 1 
I do not perceive that the hon. gentleman Isa most desirable that they should be freed, Irish
doing of it. Sir. Then there was a grand meet
ing ot the Triennial Council in England, at 
which Canadian delegatee were present, includ
ing Mr. Marshall and Mr. Bennett Speeches

A POLITICAL ORGANIZATION.

So that you find, Sir, that the Order is organ
ized, and that here in Ontario, at the present 
day, by the confession of its leading men, 
though it comes here claiming [incorporation 
as a religious and benevolent association, the 
guise In which it appeals to Its friends, tbe 
voice with which it speaks to those whom it 
expects to support it, are political. They say 
they are a political organization. They 
vote almost unitedly one way ; they are a 
party political organization. Nor, Blr, is It to 
be wondered at, for we all know that In both 
the great branches from which the order 
springs, the Irish Grand Lodge and the Eng
lish Grand Lodge, the order was for a great 
many years, and I believe is still, political. I 
do not intend myself to attempt any statement 
of the origin, and still less of the progress and 
work of the Irish lodges ; but I intend to read a 
brief extract from a letter written by Blr Fran
cis Hincks, a few years ago, in which he says :

“ I have read in many newspapers, as well as 
In the sermon of the Kev. Mr. Doudlet, a simi
lar expression of opinion ; that the cause of 
offence to Irish Catholic* Is the celebration ot
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been distinguished. When it is borne In mind 
that, for nearly a century after the Battle of the 
Boyne, no Roman Catholic could either be 
elected or vote for a member of Parliament, 
that no Roman Catholic could be a lawyer or a 
solicitor, that no Roman Catholic could keep 
arms, that his children could not be educated, 
and that his clergy were proscribed, that no Ro
man Catholic could own a horse worth over £5; 
when it is further borne in mind that every 
amelioration of these penal laws was gradually 
extorted from the Protestant minority, which 
was alone represented la the Irish Parliament, 
by the influence of English statesmen, who. 
differing upon other questions, were nearly all 
favorable to the gradual reveal of the penal 
statutes; when, I say, all this is con
sidered, It Is not difficult to understand 
the hatred that Is felt by Irish Catholics 
to an institution whore distinguishing principle 
ie • Protestant ascendency,’ and whose mem- 
bers habitually proclaim their adherence to this 
principle by their flags and party tunes—' Pro
testant Boys’ and • Croppies He down.’ ” [Uries 
of shame).

Sir Francis Hlncks goes on to point out 
the continued political operations of the 
Orangemen, with reference to Catholic eman
cipation, and with reference to church disestab- 
lishment, showing their active operation as a 
political body up to a comparatively recent pe
riod. He proceeds to point out that the Orange 
organization has existed in the Province of Up
per Canada, that there they were opposed to 
certain reforms, the promoters of which they 
were pleared to call disloyal ; and he points out 
that they there also were a political organiza
tion. So, sir, with reference to the English 
lodges, you will find that at a very early day in 
the enquiry that was made as to the Orange 
institution in Great Britain and Ireland, the 
Deputy Grand Secretary was asked some ques
tions not very long after the order had been 
really Instituted, and he said, speaking of ils 
true character :—

INTOLERANCE op ORANGEISM.

469. It is stated here, “ as part of a grand 
Conservative body, extending over the whole 
kingdom.and having its head In the metropolis, 
the value of our provincial estab lishments is 
fumense;” will you state what is mea t by 
the advantage of having that general as
sociation all over the country, the head 
of the body being in the metropolis; did you 
mean by the Conservative body, the Loyal Or- 
ange Institution ?— No, the institution that is 
known by the name of the Conservative body 
or club.

470. This is issued under the sanction of the 
grand master ofthe empire. His Royal High- 
nets the Duke of Cumberland ? Yes, so it is ; 
bnt I should not hesitate to say it had refer
ence to Conservative associations more than 
Orange, but I consider the one as interwoven 
with the other.

471. Do you mean that commonly called the 
Carlton Club?—Yes.

473. Will you state what is meant bv this : 
“ Lastly, It enables men possessing wealth and 
patronage in their command to distinguish the 
true support of constitutional principles, to re- 
ward merit and honesty whenever H • uffers 
oppression and distress;" by " It,” do you 
mean the LOJ al Orange Institution ?—I should 
rather say, taken by surprise as I am, that it 
must mean the Conservative Institution ; I

have always considered the two to be so inter- 
woven, with a difference of name, that It is of 
little consequence.

47 3. You consider the Loyal Orange Associa
tion of the same nature and identified with 
that called the Carlton Club ?—Yes, I should 
consider so, with this distinction, that the 
Orange iPstition is a religious institution, 
and the Car? । 4 Club does not profess to be so. 
With respect to a person being a member cf 
the Carlton Club, if, as a gentleman of some 
rank and situation in life, he is eligible, they 
never inquire I believe into his religion, which 
is no exclusion; whilst I have no reserve in 
saying religion is the first principle we look to 
in the Orange institution ; wo exclude Papists, 
for instance, and we exclude Jews.

474. Do you exclude Unitarians ?—I rather 
think we should.

475. Do you not confine It altogether to those 
who are members of the Church of England ? 
—No, we include Protestant Dissenters ; we 
have a great number of Protestant Dissenters 
among ua,

476. Are you to be understood to say, that 
you believe the Carlton Club and the Orange In
stitution are generally Interwoven In their 
views, but you consider the Carlton Club more 
political and the Orange Institution more re- 
ligioua ?—Yes.
There, I think, Sir, that pretty effectually 
proves that in the opinion of the Deputy Grand 
Secretary, the Orange institution and the Can
ton Club were institutions of different names, 
but having pretty much the same object. 1 hat 
is also proved, practically, by the papers which 
were produced at that time. Amongst others, 
was the report of the Grand Secretary, in 1835, 
in which he says :

il.

4. Perhaps the way of all others. In which 
Orangeism can be turned to the best account, 
or can be rend red available to beneficial ob
jects, is by a practical observance of is funda
mental principles, when the executive feels a 
necessity for making an appeal to ihe sense of 
the nation. If, however, by an abandonment, 
or by a compromise of those tenets, for the 
maintenance of which they profess to »ssem
ble, its members act so inconsistently as to 
countenance those candidates who avow their 
hostility to the Protestant church and a free 
constitution, their continuance with us mrst 
prove ruinous to our cause. So obvious will 
this be to the least cultivated mind as to need 
no argument tn support of the fact

6. Since the mania of reform it may not be 
foreign to the puronse to observe, that no small 
portion of the brethren lave suck into the soft 
captivity of its delusion. Henee It may not be 
superfluous to add, from representations to the 
D.G.K both orally and in writing, that, in dis- 
regard of the “ obligation ” which 18 no much 
their proud but empty boast, a numb r of Or- 
angemen bave bestowed their suffrages on per- 
ons well known to be opposed io the 

establishments of the land, and unf avorable o 
the existence of th ir own body. So at vari
ance 18 such conduct, not I erely with the spirit 
but with the letter of the laws by which 
their movements ought to be guided—so con- 
trary was it to the votes, no less from feeling 
than from honor, which they are bound to 
have given—as to call for and demand their 
dismissal from a society, whose interest they 
had betrayed and whose safety they had en- 
dange od. AR men, their indisputable right to 
exercise the freedom of election would never be 
questioned ; but as members of an institution 
who associate for the purposes of loyalty and 
for the repudiation of such a liberalism of sen-
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Inde d, it was obsolntely im erative on them 
As Orangemel to uphod persons who 
were resolved on repairing, instead yf of des- 
troying our venerable monuments oi antiquity

timent, they ought to be restrained in so 
anomalous a course, which is calculated to cast 
a suspicion on the in egrily of. to the ertail- 
ment of a degradation with a mixture of con
tempt on, all who belong to it.

6 In illustration of the above, the D. G. S. 
has to offer an extract of a letter that he re
ceived from the D. &. M. of Rochdale soon after 
the election, than which noining can more 
strongly : how the justness of the remarks he 
had previously put forth, in condemnation of 
to vile a departure from the pure essence of 
round Orangeism, as therein is reported to him 
thus officially by that functionary, viz :-

7. “ No doubt you have heard ot the triumph,” 
says the writer, “ we' have gained over tne 
Whig candidate, by the election of John En- 
twistie, Esq., of Foxholes, as the representa
tive of this borough. Yet after obtaining the 
victory, I am not altogether satisfied, as three 
oi out members voted for the Whig party, con
trary to the principles of our loyal institution. 
The names of the persons wno have gone 
against us are Richard Simpson, of warrant 68 ; 
James Whittles, 266; and John Crossley, 302. The 
brethren of my district call aloud for the ex- 
pulsion of these offenders. For Crossley I feel 
strongl", as he was compelled, by his master, 
to vote contrary to his wishes. I hope, there
fore, you will take his case into your kind con- 
sideration, as I believe him to be really a true 
Orangeman. I shall feel obliged by your advice 
in what manner I am to act under thess cir- 
cumstarces. At the ensuing meeting of the 
Grand Lodge,I hope y on will lay this case before 
its dignitaries. lu the mean time I shall await 
your answer with impatience.”

8. Much credit is due to the D. G. M. of Roch
dale for his prompt report of thesedelinqu nts, 
as well as the brethren of the district for their 
juet reprehension of charac ers so unworthy of 
their fellowship. Other accounts of a similar, 
though ot less specific,color have been transmit
ted to the D.G.S., whos best attention to them 
shall be especially given on his approaching 
tour of general inspection. With the names 
of the districts most dissfected he is well ac
quainted, and those Masters who shall appear 
to have connived at, nay, not to have used 
strong efforts to prevent these offences, may 
expect soon to be superceded in their com
mand. Such a desertion from principle on the 
part of the brother hood, and such a derelic
tion of duty on t e part of their officers, at a 
conjucture of peril too like the present, when 
the altar and the sceptre are alike In danger, 
can no longer be suffered to pass with impunity 
As an example, then, to deter rather than to 
punish, let tue two chief transgressors stand 
expelled, and the one so unduly influenced be 
su pended.

11. The D.G.S. has now to notice a communi
cation more in unison with the feelings of Or
angeism than the last, reflecting no less honor 
on the D.G.M. oi Barnsley than upon the inci- 
viduals, to a man, over whose proceedings that 
functionary has been invested with a superin- 
tendence. Prior to the late elections,the officer, 
parading his forces, in a b lef harangue analo
gized the rudiments in which they had been 
more than tradit onally instructed since their 
enrolment in our social bands. By the implied, 

. as well as by the written laws, he reminded 
them their actions ought to be governed on 
these occasions, which was a theorem not to 
be refuted. Hence, while their cordial support 
Was due to candidates cherishing sentiments 

- congenial with Conservative doctrines, they 
were bound to wt hold it from aspirants enter- 
lining ideas unfavorable to k git imate designs.
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‘by uprighteous attempts to level them with 
the dust. The consequence of this ingenious 
step was, that the whole of the district, with 
three hearty cheers, declared their readiness 
to vote in accordancs with the precepts, In a 
virtual sense, thus enj lined on them. Such of 
the members as had no franchise to exercise 
would most cheerlully, they said, yield their 
assistance in any way best calculated to pro
mote the good cause.

Such was the course of conduct pursued in 
1835 by the Loyal Orange Association of Great 
Britain. With respect to this measure now be
fore the House ; after its defeat last Session, a 
first there was a disposition on the part of the 
promoters to blame the Roman Catholic Con
servative members who opposed the bill, and 
to deal rather lightly with Protestant Reform
ers. I might refer to a speech which the hon. 
member for East Hastings [Mr. White] deliv
ered In Ottawa, which the hon. member for 
Montmagny [Mr. Landry] read in this House, 
and which is reported in Hansard. of 1883. I 
refer also to a speech delivered by the hon. 
member lor East Hastings at Winnipeg, when 
he said :—
“At the first reading, the Roman Catholic 

s ctlon of the House had expressed considera
ble sympathy, but had been compelled to op
pose it, owing, no doubt, to instructions receiv
ed from th » bishops and prists.No country could 
afford to submit to the di tates of bishops, 
priests, or ministers of any denomination. The 
Reformers said very little in the matter. The 
three Reform representatives from Manitoba 
acted nobly, but the rest were undecided as to 
ihe action they would take. He was advised 
to c nsu.t Mr. Blake, but refused, as that gen
tleman was an Ultramontane Protestant.

“ Many of the friends of the Order did not act 
as they should have done. They forgot that 
they owed their seats to Orangemen, and were 
afraid that they would be killed if they support
ed it, and he told him that they would die any
way.

“ The Conservative party had not been as 
true to the cause as they might, but his ad
vice won d be to test them again ; and it the 
bill was defeated three times he would advocate 
the ballot box.”
There you see, Mr. Speaker, the disposition to 
which I refer, to blame those Roman Catholic 
members who voted against the bill, and to 
deal rather 11 .htly, as the hon. gentleman did 
at Ottawa, with Protestant Reformers. [Ap- 
plause.] Then Major White said at Winni- 
peg.—

• 1 he association has not the influence It 
ought to have, because the members were not 
true to each other. The brethren should see to 
it that in all municipal and legislativ bodies 
they had men who would truly represent them. 
In the past they had taken the bro sd View that 
a man’s religion should not be a bar to hie poli
tical preferment: but the conduct of the Boman 
Catholic members of toe House demonstrated 
that they could not represent Protestants,much 
ess Orangemen.”

There again, you see the same disposition- a 
disposition to blame the Roman Catholic Con- 
servative members tor not voting tor the bill, 
to declare it was a measure Which they should 
have supported, and to three ton them with
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did not repudiate It.
“ He kindly praised the Reformers who sup

ported the Bill. He believed Mr. Blake had 
made a mistake in voting against the second 
reading. It W 8, at that time, within his grasp 
to have the united Orange vote of Ontario.”

Catholic [Mr. Baskerville] In Ottawa city, and 
said he was now ashemed of his action s; he 
hoped the Orangemen would forgive him for 
asking them to vota for Baskerville. There are 
very tew Hawkinses. One Roman Catholic 
member of the House whose name he did not

general ostracism in parliamentaryand muni- 
eipal matters. [Cheers.]

Mr. White. We will grant them absolution 
before next election.

Mr. Blake. I am glad the bon gentleman 
bas the frankness and manliness to avow it. 
The official organ of the Orange bcdy says :

“ The bigotry displayed on Monday by every 
French and Irish Roman Catholic member ol 
the House of Common has, however, opened 
our eves, and in future we snail know how to 
act. As we said, although the Reformers acted 
foolishly and illiberally, still we think, under 
the present state of Canadian politics, an ex
cuse may be found for their action, but none 
whatever can be offered for the course pur
sued by the Conservative Boman Catholics, 
and upon their shoulders, in the greatest mea
sure, must rest the onus of our defeat.”
There again, you see the first line taken by the 
promoters of the bill—they were prepared to 
charge the Roman Catholics, whether Conser
vatives or Reformers, and particularly Conser
vatives, with the cause of the defeat of the bill- 
The Sentinel says :

« For years past the Orange men ol the Dom- 
inion have, under various political pretexts, 
and to meet the exigencies of political parties, 
been induced to support Roman Catholics st 
the polls ; but the measure of bigoted intoler
ance with which our liberality was me t in the 
vote upon our bill, precludes any possibility of 
this mistake again cccurring."

The Sentinel goes on to say, with respect to 
the course of the leader of the Conservative 
parly :—

" The leader of the Conservative party has 
been charged with insincerity tn his efforts to 
have the bid passed, and while we believe that 
personally he has acted with the greatest sin
cerity towards us, and has used all hisinflu nce 
to obtain for us the redress we sought, still we 
cannot close our eyes to the fact that it Is the 
firet measure introduced since 1878,w th his ap
proval and sympathy, which has received suc h 
a weak support.”

OBTBACIZING TH1 BOMAN CATHOLICS.

Now, sir. that was the first start. That was 
the way the promoters of this bill began to 
conduct the political campaign towards pro
curing a successful reading of the Orange Bill. 
Alter the attack they were honest enough to 
say that they had not much to expect from the 
Reformers. They did say that they hod a right to 
expect from he Conservative Roman Catho
lics their support of the bill, and they showed 
the true principles of their leading men, in 
the observations I have just now read, as to the 
ostracism they propose to pronounce on Re
man Catholics generally, in consequence of 
the course of the Roman Catholic Conserva- 
lives with reference to the bill. I have said that 
in Ontario it is a political organization, and I 
say that It subordinates all other considara- 
lions—its leaders cause it to subordinate a’l 
other considerations to the political and party 
consideration. That is proved by a courte 
Which was pursued shortly afterwards.

Mr. Blake. I have read what the hon, gentle- and the 
man said—is he not satisfied ? 1 cannot read breakte 
all his speeches, but I will gratify him. There ished b; 
was a meeting in Ottawa at which an address striking 
was presented to him, and the address contain- what • 
ed the following paragraph :— only M

" From the proceedings In Parliament on the thank ‘ 
Orange Incorporation Bill, we have learned a laughts
bitter, but salutary lesson, and one that will the
bear fruit in due season. While we disclaim 
an intolerant sp rlt, we declare that henceforth "an- 
the Roman Catholics must be prepared to reap between 
as they have sown, and that if we are such dis- Gustom 
turbers of the peace as they declare us to be, -. .
we will tor the future abstain from voting for -up— '
them, and so deprive them of the power to venue o 
mortify us by refusing to grant to us the same of hostll 
rights that we have always cheerfully accorded .to them." other; a

The hon, gentleman's answer was as follows : der all] 
“ Many Conservative members had asked .

and begged of him not to ruin them, but he the poor 
told them be would standby the order first, do with 
Another mistake was that of assisting to elect hen 1 
a Frenchman In Russell and an Irish Roman

I

Their tactics were changed, and they 
seem to think it wou d not do to 
blame the Roman Catholic Tories for opposing

wish 10 mention, said to him privately : • How 00111.
can we vo’e for th’s bill when the priest says n f ,
he has power from the Pops to damn those of Protestai 
his constituent who dare vote for a candi- against t 
date for parliamentary honors who would sup- oumant • 
port such a measure.’ If the Conservatives * . . ’
would not stand true to us, then It ns be Re- get out ol
formers. He likened them, at the present dav, propositi 
as being between the devil and the deep sea— a... ..
the Roman Catholics and the Reformers." we confel

Mr. White (Renfrew). One word; I believe that we i 
the hon. gent.eman is reading from the Ottawa have not 
Free Preu. 1 voting to

Mr. Blake. I am reading from Hanaard. I that stat 
do not know where it was taken from, but It statemen 
was read in the House and the hon. gentleman produce 1

the bill, and they must, throw the odium on the the 01 
Protestant Liberals, and on me particularly, as not do 
an Ultramontane Protestant. It would not do to allies ; 
go on saying that the Roman Catholic Conser- in thei 
vatives had done wrong, and that the/ must their < 
not return Roman Catholics to Parliament, der 
ana the hon. gentleman did not wait until the * 4 
next election to grant absolution. He granted Cathol 
absolution at once, and he turned the condem- the - , 
nation upon us, whom, for a litle space of man. 
time, he was just enough to say he had no right I .
to expect mtch from. And why was this 1er " 
done? , side, aland th

Mr. White (Hastings). Read what I have theoth 
said. i They i
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, ■ If he observer the signs of the times correct- 
ly, there 18 as much need of Or angeism, both in 
Ireland and Canada, at the present moment, as 
there ever was. True, we may not have to fight, 
as our forefathers fought, but we must all, 
whether Grits or Tories, bury our political feel
ings and go united to the polls In defence of our 
Protestant principles.”

PROTESTANYS UNITING AGAINET CATHOLICS.

What Is nis proposition ? I am to be told, 
being a Reformer, that I must bury my politi
cal feelings and Join with my triend, Mr Park- 
hill, whom I have the pleasure of knowing, 
and whom I should not suspect, from h's ap
pearance, of possessing such bloodthirsty prin
ciples—we are to unite against the Roman Ca
tholics. At Rosemount, on the 29th December, 
1882, the hon. member for South Simcoe spoke 
at a lodge meeting. We are told that :—

“ Colonel Tyrwhitt, M.P., was warmly re
ceived, and made a good, practical, Protestant 
speech. In the course of which he referred to 
the utter want of practical principle In the Ro
man Catholic electorate. , The only principe 
they held was allegiance to their church, and 
to its interests; on such matters Roman Catho
lic representatives were a nnit in the House of 
Commons. They even had an Irish Catholic 
party in the House of Commons last Session, 
who met daily to consider their interests. 
While all this was going on, he was sorry to ad
mit that Orange and Protestant representatives 
were divided He counselled organization and 
unity on the part of all Protestants irrespective

be Reformers who sup- 
iRiieved Mr. Blake had 
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allies ; and as politics are the main ingredient 
In their view, as It Is for the propagation of 
their own party politics that they work the or
der, they decided on taking another course, and 
the fight which existed against the Roman 
Catholic Conservatives was put to one side and 
the fight was turned against us. Sir, it reminds 
me of the story of the Irish duel. The first Min
ister with the hon. Minister of Customs on one 
side, and the hon. Minister of Public Works 
and the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue on 
the other, met with hostile intent. [Laughter]. 
They met to fight the battle to the bitter end 
and me poor innocent fellow who Is taking his 
breakfast upstairs, away by himself is aston
ished by a bullet coming through the floor and 
striking him in the leg. He asks the waiter 
what was going on, and he replies, sure it Is 
only Moriarty and O’zvole fighting a duel, but 
thank God they have fired in the air. [Loud

3 read what the hon, gentle- 
satisfied ? 1 cannot read

I will gratify him. There 
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i, and the address contain- 
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and he turned the condem- 
rhom, for a lit.le space of 
tough to say he had no right 
rom. And why was this

between the First Minister and the Minister of 
Customs on the one hand, and the Minister of 
Public Works and the Minister of Inland Re
venue on the other ; this great demonstra lien 
of hostility of voting squarely against one an
other ; all this fire and fury and blood and thun
der ; all this threatening and slaughter ended by 
both combatants firing in the air, and hitting 
the poor fellow up stairs who had nothing to 
do with the row- Now, Sir, I do not propose 
to bel hit without protest. (Great cheering. ) 
As I have said,they have changed their ground. 

Tney have determined that they will not fight 
with one another but with us, and what is the 
present argument ? The present argument is 
chat this bill is a contest between the Roman* 
Catholics and the Protestants, and that all true 
Protestants must unite In supporting the bill 
against the Roman Catholics. That is the ar- 
gument ; that Is the proposition. Yoa cannot, 
get out of It. And If we do not agree to that 
preposition, we are to be told that In our reli
gious associations amongst those with whom 
we confer, and co-operate In religious work— 
that we are not true Protestants, because we 
have not gone against the Roman Catholics by 
voting for carrying this measure. I have made 
that statement, and with re erence to that 

1 statement as with refe ence to the others, I
produce the proof. (Loud applause). In No- 
vember, 1882, a lodge meeting was held at 
Clover Hall, and an address was delivered by a 

à great man in the order, the late local member 
7 tor South Bimcoa (Mr. Parkhil), He epoks as 
"iolowail

igs). Read what I have

. ... . _ 1 vorrMAD-ORANGMé*- • , changed, they
it won d not do t frowSir, as I have said, the Tory politiciaus: 

Catholic Tories for opposing who lead and direct, and control the bulk of 
lust, throw the odium on the the Orangemen of Ontario, believed it would 
i, an d on me particularly, as not do to continue the battle with their own

his leg did not 
at all. This duel

of politics la order to stem the aggressive 
march of the Papacy in this our beloved Domi- 
nion."

Now, this is not old. I am not reviving the 
burled fires of old days. This Is reported on the 
4th oi January, 1883, and the speech was deli
vered on the 29th of December, 1882. Then, in 
the Sentinel of 12th July, 1883, these remarks 
are made:

“ Mr. Blake is the most prominent man In 
the House who voted against the bill. He is, at 
least by profession, the Protestant of Protest
ante, from whom such a vote was not expected. 
• • • He is, above all, by virtue of his lead
ership of the Opposition, the member of the 
Federal Parliament whose vote against incor- 
poratIon Influenced the largest number of bls 
coleagues to vote as they did in violation of 
the rights of large numbers of tieir constitu- 
: nts • • But, Mr. Blare, by his vote, threw 
his influence In the House against the bill, and, 
undoubiedly, thertby secured its defeat. He 
stultified his advocacy of Ontario’s rights, and 
he made plain the hollow insincerity of his 
principles. His position in the House, his pro
fessions of Protestantism, his advocacy of On
tario’s rights, made him a prominent target for 
the censure of Orangemen, because of a vote, 
which, if he were true to his principles and 
professions, he would certainly have never 
given.”

Once again you see the assertion that this 
is a question between Protestant and Catholic, 
and that a man who protêt ses Protestant prin
ciples la insincere If he votes sg Inst this bill. 
There was also* lodge resolution reported in 
the Sentinel

" We are not surprised at Boman Cathollo 
. members who put religion betere party ; but we

laughter.]
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die-sex or the Loyal Orange Association is of I 
opinion that while those who last year voted I 
tor our Incorporation did but their duty in hay I 
ing showr their willingness to accord us those 
i ’ .ts which we, as Orangemen, are ever ready

extend to all sections of Her Majesty’s loyal 
subjects we have no words to sufficiently ex
press our strong condemnation of the course of 
those Protestant representatives, especially 
from Prulestant Ontario who from poll leal 
spleen voted to deny us {their Protestant fellow- 
citizens) those rights which they are always 
willing sycophant’y to grant to Roman Catho- 
lice; Resolved, further, that we, the represen
tatives of the Grangemen of the county of Mid
dlesex, will not be satisfied until our full rights I 
In the matter of incorporation are properly ac
corded to us, our motto being ‘ No surrender 
and no compromise,’ and that a copy of the re
solutions be sent to the public press.”

There again this is made a religions question. 
(Hear, hear). We are told that we vated for our 
party and against our principles. The Church- 
Ill lodge passed a résolutif n which was partic
ularly directed against the humnle individual 
who now addresses you :

“ We particularly condemn the action of the 
Hon. Edward Bake, who, by voting for the bill 
a one reading and against it at the next,showed 
that ho was more anxious to embarrass his peri- 
tical opponents than to do justice to a large 
body of his fellow Protestants ; and that we 
consider such a trifling with the question an 
insult to our order, and that in being guilty of 
it,the said Hon. Edward Blake has proved him- 
self unworthy cf the name he bears as an ultra 
Protestant, at d also of the high position he O0- 
copies 88 leader of one oi the so-called great' 
political parties of this country.”

Once again, you observe that my innocent 
conduct, for which I did not think 1 was to be 
blamed, in giving to this bill what I have given 
to every bill brought into this House since I 
have been in Parliament, and what 1 propose 
to give to almost every conceivable bill, the 
courtesy of • first reading, and the opportunity 
of discussion on the second reading, I am told 
is trifling. Hon. gentlemen opposite, members 
of the order,called upon us not to be so unjust as 
to vote against the first reading. They point
ed out that the first reading was not on the 
merit of the bill,but that it gave an opportunity 
for discussion. I thought they were right, and 
I accepted their view ; but Churchill lodge 
blames me, and various members of the order 
say that I was wrong. Then. Sir, the hon. 
member for Brookville (Mr. Wood) is reported 
to have said :

" No doubt there is danger in the air, and 
the Orangemen of Ontario should become the 
Ultramontane Protestant party in Ontario In 
contradistinction to the Roman Catholic Ultra- 
montapes of Quebec.”

Then the hon. member for East Hastings 
[Mr. White], himself, at Woodstock, said :

“The day was not far distant, It we did not 
show more pluck and courage in opposing the 
growing influence of the Papacy in this Pro
vince, when we should be obliged to fight, not 
as Conservatives or Reformers, but as Protest- 
ants, to free ourselves from the trammels 
which Rome’s agents sought to place on us and 
our institutions. "

Mr. Marshal at Winnipeg said :
“ The bill of incorporation was not defeated 

by the Roman Catholics,but by the Protestants, 
who were pandering to the Roman Catholic 
vote. He hoped Brother White would never 
ask a Catholic member to support the bill, as 
he con d expect no support from them ; and if 
he did, be gave them credit for more honesty 
than politicians generally possessed.”

And I perceive that only the other day, on the 
11th March, a special meeting of the Middlesex 
County lodge was held, at which it was re- 
solvel:

strongly condemn those Protestant members’ «That tne ccenty lodge of mecuty of she- 
who preferred party before religion.’’ - disa* of the Lnvel francs A eenmiatian i= of

Now, Sir, I tnlnk I have shown to you that, 
as I have said, the line of attack was altered— 
that the line of attack upon their party friends, 
and upon their opponents, who, they said, I 
ought to support the measure, and who should 
be ostracised for not supporting it, they are 
obliged to abandon in order to represent this as a I 
case in which all Protestants ought to combine 
and in which no man of true Protestant prin
ciples could have given, or could repeat a vote 
against the second reading of this bill.

BBLIGIOUS WAR.

WeH, that may be true ; but if it be true I ask 
this House, without distinction of creed or 
party. If it is not a serious state of things. I 
ask if it be not a serious state of things that re
ligious war Is to oe raised In this country ; be- - 
cause that is what it is. [Applause]. If it be 
the case that, as a matter of fact, this Is an is
sue raised before us, in which all Protestants : 
are to be on one side, and all Roman Catholics " 
on the other, and in which I, a firm Protestant, 
am to be told that I am untrue 
to my profession of religion, to my 
Protestant principles, If I do not vote with | 
the Orangemen for that bill, Is not that a seri- 
ous state of things ? And if this be true, I say 
that every true lover of this country must de
plore such a state of things, and must forbode 
the greatest evil to his country from its exist
ence. (Cheers). Now, Sir, I deny entirely that 
that is a necessity. I deny that there ought to 
exist such an issue ; and I tell the hon. gentle* 
man opposite that no matter what his threats : 
may be, no matter whether he may say that 
my speech does me harm or good, he will 
neither seduce, nor threaten, nor drive me into 
any such Issue on any such light or any such 
professions. In furtherance of this same plan, 
this attempt to produce a religious prejudice 
against those who oppose this bill, the hon. 
gentleman and others are declaring that I am 
controlled by the archbishop of Toronto.

Mr. White (Hastings —So you are,
7 Mr. Blake—I tell the hon. gentleman that he 
states that which is not the truth (Loud ap.
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and to turn It to the condemnation of one po
litical party ; who have sought to maintain the 
view that the clergy should refuse the rights of 
the church to persons on account o their votes, 
who have sought to repeal the law as to undue 
influences, as far an it affected the olerar—an

representatives, especially 
n Larlo who from poll ical 
y us (their Protestant fellow- 
its which they are always 
V to grant to Roman Catho-

plauss), Notwithstanding that I am relieved 
from the necessity of proving my case as to his 
statement, cy his own statement In this 
House, I proceed to give the evidence of that as 
I have given the evidence of otner things. He 
said:

“ He (Mr. Mowat) was controlled by Arch- 
Dybop Lynch, and they must come to the con- 
elusion that he, too, controlled Mr. Blake. No 
doubtorderswent, from the Palace at Toronto, 
and the great Reform gentlemen had to obey.”

I determined, as soon as I saw this statement 
of the hon. gentleman, that I would meet him 
here, face to face, and have this out with him, 
and have it out with hlm I will. This is not all. 
The Rev. Brother Wright, at a meeting in 
Leeds, said ;

“ The Orangemen were not defeated in Par- 
lament solely by the Roman Catholics, but 
through the instr umentalitly of Ontario politi
cians who considered the smiles of Borne of greater va ue than the approbation of their fellow Protestants. The bill was defeated be
cause Archbishop Lynch said, no. Christopher 
ETSRFEnEER&"sN#%1-8?9 zdwerd Blare bowed

He voted no the last time, but I trust the hon. 
gentleman will admit that his negative this 
night was not given in a whisper.

Mr. White [Hastings] I drove you to it.
Mr. Blake—You drove me to it ! Manage 

your own drove. At Winnipeg, again, the hon. 
gentleman said :
—“ Unfortunately Archbishop Lynch had 
Mowat bound hand and foot, and it was even 
hinted he was getting a hard hold on Mr.Blake. 
SS£""REuguterynleader will seep the spirits

An hon. gentleman—He has no confidence in 
the breed.

AROHBI@HOP LYNCH AND mb. BLAKE

Mr. Blake. My hon. friend says he has no

। language which 
authorities of 

its true sense

confidence In the breed. Now, I have had the 
honor of the acquaintance, for a considerable 
time, of His Grace the Archbishop of Toronto, 

I and I hope, being both of us Irishmen, I may 
country from Its exist- even call myself his friend. (Cheers). I have
Sir, I deny entirely that never, either directly or Indirectly, through

others or m yself, by speech or writing, or in
any way, had the slightest communication 
with Archbishop Lynch on any one political 
topic, of any description whatever—not this 
One only, but any political topic of any descrip- 

I Uon. For aught I know, unless ne 
I may have given public utterance to the con- 
| trary, that prelate may entertain the same 
I view with reference to the Orange Bill as I ob-

serve the hon. member for Hastings has said 
1 Archbishop Tache has,viz., that he was in favor 
I eg its being passed But I say that in this, as in 
% all other particulars, I have acted entirely upon 
3 my own judgment and wholly frea from every 
g —I will not say dictation or control—but at- 
| tempt at dictation or control, hint

or suggestion, knowledge or informa. 
tioL, as to what the opinions 
of that prelate or of any other prelate or digni
tary or persons of the Roman Catholic faith 
might be on the subject. [Loud applause] I 
have acted on convictions which 1 have enter
tained ever since I ceme into public life, on 
convictions which I was known to have enter
tained in the Legislature, and to have expressed 
when the question was likely to have come up 
in the House, with reference to another secret 
organization—convictions hostile to the 
incorporation of secret corporations, hostile to 
the incorporation of the Orange socitey. 
[Cheers]. it is perfectly true that 
I am, as the hon gentleman says, 
a Protestant, as it is also true—I suopose that 
is the meaning of his phrase ultramontane— 
that I am of that school of thought which is 
most opposed to what I believe to be the dog • 
matic errors of the Church of Rome. That is 
perfectly true. I protest against those errors, 
but I am a substantial advocate of religious 
freedom and equality,and the full rights of con
science, and as the Ontario leaders of the 
Orange Society declare that that Province is 
ruled by the Roman Catholic clergy, ruled po
litically, and that it must be freed from the 
domination of the Roman Catholic clergy by 
subverting Mowat, I notice they have some
times said a word with reference to the conduct 
of the Province of Quebec, and as to its rule : 
I desire here to advert to this matter, speaking 
with the same plainness of speech which 1 have 
used this evening, though I may perhaps of
fend some of those who may have listened 
with approval to some things I have hitherto 
said—I say I do not find this pretension to be 
the exclusive standard-bearers of Protestant 
principles and to lay down a rule and 
measure with which, unless all Pro
testants comply, they are untrue to their 
principles, to be the proper attribute of this as 
so.laiton, judged by its leaders in Ontario. I 
have spoken of Quebec.

ths LIBERAL PARTY I quit so.

Now, in that Province there have been, for a 
long time, some y ersons-some persons only, I 
am glad to say—who have striven to create that 
regime in favor of their own party, who 
have insisted on extreme pretensions as to the 
rights of the clergy to use their influence in the 
elections ; who have sought to drag the clergy 
into the political arena ; who have sought to
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there can be no doubt that these efforts on the
part of some persons’in Quebec met,In the past

con-
in Province of

roused 
the

in several counties against the candidates of 
one political party, as Liberal Catholics, and

Well, 81: 
referred cc 
in which :
Catholic C 
the pat tori 
ticularly t

Now, Sir, that wos followed up by the pastor
al letter and circular tat were issued alter the 
arrival of the Delegate Apostolic, and after an 
understanding had been reached with him in 
1877.

Quebec, and many Protestants there even 
changed their political views and left the party 
with which they had usually acted, because 
they felt this pressure was a pressure inconsist
ent with the proper use of religion and the 
proper use of the cnurch ; they appealed also

The gravity of the events that have succeeded 
each other since the last general elections, and 
the numerous and divers difficulties that have 
arisen therefrom, make It a duty on our part to 
briefly recall, my dear brethren, the principles 
and rules which govern our conduct, and 
which are given us, up to the present, in our i 
councils, our circulars and our pastorals, and 
notably in that of the 22nd of September, 1875. I

The ninth decree of the fortieth council ■ 
1868 states our obligations as electors:—“ Let I 
the pastors instruct the faithful with care upon 
their duties at elections ; let them be given to | 
understand that the same law that confers upon i 
citizens their right to exercise their suffrage, : 
also imposes upon them the serious obligation | 
of exercising this suffrage when It is necessary j 
and always according to the dictates of their I 
conscience In the eyes of God and for the good | 
of religion and the country ; consequently the 1 
electors are always obliged, before God, to give I 
their support to the candidate whom they judge 1 
to be truly honest and able to discharge the J 
Important duties confided to his care, which 1 
consist of watching the interests of religion 1 
and of the state and to work faithfully In this 1 
direction.

Then, after pointing out what had been done j 
in 1833 and 1875, and giving a warning against 1 
the doctrines Catholico-Liberale», the pastoral | 
goes on to say :—

Unfortunately, and against onr intention, 1 
some have thought they saw in these docu- j 
ments an aband ment of the domain of prln- s 
ciples to descend to the sphere of party politics i 
and of persons. We have endeavored to teach | 
you the real doctrine on the constitution and 
rights of the Church, on the rights and duties 
of the clsrgy In society, on the obligations of I 
the Catholic press, and on the saucOty of an 7 
oath ; such was our only end ; such is still our I 
Intention ; and, by so doing, we but follow the J 
example of the Holy See, which, by g 
condemning the errors of Catholic I 
liberalism, has abstained from signaling 1 
out any person or political party. There does
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in a great weakening of that party, from which 
it has not even yet recovered. The members of 
that party appealed,under these circumstances, 
to three tribunals; they appealed to public 
opinion, to the courts of the land, and to the 
highest authority in their own church. They 
fought a long and arduous fight, which reached 
its climax, perhaps, In from 1875 to 1881. Public 
opinion, one of the tribunals to which

to the law; and the law was vindi
cated in several cases; they appealed also to 
the highest authorities in the church, and 
those authorities also interfered. We know 
well, for It is public to us what was done. We 
know that, in 1876, an instruction was sent out 
from the Supreme Congregation of the Holy 
Office in these words :

The bishops of Canada must understand that 
the Holy See recognizes the extreme gravity of 
the facts reported by them, and that it is par- 
ticularly deplored that the authority of the 
clergy and of the holy ministry should suffer 
thereby. It Is, therefore, necessary, to repair 
the great damage done, to root up the evil. The 
cause of these serious inconveniences is to be 
found In the divisions that exist among bish- 
ops on political subjects, as well as upon other 
questions that attract attention In Canada at 
present To putan end to these regrettable dis- 
sensions, it will be necessary that the bishops, 
acting in consort with Mgr. the Apostolic 
Delegate sent to Canada, should agree 
together to determine what line of 
action is to be followed by one and 
ail of them with reference to the several polit
ical parties. Another cause of the same incon
venience is to be found in the want of prudence 
on the part of some of the clergy who interfere 
in political matters. The proper remedy for 
this excess of zeal Is to recall to the memory of 
the bishops what had already been recommend
ed to them by this Supreme Congregation on 
Wednesday, the 29th of J uy, 1874, which was 
to the effect that upon the occasion of political 
elections they restrict themselves in giving ad
vice to electors to those rules decreed in their 
provincial council of 1868.

It must be added that the Church In condemn
ing liberalism does not intend to strike at all 
and every political party which may happen io 
call itself liberal, since the decisions of the 
Church refer to certain errors opposed to the 
Catholic doctrine, and not at any particular 
party ; and consequently those do wrong who, 
Without any other grounds, say that one of the 
political parties of Canada is condemned by the 
Church—that Is, the party calling itself Re- 
formers—who, heretofore, have been supported 
by even bishops. In fine with reference to what 
regards the principal object under discussion,to

wit: what measures must be taken relatively 
Pœt va ouLL® porsuusiL quvwuu mci,iu lug past, to the Catholics, who by reason of alleged in- 
with a measure of success. Pressure was used kvereecsuPXeYO". SleTKYribuRO""Legenolenron.

cannot be laid down for the bishops to follow, 
and it will consequently belong to him, whose 
office it is, to provide in each case, a rule for | 
the conscience of the person who takes such re- ' I 
course. Let the bishops then take the neces
sary steps to save the honor of the cierg 4, 
taking care especially to prevent as much as 
possible that ecclesiastical persons should not 
be obliged to appear before lay judges. The 
bishops should be exhorted to observe. 
In political affairs, the greatest re
serve; considering particularly the danger 
of provoking a war against the
Church by the Protestants, who are already 
showing unquietness and irritation to
wards the clergy, under pretence that the latter 
exercise undue Influence at political elections. 
The clergy should never call any persons by 
name from the pulpit, especially If It Is to oast 
discredit upon them In connection with elec
tions ; they should never make use of the eccles
iastical ministry’s influence to forward particu
lar ends, unless the candidates might become 
hurtful to the real Interests of the Church.

to a
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the Conservative party ; and as a Conservative 
and an Ultramontane, as I am called by hon. 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
from the Province of Quebec, as the leader 
of the Ultramontanes, I say that the 
Conservatives of the Province of Quebec, 
and I speak advisedly, are readv to give to the 
clergy of the Province, on religious questions, 
that submission and that confidence which, a> 
cording to our creed, we are obliged to give 
them ; regarding questions relating to the ma
terial progress of the country, and the political 
affairs of the country, we are ready and shall 
always be ready to give to the opinion of these 
gentlemen that respect to which they are en
titled, owing to their high intelligence, their 
great virtue and their disinterestedness ; but we 
are not ready to give any more.”

Well, the matter was not finally settled. Not
withstanding what had been said, the discus
sion went on. Still the question was raised, 
and raised in pretty influential quarters, on the 
part of the Conservative party in Quebec, with 
reference to the law as to undue influence, and 
Ifelt it my duty—thinking the question might 
become a serious one, and desirous toplace my
self on record, and as I might by my voice in
fluence my fellow countrymen—to speak upon 
the subject myself, andJI did[so at the village of 
Teeswater, in the year 1877 :

“ Another demand of a very different charac
ter has been made from very high quarters, 
namely, that we should alter the law as to un
due influence. Now, the basis of our represen
tative institutions is that our elections shall be 
free. Each of us is called on to surrender his 
share of control over the common affairs to 
the majority, upon the ground that this sur
render is necessary, for so only can we reach a 
decision ; but also on the hypothesis, without 
which the demand would be quite unjustifi- 
able, that, all having a common interest, and 
each man speaking freely for himself, the 
view of the majority is more likely to be 
sound—is more likely accurately to represent 
what would be beneficial to tbe community 
than the view of the minority. This is the 
ground-work. Now, that ground-work 
wholly falls If the vote be not the 
expression of the voter’s own opinion, but the 
expression of somebody else's opinion differ- 
ent from his. [Hear hear.] If, instead of Its 
being his opinion, it be the opinion of his em
ployer, his landlord, his creditor, or his mini - 
ter, why, it is not his vote at all, it is somebody 
else’s, and we have not submitted ourselves to 
the free voice of our fellow countrymen, but

confine myself wholly to the statements made 
by these ecclesiastical dignitaries. About the 
same time, a discussion was raised in this Par
liament, and I wish to show that the views 
which are reprehended by these documents are 
views which are not held byall Roman Catholics 
even of the Conservative party. On the 11th 
February, I think, in the year 1877, Senator 
Masson, then a member of this «House, used 
these expressions :

% the ninth decree of the Forti- “ Now, sir, the hon. gentleman Isays in his 
and the eighteenth of the Flf- letter that the party with which I act was con- 

— "04 -1------ * trolled by a power which declared that free
thought was a cardinal sin. Well, sir, I say 
that this is no more nor less than a slander on
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of the domain of prin- I Well, Sir, these documents to which I have 
Vhen&eavoRET”tD°ekks 3 referred contain, I mev say, some injunctions 
the constitution and 3 in which I think the pastors of the Roman 

— the rights and duties g Catholic Church set an admirable example to 
on the sauenty of an d the pastors of the other churches; I mean par
end ; a"ch."# MUW our tioulariy those it junctions against selling the
y See, which, by g

rrors of Catholic 9

qek.stue-ans'poni.Toanpgl ronareersan con: soumarmneommeroneoresRenmoeeregnoh; 
dem nations coming, so far, from this venera- against intemperance, ag—Bt calumny ano 
ble sourse, have reference solely to the Catholic against perjury. Then we go further. I do not 
Libera's and to their principles ; and it is in 
this sense that the brief addressed in Beptem- 

| her. 1876, to one of us, should be understood. 
| Following the example of the Holy Pontiff and 
I the wise order of the Fortieth Council, we leave 
| it to tbe conscience of every one to judge, with 
I God’s help, who are the men reached by this 
; condemnation, without regard to the political

----- - -——--------- party to which they may belong,ps then take the neces-
e honor of the cierg 4, 1 Now, Sir, at the same time, as I have said, a 
to prevent as much as I circular letter was issued to the clergy, from 
bSoro rsQy”aages. PRE I which I will read an extract or two : 
exhorted to observe, | In analyzing the ninth decree of the Forti. 
I, the , greatest re- g eth Council. t_2 "___ “a".___ 11 of the ~:
Articularly the danger | teenth Council, we find that the clergy must

war against the 1 confite itself to instruct the people upon their
itants, who are already duties and electoral obligations, which are as 
i and irritation to- i follows :
•pretence thaï the latter ;
38 at political elections. S 1st.—To vote when sufficient reasons exist to
ver call any persons by | do so. 2nd—To vote according to conscience 
especially if it is to cast and in the eyes of God, by giving his vote to a 
n connection with elec- candidate whom he judges to be really honest 
r make use of the eccles- I and capable of fulfilling his duties, which is to 
lence to forward partlcu- I keep a watchful eye upon tbe interests of re- 
ndidates might become 1 ligion and of the State. 3rd—Not to sell his 
rests of the Church. 1 vote. 4th—To avoid intemperance, calumny

I and perjury.flowed up by tbe pastor- 
at were issued alter the I Another passage reads thus :
a Apostolic, and after an When you have thus explained to the peo- 

ple the principles which should guide them, an reached win mm in leave it to the conscience of each one to apply 
it to person, and to parties ; and when a peni
tent tells you that he has conscientiously voted 

mts that have succeeded A in the eyes of God, do not doubt his good faith, 
but put this well-known maxim In practcc : 
Credendum est poenitenti tam pro »e quam 
contra se dicentt. Then again, sir, he says :— 

The decree of the Fortieth Council fo: bids you 
implicitly to teach, from the pulpit or else- 
wnere, that it is a sin to vote for such a candi
date or for such political party ; and a fortiori 
you are not to announce that you will refuse 
the sacraments for such a cause.

Never give your personal opinion from the 
pulpit.

DO not assist at any political assembly, and 
do not make any public discourse on such mat- 
tera without tbe per mission of your ordinary.

If you have the right to vote you cando so, 
but let 1* be with prudence and without osten
tation. It is desirable that yoi should choose 
the me st opportune time to cast your vote and 
not wait until the last moment when the ex- 
element is at Its height; do notremainnear 
the pl ce where the election takes place. 
To thosa who want to consult you privately an
swer them with prudence, remain calm,without 
entering into discussions that might compro
mise y our character, be cause you know the most 
innocent an 1 true remarks are on such occa- 
s ons likely to be wrongly interpreted, 
wrongly understood and wrongly report- 
*d. Even in the event ot extraordinary 
boitement prudence should d.ctate that 

ou. should merely state that what you 
Faid in the pulpit should suffice for their guid- 
ance.
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dome of the Lord , and that « nation shall net 
make war against nation, neither shall ‘they 
learn war any score ;‘ if we did not watch for 
Ine time when the human Jaw of self-Interest 
and hate shall be superseded by the Divine law 
of self-sacrifice and love. Bat while we hope 
and strive for the accomplishment of 
these things, we must not forget the les
sons of the Great Teacher and Ex- 
emplar. When interrogated upon secular 
things—when asked as to rendering tribute to 
Cesar, He said, ‘ Bender unto Cæsar the 
things that are Car’s, and to God the things 
which are God’s.’ He laid down the principle, 
and He left the peopie— the querists— to make 
the application. So again when He was called 
upon to settle a dispute between two brothers 
about an inheritance. He said : 4 Man, who 
made Me a Judge nr divider over you?’ 
Such was the view He took as the duty of a 
minister, as to the work of the pulpit : and 
while I do not hesitate to say that to 
all ministers I would freely accord the 
right, as citizens Of voting, of expressing their opinions, of arguing and per
suading and influencing if they please, my own 
opinion is that the pastor of a flock divided on 
politics will oe muon more likely to retain the 
fullest confidence of all the members of that 
flock, and so to discharge effectually his great 
task, if he abstains from active interference in 
those political affairs on which there is and will 
be great division of opinion among them. 
[Hear, hear, and lend cheers.] But, Sir, it hag 
been argued in some quarters that the free ex
ercise of one form of religion amongst us is 1m- 
Laf zed by this law. That would, indeed, if true, 
be a serious thing. But, if it were true, 
we would still be bound, in my 
opinion, to preserve the fundamental principle 
of the freedom of the elector. (Hear, hear, and 
cheers.) No man, any article of whose creed, 
should make him a slave, would be fit to con
trol either his own destiny or that of free men. 
A slave himself he would be but a proper Instru
ment to make slaves of others. Such an article 
of religion would, in a word, be Inconsistent 
with free institutions, because It would not 
permit that liber tv of opinion in the individual, 
which is their very base and corner stone.( Hear 
hear, and cheers ) But we are not confronted 
with that difficulty. The public and deliberate 
utterances of high dignitaries in more than 
one Province of Canada have shown that the 
assertion is unfounded, and have recognized 
the right of every elector to vote according to 
his conscience ; and the recent statement - com
municated to the public through Lord Denbigh 
—of the head of that Church, shows that the 
united Kingdom, where the law as to undue in
fluence 18 precisely the same as ours, is 
perhaps the only country in Europa where 
the professors of that religion are iree to 
practice it. If this be the case in the 
United Kingdom, it 18 so here, and it is not true 
that there is any form of religion, the free and 
full exercise of which is impaired by the pre
servation of the great principle to which I have 
referred. I trust, then, that the ill-advised pre
tensions which have been set up will be 
abandoned ; but should they be pressed, I take 
the opportunity of declaring that for myself, 
whatever be the consequence, I shall stand by 
the principle which I have laid down—[loud 
cheer]— and shall struggle to preserve—so far 
as my feeble powers permit—to each one of my 
fellow-countrymen, whatever his creed, 
the same full and ample measure of civil 
freedom which he now enjoys under those 
laws which enable him and me, though we 
may be of diverse faiths, to meet here on the 
same platform, and here io differ or agree ac
cording to our own political convictions, and 
not according to our religious faith or the dio-
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possibly to the voice of à very small, minority, 
who have determined what the voice of the 
larger number is to be. Thus the whole basis 
or our i epresentatlve institutions would be de
stroyed if we permitted the opinions of our em
ployer-, creditors, landlords or ministers 
to be forcibly substituted for our own. [Hear, 
hear.] For this reason,besides thepenaltles which 
are enacted against the exercise of undue In
fluence, we have declared that the vote of any 
man so, unduly influenced shall be null and void, and that elections carried by such undue 
influences shall be annulled. I cannot, if a 
landlord, say to my tenant, ‘ Now, tenant, I 
shall tuin you out at the end of your term if 
you do not vote for my candidate ’ Though I 
may have a legal right to turn him out at the 
end of the term, yet I cannot give the intima- 
lion that I will, on this ground, exercise this 
right. If I do, the vote is annulled as not free. 
I cannot, if a creditor, say to my debtor, -1 
will exact that debt at once If you do not vo te 
as I wish,’ though I may have a legal 
right to exact my debt. I cannot, if 
an employer, say to my employee, • You 
shall leave my employment at the end 
of the current term unless you vote with 
me, though the law may not oblige me to retain him in my service. It has been found ne
cessary in all these cases to prevent the rela
tions to which I have referred from being made 
the means of unduly influencing the vote, in 
order that tais great cardinal principle of our 
Constitution—the freedom of each man to vote 
according to his own opinion—may be preserv
ed intact. [Hear, hear ] True, the landlord, and 
the creditor, and the employer have each the 
right to speak and persuade by arguments : and 
the confidence placed in them may be such that 
the voter’s opinion may be changed ; but be
tween the argument, the persuasion, the confi
dence which may conduce to a change in the 
mind and opinion of the voter, and that 
coercion which com nels him to vote contrary

his mind on the threat of some loss or pen- 
ally, there is a broad and palpable distinction, 
and that is the distinction which the law lays 
down. Now, if there be a form of religion un
der which the minister is supposed to have the 
power, by granting or refusing certain rites, or 
by making certain declarations to affect the 
state of the voter after death, is it not perfectly 
obvious that the threat of such results to the 
voter unless he votes in accordance with the 
opinion of the minister, might be infinitely 
more potent than any of the other threats 
which I have named—the exaction of a debt, 
the €jectlon of a tenant, or the discharge of an 
employe? [Hear, hear]. And would not such 
• threat be obnoxious to Just the same objection ?” (
CHBISTIAM AND POLITICAL PRINCIPLES— THEIR 

TRUE RELATIONS.
“ 1 am far indeed from implying that politics 

should not be handled on Christian principles. 
Whatever difficulties and difference there may 
be as to Christian dogma, there is, fortunately, 
very little difference concerning Christian 
morals. We are, fortunately, all united In this 
country in the theoretical recognition—however 
far we may fall in the practical observance—of 
the great doctrines of Christian morality which 
are handed down to us in tne Gospels ; and I be
lieve it is on the basis of those doctrines that the politics of the country should 
be carried on. (Hear, hear, and loud cheers.) Dim indeed would be our hopes, and 
dark our expectaiions for the future, If they 
did not embrace the coming of that glorious 
day when those principles shall be tru.y, fully 
and practically recognised—if we di. not look 
forward to the ftilfllment of promises that * the 
kingdoms of this world shall become the king-
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Echeers.)and.

LETTER FROM ARCHBISHOP LYNCH.

was a further communication dealing with 
these two subjects to which I have referred,

As I have said, there was a long and bit er 
controversy in the Province of Quebec with 
some who strove to use the power of the 
Church In the wav to which I have referred. 
That long and bitter controversy was a cI - 
troversy in which my friends, the (Liberals et 
Lower Canada, were the oppressed party, th 1 
party which was being oppressed by it, which 
was suffering from it, in the constituencies , 
and though they have received justice at last 
In the particular to which I have referred, it is 
useless to disguise the fact that so long a cm* 
filet, waged in that manner, and with these 
weapons, has a permanent weakening effect 
(hear, hear). But I want to know where
in all that time, were he Or ange Tory leaders 
of Ontario ? 1 want to know whether they were 
helping in the cause which Las thus been vindi. 
cated in the end? I want to know whether 
they were expressing and actively manifesting 
their sympathy with those who were struggling 
for the rights which ha e at let gth been ac
corded them ? It is not so ; it is known not to 
be so. [Applause]. It is true that many of the 
Protestants of Quebec came to the assistance of 
the Liberals of Quebec in that struggle, but the 
Orange Tory Leaders of Ontario were unfline - 
Ing in their support and in their consort wala 
the very, members who were waging that con-

dealing as it does with this subject, may appro
priately be read at this time. It is as follows :—"

wu sou coRGREGATO or WNDun nt- 
FLUENCR,

Hon. AND DEAR SIR,—I think this is an op
portune time to inform you and your Govern
ment that priests In our Archdiocese are strict- 
Iv forbidden to make the altar or pulpit of 
their churches the tribune of political har
angues for or against any party or candidate for 
election ; or to threaten any spiritual disability 
for voting wl h either party.
• Priests may, of course, instruct their people 

on the consoler lions obligation of voting for 
the candidate whom they judge will best pro
mote the interest - of the country ; of taking no 
bribes; and of conducting themselves at the 
elections In a lovai and peaceful manner ; but 
thev are not to say to the people, from the altar, 
that they are to vote for this candidate and re
ject the other.

‘•It would be very imprudent in a priest, 
whose congregation is composed of Liberals 
and Conservatives, to become a warm partizan 
of either political party.

“It would neutralize his influence for good 
in too many instances, and a priest requires all 
he possesses to forward the Interests of his whole 
congregation.

“ It is true that a priest, in his ordination, 
does not renounce his rights of citizenship, nor 
does he receive authorn y to impose on his con
gregation his own particular views of politics.

“ The Catholic Church asks no special favor 
from any party. Her existence is independent 
of both. She asks only that her people be put 
under no unjust restraint or bar It is true 
that tbe old legislation of England made the 
Catholic religion a bar to political and almost 
social existence; and though wiser councils

and from it I will trouble the House with a 
very brief extract. It Is a communication 
from the Prefect of the Sacred Congregation. 
Cardinal Slmeonl :

It has come to the knowledge of the Sacred 
Congregation of the Propaganda that inyour 
province certain members of the clergy and of 
the secular body continue to interfere too much 
in political elections, by using either the pulpit, 
the papers or other publications. It has also 
come to the knowledge of the aforesaid Sacred 
Congregation that certain suffragans of Your 
Grace are actually seeking to have Parliament 
effect a modification in the election laws rela
tively to what is called " undue influence.”

Andjthat, so far as I know, was the fina. set
tlement of that controversy, so far as concern
ed the views of the highest authorities of the 
Church, repeated after an Interval of years. 
During that controversy, on 20th January, in 
the year 1876, the Archbishop of Toronto ad
dressed a public letter to myhon. friend the 
member for East York [Mr. Mackenzie], which,

tant minority of Lower Canada, the Catholic 
minority of Upper Canada claimed the same 
right, but had to contend for this right at the 
elections, and thus religious questions are drag
ged out of their sphere. The Catholic does not 
permit his religion to hinder the progress of the 
country, or the peaceful exercise of a different 
religion to his neighbors. When his religious 
principles are safe, the Catholic, under the Im
pression that party government is a lesser ev 1L 
gives his support to that which he thinks wil 
perform its duties for the greater good of the 
country and the happiness of the people.

, " I am, Honorable Sir,
" Your very obedient servant, 

" John Joseph Lynch, 
“ Archbishop of Toronto.
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now prevail’in Courts and Parliaments, yet 
some of the Protestant populace, and an co- 
casional statesman in his Individual capacity, 
so long educated in the traditions of the past, 

—---------- retain a deep-rooted pre j udice and suspicion notwnow sisiliy, in Boptemsert,1s5i7*there shoxa“Onat“"so ”tt*e •sssLsm 
" * " that the Catholic Church is inimical

to free institutions and unfavorable to 
State rights. This Is still a reproduction of tbe 
old Pagan cry: “ The Christians to the beasts,’ 
or the old Jewish accusation : * We have 
found this man perverting our nation and for
bidding to give tribute to Cæsar.'

" The Catholic Church asks only liberty to do 
good, and to be untrammelled by unjust law • 
in the exercise of her divine rights. I might, 
here remark, that when in a free country, ) e- 
ligious and sacredtrights are brought into th 3 
arena of politics, then the Catholics have to 
follow them to the polls and contend there f u 
their right, as in the case of education. W» 
believe that parents have a right to edu. 
cate their children as they pleas9. ‘Train 
up a child In the way it should go and when 
he is old he will not depart from IL* Hence, 
when the Catholics of Lower Canada conceded 
the rights of separate education to the Protes-

“ TORONTO, 20th January, 1876. 3 
“ Hon. A. Mackenzie,

•« premier of the Dominion of Canada.
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In the Sentinel of 21 t September, 1882, there 
Is ths following, which la headed " Allegiance 
1 o Rome only ” :

“ We have always contended the Romish 
Church teaches its followers to be disloyal to 
every State wherein It exists, to recognize the 
authority of no temporal Government, and to 
own allegiance only to the Papacy."

On April 26th, 1888, the same paper said :
" Ills hardly necessary to say that every true 

member of the Church mast yield to the Pope, 
the infallible head of the Church, unquestion- 
Ing obedience in morals, dozmatio faith or be
lief, and also conduct in civil affaire.”

4 No member of the church can dispute the 
right of the head of it to decide infallibly and 
dogmatically all questions affecting temporal 
power in Governments, any more than he can 
that of the faith and belief put forth In her 
teachings.
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‘ The people in America are governed by con
stitutions which leave to themselves the power 
of determining the character and structure of 
Government.

“ These constitutions are. therefore, inimical 
to the Church of Rome, tn her opinion, and are 
only tolerated because they cannot be destoyed. 
As she Is at war with every form of govern
ment not prescribed by herself, it Wi uld be her 
duty to destroy these constitutions if she could 
nay, she would be guilty, under her leaching,. 
If she had the power, and did not destroy them.

troversy ‘against    -___ . _____ _ 
Why ? Because they were united in 
political bonde with _ those members; 
because Mney rejoiced in their success at the

the Quebec Liberals, sion to defeat the bin, we had the astounding 
- -* spectacle of Protestant Liberalism and Ultra- 

montanism in alliance to defeat it. Liberal

polls, although that success was purchased 
from those with whom they professed to be in 
sympathy. [Cheers.] They were kept in place 
and power by means of that partnership, and 
therefore they were untrue to the principles 
which they professed, and which they are now 
saying they wish to be incorporated, In order to 
promote.

POLITICS AND RELIGION.

I have declared my views on this subject, and I 
have nothing to recall In regard to them. I 
have shown where I am to be found In case 
any conflict may arise In which any 
church, whether Boman Catholic or Episco
palian, or Presbyterian, or what you will, 
shall strive to encroach on what I believe to be 
the just domain of the State. Loud applause). 
I believe, If you commit to any church abso
lute power and control over faith and morals, 
and If, at the same time, you commit to that 
church absolute power to determine what Is 
comprised within faith and morals, you con
cede necessarily to that church absolute power 
altogether ; and I believe, therefore, that It Is 
quite necessary to consider that there may be a 
point at which we may be called on to con- 
aider what the tenets of the church 
in that particular point of view are. I have 
shown that the struggle was worked out within 
that church; that those rights on which the 
Liberals of Lower Canada Insisted have been 
vindicated and the electors have a right to vote 
as free men. But should such a struggle recur, 
which God forbid ; should I, judging from th । 
past, hope for any assistance, could the Liberal 
party look with he pe for any assistance from the 
Orange Toryleaders ofOntarlo ? No; because they 
have not received It In the past and whatever 
their views, they subordinated them altogether 
to carty politics, which led them to r joice In 
the triumphs of those who were perpetuating 
principles directly opposed to their own (hear, 
hear). There are some other reasons which lead 
me to think that this society In Ontarh - Is not 
a beneficial one. Its leaders claim a monopoly, 
not merely of true Protestantism, but also of 
loyally (loud laughter). The hon. member for 
East Hastings (Mr. White), at Winnipeg, said

“ One of hie reasons was, that with three 
others, he had opposed the Costigan resolution, 
which was a direct insult to the Mother Coun
try, and to every oyal citizen in the country, 
except party leaders on both sides and mem

bers who were pandering to the Catholic vote, 
and not one member of the Orange society said, 
well done." (Laughter).

Grand Master Bennett said :

ism, because of the loyalty of Orangemen, and: 
Ultramontanism, because of the advanced Pro 
testantism of the Orange order." ; he

ozasan LOYALTY.

There you have it. Sir, laid down as a rule, 
that because Orangemen are loyal, and loyalty- 
Is so offensive to others that they must be put 
down by force. [Applause]. I maintain that 
that is an offensive statement, and that a secret 
socletv which devotes itself to the propagation 
of such opinions as these, as to the loyalty of 
others, is one which does not deserve favor or 
State recognition. [Loud cheers]. There is 
another reason. They claim that their object 
is to advance Protestantism, and they claim to 
advance it, by assertions with reference to the 
Roman Catholic Church, which I believe 
to be baseless, [Applause]. And here again 
I do not propose to deal with dog' 
matlc assertions. I do not pr pose to deal with 
assertions with respect to religion, as to whe
ther certain views are right or wrong, for we 
have nothing to do with them. But we have to 
do with their views as to the tenets of that 
Church, as they affect the political condition 
and social order of the country. Those things 
are material to us, and it is well that we 
should know what is advanced in the name of 
Protestantism, or with a view of promoting it, 
by the leaders of the Orange Society In On
tario.
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Commenting on that étalement he says ;

mb BLAKER BELIGI Us OPINIONS,

$

September, 1882, there 
s headed " Allegiance

Then, Sir, In the same speech, he quotes ap- 
provingly from a weekly journal thee 3 words :

“ It (1.6., the Orange bod V in ’reland) le act- 
Ing strictly in self defence or everybody who 
has read Irish history, or v 10 listens to Fenian 
harangues, must know that from the moment 
when power passed into the hands of Irish Ca- 
tholies no man of British blood or Protestant 
religion would ever dwell In safety on the soil 
of Ireland.”

" This statement, coming from a gentleman 
who on more than one occasion has spoken In 
no friendly terms concerning our order, shows 
that the thinking Protestanta of this country 
are becoming alive to the necessity of having a 
Protestant secret society to counteract the in- 
fluence of the gigantic secret society of Ro- manism.”
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I ORANGE FALSEHOODS.

Now those are statements with which we have 
to deal to-day. If those views be correct. If that 
be a correct statement of the tenets of that 
church, then it does not merely hold erroneous 
views in matters of dogma. The hon. member 
for Hochelaga (Mr. DesJardins) and myself, do 
not agree in our religious views, and unfortu
nately we do not agree in politics, butour differ
ence In religion does not make the difference in 
our political allegiance Our differences In 
religion are quest tone between ne and 
our consciences, between us and our God, to 
be disposed of individually by each of us, 
But this other I# something different, it g06s 
far beyond that. We have here a statement of 
Views hostile to the Throne, hostile to free in- 
stitutions, hostile to our Constitution, hostile to

" She is the same to-day that she was a hun
dred years ago, planning, scheming, and con
tinuing to subvert the best liberties and freest 
institutions of every State in Christendom.” 
These are the statements repeated over and 
over again as to the political attitude of the 
Church of Rome, and all true Protestants are 
called upon to occupy an inimical position on 
the ground,' first of all, that the adherents of 
that church do not owe civil allegiance to the 
Queen of "this Dominion and the Constitu
tion of this country ; second, that 
they owe it to a foreign power ; and 
third, that that power is inimical 
to free institutions, and that its efforts are dl 
reeled to subvert them as far as possible. Tha 
Is the attitude with respect to the Church of 
Borne and its adherents in Canada to-day. So 
late as the 19th February, 1884, at a meeting of 
the Grand Lodge of Ontario West, the Grand 
Master—while this Parliament was in Session, while this bill was on the order paper—referred 
to the unfortunate affair in Newfoundland, and 
said :

“ Brethren, It Is the old story. It has been 
told in Ireland a thousand times. It has been 
told in Fort Garry,Montreal and Newfoundland, 
and shows to us as plainly as the sun at noon
day that when Romanism has the ascendency 
Protestants have no rights and are only toler- 
ated, and that the teachings of Rome are the 
same to-day as they were in ‘98— that to break 
faith with heretics is no sin, and that killing 
is no murder.”) Laughter.)

I • • • • •

I believe that the Church of Rome holds many 
religious doctrines and dogmas of the gravest 
error ; I am extremely opposed to them,

Mr. White, (Rastings)—You believe tOO much; 
that is the trouble :

Mr. Blake. Well, perhaps I believe too much, 
I will not say that the hon. gentleman believes 
all he says ; I hope he does. I have endeavored, 
in my own poor way, and to the best of my 
humble ability, to promote the spread of those 
Protestant principles of dogmatic religion,those 
views of the Gospel and of the Bible, In which 
I agree. I am doing what I can In that direc
tion, and have been for years ; it is not inuch, 
but i have done what I could. I believe that 
a most potent power tn that direction 
Is a greater union among the Protes- 
tant denominations, and I have always 
been desirous of seeing such a union accom- 
pushed for the better advancement of the GOs- 
pel, according to our views of it. 1 rejoice to 
see the evidence of a tendency toward that 
union, In theexistence of those organizations in 
which ministers and pe ple of various denomi-
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to everything which we, in Canada—and 1 do 
not put the Catholic below the Protestant— 
which we, as a united people in Canada hold 
most dear. I say that if you tell me that the 
adherents of the Boman Catholic faith in civil 
matters do not owe allegiance to the Crown 
and the Constitution, but owe them to a 
foreign power, then, I say, that they 
are not true subjects to the Queen, that 
they are aliens in the middle of the 
land—I say that you cannot trust them. I 
agree with those hon. gentlemen who some
times say certain things until, they give abso
lution before the election—I agree with him 
that if these are the tenets, I can well under
stand their hostility, from a political point of 
view, to the Roman Catholic religion. Tr they 
believe that that Church is hostile to, and de- 
11res the subversion of our free Institutions, of 
our Constitution, I can understand their hostil
ity going far beyond dogmatic difference of re
ligion ; i can understand that the whole insti- 
tu ion is one with reference to which no al- 
liance is to be kept. If it 18 their opinion, and if it be the case, that a Roman Catholic be
lieves that no faith need be kept 
with a heretic, that the killing of a heretic is 
no murder, then social order and safety are 
at risk and we cannot possibly remain at ease 
If such doctrines as these are true All those 
who honestly believe these opinions to be true 
of the Roman Catholic faith or of the adherents 
of that faith, could not possibly, if they are 
lovers ol our Constitution and our institutions, 
honestly co-operate with it in politics. It is 
Impossible, Sir. that an honest belief in these 
things, as the active tenets of that 
church, could consist with political co-opera
tion with those who so believe. [Loud cheering.! 
On the other hand, all lovers of free institu- 

. , lions should combine against the evil which
he quotes ap-. would be wrought, the pressing evil and dan- 
then- torde ger to our institutions which would exist, if 

such indeed were the tenets held by such a 
large pro sortion of the citizens of this country. 
The question, then, is a serious one. We have 11 
here; we have had it within the last few 
mont ha ; we have it stated as a doctrine of to- 
day, and the hon. gentleman nods assent to it, 
as the feoling an Orangeman holds with re
ference to bls Roman Catholic fellow citizen*'. 
Now, Sir, 1 believe It is untrue, (Tremendous 
cheering.)
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have succeeded In explaining to moderate men 
on both Bides the views I hold, and In painting 
out what the true path of duty is in a commun
ity of diverse races and creeds like ours, where 
we must combine firmness in the assertion of

DO murder [cheers and cheers}. I have not for
gotten the declaration made against such 
calumnies as this by the Irish prelates 
as long ago as the 25th January, 
1826, which contains many statements of 
faith and doctrine, as to which Protectants 
and Roman Catholics ar 3 as wide as the poles 
asunder. But it contains two statements 
which touched our social and political system, 
and our relatione to each other as citizens of 
one common country, as follows ;

leaders, they too, the temporary 
struggle between them and their Orange allies

our own rights with fullness In the recognition 
of the rights of others; where we must eul- 
tlvate moderation and forbearance, and avoid 
misrepresentation calumny and abuse ; where 
we must hold to an ample acknowledgment ef 
each man’s Individual rights and conscience In 
religious matters, and give citiseoshiploall 
great and free country, inhabited by a happy 
and united people.

Mr. Blake then resumed his seat amid a per- 
feet storm of applause, which echoed iar and 
wide through the Parliament buildings.

Orange Tory partv refer, when they speak of 
Protestant ascendency, which existed in the 
past in Ireland, and to which they look 
forward with such longing eyes. I am not 
anxious lor that kind of Protestant ascend-

nations mingle, forget their differences, learn 
what il Dent in each .other, and in what point 
they agree. I rejoice to see Evangelical Alli- 
ances. Young Men’s Christian Associations, 
and Ministerial Associations, such as the one 
that exists in my own city. I have worked with 
Orangemen in the Synod of Churchmen 
of my church and elsewhere ; they have sym
pathised with me and I have sympathized with 
them ; I care not for our differences in politics ; 
they have never made the shake of our hands 
less warm, or our co-operation in the work of 
our church less earnest ; and it pains me that 
hon. gentlemen opposite should seek an occa
sion of this kind to raise a wall of division, 
even among tnose engaged in church work, by 
casting these calumnies against me, and by de
claring that my Protestant principles are aban
doned, because I cannot, In my conscience, 
support a bill for the Incorporation of a society 
which propagates opinions like these. [Cheers.] 
I know that I shall be misrepresented and mis
understood, and that men shad be misled, la my 
Province and elsewhere, as to what I have said 
f -night. I cannot help It ; 1 felt it borne In 
r.pon me, and I had to say it. I say that men 
will be misled by designing politicians, who 
are using the cloak of religion and the cloak of 
charity t promote party politics. [Applause.] 
af we could forget our differences and agree to

tingle in all religious works, Irrespective of 
our faith, as God be thanked, although we differ 
in religion, we may agree in works of charity, 
it would be a blessed achievement.

y

versy are ; and In mystatement of what my ob
jections are,I have endeavored to sustain them, 
not by stale and musty authorities, but by re
cent and authentic utterances. [Hear, hear.] 
But, perhaps, I am wrong ; I dare say I may 
be more bitterly misrepresented than ever be
fore by the Orange Tory leaders ; 
and as to the Tory Roman Catholic

ency ; and In my desire to promote my dog
matic ‘faith, I do not countenance such wea- 
pons as the hon. gentleman and other Orange 
iSS^^StoSSSS^^RSSCS: SyS^^i^dL™ 1̂^ 
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faith with a heretic Is no sin, and to kill him ‘Wo. .“.aanamPerarle mei

But to-day what are you doing ? You 
are promoting these calumnies in re
ference to another church [I 
you are coming forward___  
claring that the tenets of this church, which 
you de not hold, are detestable, and that every 
true Protestant must take the same position. 
It is a course of which I hope you will repent 
before yon are many years older. Now, I am 
anxious for a Protestant ascendency of one 
kind—for the spread of those things which I 
believe to be true ; but I am anxious that 
there should be no Protestant Ascendency of 
the material kind to which the leaders of the

" The Irish Catholles swear, that the Catholics 
of Ireland do not believe that the Pope or Rome

allegations repeated, which I have shown 
would be subversive o( the free institutions 
of our country, if true. [Loud applause.] 
Now, I am not prepared to mark as murderers, 
ss treacherous and disloyal, nearly one-half of 
my fellow citizens. [Hear, near.] Ido not be
lieve the cause of true religion, or of the ad
vancement of the Gospel, the cause of the good 
Government of this Dominion, will be pro- 
moted by the State recognition of this secret 
society, organized and led as It is. In Ontario, 5 
devoted to the propagation of views suck as , 
those which I have c X posed. [Cheers] I do not 
attach myself. In the discordant dissolution 
of parties that belong to this bill, any 
particular significance to the question. I 
nave viewed It from another aspect alto
gether ; I have been anxious that we should 
understand what the real merits of the contro-

. 24
or any other foreign prince, prelate, state or po- = 
tentate, hath, or ought to have, any temporal 
or civil Jurisdiction, power, superiority or pre
eminence, directly or indirectly within the 
realm ; and this without any mental reserva
tion or dispensation.” “ - .

The prelates go on to say :
“ After this full, explicit and sworn declara

tion, we are utterly at loss to conceive on what 
possible ground we could be lastly charged with 
bearing towards our most Gracious Sovereign 
only a divided allegiance."

And with référença to the other insulting 
charge they say this :

“ The Catholics of Ireland not only do not be
lieve, but they declare on oath, that they detest 
as unchristian and Impious the belief that it is 
lawful to murder ur destroy any person or per- 
sons whatever under the pretense of their being 
heretics; and ‘also, the principle that no faith 
Is to be kept with heretics.” [Cheers].

There you find distinct statements which con
tradict allegations which ought not to have 
been made, and which there ought not therefore 
to have been necessity for contradicting ; and 
yet, Bir, we find not ten years ago, not five 
years ago, not one year ago. but within the 
past few days, the most offensive of these

il
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Four Months
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$1.00.
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THE Post was established in 1878 as the organ of the Irish Catholics of Canada 
and has since faithfully and fearlessly continued its mission.

Three editions are published daily, and contain all the world’s news up to the 
hour of going to press.

The Post devotes special attention to Irish affairs, anti its Irish news (both by 
cable and through its special correspondent, MICHAEL DAVITT) will alwrys be found 
interesting and reliable.

Sample copies of The Post will be sent free to any address on application. 
Address

THE POST PRINTING AND PUBLISHING CO.
MONTREAL.

The TRUE WITNESS is universally acknowledged to be the leading Catholic 
journal of Canada. Established thirty five years ago, it is the pioneer of the Catholic 
press in the Dominion, and its unflinching devotion to the interests of the Catholic 
people is a guarantee of its worth and popularity.

The special facilities which a large printing establishment, and the publication of 
a daily newspaper affords, enable us to make the TRUE WITNESS a more interesting 
and readable newspaper than any other journal of its class on the continent, and, at the 
same time, the cheapest.

The letters of our special correspondent, Michael DAVITT, on Irish affairs are 
eagerly looked for, and should be read by every Irishman in the Dominion. These 
letters alone are worth ien times the subscription price of the paper.

Each issue of the TRUE WITNESS contains ably written editorials on the current 
topics of the day, a telegraphic summary of the world’s news for the week, the latest 
despatches up to the hour of going to press, general Catholic news, and a carefully 
compiled commercial review, with reports of the principal Canadian markets.

In order that the True Witness may be read in every Catholic household in 
the Dominion, we have reduced the subscription price to ONE DOLLAR a year when 
paid in advance.

Persons desirous of becoming subsetibers should enclose One Dollar in a régis 
tered letter, and address

THE POST PRINTING AND PUBLISHING CO.
MONTREAL.
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