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¢¢ Audi Alteram Partem,”’

By a Catholic Canadian,
(The Tablet.)

The fact that you last week published
Mr. Laurier's speech in Montreal upon
the proposed settlement of the school
question in Manitoba, encourages me to
ask you of your fairness to let me present
the views of the present Government of
the Dominion on this subject, with some-
whast greater fulness than Las yet been
done in yur columns, I am aware that

. T am about to tread upon delicate ground,

and to run counter to the opinions of
very high personages indeed ; bhat at
least it is well that the readers of The
Tablet sliould understand what is the
exact nature of the settlemont which
the first Catholic Prime Minister of Can-
ada is now offering to his countrymen
for their peace. And then, even if in
the end The Tablet is constrained tq
condemn a scheme which is proposed
by a Ministry which coutains four Cath-
olic members, you will be able to do so
with knowledge and not from prejudice
or upon mere hearsay evidence. I know
all the facts, and will state them fairly—
nothing exaggeratiug, nor setting down
aught in malice,

When in 1870 Manitoba became a
Province of the Dominion of Canada, its
white population numbered some 12,
000 souls. These were about equally
divided in the matter of religion—nalf
being Catholics and half Protestants.
Such schools as éxisted were Denumina-
tional and Voluntary ; no system of pub-
lic education yet existed. The Mani-
toba School Act of 1871 established a
system of Separate state-supported
Denominational schools. It happened
that the Cathbolic part of the population
was for the most part grouped into cer-
tain districts. These districts were con-
sidered Cathelic school districts, aud
other parts of the country in which the
Protestants predominated were consid-
ered Protestant school districis.  If a
Catholic parent was in a Protestant dis-
trict or vice versa, he was at liverty in
the words of thé Privy Council Judg-
ment, “to send his child to the school
of the nearest district of the other sec-
tion; and in case he contributed to the
school his child attended a sum equal to
what he would bave been bound 10 pay
if he had belonged to that district, he
was exemwpt from payment tothe school
of the district in which he lived.” That
system was perfecily fair to all parties,
and recognized in a most practical way
the right of every parent to bave his
children brought up in his own faith.
Unfortunately, as the years went on the
relative positions of the two religious
bodies greatly changed. Tue®atholics,
who twenty years before, in 1870, were
half the population of the Province, in
1890 were omly 20,000 out of a
total of 204,000. Protestant immigra-
tion had upset the balance, and the maj-
ority used its opportunity. In 1890 the
Legislature of Manitoba passed two acts
which abolished the old separate or de-
nominational schools, and established a
system of free public schools from which
all definite religious teaching was to be
banished. The Catholivs were naturally
indignant, and appealed o iue Canadian
Courts of Jnstice, and finally to the
Privy Council, for a restoration of theijr
rights. I will refer ina moment to the
results of this litigation, and to the sabs
sequent attempts of the Copservative
administration ‘to give redress to the’
aggrieved Catholics. In the autamn of
1896 the Liberal party triumphed at the
polls and the Hon, Wilfrid Laurier be-
cawe Prime Minister of (gnada. His
first work was to open negotiations with
the Goverument of Manitoba in the
hopes of being able by some firiendly
settlement to get some {olerable meas-

~ ure of justice for his’ ovpresgsed co-reli-

gionists.

Remember the difficulties of hig posi-
tion. He has to deal with g hostile and
®xasperated majority of Protestants
Plodged to whiat tiey like to call the un-
Eﬁctafian system, The Catholics of
Manitobg are “bunched’” mainly in the

City of Winnipeg, and the county Which

includeuSt.Boniface. iThe rest, to the
num'ber of some 9,200 souls are scatter.
ed in small numbers gyer a territory.
sbout six times the size of Belgium. To
hope to secure separate Catnolic achools

tion
‘cases the schools would have only one

supported at the public expense for
theselatter wasan obvious impossibility.
The terms which Mr. Laurier obtained
though not such as he desired, are at
any rate the best likely to he got. In
districts where the parents of ten scligol
cliildren in a rural district, or 25 in a
town, may desire it, religious instruction
may be given by a priest or other
authorized person for an hour every
afternoon. When we remember that
less than 10,000 Catholics are scattered
in villages and raral districts over a
country considerably bigger than Eng-
land and Wales, it will be apparent
that more than this could hardly be
hoped for. However, if in any rural dis-
trict there are 25 children attending
school their parents may insist on hav-
ing a duly certified Catholic teacher.
Here, again, remember that a popula-
tion smaller than that of Hull or Bris-
tol is spread over a country which has
an area twice the size of Portugal—and I
insist upon this scantiness of popula-
because it means that in most

teacher, and that the Catholics, being
much ““bunched” together in localities,
would thus often secure for themselves
what would be practically separate
Catholic schools. Inihe same way, in
towns where there are as many as 4vu
children, the parents may demand the
services of a Catholic teacher. In all

‘these schools, also, full religious nstrac-

tion may be given to Catholic chlldren
during certain hours. Now that is not
an ideal system, but for a country in
which  Catholics are in a small
and dwindling minority, should
it not serve as, at least, the basis for
further negotiations ? Both Mr. Laurier
and Mr. Greenway, the Premier of Man-
itoba, are anxious that the question
should be settled in a spirit of concilia-
tion, and there is no reason to snppose
that the latter hus closed the door
against {urthér concession. I venture to
say that the arrangement which 1 have
endeavored to vut belore your readers
would have been received in a very dif-
ferent spirit if it had been judged solely
upon its merits.

Unfortunately its opponents cannot get
out of their heads the idea that the
Privy Council has decided that they are
entitled not to friendly consideration,but
to a full restoration of the ancient system
of separate Catholic schools, wholly sup-
ported at the public expense. As Mr.
Luurier said in Montreal, if that had in-
deed been 8o, if the highest tribunal in
the Empire had given any such decision,
the case would have been vastly simple.
It would havé Leen Mr, Laurier’s highest
pleasure to enforce such a decree—ounly
it does not exist. The Privy Couuncil
decided only that the Catholics of Mani-
toba were entitled to appeal to the Goy-
ernor- General-in-Council—that is, to the
Governmentt of the Dominion. 'The
Judgment says: “It is certainly not
essential that the statutes repealed by
the Act of 1890 should be re-enacted, or
that the precise provisions of these
gtatutes shouid again be made law. The
systern of education embodied in the
Acts of 1890 no doubt commends itself
to, and adequately supplies the wants of,
the great majority of the inhabitants of
the Province. All legitimate grounds of
complaint would be removed if that
systewn were snpplemented by provis-
jons woich would remove vie prievance

upon which the appeal is wnuded, and |

were modified 8o rar as might be neces-
sary to give effect to tLe provisions.”
Thie Privy Council then says the Catho-
lic minority are entitled to appeal to the
Governor-General, and that their griev-
ances would be removed by some modi-
fication of the existing law.

The statement that the old system
need not be restored is positive and ex-
plicit, but the recommendations as to
the relief to be given are miserably
vague. This is not surprising. At bot-
tom the Whole question is largely one of
finance. I mean the Catholics, if they
choose to go Withont public assistance,
are perfectly free even now to carry on
separate elementary schools ; what they
want, however, i8 to be allowed to do
this witbout forfeiting their share of the
public money devoted to the education
of the children of the people. Unforty.
nately it is just upon this point of finance
that the Dominion Government must
fail them. It may coerce Manitoba but
it cannot control a single sixpence of the

money which the Province devoies to
education. Thus even if Sir Charles
Tupper had been able to carry his Re-
medial Bill in March, 1896, it would
have been of little use. The separate
denominational system would . have
been res’ored, buf the Catliolic body,
which is chiefly composed of people be-
longing to the working classe§, would
have had to support them without the
least help from the public purse. But
the Remedial Bill was not carried ; and
the last act of the Congervative Govern-
ment was to send Commissioners to
Manitoba, carrying proposals for a com-
promigse. Those proposals were less
favorable to the minority than those now
obtained by Mr. Laurier, but coming
from men who had tried to coerce the
province they were peremptorily re-
jected. I cannot help thinking that it
ig this exaggerated view of what the de-
cision of the Privy Coancil amounted to,

and an equally exagperated view of

what the Dominion Government could
do to give redress, which has caused Mr,
Laurier to he kept at arm’s length and
treated as a foe instead of a friend. -

As a loyal son of the Church bhe can
have no wigh but to obtain as favorable
terms as possible from the Government
of the Province ; and where he fails it is
safe to say none can succeed. A policy
of coercion and force is doubly vain., Al-
ready, if they like, Catholics can go out
into the wilderness and build and sup-
port their own schools, and the Domin-
ion Gov ernment can give them no more.
And even if that were otherwise and
the Federal Government could com-
mand the application of the money of
the Province, is it possible to suppose
that 'a school system could flourish,
which had been imposed by force upon
those upon whose good-will it must
necessarily depend for its successful
working ? But U have said enough to
enuble your readers to judge for them-
selves whether or not our Catholic
Prime Minister has made an honost ef-
fort to bring peacq to Manitoba, and to
win for his co-religionists their legiti-
mate rights,

The Tablet’s Remarks on the
Above Article.

. We publish in another colomn a de-
tailed statement as to the terms of the
settlement of the Manitoba School Ques-
tion proposed by Mr. Laurier. We admit
the force of much of what onr correspond-
ent says, and recognize the difficulty of
supplying separate scbools in the case of
a community which is less than that of
Bristol, and vet is scattered over an area
greater than that of England and Wales.
These are considerations which in the
cage of the rural districts might make
Mr. Laurier’s scheme acceptable, at least
as Jong as existing conditions endure.

[The letter of a Priest in London (see
below) reminds the Tablet that the “ ex.

isting conditions” existed before 1890,
when the school system then working
was “perfectly fair to all parties.” N.W.R]

But the proposals, a8 far as the town po-
pulation is concerned, are of a kind
which we fear must necessarily be con-
demned. Take the ¢ase of a Tondon

Board school with 200 children—wounld
the assurance that one teacher should
always be a Catholic make such a school
an acceptable substitute for & Catholic
school? Disguise it a8 we may, Mr, Lan-
rier's vlan introduces that system of
*mixed schools” which haa been repeat-
edly condemned by the Holy 8ee. and
yet where there i8 80 much good will
there ought surely t0 be a way out of the
difficalty. Mr. Laurier has been success-
ful in persuading the Manitoba Govern-
ment to agree that when 40 Catholic
children in towns, and 25 in rural dis-
tricts, are in attendance at an Element-
ary school, they shall be entitled to have
a Catholic teacher. "Why not in towns,
at least, let that tescher teach in a sep-
arate school ? The Catholic schools al-
ready exist, are waiting to be so used.
Why, instead of periodically sorting out
the children for religious instruction in
separate rooms, should not' the ediuca-
tional authorities let them assemble
every day with tLeir Catholic tescher in
buildings . which were erected for that
very purpose? With Catholic teachers
and school-books approved by the Bis-
hops'the system would be ns satisfactory
a8 it would be simple. As far as the bulk

of the Uatholic population is oncerned—

those living in Winnipeg and St. Boni-
face—this plan conld surely be worked
without serious inconvenience. The dif-
ficulty, as fur 1s the rural districts are
concerned, would he rather to safeguard
the future than to deal with the present.

The Manitoba Schools.

To the Editor of The Tablet,

BiR—*A Catholic Canadian” speaks
in a tone which gives him every right
to be neard. Bus his special plea for
the Canadian Government (in the Tah.
let of January 23) will make little im-
presgion upon those who, like himself,
“know all the facts,” but who are in no
way bound to defend everything that
may be done or proposed by the Dom-
inion Government. lLet me say frank-
1y for myself that I would if I could
take the side opposed to any Tory or
Coneervative  party, whether in
or out of office. But, at the present
moment, T cannot help being hostile to
the Canadian Liberal party, although it
‘is in power,

The *“Catholic Canadian” does net
give us enough of “all the facts.” He
speaks of “a. Prime Minister who
is a loyal son of the Church” and
a “Ministry which counsists of four Cath-
olic members.”” It seems to me a pity
to go intoa detail of that kind, because
Ca*hbolic is that Catholic does, and be-
canse the Government is acting as a
whole, and as a Liberal Cabinet. Baut,
in face of the statement made in The
Tablet, it is only right now for me to say
that some of Mr. Laurier’s . 8peeches
about encroachments of the civil power,
or what Parisian politicians call the lay
state, have not by any means a Catho-
lic ring. And if the papers spoke truth,
Mr. Laurier about & year ago attended
Divine worship in a Methodist church
in Manitoba, when he was making a
political tour in that province in view of
the General Election. One ot his three
Catholi¢ colleagues is Mr. Tarte, who
lately told a Protestant audience in
Winnipeg that “he was a Catholic by
accident as they were Protestants by
accident.,” It is only just to suppose
that two members of the Ministry are
Catholics by the grace of God and by
conviction. But that gives no presump-
tion that the “settlement” which the
Ministry offers to the Catholics of Mapni.
toba is not a violation of their moral
and legal rights, or even containg “the
best terms likely to be got.”

And here T would ask *“Catliolic Can-
adian” if be ought not to withdraw a
phrase in bis article. Who is it that
has treated Mr. Laurier as a foe instead
of a friend, and kept him at arm’s
length ? The accusation must be meant
eitlier for the Archbishop of St. Boniface,
or for the Bishops of Canada in general.
Now we are not going to believe without
proof that any Catholic Bishop keeps
at arm’s length & man who has been
placed in authority by the votes of his
fellow-countrymen. And what we know
is that the Archbishops of Toronto,
Halifax (who calls the so-called gettle-
ment a “CYNICAL injustice”), and King.
ston bear Irish names, and are not Jike-
Iy to be hostile to a Liberal Premier as
such ; and that the French-Canadian
Archbishops of Quebec, Montreal, Otta-
wa and St. Boniface are not likely to be
hostile to a French-Canadian Premier, if
he will allow them to be friendly. Mr.
Laurier’s apologist reminds one of the
wolf and lamb story. The Canadian
ministers have ostentatiously avoided
all conference with the Archbishop of
St. Boniface, or other representative of
the Catholics. They have simply made
a political deal with Mr. Greenway gaynd
his colleagues. They have admitteq
Mr. Sifton, one of these colleagues, into
the Cabinet of the Dominion, They
have accepted certain terms frop, him
and Mr. Greenway, and have thrown
those terms to the Catholics ag g e,
tlement,” along with the option of *go-
ing out into the wilderness.” Tyg Cath-
olics reject such terms, declan‘ng them
to be a mockery of thelr mora] and
legal rights. And immediately they
are accused of keeping the friendly Mr.
Lairier at arm’s length, ang treating
him a8 a.foe,

" But Jet us come to the merits of the
case, and come to the point, What
are the = merits of the: “gettle-
ment,” and what are the difficuities

’in the way of the true settlement which

the Catholics demand ? Mr. Laurier's
apologist speuks of a “hostile and exas-
perated Protestant majority.” Now we
are obliged, of course, to take elected of-
ficials as representatives of their elec-
tors. And the provincial electors in.
Manitoba and the Northwest are certain-
ly hostile to the Catholics on the School
Question.  Neveriheless, it is worth
while to remember that at the last gen-
eral election (more recent than the pro-
vincial election) the people of Manitoba
sent to Ottawa a majority of members.
in favor of the Remedial Bill which

Council.

would have satisfied the Manitoba Cath-
ohics.  And why shouid the Protestants
be exssperated ? Is it because their
governmeut has inflicted hardships up-
on the Catholics by abolishing a system
of schools which the apologist declares
to hisve been “perfectly fair to ail part-
ies” ?  Or is it becunse the school taxes.
paid by Cotholies bave been, since 1890,
used for the sole beneflt of the non-Cath.
olic schools'? But suppose we consider
only the officials. How far ig Mr..
Greenway really “hostile” to any ar-
rangement which will leaye him in of-
fice 7 Here we come to a serious ques-
lion, and the word coercion. I do not
for a raoment admit that Mr. Greenway
can be allowed to treat px PUIBSANCE A
PUISSANCE with the Dominion or Imper-
ial authorities. 8till, il his Government
be seriously hostile, if there be any BONA
FIDE prospect of coercion bLeing needed,
there cannot be too much caution and
prudence. But we want a little more
light. What is it that the “Catholic
Canadian’ tells us? He assures us that
Mr. Greenway is in a mood for “conci-
lintion,” and *“concession.” I conclude
then that, as concessions bhave not been
obtained, they have not been asked for
by Mr. Laurier, who had doubly and
trebly pledged himselt to obtain them.
What further does the “Catholic Cana-
dian” tell us ? He says that if the total
repeal of the School Law of 1890 had
been called for by the Imperial Privy
Council; “it would have been Mr. Lag-
rier’s highest pleasure to enforce such a.
decree.” What! “A policy of coercion
and forve” for his Liberal friends in
Manitoba ! Evidently Mr. Laurier un-
derstands as well as Mr. Greenway him-
self the real meaning of all the talk
about provineial rights. Why should
he not “entorce’ the actual and less far-

reaching decree of “the higbest tribunal
in the Empire” ?

This question leads me to another
passage of the “Catholic Canadian’s”
apoloyy. He says that other Catholie
Canadians do not understand the
meaning of the decision given in their
favor by the Privy Couucil. This is.
not pertiaps a childish statement, but it

must be meant for childlike readers,
The

Archbishop of ' St. Boniface
has had the legal  assistace all
through of distinguished lawyers,
Mr. Blake, M. P. for Longford,‘

and Mr. Ewart, Q. C., Winnipeg, pre-

sented the Catholic case in Whitehal], -

Besides, it requires no special training to-

quoted at sufficient length by a “Catho-
lic Canadian.” In it we find that the
Privy Council did not, it ig true, declare,

the School Act of 1890 wasg
void. But it declared that the act in-
flicted a grievance upon Catholies, for
which the remedy was to be sought at

the hands of the Governor-General-in-

A And it was pointed out that -
this remeg ¥ would be found if the exist-

and -

ing law waere “supplemented”
“modifed.” Where is the room for mis-
understanding or exagyerating the-
meaning of this judgment? The Re-
medial Bill of the late government
would have done what was needed in
supplementing and modifying, There
was nothing ‘“‘miserably vagne” sbout
it. Mr. Laurier obstructed it, saying he
would do far better for the Catholics if
placed in power.

This statement hds been questioned in
let it pass atter the other statement .
xiullifying the School Law of the Prov-

up the old system once more, if he did

Whether from the old source or from the -

new ?

(Cont {inued on pages)

understand the judgment, which g -

like the Supreme Court of Canada, that
null and -

i Bat it is said the Dominion can pro-
vide no funds for education in Manitoba. -

Canadian papers, but one may really
about the “‘greatest pleasure” in totally -
ince. What sane man would try to wet :

not know that funds would be available,.

&
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TERMS OF

OUR SETTLEMENT.
THE GATHOLIC PLATFORM

Control of our schools,

Catholie school districts.

Catholic teachers, duly certificated,
but trained in our own training
schools as in England.

Catholic inspectors.

da-td

Catholic readers, our own text-
books of history and descriptive
geography, and full liberty to
teach religion and comment on

oW

religious questions at any time
during school hours,

8  Our share of school taxes and gov-

ernment graunts, and exemption
from taxation for other schools.

CURRENT COMMENT.

‘We publish else-
where a report, for

The .
Reserved

the accuracy of
Case. which we can
vouch, of His

‘Grrace's eloquent sermon last Sunday in-
the cathedral of St. Boniface. It will
b2 noticed that the Archbishop solemn-
ly reserves to his own adjudication in

‘the tribunal of penance the case of

those Catholics who vote (1) for anyone
who approves the * Settlement,” or,
(2) who is in favor of giving it a trial,
or (8) who acknowledges as his leaders
in_ this matter the men who wish to

impose thig ** Settlement ” upon us.

The gravity of such a declaration,
especially at the approach of the Lenten
season, ought to deter all true Catholics
from casting their votes in support of
so disastrous’a compromise.

M
We . under-
A stand that the
Subterfuge. Liberal  can-

didate for St,
Boniface riding is attempting to elude
the reservation by affirming that he
does not approve the ** Settlement,”
that he does not wish to give it a trial
and that he condemns, and will con.

demn in the Provincial House, the 1890

school acts. Whatever may be the
effpot of his first two ‘disc‘laimers‘, the
third, at all events, does not sufficient-
ly fgntaggon‘ize the third clause of the
regerved case, since he.does not dis-
tinetly separate himself on .this school
‘question from his Liberal leaders.

W'hatevef he

Principles may allege in
Not defence of his
Persons, candidature, he

cannot change
the ohvious meaning of his attitude in
the face of the whole country, How-
ever sincere may be his disclaimers,
the general public will not believe them,
but will appreliend only the broad fact
that he is the recognized repregentative,

hailed as such by the Tribune, of Messrs.

on us a dangerous makeshift. Thus, the
case for the voter in 8t. Boniface riding
i8 8 very clear one. It is a question of
principles not persons. Mr. §. A. D.
Bertrand is an bonorable man; bat he
represents a false and pernicions prine-
iple. Mr. Lauzon, on the other hand,
represents the principle of Catholic
schools, he stands for the cause of reli-
gion and justice. In the presence of such
a conflict of principles, personal charact-
eristics dwindle into insignificance and
vanish into space, The enlightened con-
8cience of every sincere Catholic cannot

candidates.
Sr————
The meeting
The at St. Norbert
8t. Norbert three days ago
Meeting, WAas a presage of

what the result
of the voting all over the riding will be
next Saturday. 8t. Norbert will be re-
‘cognized by our eastern readers as the
bailiwick that immortalized itselt by
welcoming Mr. Tarte in an address
replete  with awkward quotations
from Mr, Tarte’s former ¢ exhorta-
tions to stand by the Catholic sehools.
The same healthy and ancient district
now sets itself on record as having in
one meeting so disgusteq Mr. Brodeur,
M. P. for Rouville, that he returned
bome yesterday, so squelched Mr. Pren-
dergast that he is no longer wanted by
the running candidate, and so unnerved
the candidate himself that he hence-
forth carefully eschews all joint meet-
ings. Mr. Laoazon speaks in a clear,
manly, direet style ard with great
fluency and point hoth in Euglish and
rengh. The audience wasg certainly
adverse to the Liberal interest, but the
Tribune is mistaken in pretending that
the noisy interrupters were tipsy. No
drink-laden brains could have got off
the remarkally clever Lits with which
the crowd so utterly ronted their would.
bedeceivers, When the latter tried to
catch them with the bait of a promised
railway to St. Anne des‘()henee, that
railway which bas been dangled in vain
before the eager gaze of eastern Mani-
tobans for the past ten years, the aundi-
ence shouted they might keep their
railway, what was wante.i just now was,
not ratls, but Catholic schools,
T —
' OUR CASE AS PRESENTED IN
, ENGLAND,

The article, ** Manitoba: Audi Al-
teram Partem” by a Catholic Cana-
dian, which we reprint from the Lon-
don *“ Tablet” of the 28rd ult., is a
jaunty and weak effort to defend the
bogussettlement. The Tablet’s remarks
thereon are judicious so far ag they go,
and would no doubt have been more
gxhaustive, had that dignified author-
ity been in constant touch with the
Norrawest REvigw. But, though the
Liverpool “Qatholic Times,” the Lon-
don * Universe ” and the Preston.

}** Catholic News” fnd it serves their

‘best interests to exchanga with us, ‘the
exclusive ‘‘Tablet” hasg always de-
clined to do so. Thig is, we believe, a
mistaken economy. To be sure, there
is no monetary equality between the
forty pages of one of the best edited
journals in the world and our small
sheet ; but we can afford to do without
the “ Tablet” because our sphere is
"local, while the great Catholic organ,’
-a8i8 proved by its present jejuneness on’
this subject, is crippled for want of our,
humble assistance, because it is refor-
red to as a competent suthority on all
auestions affecting the world-wide
Church. ‘On the other hand the Lon-
‘don priest who writes the letter we re-

|produds “after the Tablet's remarks,

Lautier and Greenway who seek to foiat |

hesitate in the choice between the two|

shows himself incomparably better in-
formed than the great editor, simply
because, as he himself says—and his
testimony is altogether unsolicited,
even quite unexpected, for we do not
even know who he is—he reads the
NorTHWEST REVIEW regularly.

To return to the article by ** A Cath-
olic Canadian.” ILet us first note his
avowals: The system that existed be-
fore 1890 ‘' was perfectly fair to all
parties. and recognized in a most

to have his children brought up in his
own faith.” When the Protestant ma-
jority ‘‘ used its opportunity,” ‘*the
Catholics were naturally, indignant.”
Then, observe his errors of fact. ** Re-
ligious instruction may be given by a
priest oy other authorized person for
‘an bour every afternoon.” There never
wasg question of one hour every after-
noon; at most it is one half-hour. and
we have shown in this paper that in
most cases, owing to the similar rights
of Protestants, even that half-hour

would be granted only twice or
at most three times a week.
* Now,” says the writer, * that

is not an ideal system, but for a
country in which Catholics are in a
small and dwindling minority, should
it not serve, at least, ag the basis for
further negotiations?” Waiving the
absurd plea of possible further conces-
sions from Mr, Greenway's govern-
ment which has ever been inimical to
Catholic interests, we deny that we are
a ' dwindling ’ minority. Accepting,
for the nonce, A Catholic Canadian’s
assertion that the Catholics in this
brovince were only 20,000 in 1890, we
can aflirm, from the church records of
our varjous parishes and missions, that
we now number in this province, at the
very least, 25,000, an increase of 25 per
cent. in six years (for the figures were

ascertained last year), whereas the
general increase of the entire popula-
tion of the Province during the same
8ix years is less than ten per cent. We
are, therefore, not -a dwindling, but a
numerically increasing minority., And
the rate of our increase is likel ¥y togrow
with the growth of our larger families,
with the greater.financial stability of
our famers. who are far less weighted
with mortgages than are the majority
of the less economical non-Cathotic
farmers of this province, and with the
superior adaptability of the French
Canadiav to-the local - conditions of
climate and tillage.

" A Catholic Canadian ” has taken
care to suppress that part of the Privy
Council judgment which solemnly
avers that we labor under a grievance
that should be redressed, and that that
grievance is the abolition of separate
schools. This isa clear case of the sup-
pression of the truth.

The most egregious misrepresent-
ation in this misleading article ig the
barefa.ch statement that the proposals
made by the Commissioners last win-
ter, ** were less favorable to the minor-
ity than those now obtained by Mr.
Laurier.” Could the man that wrote
these words ever have read the ** Report
of the Commissioners”? That he did
not may shield his honesty, although it
exposes his incompetency. The Report,
p- 6, contains * Suggestions for Settle-
ment of Manitoba school question from
Dominion Commissioners,” in which
we read: '‘In towns and villages

where there are resident, say, twenty-

five Roman Oatholic children of school
age, and cities where there are, say,
fifty such children, the board of trust-
ee8 shall arrange that such children
shall have a school house or school
room for their own use, where they
may be taught by a Roman Cathole
teacher...... Provision shall be made
by this legislation that schools wherein’
the majority of children are Catholics
should be exempted from the require-
ments of the regulations as to religious
exercises,” which means that religion
may be inculeated at any time. ** That'
‘text-books be permitted in Catholic

glous vjie‘\jys‘bf the minarity .. -oro Ca-
tholics 'to have representation on the

‘Advisory Bmd.' Catholics to have!

practical way the right of every parent |

schools such as will not offend the relj-

certificates. It is also claimed that
Catholics should have assistance in the
maintenance of a Normal school for
the education of their teachers.” De-
spite the fact that these proposals were
not accepted by the representatives of
the minority, because they did not
stipulate for Catholic trustees, Catho-
lic school district§ and Catholic inspect-
ors, they were, nevertheless, far more
favorable to that minority than the
Laurier-Greenway settlement. This is
evident from the reply signed by
Messrs. Sifton and Cameron on behalf
of the Manitoba government, We
therein read (p.8): ** We regret that
We are unable to accede to the terms of
the proposition submitted to us. A
study of its details reveals the fact
that it involves much more than would
appear at first sight...... It would
establish a system of State support-
ed separate schools for the Roman
Catholic people, and would compel
their support by the school taxes and
legislative grants. Not only so, but
the whole school organization—text-
book regulations, constitution of advis-
ory board, boards of examiners and
pormal school—would be modified to
bring it into accord with the separation
pbrinciple to an extent not usual even
in places where regularly constituted
separate school systems obtain.” Thus
Mr., Greenway's government recogniz-
ed the proposals ases virtual re-esta-
blishment of the separate school system
which, in the Laurier-Greenway settle-
ment, has since been expressly exclud-

** No separation of the pupils by relig-
ious denominations shall take place
during the secular school work.” In
their final reply (p. 23) Messrs. Sifton
and Cameron repeat their chief object-

Smith, Hon. A. Desjardins and Hon.
A. R. Dickey in these words: ** Your
proposition aims at the legal recogni-
tion by the legislature of Ménitoba of
the right of the Roman Catholic people
to separate for school pufposes. Our
proposition aims at removing every
practical objection to the bresent sys-
tem without giving a legal right to
separate.”

Another point in which the Greenway
representatives recognized that the pro-
posals were more favorable than what
they have since granted is that, as they
themseives indicate, ** the organization
of the separate school would be compuls-
ory.Neither theRoman Catholic parents
nor the school trustees would have any
optiori . ... .. The law would compel
the separation without regard to the
wishes of the parents or the trustees
(p. 9. On the contrary, in Mr. Lau-
rier's settlement hardly anything’ is
compulsory except the non-separateness
of the schools. There are so many ifs
and mays in this document that it may
easily everywhere he made inoperative.
To parody a phrase weé quoted above
from Messrs. Sifton and Cam'eron, )
study of its details reveals the fact that
it involves much less than would ap-
pear at first sight.” The Commission-
ers’ proposals seemed slight at the first
blush, but were really important, re-
quiring as they did, Catholic separate
schools and Catholic text-books. The
Laurier-Greenway settlement seems at
first sight to concede something and,
when studied, grants nothing ; for rel-
igious instruction has alwaws been al-
lowable after school hours. and the
teaching of French, as Archbishop
Langevin pointed out in his sermon
lagt Sunday, was expressly sanctioned
by a government official inspector longj
before the ** Settlement.”

As an instance of the delusive ap-

‘the second section of the second clause
of the ' Settlement”: * Religious.
teaching to be conducted as hereinatter
provided...... (2) If a petition be pre-

fa,sking, for religious teaching Pnd sign-
ed by the parents or guardians of at
least ten childven attending the school

by the parents or gtiardians of at least

-

representation on the Board ot Examin-.
ers appointed to examine teachers for]

ed by the well known eighth elause:.

ion to the proposals of Sir Donald |

bearance of superior generosity, take] hee

in the case of & ruml;aqhool district, or|

D2 e
twenty-five children attending the
school in a city, town or village.” To
a superficial observer this seems to
grant more than the first proposal of
the Commissioners: for the latter sug-
gested twenty-five and fifty children
where the former requires only ten and
twenty-five respectively. But observe
that the Commissioners speak of
** children of school age,” while the
“Sertlement” gpeaks of ** children (act-
ually) attending the school.” Now in
this province the average attendance,
and this is evidently what is here
meant, is only 50 per cent.,and in rural
districts it is much legs. Therefore an
average attendance of ten children ip
the rural districts supposes about twen-
ty-five children of school age, and an
attendance of twenty-five
children in cities, towns and villages
supposes almost fifty children of school

average

age. Moreover the Commissioners say:
**The board of trustees shall arrange,
etc..” leaving mnothing to haphazard.
On the contrary, the ** Settlement re-
quires the previous petitions of parents
and guardians, an endless source of
complications and obstacles to the
operation of the permissive provisions.

These plain statements, taken in con-
junction with the letter from ** A
Priest in London ” and the Tablet’s re-
marks, constitute, Wwe venture to say,
a complete refutation of an article
which, by a curious coincidence, ap-
peared in London about the time the
Hon. Mr. Fitzpatrick was there,

INTERESTING SERVICES

AT ST. BONIFACE LAST
SUNDAY. ’

Parting. of the Ways.

8t. Boniface cathedral was crowd-
ed on Sunday at high mass. ‘There
were two unusual attractions — the
archbishop’s expected sermon and
Madame Albani’s singing. These two
features were in keeping with the
double eommemoration of the day,
which waa Septuagesima, Sunday and
also the feast of St. Valentine, The
stern realities of the Denitential sea-
son were exemplified in His Graece's ser.
mon, while the great singer’s gpon.
taneous contribution to the music of
the church might be considered her
valentine to her dear Manitoba friende,

Before giving ont his text the Arch-
bishop of 8t. Boniface sald: “I wish
to express the satisfaction, pleasure,
and honor we hage to-day in the pres-
ence of one of the queens of the nusi-
cal world, one who is a favorite of
our gracious Queen. I welcome her
with all the cordiality of a fellow
countryman and all the satisfaction
of a Catholie bishop, who 1s proud
to see his countrywoman Dreserving,
amid the glories of the world, the old
traditions of her faith and natfonal-
1ty. I thank her for her graeious ami-
ability. May God grant that, after a
long life of success and true merit, she

may everlastingly sin with the
angels the praises of God.”
TLUIE SERMON.

His Grace, speaking in French, from

Prov. xxxi; 16, “With the fruit of her
hands she hath Planted a vineyard,’
sajd: “The Gospel of this day 18 the
parable of the vineyard. What is
most renfirkable in that parable s
that the last come are the first to be
paid. This is a mystery not explain-
able by human standards, vhich re-
ains in the secret of God’s designs,’
e wished to make us understand that
whosoever wills may save his soul,
even if he come at the last hour of the
day. I come thijs day to speak to you
of a vineyard planted by the hands
of my illustrious predecessors, Mon-
seigneur Provencher and Monseigneur
Tache, of gentle, ~firm, pious, sainted
memory. The vineyard has
been entrusted to me b,
Jesus Christ Himself, through His
viear upon earth., This vineyard com-
prises all those who belong to the
Catholic chureh, within the limits of
this diocese. Among the chilgren ot

& more paterpal protection: T mean
the little ehildren, the beloved of the

rd. A ‘special duty les upon me
to protect the Christian education of
the children. Our school Interests are
in danger; they have been so for six
Years and the danger seems to be in-
¢reasing NOW. 1 am about to speak
frankly as one who looks only

‘in the world than the Viear of Christ.
Some of our brethrep ‘are sgainst us.
ote children of the household are
fighting againgt the church. You
Jbave heard the words I uttered from

it to
‘the whole country., My words, which
some thought tos eevere, have since
Jeen solemnly approved by one who
Is rightlully “considerad the leader of
the Canadian episcopate. He gays:

fan approve of the so-called settle-
Inent of the Méanitoba school ques.
tion, which after all amownts to an

blished and most sacred ri s of
‘theé Catholie mifiority, { g
;&relélt);shop of 8t. ABoaimce immediate-
o Btered an energetic protest against
this  set t; in soc*dointg he mere.

ed the instractions of the Aholy see,”

£ bishop Begin's . letter
lbrEY, Tan 12th Ser Lt

the family some need a Jore constant,.

God and'Is responsible to no other man |

sented to the Board of School Trustees é‘tl"a.flju'e‘ti"lm:ﬂ@ et e best es..

‘thie pulpit at the time the settlenfeny .
jwas made puyblie. T denounced ‘it

-

“No bishop is willing to approve . nor

His Grace the -

1y did his duty as pastor. and follow. °
Yo nis




. NORTHWEST REVIEW, WEDNESDAY, FEERUARY 17,

-

. . . 1.
The question Is clear and plain. !mpor.t&nt to have educated men; hut (Continued from page 1) ,
" This eettlement we cannot accept even | the first requisite is fidelity to the A Pricst on Manitoba Schools. ) ip
in the rense of giving it o trial. To [ Mlag, not to turn one’s back on those ) ) ’
accept it In any way would be to|to whom one has made solemun pro-| I is alsosaid that the terms Proposed ®
—————en

Socept  the principle pf meutral or [mlses. With such men s these Iat- |0 (1o Manitoba Government by Oitawa
€odless schools. It ig useless to try |ter we have nothing to do.

‘ : in March 1896 were less favorable to the
Yo deceive the people. T4 sanctlon® | Brethren, I am a bishop and must

di : i i 're contented with a mere fraction ' { A Ay
3he divorce between religion and secu- Sherefore speak with authority. Tue | Catl olics than those now obtained by| We're eon! : P&C]ﬁc yl
lar educatibn. Assuredly ‘the nature bishop in it dicoese 15 the j}l,ldge of | Mr. Laurier. Isthisafact? And if it|of profit. The smalluess of our prices ~ :

of a school cannot he changed bY | yeligious uestj
8imply tacking on to it & hall hour —mg theseq day:

ons. Let me refer you be, is it to the point to publish it?]and Your good judgment make our sales

when bishops are out- . \ s, . ~ ’
of religion after the school is ended; | rand—to theswords of the great| Catholic Canadian” must know that .
”’:‘;‘gm;glozl rem{)ains a gdodless ogg_- Lﬁao XIIL in his encyclical on|even if the late Conservative : Mivistry LABGLRJ can l ICket You
: : s ave been made to the unit of the church, P o8 . . . . . B
: eeive the people, It le curious 1o where he Kgm that the bishops are | 2#reed, the Catholics themselves angd Btrictly fresh eggs, per doz 30¢ To the South

8ee how serious men, who ca'l them- 1Ot mere vicars or delegates of the |their Bishop did not agree, and could | Fipest cocoa,(bulk),pertb. - -  30¢ . . .
g&;l;’gs tried %{) ‘:ihe?)ed%tht?}io c‘::;"‘l‘;iﬁ Roman pontiff, but mey@ are pre-{not agree, to terms less favorable thap Fresh roasted coffee, per th, - - 20¢ Pa?]le gg‘;cgl;sss tl."iz l:]ps Bil&n_emi,hsl;
ve , . y jeop’e, g ; ; . s 2GR0, S . N
4 Population. The school we are offer- ﬁl%%pﬂgﬁmiggh&{ :ﬁ;sgspg}?g%e, ?ﬁg the Remedial B‘_“- ) Queen O.HWB» perbottle - R 25¢ line running dining and Pullman Cars.
ed 18 a school without the crucifix. Popes will always stand up for the| AS for the precise merits of the Pre-| Baby olives, (free stones), per Bottle 25¢ To th
;’tgﬁ’“t Catholic bOOkS'Gvgé‘.e"'fheﬁgg alshority of bishops. Compare these |sent miscalled “settlement,” I would in- Mixed pickles, pint bottles - - 20c| 10 the East
\Glﬁ'is :riscaggt;};sﬁ%ak of utterances with wlat goﬂ;'sm&gallll?:e vite the “Catholic Canadian” to study Finejuicy oranges, per doz. - - 25¢| Lowest rates to all points in Eastern
Who is the judge in this matter ? themsg;ve:e miﬁlolﬁvﬁ%eﬁ?as bishog an article on its “Practical Side” which [ Fipegt lemons, per doz. - - - 2c g?‘“?"a gnd(}htihe Eastern States, via 8t
. Polit-icimmé ;gged on b’{‘h Zl;e 1greed Of | here is the direction I givm; you: You | appeared in the Winnipeg Daily . Free Finest cranberries (to-day only) perih. 5¢ didr?ectag, nnoctﬁ)axfoﬁn?irqg:};“tt?ﬁa :13]1:;;:
T money an onors 7 1ave no i VO O & man i i - - P ]
fay in this matter. The only com-| it I conscience vote Press of December 26, 1696. The Free| Fresh Finnan haddies, per ib. 8¢

SUDPOTts tlement, : ) eired, or furnishing an opportunity to
petent judges are the pope nud the ;;‘;?‘;,‘{,oi.‘;{i to 'git‘gf 1? Z‘lt;ia‘lf, o;'r :Ez? Press is non-Catholic, and, sometimes | Large bloaters, per doz. - - 95¢|take In the large cities on the route.

bishops, and the on'y judge in this recognisoy as his chiefs men who wish | at least anti-Catbolic, if not a supporter | Labrador herring, per doz. - - 250
diocese is your archbishop.  Tet no 6 imposs the settlement upon us, (04 . . be ! TO the West
“one try to decelve people hy £aying | courve, you are physically free to do |©f th'e Greenway Liberals, Let it TRY OUR 35¢. TEAS.

4 that the settlement protecty the im. as you pleasé, but morally you are |8aid here that there is only one pows- Kootenay country (the only allrai} sery-

A {for Japan and China. Coast steamers and
ously comstructed hyhrig books, half | ong follow after other leaders, separ-| Winnipeg Norrawgsr Review, which is | special excursion steamers to Alaska; also
English, hall French. But we are ad- ate yourself from the church and the conducted with such ability and spirit — :

j ; a8 to be a model Catholic journal  of its [ o ‘w; Francisco and California points. 8pecial ex-
When the remedial il waw offered | ogod,  to you. But bear In mind|* . . -avholic J X ) AD I AN cursion rates the year round.
us, I moet earnestly hegged statos- tliat, 4 in any other society you |Size. Itis chiefly owing to this paper | -u )

' | “PACIFIC

‘This propoted law does not g0 far | vo eanmot eall ourselves Catholic if ? , Nl
enough. Some suggested the Ontario]: y ROUTE To ALL for all steamship lines sailing from Mont-
Was not eno When wyour arch-] 98dem. If you do not pay your In- 1ig no party paper. It exposed itself to real, Boston, New York and Philadelphis to
bishop acce;l)lghd the re:aynedi;al bill | fanee premium you cannot receive reproach last autumn because it did xor

terests of the Frenph language. Our { not” rree. You are at liberty to leave paper in English to represent directly N iee), Vietoria, Vancouver, Seattle, Tacoma,
rights on this head are sacrificed by the Catholic church. If vou wish to iy, . . is is the l 666 52 5 M 1 NT | Portland,conneeting with trans-Pacific lines
the proposed introduction of barbar. have sehools without God, leave us the Catholics of Manitoba. This is th Te . N alﬂ st:
: quickest time and finest train service 1o San
vised to give the settlement a trial. hishop, who Is the source of Lpiritual
e ?&. bﬁg; gu.xlifs %fﬁ the house 3° must either obey {ts regulations or |that I am able to reply to a “Catholic Y To THE OLD COUNTRY
il any answered{ | sonin to be a member of that soclety, Canadian,” though at adisadvantage. I ° Berths roserved amq through tickets sold
{ iritual | must add that Tag NorrEwesr REeviEw
fystem. They replied that that also| OV Tef0e to ‘obey your sp DIRECT
. ' | Great Britain ang Continental points; also -
licy. I you " ; th Afri g 1a. . )
] hey reproached him with accepting 3’,‘," nﬁm E’é g,?{é‘;‘;’miﬁymegs Zay treat Mr. Laurier as a foe, but offered to EaStern Poi NtS. | v soun Atrica end Australia,
9 Crumbe. Now the saine men sagk me

: , but do not expect spiritual bles- co-operate with him in. working for a Write f. i
to accept what ? t does this |5 : ) o rite for Quotations or caill upon
Sett]emgnt:rg:nt? %?gioui instrue- ﬂ?'t%mﬁdﬁ m"‘:"&%;ﬁ real settlement. Thisis a parenthesis, MONTREAL \ C. S. FEE
%m? by nalat existed before. | PoUb withowt convertdon. Do not [ I was going to say that the Freo Press, and GENERAL PASSENGER & TiCRRT AGENT
4 re:g{; uaéri xgmrdgs a(i)!"e s?:oml ;thuse. say that we are coeg;-guhg ;;ou. Ch!ihlgi after a searching examination of the T OR ONT o Ty
3 ‘Therefore this 15 ho new conoession. gﬁrﬁ‘;;&é?"guﬂg_m“ d";soﬁi, their | “Bettlement,” plainly makes it out to be . 8t. Paul, Min,
¢ B vhat permisslon do we need, pﬁg’g{ parents and Jeave them; but the | unwerkable. WITHOUT CHANGE or CaRs,
] Toure 3 g peoniam tho permission | {attor then tn< o right to,Jisiuherit | Aud now I would ask what is this| ° H. SWINFORD,
Y h Tt y i m. cannot ere . :
! Yoo ‘oaoh, Prench is tomething vings | 8 & single Catholie, wanting o ge | difficulty that is alleged because, awAy|  1)|RECT CONNECTION WITH . GBNERAL AGENT,
i 1890 A0, Sated sl the time Can- | main 2 Catholic. who will separate [from Winnipeg and St Boniface, the OCEAN BSTEAMERS At Winnipeg, Man.

3 ; i i decisive mo-| Catholics are few and scaitered. They
; adian  teacters were afraid they | himself from us in this ; 1 F
woud not e allowed to teach 1n|ment. are not fewer or more scattered than be- H A Ll Ax!

WINNIPEG OFFICE,
1 ‘French; but  the inspector officially I have received a vineyard left me fore 1890. Yet the school system then ST. JOH N,

nformed t!om that they were at by my predecessors, watered with Corner Main and Water Streets, in Hotel

b liberty to @5 ro. The fact iz, we are their sweat and sacMfices., Some flat- ] Working was "perfgctly fair to all N EW Y ORK . Manitobs Building,
1 ROW granted 'ess than we had before | ter themselves that this vineyard, hav-|parties.” § How has it become unfair or ./ -
the settlenient, for we are not al- ing fallen into weaker liands, can now | : ical . 18907 1 :
wved to teach school in French, we | na taid swiste. Woil. heathre you| Mmpracticable since 1890? I hope the N ther
have to give up our lknow what the bishop says when he|Free Press is right in saying that thel BAcGAGE cHECKED T0 FuRopgaN or ern
French schools. Oh, but you is about to bless the people: “Our help people will soon begin “to do their own

DESTINATION.
‘ean mow have Catholic teachers, g in the name of the Lord.” We have

thinking.”” " If the Protestant people of e :

Indeed! Well, there have always been | no gold, but we rely upon God and his n ity PeO oy .
Catholie teachers here and there in mte%r, and with my hand on the altar,| Manitoba refuge their thinking to be speclal tl'ip
the public schools since 1890, There |} #ny: Catholics of St. Boniface, the any longer done for them by certain St , A R

Pacific By.‘

. .
Time’()drd taking effect on Monday,

are some in Winnipeg at present. [ whole country has its eyes upon you| el P « - ‘ August 24, 1896,
b What, then, does this settlement | yng the defenders of the Catholic cause | Professional poh ticians, the‘“'th.e ;Sch?ol n"“nd the e e U
amount to? It I8 simply the ‘schoo) [everywhere are asking what “you are|Question will be settled. . The Catholics \ MAIN LIN ’
%31' of 1890 tmdi!' banot“m" fOI‘l;l going to dOi ]Shmtl}d you forfﬁ‘e*:‘lz‘; (—‘(‘); arenot seeking any “ideal system.” world, E.
‘e very men who time and again tholic principles, the consequ ! . . . Noit
eloquently condemned the villainous your act will be that the hlessings of | They are contending for “1911'_ LEGAL ’ Bogith §§“,‘§§_
| law (la loi scelerate) of 1890, want | (il cannot come down on those who|RIGHTS, knowing that the recognition of Read up Read down
) us r;(lxw t? accep'go tm; same law under| 4o the ;N')girof :‘u:uu. \Hc'};(l))‘i]slx;;ll'(fg them will involve nothing that is not . s | 8 E§ =
another form. Dleare some per-| rewain fai 1Tal to your ar 3 . Ly . . wl 2 S
A s We arv, forsooth, to aceept a sei- | camiot vote for those who are in favor | “perfectly fair to all parties,” aud that R MS. « Aorangl ” intend- 5‘5 FE] Wg; STATIONS 58 v
tlement which is aq Plece of treach-|of tha settlement, or who wish to give| cheir denial leaves the C.tholics (a8 d ' : M h 'SQ A §g ’ Au‘zs, ‘ﬂﬁ.g.
ery, a surrender of our dearest it o trial, or who support the chiefs a “Catholic Cauadian” also admits) in e tﬂ eave London are E:g ,;ﬁc 1S Bl Eg
| rights. No; we eannot aceept itiyou|that favor the settlement. I reserve coe . . R 17th 1897 via ,Ten ifFe C R ER8 = 288 &lﬁg
3 canmot accept it; no men can do so this case to myself, ami-I want my |the position of an “oppressed’ minority. ’ ’ eneritie ape) *~ 25 ol & Winni ol e
i Wwith a safe  conecience, The prin-{el rgy here present to take notice of A PRIEST 1x Loxbon. Town, Melbourﬂe, Sydney. 3,‘?32 1.443, 3.0 “fi’orta‘gepfgg,'_j, {m‘; g‘ag’
k| ciples at stake are the same for you|this reservation. If you have any B NQW Zealand Fi'i Hawaii 8l'ld '7.50a| 2.28p| 8.8|*.8t, Norbert. 1.25p! 7. 4
ay for me. To acecept would be aldoubts, consult me personally, But I -~ re— o s) y ' "W 17.30a] 2.14p| 15.3 : arier, .| 187pl 7.
scandal to all the Catholies of the | trust that not one man shall be found Rheumatism Cured Vancouver : tickets gond for | 6%l 1.65p 285 + Bt Agathe .. 1.55p] &,
-country., willing to draw the curse of (tod apon : ' g;g: {ggg gé .é{?‘}gffﬁoisnt.. 208p| 8.17p
There has arisen of late Years fp | himself. You are, therefore, confront- Soldier’s Cove, N. 8., Jan. 30 1890. b ' 5.53a) 1.20p| 40 4 Morrig .. 3‘
the provinee of Quebee a group—J|d witlh this dilemma: Either remain| Ww. H. Coxsrock, Brockville, Ont, 5.2%a 1.08p| 468 Y
will not say a party—a group- of | faithful to the churech and defend the DEAR 8IR, * Co X - 4.52)12.46p| 56.¢9 9,
men whose mission it is 40 destroy | brinciple of Catholic schools, or leave Your Dr. Morse’s Indian Root Pills are the " ;3{%8' ,‘%fgp 224) 1.00p
Catholic schools. This is  thelr un- | the chureh and follow leaders who wish | best medieine for Rheumatism that I have L E 363 T sl 321’ 1,}-451'
avowed object. They dare not spenk |to =t up Godless seliools, I Sth 16 mgen | vseq cioupled great- Shortest and Quickest Route o~ | 11408/ 3-6a) 238 |’ v
out, JDecauw the "French-Canadian| pp a letter to the Bishops of Kug-|Morse’s Piiisand I s oured. » ortest a1 oute L0a 48 "i&i’fx?é‘éi‘éifa"' 8.40a
People las remained Catholie to ,the laml on  Christian sehgols. Nov. 27, Yours respectfully, )} ’ 8,000 481 | .. .St Paul.... 71?32
marrow of s bones, and would shed 1885 the boly father highly approves . ALLEN CAMPBELL. ‘ " 1. 110:30si883 t+00.Chicago. . " 862,
e blood rather than forsake the lof the Catholie sehools organized in - TSI
faith. Those men are trying to separ- France, Belgiym, the United States J

ate the Frenel-Canadians from thelr|and the Britis eolonies, thanks to the G B ' d V Morr1s-BraNDON Braxcn. )
MOET g Some of them are calm, dis- | gonerosity of Catholics, waa it Ehe .. Ven ome . TR T
nified and moderate. While cutting : L .

that nowadays, especially ‘when people

un
’ Boand
their brethrem to the very heart’s|are athirst for enjoyment. children . . . _ _ J Read up Read down
core, their demeanor Is correct, thelr f must be brought up- in a  Christian French, German and English Papers. % s s : ] F Rl T -
words are welghed and megsured, and | way, and therefore those are greatly o , \ . = T ==~ é'&g 8 5 g STATIONS §:¥5‘u§' g’;,
larmonions as a eflver bell, they re-|mistaken who strive to separate re. ‘ , . SzRISET Ew 52§ ,55‘ '
mind us of the famous diplomatist’s | ligion from secular edueation. You To z.ﬁg‘ Zgg 3E z,:‘.‘:é o
saying that speech was given to man see, then that this is not a quostion ' 1 N * ESB ’igﬁ =c %8s se8
that he might  disguise his tlioughts, { for $t. 'Bonifﬂ(lle Dilorll‘e, it i3 one that 4 1 n E R RRT| S [ Bl
ey are exteriour lameless, like | concerns  Englang, France, (termnan . i e i
o, S o T ok | B R RO S | emaven moows avp amans. |\ d R e e
Who cleanse the outeide of the eup |the city of Rome self, in fact the ) 7.85p/12.43p| 10 | ¥ Lowe Farm. . | § :
and of the platter, while within tneg whole Cafbholi%hwoﬂd. Itisa quesﬁ)t:n FAINCY GOODS, HTC. AND &&‘g }3 (‘.2""‘ %é% . o 131?‘"'%,',%"" ;ﬁ: ‘
are full of imjustice ang F¢ hood, | of principle. ere can e no possible v . P12.08p; 25.91, ., . and.... P 9.10a
Theirs f& the religion of thg lxmoogr prétext for ghirking the Issue. Even WATCHES AND CLOCKS, . 2.'?3" }{' 3'11: 33'3 y Bg(!?amlk" 4‘5\33’ 1947a |
the world, on good terms with the | were an ange! from heaven to speak ) n 4-023 FIRE 9.0/ Doormand. ! 4:285 l?.g. |
clergy on certain occasions, recom- | the contrary to you, I co