
AFTERMr.Justin M'Carthy,inhis speech,hadrelated the incident
of Mr.Foster'sconnection with Mazzini,he continued as follows:—:

—
That incident wasnot without its interest anditsmoral (hear,hear).
He wonderedthat tbememory of that time didnot make him some-
whatmoregenerous,somewhat morehonest (cheers),towards menof
whominhearthe as little believedin the trath of the charge of
sympathy withassassination as honest men believedit of him then
(cheers). The hon. member then vindicated his connection with
UnitedIreland,andsaid theright hon.gentleman wentover a great
manypointsby whichhe endeavoured to connect him and others
with plotsof assassination. For example,the right hon. gentleman
spokeof a telegram sent by Mr. Brennan as correspondent to the
irUh World,"All sorts of theories are afloat concerning this ex-
plosion(that wasthe Salford dynamite explosion)but the truly loyal
oneia thatFenians didit." He putit to theHouse whetherthe plain
andevidentmeaningof that was not while therewere many expla-
nations,yet the fashionable and loyal theory, the theory of those who
madeparade of their loyalty, was, as a matter of course, that the
Feniansdidit(hear,hear).

Mr.Forster
—
Iwouldask thehon.membertoreadtheremainder

of tbetelegram.
Mr.M'Carthy saidhohadgotno more;hehadcopied thatfrom

tbepapers (hear,hear). The wholetheory and purpose of theright
hon.gentleman's declamation and defamation (Irishcheers) was to
make members of thatHouse responsiblefor everyviolent act done,
or even everyviolent wordsaid, by any supposedpartisanor hanger-
onof their leaderand party,either in this country or in America.
How would thattheory apply to theright hon. gentleman? (Hear,
hear.) The right hon.gentleman had not forgotten the riot which
ledto thebreaking down of theHyde Parkrailings,and tothemaim-
ing and wounding of many persons in the moband the police force
there. The right hon. gentleman and his friends came back into
power,hemight say,on the smashing of Hyde Park railings (hear,
hear, and"Question"). The righthon.gentleman was wellacquain-
ted with the leader of the democratic movement, the late Mr.
Beales.

Mr. Forster— No;Ididnot knowhim.
Mr. M'Carthy

—
Heis dead(laughter). But,living or dead,Mr.

Bealeswasa manof honour andcourage.Iknewhim andIrespected
him. Buthe certainly got around him, andcould not help getting
aroundhim,men of veryodd character and very odd pretensions
(cheers andlaughter). " Does the right hon. gentlemanremember a
certain Mr.JosephLeicester,a famous glass-blower?

Mr. Forster
—
Idonot remember him.

Mr. M'Carthy
—

He doesnot remember him. As afamous actor
said on one occasion, "What a candour, but what a memory1

"
(cheers andlaughter). At thetime when Mr.Leicester's name used
to appearinevery London newspaper every morning (hear,hear),
this distinguished supporterof theright hon.gentleman'spartywent
toa greatmeeting one day

—
a great trades demonstration, held,I

think,inTrafalgar Square
—

and this waspartof thespeechof Joseph
Leicester. There wasthen,as therehas beenmorelately, much talk
of akindof rushandraidon theHouse of Commons to force them
topass theright hon.gentleman's Reform Bill, and this was what
thatdemagogic hero said :—:

—"Thequestionis, weretheytosuffer thoselittle-minded,decrepit,
hump-backed,one-eyed scoundrels,whocall themselves theHouse of
Commons (laughter) to defraud them any longer of their rights ?

"
Iwasnot amember of theHouse of Commons then,anddidnot

comein forany partof that censure,butIask the right hon.gentle-
manif someone asnearly connectedwith thehon. member for Cork
asMr.Leicester waswith the right hon.gentleman, had used words
of that descriptionto ameeting of Irishmen, what would he have
said? (Loudcheers, andcriesof "Oh.") Biots tookplaceandpeople
ware wounded (cries of

"Question"). There wasnocry of question
whentheright hon. gentleman was defaming me and others, and
wentover landand seaandover years,to findcharges against us. It
is quite to thequestion. Iwanttosay tohim and theHouse thatit
is impossible in any movementtohold the leaders responsible for

There is a rather amusing controversy or dis-
cussion goingon at present as to whether or not
itis desirable that Anglicanbishops inthe colonies

should take the title of lord,or beaddressed as
"

yourlordship,"
and, among other things, it has beenadvancedthat theirdoing so is
inconsistent in. acountry where there are no titles of nobility,and
which is determinednever to admit of the creation of a territorial
aristocracy."

—
Butmay itnot be urged withequal force that such a

stateof things asthis is also inconsistent with the professions of the
"Colonies, and that the loyalsubjects of amonarch whocondemntitles
andrejectanaristocracyare actingsomewhatoddly. We have then
amongus a thronewithoutstepsas it were,andstandingnext toHer
Most Gracious Majesty the Queen there are Messrs. Brown, Jqnes>
andRobinson. The Court we have todeal with,moreover,is anot-
ably exclusive and aristocratic one. There,for example,was that
retiredLondon tailor whose ambition was made themockeryof the
whole English Press a year or twoago,and even celebratedwith
some naiveti byoar own newspapers.

—
He,honest man, it seems
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thoughthishappinesswouldneverbecompleteor hishands entirely
freedfromall traditionsof thegoose,until hehad made his bow at
oneof Her Majesty's levees, and by somemeansor other he suc-
ceededindoing so, but only tohavehis presentation cancelledwhen
theCourtofficialshaddiscovered,withinfinite horror, whathis ante-
cedentsbadbeen. The poor gentlemanreceived anotice on the spot
never to presume to Bhow hisnoseagainacross theroyal threshold
We blush toconfess that weareentirely ignorant as to whatmay be
the penalties of a transgression of the defense, bnt no doubt they
wouldbecalculated toproduce a dreadfuleffect upon the nerves of
thosereceivingor disregarding it.

—
Childrenandfoolsareas easy to

frightenas they areto'amuse. What is our quandary, then,in these
coloniesI—Nine-tenths1

—
Nine-tenths of us can never hope to call upon our

Gracious' Queen— unless, of course, distance can accomplish what
time,itseems,maynot,andclearns from themiasma that clings to
thetradesman. We are to haveneither titles nor territorial aristo-
cracy,andnothing is tomake us fit for the royal presence.

—
There

is, therefore,nothingmoreinconsistentinanAnglicanbishop's taking
a titlehere in these colonies than there isin theexclusion oftitles by
societygenerally. A monarchy

—
and weare the gushing andutterly

overflowing-with-loyalty subjects of a monarchy, without titles of
nobility andanaristocracy is an anomaly. The English monarchy
whoseCourt is all steel andbuckram tothebackbone,is particularly
out ofcharacter with such primitive simplicity.

Board schools from which the teachingof tbe Christian religion is
excluded. As theNechells Chairman said,itis callingnpon them to
TioUte theirconsciences,and to set themoral lawbelow threepence
a week." Bat, besides Cardinal Manning's proposal, made last
December inoneof theReviews, our contemporary quotes the pro-
posal of Mr. Mostyn Pryce, one of Her Majesty's Inspectors of
Schools:— "He reported that 'the voluntary schools have suffered
much under the existing law,andmust suffer so long asacompulsory
rateis levied forBoard Schools,but subscriptions to denominational
schools are not allowed to count ia satisfaction of the tax. In
Canadavoluntary subscriptionsaresetoff againstthe compulsory rate,
and voluntary schools flourish. InGermany, that model country of
populareducation,contributionsin the nature of a tax are levied.
But whena sufficientnumberofhouseholdersrequire the supply ofa
schoolof their owndenomination,they receive aproportionateshare
of the universal rate. Were this simple alteration affected, the
march ofschools where the various distinctive religious tenets may
betaught would,Ibelieve,outstrip the march of coming universal
School Boards.'" "The German plan," adds our contemporary"'^appears tobe pretty much what Cardinal Manning recommends.
TheCanadian planis also a fair andreasonable one. The friends of
religiouseducationmust insist that theone or the otherbe adopted
inEngland,and thatreligiouseducationbefreed fromthedisabilities
under which it labours. The stale objection will doubtlessbeurged
that such plans would fostersectarianism. Butthe religionof a sect
isbetter thanno religion,andif children arenot to be attached to
any one form of Christianity there is littlelikelihoodoftheirgrowing
up Christians atall."

MB. JUSTIN M'CARTHY ON MR. FORSTER.

We find the following letterinour contemporary
theN.Z.Freeman'sJournal: "Sir,

—
In the Dun-

edinTabletIfind veryoftencorrespondencefrom
Auckland, signed " Dally," in which themostun-

foundedandabsurd Catholic newsis givenas plain truths. For in-
stance,Imay quote, the Pontifical High Mass held on Easter Mon-
day, at St. Patrick's Cathedral and at Parnell; the abolition of
flowers by theBenedictineFathers from St. Benedict's,Newton,and
many othersof theBame kind which would be too long to quote
here. Ithink that"Dally

"
ought to be either correct inhis state-

ments, or torefrain from writing,because, withhis incoherent asser-
tions,be brings himself and theCatholics of Aucklandinto contempt.
Perhapshedoes so withoutmeaning,but we cannotalwayspass over
in silencehis wrongstatements,— lam,etc., Obsebyeb." We should
have thought any "

Observer
" capableof exercisinghis brains,even

in theslightest degree,as wellashis eyes,would have seen at once
that"Easter Monday," in this instance, wasa typographicalerror.—

Andsurely the character of AucklandCatholics is hardly likely to
beaffectedby that! As for the rest, knowing that our correspon-
dent washimselfaneducated andrespectable Auckland Catholic of
long standing, andso situated as to have opportunitiesof receiving
accurate informationoa Catholic matters, we have not subjected
those partsof his letters dealing with Catholic matters to anypar-
ticular supervision— and therefore have, perhaps, been at fault in
omitting tocorrect, sofar aspossible,inaccuracies of a trifling kind
such asseem,however, todisturb theobservationof this" Observer."
We acknowledge, moreover, that we are mystified as to why" Observer" has written " Parnell

"
in Italics.— ls there not a

Catholic church there ? Or was themistakemade that Monsignore
FyneshadcelebratedPontificalHigh Mass ? Nevertheless,forall we
knew,or stillknow,MonsignoreFynesmight havebeenProthonotary
Apostolic Participans,in which case, with theBishop's permission,
hecouldhave celebrated PontificalHighMass. But how shall our
correspondent excuse himself to this "Observer

"
1 He, perhaps,

maydevise,but, for ourselves, we can only picturehim as having
recourse to Martine's plea— urged on a somewhat similar occasion,
"Je parloustout droit comme on parle cheuz nous."
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