
country in the worldinwhich theChurch is so perfectly freeaisheis in the British colonies, or in which her property andspiritual
privileges are so safe. One grievance alone wehave tocomplainof,
and that is that we are forced to pay for the support of the Stateschools, to which we cannot send our children. But whatis that
comparedwith the oppression andtyranny under which the Cburch
laboursinFrance or Belgium, or the spoliationsof Spain, Portugal,or Italy,or thenecessity,as in all these countries, in Germany, and
Austro-Hungary,of being subject to State control and interference
in the appointment of bishops1 Now a strong feelingis arising
and increasingevery day amongßt thinking peopleagainst the irre-ligious education system. Sensible people arebeginning to sac the
evils of it, aud therecanhardly be a doubt that before many years
are over our heads some modification of it will be adopted. That*iodification,if weare wise,prudent, andcharitable inour language,
cannot fail to be favourableto our claims. But ifwemakeit clearly
seen that Catholicism in this Colony means Irish nationalism, and
that the Irish NationalLeague is virtually here anorganisation con-terminous with the Catholic Church, we shall arouse a feelingof
dislike and prejudice against us as Catholics of which we have
hitherto hadnoexperience. For allow me to say thatIknow of no
part of theBritish territory where there is so little of whatImay
callsocial prejudiceagainst ths Church as there is here. Ihavebeen
in a colony where national feelings divided Catholics and non-Catholics,and intensifiedinto thebitterest hate theprejudiceswhich
naturally arise. In that colony, although the Catholics werethe
large majority, yet being politically the weaker,the Church had to
suffer. In England Ican safely say that the prejudice against
Catholicism was, until a few years ago, most intense. Batit wasa religious prejudice ;it was not a social one, or a national
one. Owing to the spread of indifferentisni, infidelity, and
agnosticism, thatprejudice has greatly subsided,and is now a thing
of thepast amongsteducated people. Butamongst the unedusatedit still exists in amuch stronger form than anything we havehere.
Inowproceed to the secondreason, whichis thatthe organisationof
theNational League is looked upon, rightly or wrongly,by non-
Catholicsas oneof "which theHoly See disapproves. Here youmust
allow me first toquote-thePapal Circular,and then fromsomeEng-
lish papers. (See Public Opinion of May 19 and 26 ; Grap7bic,
Sept). Isay rightly or wrongly— itis not for me to judge which

—
theseextracts show that Protestants think the Pope disapprovesof
theNationalLeague. Whenpriestsand bishops differ itis not for a
layman to decide. But this Idoknow frommy extensiveperusal of
theEnglish papers, that the formationof this Leagueunder thehead-
ship of Mr. Parnell,himself the associate of men like Gatnbetta,
Rochefort, Cleinanceau,is lookedupon by nou-Catholics as a proof
thatthe Irishnationis breaking away from its traditional obedience
to the Holy See. Itis considered that after the strong disapproval
expressedby thePapal Circular of the testimonialtoMr. Paraell,and
after the prohibition to bishops ani priests ts take parb init, it
cannot fail to be displeasing to the Holy Father to find au organisa-
tion, of whichMr. Parnell is the head,warmly supported by large
numbeis of Catholic Irishmen. Ultra- Protestantsexaltover this as
a proof that Irelandis "breaking loosefrom the shackles of Romish
superstition,andemancipatingherself from the eccksiastical yoke
which has so longpressedher down." That there is some truth in
this view is evident from whatIheardin the church at Kumara on
my recent visit to the West Coast. The priest(Father Walshe)com-
plained that thebox for Peter's Pence contained less than10a, and
said thatno doubt this was owing to political reasons,but at the
same time remindedhis congregation that by refusing to contribute
tothe Peter'sPence, they werenot injuring the Pope himself per-
sonally,somuch as impeding the working of tne Catholic Church.
Ibelieve that theKumara congregationcontributed £140 to Mr.JRed-
mond'sfund.Nevertheless,Imakenodoubtthatmany piousanddevout
Catholics have joined the League orcontributed to itsfunIs from the
purest motives of patriotism. All thatIassert is thaton theface of
it, andseeing whatwas said about the Papal Circular, and looking
to the abstention from subscribing to Peter's Pence, itis not tobe
wonderedat, if non-Catholics consider that the organisationis oneof
which theHolyFather disapproves. Inow-come to the third and
last reason for moving this resolution. It is that, such being the
view of non-Catholics, we

—
an exclusively Catholic Society

—
are

seeming toset ourselves in opposition to the expressed wishes and
opinionsof the Holy See. Inorder to avoid,as*much as possible,
anything that may appear peisonal to anyone here present, letme
put a case which willbesimilar to that we are considering. Let xxg
suppose that a league or association were established in Alsace-
Lorraine,having for its avowedobject toobtain thereunionofthose
provinces to Francaby constitutional agitation,andnot by force of
arms. Such a league wouldofnecessitycompriseboth Protestants and
Catholics. Itwould have friends in France ;inParis the wholeof
the extremeRadical party would be in its favour so far as it went

—
they would go much farther

—
but they wouldbe content to useitas

far as they could. Andsuppose that in thepresent difficult and deli-
catestate of the relations of the Holy See and Germany, the Holy
Father were appealed to to usehis influence to preventbishopsana
priests from joining in this perfectly legitimateagitation. Suppose
that,influenced by considerations into which we cannotpresume to
enter, be were to issue an encyclical prohibiting all bishops and
priests from joining in the agitation and from favouring itin any
way; and, then, suppose that directly this was done theCatholic
laity of Alsace-Lon-aineandof France wereto take upthe agitation
most warmly, hold meetings (if sucn things were allowed, as of
course they would not be),subscribe mest liberally, and, finally, were
to permit the rooms of exclusively Catholic Societies tobe usedioi
the purposeof the agitation

—
should wenot say that they werecrea-

ting a scandal?
—

That they wereallowing their feelings aspatriots to
overcome the duty of respect and obedience they owe to theutteran-
ces of theHoly See;and thathowevermuch they might deplorethe
necessity thatwas laid on the Vicar of Christ to issue such anedict
they should loyally obey them, not only in the letter, but in the
spirit7 Should wenot applaud their self-denial,and rejoice in their
faith and obedience if they did so1 But Iam putting a muc
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Correspondence.
[We arenotresponsible forthe opinionsexpressedby correspondents,j

DR. BAKEWELL IN CONTRADICTION.
TO THE EDITOE OF THE N.Z. TABLET.

Sir,
—

Inyour paporof yesterday you publishedunder theheading
of " Canterbury Catholic Literary Society," the following para-
graph :—"Dr. Bakewell proposeda resolution censuring the Council of
the Society because they let the rooms toa non-Catholic body— the
NationalLeague,— his contention being that the League wascon-
demned by the Holy See,in support of which statement heread
numerousextracts fromEnglish papers,and from the Dublin Mail
andExpress"
Iam a little surprised that even -with your prejudices against

England andEnglishmen,you didnot suspect that this paragraph
must contain some gross misstatement. Was it in the least likely
that aneducatedEnglish Catholic would contend that theNational
IrishLeaguehadbeencondemned by theHoly See1 Would he have
reft^i"extracts from English papers "to prove that it was7 The
staAnent is simply a falsehood. Inever"contended

"
for any such

at^-1proposition. 1may surely be creditedwith sufficientintelli-
gence andeducation, to prevent me from going before an assembly
of Catholics and "'contending that the National Irish League was
condemnedby theHoly See."

Fortunately,anticipating somepossibility of falsehoods like this
being published,Icarefullywroteout what Iintended to say,and
read from themanuscriptmy speechin supportof my resolution. I
send you an exact copy of the speech as read. It was met by a
cataract of vulgar personality and abuse, but not by a word of
argument, so thatIhadnoneed toreply. You canpublishit if you
like,butIdon't suppose that you will like.

—
Iam,etc.,

R. H.Bakewell,M.D.
Cashelstreet, Christchurch,Dec.1, 1883.

Mr. President,— The importance of the subject whichIhave
to bring before the Society,and the necessity of carefully guarding
the languageIshall employ, has induced me to put into writing
whatIam about tosay,so that there may benomistake about the
wordsIshall use,and also thatImaynot be hurried into expressions
which Imight afterwards regret. The motion which Ipropose
expresses the regret with which the Society learns that the Council
has permitted the useof our rooms by anon-Catholic and political
organisation,anddesires that no further meetings of.that or of any
other non-Catholic organisation may be allowed in our rooms. I
needhardly call the attention of this meeting to the fact that our
Society is strictly and exclusively a Catholic Society, More than
this, by the rules we are requiredtobe all practising Catholics, by
which Ipresume is meant that wemust all be Catholics whohave at
least compliedwith our Easter obligations,and nofc merely Catholics
in name. Allourmeetings areby therules commenced and ended
with prayer, arfd we also havea Catholic priest appointed by the
parishpriestas chaplain. Itwill also be admitted,Ithink, without
dispute, that the National League of Ireland is a non-Catholic
organisation,intended topursue certainpoliticalends. Myendeavour
will be to show thatitis neither wise nor prudent for us to permit
themeetings of such an association in ourrooms. Ist. Because, by
so doing, we, to a certain extent, manifest our approval of an
organisation which is viewedwithgreat dislikeby the large majority
of persons amongst whom we have to live. 2nd. Because that
organisation ip, rightly or wrongly, looked uponby non-Catholics as
one of which the Holy See disapproves. 3rd. Because, such being
the case, we are seemiDg to set omv-elves

—
anexclusively Catholic

Society
—

in oppositionto the expressed wishes and opinion of the
Holy See. With respect to the first of these reasonsIneed not say
much. It is perfectly notorious and indisputable that the Irish
National League and its objects are viewed with detestationby
Englishmen of all classes andof almost every shade of politics. (I
read an article from the Times of Sept. 28.) Individually, lam one
of the few Englishmen whoadvocateHome Rule for Ireland,not for
thesake of Ireland,but for the sake of mynative country. Ifirmly
believe thatHome Rule wouldlead immediately to theseparationof
Ireland from the British Tffimpiic, and, as anEnglishman,Ithink
such an event would be greatly to the benefit of England. Imay
also say that, believingasIdo, that themajority of the Irish nation
are in favour of recovering theirnational independence,and holding
it to be a wrongfuldeed to keep anynation which, like Ireland, is
geogjjffihically andethnologically a distinct nation, under subjection
by JWuain force, Ishould rejoice to see my country make
some amends for centuries of misgovernment, by restoring
to the Irish nation freely and frankly her independence^
Whether such a result would be ultimately beneficial to Ire-
land is another question, into whichIdo not feelcalledupon to
enter,and, indeed,Ionlymake this confession of my political creed
for thepurpose of showing thatIdonot,as an individual, Eec any-
thing wrongin themain objectof theLeague. ButIfeeLboundtosay that Iam in a very smallminority. Very few, indeed, of my
countrymen hold these views, although Ithink the number is
gradually increasing. The vast majority consider the National
League asmerely a successor of theLand League, which they hold,
and Ishare that view, as having been the cause of all the disorders
and crimes which have disgraced Ireland for the last three years.
Now, such being their opinion, is itwise or prudent for us who live
amongst them, a small minority,owingour religious freedom to their
tolerance, toprovokethemintocoupling theCatholic religion and the
Catholiccause withanagitationwhich theyabhorandanorganisation
which they view with detestation? We are here allowedthefreest
possible exercise of our religion,

'
There is not a so-called Catholic
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