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throughout New Zealand. Some two months after the
copy of the alieged * Calliolic ’ address to {he apony-
mots ‘ Rev. and dear IPather ' had reached us, an indi-
vidual in Welhincton {whoe wrole and signed his letter
with the most faultless legihility) sent us a letter de-
manding instant publication of the mysterious docu-
ment referved fto. A briel and courleous reply declin-
ing publication eclicited a furiously intemperaie and
abustve communicabion.  The addiess was subseguentily
published  in full—including 1he slanderous paragraph
guoted abave—in the ' Prohibitionist,” with a Tald
statement that it had been refused inserlion in the
*N.7. Tablet’ Tn 1he meantime searching {nguiries
were being conducted on our behalf by a commiltee of
clergy and laity all over Wellington. fThe furibun@ in-
dividual referred te above stated to us that the address
to Father llavs had been worked by 5 ¢ Commitier’
Well, the meost persisient inguiries in the most likely
quarters quite fatled to find so much as a trace cven
of the existience of the alleged * Committee,’ much less
eny  information as 1o the date and mode of its clec-
iinn and ife persennel,

a

The © 200 Catholics” that are alleged 1o have
¥ signed * ihat mysieriows document have noteven vel
beem discovered. We rubhed our eves when we  read
the following statements which are atiribuled 1o the
Rev, Mr. Isitt i—

* It has been said that onlv eight Catholies signed
ihat appeal, but ihe speaker has been told by some
Cathelic informants that there were 200 <ignatures on
ihe awpeal when 1{ was received by the Rev. }athek
Hays.’

New, we lave hadl more tihan one contersalion
with the Rev. Mr. Isitf about that curious address (or
fappeal,’ as he ealls ity to Tather Tlavs  We, more-
oser, sent to his paper (the * Prohibitionist 'y, and,
guite 1erently, furniched 1o himself, at his own re-
quest, copies of the * N.Z. Tablet’ dealing with that
Wellington mystery  Bul neither verbally nor in the
columns of the * N.7Z Tablet ’ did we, at leasi, ecver
state thal ‘only cight Catholics signed that apneal’
What we did write was this - Qo far as careful in-
gquiries wenl, they clicited ihat ecight practical Cath
plics appended {heir siegnatures to ihe address ' Which
Is obviously guile a different  statement  {frem  {hat
which {s atlributed to the Rev. Mr. Isitt There mav,
perhaps, have heen nine | dhere mray possibly have beep
a dosen—even a baker's dozen, it vou will But the
most diligent inquiries, extending over several weehs,
and econducted on eour behall by a number of giscereet,
cnergelic, and rtesponsible persons,  clerical and lav,
failed 1o make any more than cighl * practical Catho-
lic 7 sigmatories * materialise.” The finding of our com-
mittee of investigatiom is, obviously, in no wise aflec-
ted, nor are the myslery and suspicion surrounding the
affair one whit diminished by the statementi—sp ‘Child-
like and bland ' in it way—that there were two hundred
names on the ‘ appeal > when 1t reached  Failber Tlays
Very possibly. Bul were they (as alleged) ¢ sipndd by
200 (tatholies ’ of Wellington ?  That's the rub. Angd
who were the elusive two hundred, anyway 7—for they
seem as diffienlt to discover as the Narth Pole. In
ong way and anoiher we have been pressing for thiv in-
teresting  informalion—not necessarily for publication—
for a year and a half. TBut the pertinent and ilicklish
question still remains vunanswered  And why so much
mystery and reticence and hanky-panky about an address
which, if genuine, anght to have been public and aboie-
hoard ?  An@d will those concerned explain how i1] is
that—as we were in a position to state guthoritatively
in our izsue of QOctober 1, 1903—mo practising Catholic
had anything whatlever to do wilh drawing up or pre-
curlng signatures for that alleged ' Catholic * address,
which (as Father ITays himself subsequently declarod in
gur columns) contained such a calummious reflection on
the C'glholics of New Zealand ?

The sequel of 1he slory only serves to intensily the
myslery and suspicion that sl enwrap the alleged
* Catholic address’ io Father Hays. Afler its publi-
cation in the * Prohibilionist, the eight Catholic sigha-
tories referred to above saw (as they declare) for the
first  time the cutrageous paragraph quoted by us. They
mel, arew up a fresh  address, and sent it to  Father
Flays, stating that they had grien vhelr signalutes to
1he previous deenment ¢ thinking thal 1% was a compli-
menlary address’  to him ;  {hat  they * emplatically
repudiale and reprobate’ ihe ¢ gratuilous slander’ and
the ' calumnious reflection ' flung at 1heir New Zealand
cavreligiondsts ; and that, sa far as they knew, they
represented ' all the practical Catholics who signed the
address dated December 10, 1902,"  7This decument was
published in full in our issue of October 1, 1803, to-
gether with a regly from Father Hays, in which he ex-
pressed  hks  * pratitude’ to 1he signatories. The
" Tablet's * exposures of the alleged * Catholic’ adilress
from Wellinglon were duly forwarded (marked) to Father
Hays. Ilaving perused them, the noted lemperamce
crusader sent us, for pullication, a lelter which ap-
peared in our issue of Fehruary 1, 1904, and in (ke
course of which the Rev. Tather said (lhrough his
seeretiary) t—

‘ Father Tlavs desires me io convey to vou, and
through yvou to the Catholics of N. Yealand, his sincere
regret that a calumnious statement reflecting on  ithe
Catholics of the Colony should have appeared in  that
address (from Wellinglon), Furthermore, he is pre-
pared to accept the statement of facls as put forth hy
the ' Tablet.™!

Apart from  newspaper rumor, we do nob hnow
whether Father ITays is coming Lo New Zealand ; nor
have we any infsrmation as lo the ratore of bhe cam-
paign which it is said he i< about to conduct in this
country, or as ip his arrangements in connection  there-
with. For, up to the present time the Rev. Father basg
not commuaicated on the subject wilh any Catholic eccle-
siastic, mor (o far as we are aware) with any Cathohe
lagman, 1n New Zealand. We cannot for a moment as-
sume lhat he is unacguainied with certamn canons and
rules of courlesy of his Chhaeh  In 1he circumstiances,
therefore—and especially in view of 1he facls set foroh
above, which were duly placed hefore the Rov Mr. Isitt
—it requires a rather strong act of faith to accept the
statemant attributed to him, that Falher Hays s visit-
ing New Zeunland *in consequence of an appeal from
Wellington Catholics.”  That *appeal ' (\Mr. Isitl says)y
is the address to Father Tlays which i< alleged to have
hein fsipned by 200 Cathelics * Welf, that addiess s
now bhefore us.  From beginume to end it CONTAINS
NG WORD OF ' APPEAL Y O3 INVITATION to the
good Father. Butb even if it did, we do noi—in view of
all the  circumstances  menfioned ahove—see how we
could accept 1he Rev Mr. Isitt's alleged asseriion, un-
less baohed by the positive statement of Father Hays.
To do so would, in the circumstances already de-
lailed, bhe casting an unfair and unmerited reflection
upon  that noted tom*perancc" orator.

Marked copies of the 1hree issues of the * Tablet’
Laving reference to the Wellington address were sent by us
not alone 1o Father Hays, but to the ‘Probibitionist’ and
10 the prime mover and probable author of that umgram-
matical, mis-spelled, and slanderovs document.  Further
copies were (as statledl ahove) supplied al a recent date
1o the Rev. Mr, Tsilt, as oditnr of the * Piohibitionist.’
Bul we regreb to find that up 1o the present lime that
organ has failed to take any nolice of our refutation of
the calumny against New Zealand (‘atholics to which it
gave publicity. It is needless to refer here to the vn-
enviable pgsition in which our articies have placed the
author and prime mover of the alleged * Clatholic’ ad-
dress to Father Flays. Bul Re, like Bre'r Rabbit, elec-
{ed tio ‘lay low an’ say muflin’.”  His mouth was sewed
up—ant that, too, in circumstances in which the average
man would regard silence as not golden, nor even silverm.
But ithe jmdividual referrc@ to presumably had what he

Hancock'’s “BISMARK” LLAGER BEER.

NEW ZEALAND'3
REW INDI'STRY



