
(To be continued next week.) .

Did the Republic receive these advances of the Pope
in a spirit of friendly co-operation? 'On the contrary,
the anti-Catholic policy, sketched by M. Paul Bert,
instead of being modified in' the slightest degree, was
pushed forward with feverish"rapidity. The complete
laicisalfion of the State Schools, the expulsion of the
Religious Orders, the suppression of the voluntary
schools built by the Catholics themselves, (4) the
withdrawal of the traitements of the priests or bi-
shops who raised their voices in protest, were the
returns presented to Leo XIII. and his CardinalSec-
retary of State by the nation which had been sohigh-
ly favored. The Catholics, no doubt, protestedagainst
such measures, but could their protests in the case
be construed as disloyalty to the State ? Is it not
the inalienable right of free citizens to protestby con-
stitutional methods against legislation hurtful to their
interests? and if they exercise their rights can they
be reasonably accused of disloyalty to the Govern-
ment ? Why, then, should French Catholics be heldup
as enemies of republicanism because * they protested
against unjust republican legislation ? or why should
the Pope be regarded as the enemy of France be-
cause he found it necessary to condemn certain ten-
dencies of some French politicians ?

(1)Hence Leo XIII.could -well write to M.Greyyt President of France
(1883):—

'
Oe sentimentdebienveillanoe empressee pour le peupleFrancais

a regie toujoursl'attitudedvSaint SiegeApostolique ;et Vousmeme,Mon-
sieurlePresident,dans votre impartiality etvotrehautepenetration,vous
enaurez certainement retrouve les preuves indnbitables dansles egards
pleinsde delicatesse que le" Saint Siege a toujourseuspour leGouverne-
ment devotrepatrie. <^
'(2)By" inducing Cardinal Lavigerie to propose the famous toast of
Algiersin1890,by the letter of Cardinal Secretary ofState(Nov.,1890; to
Bishop St.Flour, andby inspiringthe celebrated letter of the FrenchCar-
dinals(Feb.,1893).

(3) Vide Speechesof M,Jules FerrybeforeSenate,1893:M.Spuller.Minis-
terof"Worship,before Chamber of Deputies (March,1894);U.F.Faure,in
his address to the Diplomatic Body (Feb.,-1896;;M.Waldeck Rousseau,
beforethe Chamber(Dec,1901).

(4) Inhis speechatAuxerre (4thSept.,1904),M. Combes boastedthat he
hadalready closed13,904out of 16,904 schools,and the veryday onwhich
he resigned beprocured the suppressionof 500 more. '

Messrs. A. and T. Inglis, Geo/."ge street, Dunedin, an-
nounce that their annual summer sale will comanenee
on February 1, when a very large stock of' summer
goods, including latest shipments, will be offered for
sale at extraordinary reductions....

The Commissioner of Crown Lands, Dunedin, notifies
that 13 ordinary farms and 5 dairy farms in- the
Pluntoetb Settlement, North Otago, will be open for
selection! on lease-in-perpetiuity at the District Lands
Office, Djunefclijn, and at the Courthouse, Oamaru, on
February 5.

A SUGGESTED FORWARD MOVEMENT ON
THE EDUCATION QUESTION

To the Editor.
Sir,— As -one never knows when the editorial fiat

may go forLli that ' IMs - correspondence must cease,7
it is as well perhaps that I- should reply at once to
the

'
-discordant note '= blown, a week or two .ago,by

our anonymous friend '
Tuba.1 In order to find matter

for criticism, it has been necessary to bring before
the public, as mine, a very different set of issues
from those actually raised in my original letter, and
for my own part 1 confess to a strong suspicion
that tihe letter under review was written more < with
the object of provoking further controversy than for
the purpose of setting forth

'
Tuba's \ whole

'
credo '

on t-his .question. As many of your readers, how-
ever, may take

'TubaJ seriously,,Ipropose to treat
the letter as being written in sober earnest and to
assume— what indeed Ihonestly believe— that, in spite
of 'his cynicism, my critic is anxious as any man
could be to ''see Catholics get justice on this matter.- 1.

'Tuba's ' first criticism is that it .would beuse-
'

less to formulate'in Vriting the claims of the Cath-
olic body, as this has been done so 'often- before,'and
the Protestant answer

'
may be presumed.' The suges-

tion that each of the bodies -represented should sub-
mit a- written statement of .its demands- was put for-
ward by me as being a sort of'prelinjmary business
formality, desirable in order to party pre-
cisely where" themother, stood,* "and was||one of those
details which— as Irepeatedly indicated in my letter-
were not essential" to my proposal, but might be
omitted or modified as might be deemed wise. is
true, as

'Tuba
' says, that Protestants have often

had the opportunity of reading a- written statement of
Catholic claims. They have not, however, had" the op-
portunity of hearing

"
the reasons for those claims set

forth fully and forcibly by, the living voice. Moreover,-
we "are not even asking that our Protestant" friend's
should agree with our principles and views on tihe'Edu-
cation question. Our views would be stated with as
much fulness as the circumstances would allow, with
a view to showing the reasonableness of our posi-
tion, and in the hope of inducing the Protestant bodies
to ask as much, as we ask ourselves. But what we
really 'want to know 4s not whether they will ac-
cept our views and principles, but whether, if we
agree to help them, they will agree to help us- in
getting what we each want on this question. That is
an issue which has never been definitely placed before
them, and their answer, therefore, " may not be pre-
sumed.

2. According to 'Tuba,' 'Mr. Scott thinks it pos-
sible to draw up a statement containing pure Catho-
lic doctrine, acceptable to members of the Protestant
Synods.' To those who know me, and to those, who
have-read my letter with any care, it will be un-
necessary-to say that Inever for a moment im-
agined anything so foolish. From start to finish of
my letter there is not a word about -Catholic doc-
trine—l am not dealing with doctrine, but with defin-
ite concrete demands regarding our schools. If Ihad
ever supposed that it was possible to harmonisePro-
testant and Catholic doctrine, Iwould probably never
have left my Protestant Church to become a Catholic.
Nor do Ieven suggest that we could frame a statement
of- demands that would be, in se, acceptable "to the Pro-
testant Synods. What Ido say is that there is at least
a possibility that they might accept our statement in
the sense of being willing to help us to obtain our de-
mands, if we agree to aid them in gaining theirs.
1Tuba

'
may honestly differ from me in my opinion' on

this /matter, but surely nothing can be 'gained by mis-
understanding- and mis-stating my position.

3. Still apparently laboring under the delusion that
Ihad suggested' some sort of doctrinal agreement,'Tub^a

' seeks to draw a parallel between my propo-
sal and the effort - towards doctrinal agreement which
was made by leading men in France and Germany near-
ly three centuries ago. 'Oh this pointIremark : (a)
The parallel docs not hold, inasmuch as the Euro-
pean movement was purely doctrinal, and my sugges-
tion, as I'have already explained, is simply for a prac-
tical agreement on a common course of political action,
(b) The

'
European movement was inaugurated ata time

when Protestant bigotry was air its height,,and when
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CORRESPONDENCE
[We do not hold ourselves responsible for the viewsexpressedby cor--respondents.]

Now, is it true that the policy of the Vatican has
been steadily, hostile to the Third* Republic ? Is it v
I/Cue) that Leo Xi.ll. and. his Cardinal Secretary. 'of
State were in constant alliance with the' home and
foreign enemies of the present regime of France. A
glance atr the letters of .the late Pope' should supply
the "answer. From the very day on which hereceived
the congratulations of the French.-Ambassador _on his
elect/ion to the Papacy, to .the day -"when, amidst the
diplomatic arrangements for the reception of the Cath-
olic President of Catholic France by -the despoiler of
the Vatican, he breathed'his last, the political policy
of the Vatican oiu the Continent was largely guided
by the interests and requirements of the French Re-
public. Throughout his reign, as Pope, he set himself
to reconcile the French Catholics, lay and clerical, to
the new regime, and to separate the

'
Church from

any entanglements with the Royalist or Imperial, part-
ies. (1). In spite of rebuffs and disappointments that
would have broken the resolution of any ordinary
man, Leo continued his work of conciliation,.till at
last, "having gradually prepared the way, (2), on 16th
February, 1893, he issued his famous Encyclical to the
Bishops, Clergy, and Catholics of France. In this
document he pointed out that the Church is not identir
fled with any particular form' of Government, Republi-
can or Monarchical, but that she freely acknowledges
the established constitution which has shown itself cap-
able of restoring public order ; he called uponCatho-
iics, whatever might be their private opinions,'to rally
round the Republic which was then, de facto,' the ac-
cepted Government of France, and by their acceptance
and loyal support, to purify the legislature -

from the
evils of which they " themselves, and the Ohureh, bad
good reason to complain. Whatever may be said
about the wisdom of issuing such a document _ from
the Vatican— and on this 'question

'
.there are good

grounds for difference of opinion
—

of one thing we can
be certain, nannely, that the Papal pronouncement was
of enormous advantage to the Republic, even the
responsible ministers freely admitted.- (3)
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