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N}JW, is it true that Lhe policy of the Vauican has
been steadily bhostile to the Third- Republic ¥

Stale were in constant alliance with the home and
foreign enemies of the present regime of France? A
glance at the lelters of ,the lale Pope should supply
ihe ~answer. From the very day on which he recihved
the congratulations of the Frencll.-Ambassador_on his
election to the Papacy, to the day- when, amidst the
diplonratic arrangements for 1he recepiion of ihe Ualh-
olic President of Catholic Irance by .the despoiler of
the Vatican, he breathed” his last, -the political policy
ot the Vatiecan on, the Contlinent was largely guided
by the interests and requiremenis of the kreach Re-
public, Throughout his reign as Pope, he set himself
to reconcile the French Cashiolics, lay and clerical, to
the new regime, and to separate  ihe 'Church from
any entanglements with the Hoyalist ov Imperial. part-
ies. (1). In spite of rebuils and disappointments that
would have broken  the resolution of any ordinary
man, Leo continued his work of conciliation,. 1ill al
Iast, "having gradually prepared the way, (2), on 16th
February, 1893, he issued his famous Encyclical to the
Bishops, Clergy, and Catholics of IFrance. In tlhis
document he pointed out that the Church is pnot idenii-
fied with any particalar form’ of Government, Republi-
can or Monarchical, but that she ifreely acknowledges
the established econstitulion whieh has shown itself cap-
able of restoring public order; he called upon Catho-
lics, whatever might be their private opinigns,’' to rally
round the Republic which was then, de facto, the ac-
cepted Government of France, and by their aceeptance
and loyal support, to purify the legislature - from =~ the
evils of which they ~themselves, and the Church, had
good reason to complain. Whatever may be said
about the wisdom of isswing 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, namely, that the Papal pronouncement was
of enormous advanitage to the Republic,_as even the
responsible minislers freely admitied.- (3)

Did the Republic reccive these advances of the Pope
in a spitit of friendly co-operalion ? 'On ihe conirary,
the anti-Catholic policy, skeiched by M. Paul Bert,
instead of being wmodified in" ihe slightest degree, was
pushed forward wilh feverish- rapidity. The complete
laicisation of lhe State Schools, the expulsion of the
Religious Orders, the suppression of the volundary
schools  built by {he Catholics themselves, (4) the
withdrawal! of the iraitements of the priesls or bi-
shops who raised their voices in protest, were the
returns presented to Leo XIII. and his Cardinal Sec-
reiary of Stlate by the nation which had been so high-
Iy favored. The Catholics, no doubt, protested against
such measures, but could their protests in the case
be construed as disloyalty 1o the State? Is it -not
the inalienable right of free citizens Ho protest by con~
stitutional methods against legislation hurtful to their
interests.? and if they oxergise their rights can they
be reasonably accused of disloyvalty_._ to the Govern-
ment ? Why, 1hen, should French Catholics be held up
as ememies of rcpublicanism begause - they protested
against unjust republican legislation ? or why should
the Pope be regarded as the enemy of France he-
cause he found it necessary to condemn certain ten-
dencies of some French politicians ?

(To be conlinued next week.)
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(1), Henoe Loo XITT, could wall write to M. Grévy, President of France
(1883) :—* (e sentiment de bienveillance empressde pour le vpoupla Fra.g?a.is
& réglé tonjours 'attitude du Saint Siége Apostolique ; et Vousméme, Mon
sieur le President, dans votre impartinlité et votre haute penetration, vous
en aurez certainement ratrouvé les preuves indubitables dunales égards
pleine de delicatenso que le Safjnt Sidge a toujoura sus pour le Gouverne-
ment de votre patrie! .
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© {2) BY inducing Cardinal Lavigerie to propose the famous foast of
Algiers Yn 1300, bygthe letter of Cardinal Secretary of State (Nov., 1880) o

Bishop 86, Flour, and by inspiring the celebratod letter of the French Car-
Ainats (Feb., 1808, 7 P oE or of

(3) Vide Speeches of M, Jules Ferry before Senate, 1633 : M. ﬁpuller. Minig-
ter of Woxship, befors Chafnber of Deputies (March,1834) ; M. F. Faure, in
his address to the Diplomatic Body (Feb.-1898); M, Waldeck Rovssean,
before the Chamber (Dec., 1801).

. a(;;) 1n his af,veach at Auxerra{4th Bapt., 1804 ), M. Combes bopsted that he -
¢l

alrea.dg losed 13,904 out of 18,904 schools, and the very day on which
he resigned be procured the suppression of 500 more. * }

Messrs. A. and T. Inglis, George street, Dunedin, an-
nounce that their annual summer sale will comunence
oir February 1, when a very large stock of- summer
goods, including latest shipments, will be offered ™ fox
sale at extraordinary reductions...

The Commissioher of CUrown Lands, Dunedin, notlifies
that 13 ordinary farms and 5 dairy farms in ilhe

Plunkett Settlement, North Otage, will be open for
selectionl on lease-in-perpetnity at ihe District Lands
Office, Dunedfn, and at the Courthouse, Oamaru, on
Febhruary 5. ’
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nuet that Leo X111l and his Cardinal Secrelary. ‘of

* CORRESPONDENCE

[We donot hold gurselves responsible for the viewn exprersed by cor-
LT - vespondents.] -7

A SUGGESTED FORWARD MOVEMENT ON

. THE- EDUCATION QUESTION
To the Editor.

Sir,—As .one never knows when the editorial fial
may go forti that * this.correspondence must cease,’
it is as well perhaps that I- should reply al onve lo
the *discordamt noie’': blown, a week or two .ago, by
our anonymous iriend * Tuba.' ln order fo find malter
for crilieism, il has “been necessary ‘to bring helore
the public, as mine, 4 very different set of issues
from those actually raised in my original letter, and
for my own part 1 confess to a sivong  suspicion
ithat the letter under review was written more . with
the object of provoking further econmtroversy than for
the purpose of seliing forth ' Tuba's’ whole ¢ credo’
on this gquesiion. As many of your readers, how-
ever, may tlake ‘'Tuba’ Bseriously, I propose to ireat
the leiter as being written in sober earnest and 1o
assume—what indecd [ honesily beMeve—that, in spile
of his cynicism, my critic is anxious as any man

s

ccould he Lo -see Catholics get justice_ on this matter,

. 1. * Tuba’s’ first c‘;‘iticism is that il . would be use--

_less to formulate in ‘writing the claims of the Cath-

olic hody, -as this has been done so ~often- before, and
the Protestant answer 'may be presumed.” The suges-
tion that each of the bodies -represenfed should sub-
mit a written statement of its demands was put for-
ward by me as being a sorl of7prelingnary business
formality, desirable in order to Fshow Z&ch pariy pre-
cisely where the ~other. stood; and wafffone of those
details which—as I repeatledly indicated in ~my letter—
were not esseniial’ 1o my proposal, but might be
omitted or modified as might be deemed wise. It is
true, as ‘Tuba’® says, that Protestants have often
had the opportunily 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 oui Protestant” iriends
should agree wilh our principles and views on the Edu-
cation guestion. Qur views would be sbated with as
much fulness as the circumstances would allow, Wwith
a view to showing the reasonableness of our posi-
tion,- and in the hope of inducing ihe Protestant Lodies
to ask as much as we ask ourselves. But what we

really want 10 know -is not whether they will  aec-
cept our views and principles, but whether, if we
agree %o help them, they will agree to help us. In

gelting what we each want on this question. That is
an issue which has uever been definitely placed before
them, and their answer, therefore, " may not he pre-
sumed.

2.” Acconding 1o * Tuba,” * Mr. Scoth thinks it pos-
sible to draw up a statement containing pure Catho-
lic doctrine, acceptable io members of the Protestant
Synods.’ To those who know me, and lo those. who
have-read my letter with any care, it will be un-
necessary - to say that [ never for- a moment im-
agined anything so foolish. - From start to finish of
my letter therc is not a word about -Catholic doc-
trine—I am not dealing with doctrine, but with defin-
ite concrete demands regarding our schools. If I had
ever supposed that it was possible to harmonise Pro-
testant and Catholic doctrine, I would probably never
ave leit my Protestant Church to become a Catholic.
Nor do I even suggest that we could frame a statement
of demeands that would be, in se, acceptable fo the Pro-
testant Synods. What I do say is that thereis at least
a possibility that they might accept our statement in
{he sense of being wiiling to help us to obhtain our de-
mands, if we agree to aid them in  gaining theirs.
“ Tuba ' may honesily differ from me in my opinion’ on
this /matter, but surely nolhing can be gained by mis-
understanding and mis-stating my podlition.

"3, Still apparently laboring under the delusion that
1 had suggested some sort of doctrinal  agreement,
‘ Tuba ' seeks 1o draw a parallel hetween my propo-
sal and the efiort - towards doétrinal agrecment which
was made by leading men in France and Gerinany neal-
Iy thrée centuries ago. *On lhis point I remark : (a)
The parallel does not hold, imasmuch as the Euro-
pean moveiment was purely  docirinal, 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 Europran movement was inaugurated ata time
when -Protestant bigolry was. at™its “height, ard when
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