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detail would be like flogging the praverbial dead horse.
It is unnecessary to say that there was, in Bishop
Brodie's action, no question of ‘intimidation® or of
any violation of the ' freedom of the press.” No ane
objected to the /’resv airing its anti-Tlome Rule views
or to legitimate critivism of the objects of the Dublin
distress meeting. But when the paper went on to
suggest that the Bishop of Christchureh, and, infer-
entially, ihe Bishops and Avchbishops of Australasia,
were 50 stupid as to be reckless, or of sueh questionable
loyalty as to be indifferent. in regard to the manner in
which the funds raised were 1o be applied. it passed the
bounds of [lair and reasonable criticism, and invited,
and fully merited, the castigation which it has received.
There was, we repeat, 1o question of intimidation.
The [ress is perfectly free— within the limits of our
very imperfect law of libel-- to think and say what it
pleases about Cathelics : and Catholics —like every other
section of the community- -ure pertectly free o support
whatever paper they choose,  And that. as the Ameri-
can colloquialism has it, is all there I to it.  Christ-
chureh is very liberally supplied with papers. and the
individual paper is more dependent upon the public
than the public is upon the paper. 1t s well for the
Christchurch papers to realise the laet, Tor therein les
the best security whick the public can have for fair
and reasonable and courtesus criticisin of public men
and public afaivs. As regards rthe  freedom of the
press’: we do not believe, ax w0 many of the [
followers seem to do. that the great principle of ilie
" freedom of the press s :uflicient justification for the
publication of vile abuse of anv hody of peoayle

especially of (fatholies.  In (e richt nuderstanding of
the word ' freedom ' we shail ever defend the proper
freedom of the press as of 1the subject. Buot we are
not- in favor uf free insult. free slanderanongering. aud
free mischief-making.,  Fracdom i one i,
is another.  The honest man sesks the one
kind the ofher. And the

whichever vilegary it plesses.
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AN EDITORIAL RESIGNATION

Tt 1s now well over twelve months <inee Mr, J. AL
Seott, who succeeded Lo the editorzhip of the V.7
Tablet on Do, Cleary's elevation to the t-pi:«u‘)p;nu,
asked the Divectors, ou 1he cronnd o continues! nn-
satisfactory health, o aceept lis the
position. The Ihrectorz, with o genernus kindness
which he will ever aratetully  remember, deferred
acceptance of the vestguation, vored Mr. Scoti an in-
crease in renutueration, and gvanted Wim three month
leave of absence on full pay.  On hix return, Mr. Seof!
still felt unable, owing o recurrent and intractable
insomnia, to take up the whole duties o the editorship,
and for the past few monihs, by arrmugement with the
Directors, he has resided at Chriztehureh and supplied
the editorial matter from there. Such an arranve-
ment could in the nature of things be anly tewmpaorary,
and was adopted in order 1o sive Mr. Seott {ime 1o
further consider the position e T wow definitelv
intimated that for some considerahle tinme to come bhe
could not azain take up the work of editer, and the
Directars, * with great vegrel. have aceepted the de-
cision, and applications for the vacaney are heing ad-
vertised for in this issue, and also 11 the Austrabian
Catholic papers. It will probably be three or four
months before the position can he fillad. and nntil then
the existing arrangement wherehy My, Seatt supplies all
the editorial writing will be continued.  After a period
of rest from editorial worle My, Neott will doubtless
find his way into the fivinge hine avain, and so far as
Catholic journalism is concerned @ i for him a case
of au revoir but nat good-bye.  Tn the meantime he is
deeply grateful to the veaders of the 7wi/ef [or their
multiplied words of encouragerent and appreciation,
and for their splendid loyalty to him and to the paper
throughout the strenuous and trving perin
which he has been in charge,
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A Director’'s Protest

The following letter from Sir George Clifford, a
member of the Board of Directors of the Christchurch
{’ress, appeared in that paper on the day on which
‘the Bishop and the I*ress’ correspondence was some-
what significantly declared closed ;-

¢ 8ir,—T am somewhat embarrassed by tlie fact that
I am a director of the Christchurch Press Company,
and sincerely convinced of the great value of that
organ in its advocacy of moderate views. T also happen
to he a Catholie, and as one of that body naturally
reseul. the tone in which some recent events have
Leen treated.  Unfortunately, 1 was absent from town
wlren the trouble arese, and thus prevented from ex-
pressing miy opiaten at the time. | am unable o
dvree with the views either of Bishop Brodie or of the
editor of the fress, but 1 have consistently held that
1 osuch & community as ours care should he taken to
avoid needless offence to any religious body. In fact, some
years ago [ «irongly protested against articles holding up
to ridicule—good-humored though it was—the proceed-
ings of the ministers of another creed. There was, 1
consider, no oecasion for {the article commenting en the
proposal 1o vaixe funds for the distressed poor of Dublin,
and both the proposal and the article might well have
heen left silently 1o their fate.

“What | onew feel bound lo protest agaiust is the
disconrteons tone adopted towsrds the lycal head ai the
Catholie: Churelr, 2o caleulated (o offend members of
tlrat hody who, like my=elf, felt little interest in the
controversy.  Headlines such as  Rishop Brodie's Out-
burst 7 and the sword-thrusts of ANONYMOUs COrreson -
dents could very wizely have heen omitted from your
coliimns, T wish to make sure that the flress should
avoul any approgsely to disturbance ou our part of the
tranguil hwrmeuy in whick members of all denomina-
tions usually pursue their varvious good works. T am
alzo confident that the vood influence of the general
pohies o the Merss s more  dmportant than  the
ephemeral trouble of the moment, and shauld not be
imperilled by such confraversios ax the present. --Yours,
el “Gronan CLirronn.”

Press Comment on the « Press’

The Christehurch Nowo the leading svening paper
i Christebureh - has some seathing connneni nn the
humbug indulged in by the Fress on the empty cateh-
ey ool the " freedom of the pres.’ Nays our contem-
porary in part The public is uow hearing
little or nothing ahout the original subject in dispute,
butis beiug (reated to a ot of cant about the privileges
of newspapers.  There was a time, no doubt, when the
“reedom of the press,’” or, in other words, the right
of public discussion within veasonable bounds, was a
cause to champion, and a matter of publie Impoertance.
a5 oa matter of fact and law a newspaper has no more
freedom 1o comment on public affaivs, 1o criticise indi-
viduals, and publizh statements about them: than any-
ane else: no special privileges or rights are enjoved,
wor have ever heen enjoved, hy uewspapers in this
mwatter over the rest of the communily,  Aud in these
diys when uewspapers are in the wmain, commercial
concerns, owned by pubiic companies, and so dominated
by cemmercial instinets {hat they form themselves into
trusts for the purpose of creating and maintaining
valuable moueopolies, any suggestion that the ‘‘freedom
of the press’" ix a subject to cause the public the slight-
est concern is absurd and ridiculous to the last degree,
Mauy years ago when political power was concentrated
in the hands of small groups of men, answerable only
to the King, and in later times to very restricted con-
stituencies, the citizen who ventured to criticise public
affairs in print needed all the moral and material sup-
port he could gain from those who sympathised with the
views he expressed. The journalist of a century ago
was invariably poor, and his publication if not actually



