
writer-confounds classes with communities. The New Zea-land Tablet is a Catholic publication, and endeavors torepresent a community madeup of various classes, but it is
notaclass publication. It may be, however, that this iswhat the writer intended to convey, though he has been
somewhat unfortunate and inaccurate in the words he hasuse£

If the'New Zealand Tablet 'isa class publication, so is
the 'Guardian' itself. This paper represents one train of
thought; and one religious, political,and educational party
in the community ; and it is notgoing too far to say it isintolerant of Catholicism. In this article to which we are
now referring, an effort is made to draw adistinction between
the Church as a religious community, and apolitical organi-
zation;and the writersays we are to be opposed,not for our
religion, but for our politics. Now in the first place, there
is no groundwhatever for tLis distinction. AsCatholics, webelong to no party; we are simply members of the Church
of Christ. Individually, Catholics are to be found in everyparty, except such as profess immoral and revolutionaryprinciples. But this distinction is made between theChurchmareligious body and apolitical organization,not becauseit has any existencein reality,butbecause it affordsa pretext
for persecuting Catholics. It is the excuse of tyrants,"whether they are Bismabcks in monarchical states, as inPJrassia, ©r a majority of republicans, as in Switzerland.Whenever itsuits the interests o? hatreds of tyrants of every
sort to consider any part of the constitution of the CatholicChurch as a part of a political orgaaijation, the Press andthe Parliaments declare it to be such. Italy confiscates theproperty,publicand private, of religious, on the plea thattheir property isnot their property, but politi«s. Germanyines and banishes bishops, priests, and religious of bothsexes,— not of course on account of their religion,but fortheir politics! Switzerland banishes bishops and priests,imprisons priests for preaching the Word of God and ad-ministering sacraments to Catholics, not out of hatred to theirreligion, but on account of their politics! What a farce, andwhat aninsult to humanintelligence. Thisdistinction whichwe regret to see the « Guardian' has learned, affords a readypretext for every injustice, cruelty, and outrage againstCatholics. On this principle States will be authorised toforbid thepractice of theCatholic religion, and say— as in-deed is saideven now— wedo not interfere with your faith "
you maybelieve what you like,but if you attempt to putyour faith in practice you must abandon your home atidcountry; or if you remain you must have no churches, noschools, no organization,mo ministers of religion. This isthe liberty of conscience, and the liberty of religion permittedto Catholics in Switzerland, Germany, and other places atpresent. It is said to the Church:You cannotbe permittedto existhere,because you are a politicalbody. Thepoliticalplea is set up for the express purpose of destroying theChurch, andthe hypocrites who bave invented this clap-trap
raise their eyes to heaven and declare they do not persecuteseligion, because they are willing to allow men to think andbelieve as they please ! But if it were possible for humanlawsor tyranny to do so, they would not give us leave tofiink freely or believe differently from themselves.

The
'
Guardian

'misrepresents us, and also misrepresentsthe true state of the education question. Speaking of the3eour contemporarysays :—
"Our contemporary,althoughlivingin amixed community, where all sects are equalin the eyeof the law, and representing the minority, ignores the

necessity for a compromise in the matter of state aid todenominational schools-it tries to impose its opinions uponthe majority." INow we deny the three assertions of theabove extract. In the first, we deny thatin Otago all sectsare equalin the eye of the law. According to the law now
in force in Otago on the subject of education,nationalschool-mastersare obliged to read the Bible daily inthe schools tosuchof the children as are not withdrawn by their parents
iromsuch reading. This is apenallaw necessarily excludingall Catholics from the office of schoolmaster. Here, then*
is an inequality imposed on Catholics by the law. All,sects'therefore, are not equal in the eye of the law. In thesecondplace, we do not ignore the necessity of a compromise in amixed community in reference to education. On the con-trary, we recognise the necessity of compromise, where suchis possible;but we cannot compromise ourhonor, conscience,religion, and manhood. We cannot compromise that overwhich we have no dominion

—
the faith andthe future of ourchildren. Thirdly, it is not true that we try toimpose oorur

JUSTICE TO THE 'EVENING STAR.'
We regret exceedingly that it is not in our power this
week to pay as much attention as we desire to a leader
published by our evening contemporary on Tuesday last.
But as the Editor complains that weLave falsified the text
of hisarticle by insertinginitalics wordsneither expressed
nor implied in a quotation from it, we lose no time in
making all the reparation in our powerby publishing the
entire passage as we finditin the

'Evening Star
'
of the

30tb.ult. Here itis— ''That men have burst the fetters
attempted to be thrown around them by the dominant
priesthood, is true;for the worldhas neverbeen left with-
out master spirits,,who spurned the bonds that were found
sufficient to check less daring souls. Acknowledging no
authority in man to bind the mindby dogma, they bent
themselves to read God in nature, andsought to learn his
laws as revealed in things that are seen. The Church
threatened, anathematised, and persecuted; but they
triumphed, and the resulthas been those splendid discove-
ries Jn science and attainments in art, of which they laid
the foundation, and we, their successors are reaping the
rich truits." We quoted last week only the last sentence,,
and inorder to make it intelligible we inserted in italics,
between the words they and triumphed, "its enemies;"
and weput them initalics for the purpose ofshewing they
were our own, and not the 'Evening Star's.' But the
'Evening Star' says the words "its enemies

"
were not
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opinions on the majority;but we do try to prevent tfcemajority imposing its opinionsen us. We have never sought
for anything, so far as education is concerned, except justice
for ourselves,viz.,Catholic schools forCatholic children. Itnever was our intention to interfere in any way with the
liberty of others, or to seek to deprive the majority of theschools that appear to be so dair to them. But it is the old
story:the tyrant majority, or its organ*, chargeupon us theirown crimes. By every means they endeavor to impose their,opinionsupon us, and" then they twm roundand say we aretryingto impose ouropinions on them. Here inOtago theieis an essentiallyProtestant systemof education maintained bythe community at large;and because we object to our chil-dren being submitted to Protestant training, and ask forjustice, we are misrepresented and held up as impracticable,
and trying to coerce our fellow citizens. We ask for nothingbut justice. We ask for Catholic schools for Catholic chil-dren:wenever demanded more. So far as we areconcernedthe majoritymay have the present school system,or anyotherschool system. We have no intention or desire to interferewith them.

The 'Guardian 'says:"Would it notbe much better for-the Tablet to deal with what is written,rather than gobehind it to hunt for motives." Well, this is notbad fromthe man who writes alittle further on as follows: "Deno-minationalism has for its ultimate object thesubjection of thehuman intellect to priestly caste. Religious instruction isamereblind." Is itnot apity that this writer, whilstadminis-tering chastisement taus for hazarding a probableopinion,should himself commit a greater fault,forne declares heiscertainof what iscertainlyuntrue;
We have headed this article with the words- "The'Guardian ' threatens," What isourmeaning? The 'Guar-dian'says ?—

"We regret that the Tablet, some time agoadvocated a Catholic block vote at the general elections!Such apolicy,if pursued, wouldreact against Catholics,andthe Protestant block vote would keep everymember of theCatholic Church out of theLegislature." Granted that sucha consequence would fellow from the Catholic vote whatharm? What good, we may ask, has the presence inParliament of a few Catholics- done to the cause ofsound education* None that we know of; and if theCatholic block vote would have the effect, whilst in-directly excluding Catholics from. Parliament, of returning
a few able and liberalProtestants pledged to do- us justice
ourgain wouldbe very great indeed. But this spectreraisedby the 'Guardian' shall not be permitted to frighten u&For in the firstplace,here in Otago we cannot be- worse offthan we are. There isnot one Catholic representativefromthis Province in theLegislature; and what is more, there is
nota constituency inall Otago that would not reject, by an.overwhelmingmajority, the mosthonorable and most highhrqualified Catholic in existence, simply an account of hisCatholicity. By ablock Catholic vote we can lose nothing
whereason the other hand we may gain many friends andshallcertainly be enabled to execute justice on our enemies.
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