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THE 'SOUTHERN MERCURY' IN
The SouthernMercury'isfoundoTit,andinitsanger atbeingdetectedmits underhand calumny ofhonest andhonorablemen,forgetsitself,andgives vent toits feelingsin anarticleof abuse and falsehood inreference to theNew ZealandTablet. As is usual with our assailants,the * SouthernMercury, whilst saying all manner of untrue and dis-
paraging things of us,and laboring hard to prejudice its |readers againstus,has not the justice nor themanliness toquoteevenone sentence,by wayofproof, from our articlewhichhas occasioned its towering passion. Itismanifestlyafraid tolet itsreaders see what flimsy grounds there arefor itsinvective.

The 'Southern Mercury' begins its Philippic with thewords—" The New Zealand Tablet is rapidly acquiringthereputationof being themost Aggressiveand intolerantperiodical in the Colony. Notcontent with the defence ofits ownposition,itinvites attacks, ard commits the impo-litic mistake of forcing neutrals into the ranks of itsopponents. ' Our answeris— (l).No doubt theopinionisgaining groundamongst thereaders of certain newspapers
that the Tablet is everything the 'Mercury' says it isbecause these newspapers, in defiance of facts,have per-sistently repeated calumnies of us, and as persistently
withheld our own words from their readers. But a false-hood repeated, even for ever, cannot change a lie into atruth;and those who know the Tablet best, who havereadit from the beginning,arewellaware thatitisneither
aggressivenot intolerant. (2.) We give themost emphatic
contradiction to the statement of the 'Mercury ' that wehave not been content with the defence of our own posi-
tion, andthat we have invitedattack. From the first ourpositionhas been oneof defence. Wehave defended ourfaithandour Church from assaultsupon them made inthepublic and High Schools,and in thePress;but when orwhere have we attacked any man's faith, assailed anymans right, or in any way endeavored to impede the leei-i?m!lt? e3??ession °f option? This is a matter easilytested. It it can, andif itdare,let the'Mercury' givethepassages from the columns of the Tablet which sustain itsassertions. To do this would be an honest, straight-
forward proceeding; but this is precisely what the'Mer- ■

cury shirks.
;The 'SouthernMercury'continues :—" Anillustrationofthepugnaciousdispositionof our contemporary is furnishedbyamost disingenuous article, which appealedinitslastissue. We lately published m our columns an extract

from the Independent,' respecting Freemasonry. It wasinsertedwithoutcomment, andconsequently wouldnot,byany honest or competent journalists, have been treated asan expressionof opinion byourselves. But the Editor ofthe Tablet is ignorant of thefunctions of ajournalist,op
which is worse,he wilfully misinterprets those functions.Ifhe is fit tobe entrustedwith the controlof typeat allhe should know that themere insertionof anything copiedfrom another paper, without comment, and with an ac-knowledgementof the source wherever itis derived,innoway binds' the copyist to the sentiments or statementstherein contained." Softly,Mr Editor of the « SouthernMercury' But wemust,before proceedingiurther,apolo-
gise for thelengthof this extract. Our excuse, however,
is, our anxiety to let our readers see our contemporary'sdoctrine as to editorial responsibility, expressedinhis ownwords. The principle hereannouncedby the *Mercuryn
is trueto acertain extent, but by no means universally.Ithas its limitations. If, for example, an Editor repub-lishes alibel or aslander,ishe notresponsible for it,evento thelaw of the land ? And, again,may there not becircumstances which go to prove that the publication ofmatter copied from another journal,is another way ofgivingexpression to the copyer's own opinion. And willany dispassionatemandeny that such is the case in thepresent instance, when hebears in mind the controversythathas taken place onthesubject of Freemasonryin theTablet and certain other newspapers lately ? And thisview is confirmed by the consideration, that the chargeagainst the Jesuits, towhich the 'Mercury' gave circula-tion,and which has originated this controversy,isthemostatrocious that could be made against any body of men.The 'Mercury' published,without note or comment, thefollowing fearful calumny, taken from the *Independent*

:"Itis exactly ahundred andone years since the Bull forthe suppressionof the Jesuits was put by Pope ClehexttXIV.,Gtangakellt, who diedsomysteriously a yearafter—
poisonedby the Jesuits,as everyItalianbelieves." Nowwemaintain that the man who publishessuch a charge asthat without note or comment makes himself an activeagent in the propagation of the slander. No honest,

honorableman, who disbelieved thecharge— who, in fact,
did not endorse it,would publish it to the world,even as
an extractwithout comment. Itis acharge of too terribleanature, too injurious to thegood nameof a learned,vir-tuous,and useful body of ecclesiastics,— -toohurtful to themost sacred feelingsofupright men,to be flung abroadbe-fore the eyesof thepublic, without a deep conviction ofits truth,and of the absolutenecessity of making it pub-lic,or of repeatingit. The 'Mercury'is on the horns ofa dilemma:either its Editor endorses the " Independent,'or, insheer recklessness, and with no object, except towound and outrage the feelings of his Catholic fellowcitizens,he launches this lie on the wings of the NewZealandPress "We here repeat what we said inour issueof the 23rd ult.: The 'Southern Mercury' contains anarticle from the'Independent,'which arespectablejournaloughtnot toinsert.

Again, the " Mercury * misrepresents our use of theword"endorse"inour article of the 23rd January. Itisno where said in that leader that the 'Mercury'endorsedthe article of the 'Independent,' and this affords anotherproof of how unfair itis to omit quoting the passages towhich reference is made in such controversies as this.Theseare our own words,— '" According to the * Indepen-dent,' endorsed ofcourse by the * Mercury,' for which the1Guardian 'is sponsor— the Holy See does nothingexceptat the suggestionof the Jesuits. Poor simpletons all threeare." "We applied the word " endorsed," andinaplayfulway,to oneparticular sentence, and to that only. Hadthe 'Mercury' attended to this obvious fact, itscolumnsshouldnothave been burdened witha great deal of irre-levant matter, and the expression of a great deal of un-necessary indignation and untrue charges of ignorance.&c, inreference to the 'Tablet.' The only remark wemade which is at allapplicable to theentire article of the'Independent,' was, that arespectable journal ought nottoinsert it,and that it isat once silly and shocking. Butwhat we didnot say then,we say now,viz., thatitis clearto us the'Mercury 'did endorse thatarticle from the 'In-dependent.'
The 'Mercury' says, "Yet persistently we have beenattacked, uhfied and misrepresented, by that peculiarpaper

" the 'Tablet.' The <Mercury'is(freamingT tfltilthe 23rd of last month,the 'Tablet ' hasnever, so far m
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NOTICE TO AGENTS.

As in fixture papers cannot be returned to theoffice, if four weeks after date, it is necessary thatagentspromptly advise the Secretary of any changeeither ofincreaseor decrease.

CANVASSER FOR THE TABLET.

to receiT*monies andgive receipts onbehalfof this journal.Byorder,
JOHNDUNGAN,

Secretary.

SUBSCRIPTIONS TO TABLET.

THE follomngSUMS havebeenreceived since ourlastissue asSubscriptions tothe Tablet:—:
—

Mr. Willis, Wanganui,toDecember26,1874 ... £4 6 0„ Boyne, Queenstown, toDecember26,1874 .. ' 114 8„ P. J.Duncan, Timaru, to January2, 1875 0 12 6„ O'Driscoll,Timaru ... .. '"
7 16„ Quin, Temuka, toJanuary 13, 1875

' "" Al9 O„ Geran, toOctober26,1874 .., '" lift„ McLeod,Shotover ... ,'. '"
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