
'CIVIS' AND THE N.Z. TABLET.

We havereceived several written communications commendatory
of our action with regard to

'Civis.' One pleain favour of 'Civis'
has likewisecome to hand. It is written by a personal friendofhis, and is marked by a gentleness of sentiment which at onceensures its insertion,although it manifestly quite fails to grasp,or
even touch, the point of view from which we conceived and
conceive it to be our duty to deal with 'Civis.' We may add that'
Civis

'
and his collaboratorsare quiteunknown to us, whether

personally or otherwise. The following is the lettterreferredto :—

Bishops—
come to an 'understanding'with theGovernment toinfluence all the votes they could in its favour? (b) What'

had beenofferedby the Government ' in return
'

Tor this?
3. 'TheTableteditor

'
is supposedby 'Civis' to have aguiltyknowledgeof this little conspiracy between the Govern-

ment and the Catholic Bishops. And to
' the Tableteditor

'

therefore * Civis
'

goes,not for the purposeof getting informa-
tion to whichhe was not entitled,but just to point out to his
scanty readers that we dare not replyto his questions. Hisquestions were, in fact, not queries, but impudent challengeswhich, despite a worthless verbal disclaimer, were plainlyflungdown with hostile Intent with aview to benefit his partyby arousingsectarian feeling.

4.
'
Civis

'
twice distinctly states that he expected no

reply fromus. And he was entitled to none. But 'Civis's'
mindwas quite made up and his verdict givenon the matter \beforehand. Forhe says:'Failing authoritative information[andhe quite expected it to fail] we shallbe able,putting twoand two together, to form for ourselves a pretty accuratejudgment.' Let it be borne in mind that even when ourcategorical reply was given to his questions, he, as weexpressly anticipated,affects to regardour statement as un-truthful. And this, too, when we are repelling a charge
againstour Bishops which, on the face of it, looks remarkablylike acharge ofpoliticalcorruption.

5. The whole purpose of his queries is clearlymanifestedinhis closinglines:'These are questionsupon which electorsof allparties maywith advantagechew the cud of reflection.'Just so. The questions are the main thing. They are sentout,with their repliespredetermined,tosoak into the minds of
voters, and to create and spread the impressionwhich 'Civis

'
conveys not merely by bold insinuation, but, in effect, by
open and direct accusation. And the impression which his'Note' has left is just this:that, in return for certain " induce-ments,' the Catholicepiscopate of New Zealand have enteredintoan arrangement or secret conspiracy to influence all the
votes theycan in favour of theGovernment. Nobody who isacquaintedwith the temper of New Zealand politics needs tobereminded that the meresthint of such a compact is highlycalculated to arouse serious distrust and suspicion of theCatholic bodythroughout the Colony, andthat the bold state-
ment of itasconveyedby'Civis,' is nothingmore or less thanthe attempted introduction of sectarian strife and bitternessinto the coming election contests. 'To touch politics is totouch pitch,' says Cardinal Newman. But anelectioneering
campaignbecomesworse thana famineor awarwhenpartisanson any side raise directly or indirectlya sectariancry against
100,000people for the benefit of a handfulof politicians. Andthis is precisely what 'Civis's

' *Note
'

is, on the face of it,
calculated to do. To call this

'
innocent

'
and " civil

'
is to do

greater violence to the plain meaning of words than even
Hutnpty Dumpty ever attempted. We venture to express thehope that there isnot another journalist in New Zealand whowouldhave writtenand sent for publicationa

'
Note

'
couched

in the terms of that of 'Civis.' There is onlyone Church inthe Colony thatisa *safe
'

and likely subject for electioneering
tactics of thiskind. But,even with* theknowledge of this factfull before our minds, wewouldseeour right hand lopped off
jointby joint rather than address to the editors of the Outlookand the New Zealand Guardian the perky and vulgar and
offensive challenge issued by 'Civis 'to us. And we venture
to say thateven'Civis'would not have dared to addressthem
as he did us. And nevertheless he dares to lecture us onthematter of journalisticpropriety.* " *

The N.Z.Tablet andits staff, the Catholic bishops, andtheCatholic voters are as fair subjects for fair comment aanybody else. Had 'Civis
'
limitedhimself to this weshould

have gone on quietly ignoringhis existence,or have received
his remarks, as we have done twice before, in perfect friendli- jness andgoodhumour. If we had differed with himwewouldhave differed inoffensively

—
as we have also done before.

Thus wehave smiles for his smiles and fair feeling for fair
comment. But when he comes against us and ours with set
face and naked steel,by naked steel we will meet him andcleavehimdown. In the caseof tactics such as those of hisi'Note

'
of Saturday week we neither give nor ask quarter.It is war to theknife. If our words cut him deep, wemeantit. Our language was strong, designedly strong, but its

necessity made it wholesome— just as the lash is often
bothnecessary and wholesome. He fully deserved the chas-tisement he received,and wecan neverregretinflicting it. He
has put himself in the unenviable position of unprovoked
aggressor,and must abide by the consequences of his folly.
Isne to issue his swaggering challenges to us and raisea
popular clamour against the headsof our Church and the
peoplewhose feeblevoice we are, in order to further the cause
of a knot of politicians; and must we drug ourselves intounmanly feeblenessand meethis boldattackswith whimperingsAnd whisperings and apologetic lispings, lest, forsooth,
he deemus lackinginpoliteness and sweetness to him? Andthis, too, in the face of his expressed determination to makeuse of our anticipatedsilence asa freshargument to condemn

TO THE EDITOR.
Sir,— lam grievedat the treatment you havedealt out toourdear and venerable friend

'
Civis.' lamafraid you have made the

mistakeof taking him seriously. When you knowhim as wellashis friendsdo,youwill do bo no longer. We all likeold'Civia
'

immensely. That is why welaughathis jokesbo. And then they
areso easy tosee:nodigging out required. Even a Scotchman cansee them— sometimes. Itisreally toobad to findhim mauled aboutlike this,and he doesn't likeit. Tousee,hehas, any time during
the past tenyears,been accustomed to have his little dig at St,
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us ? Politeness is good,and cleanliness is good. But a manmaypush urbanity so far as tocease to be a man, and hemay
rub the skin off his face in washing it. It disagrees with'Civis 'tohave certain truthsput forcibly. We knewit would
disagreewithhim. Strong languageis foreign to us, bothby
natural temperamentandbyacquiredhabit. But werecognisethe fact thatcircumstances may arise which demand the useof
strong, naked words that never knew a scabbard, even
though they cut to the marrow or blister like pellets ofmolten lead. And in proportion as the evil is malignant
and aggressive must the warning cry be strong. Writers inthe OtagoDaily Times do not content themselves with saving
that the stench from the Dunedin foreshore is 'slightlydisagreeable.' They say it is deadlypoison, and a standing
menace to the publichealth. If the assassin is coming to takeyour friend'slife, youdonot say that hesometimesdisplays a
little temper. No. You cry out that he means murder;andthat the hand behindhis back grasps a loaded revolver, and
you say it loud enough to be heard. In the sameway whenanunjustand unprovokedattack ismade,asbyf Civis,' upon the
peaceable and unoffending Catholic community, we willarraign him, we will do justice upon him according to the
measure of his offending, and that, too, in fair round wordsthat will hit with the impact of steel-tipped bullets.

'
Kindwords,' says a great,but little-known author, 'arelike sweetdraughts in the cup of life, like "

a concert of music in a
banquet of wine." But the sick man'spotion is often bitter,
and the trumpet blowsa shrill blast when the enemy isat the
gate.' * * *

"Civis' flatly denies the statement that any verbal
transcript from 'Oriel

'
ever appeared in his columns. Wewere at one and the same time readersboth of 'Civis

'
and

of
'
Oriel.' We do not know whether'Civis

'
is inaposition

to speak with as enthusiastic positiveness of the workof hiscollaboratorsor^tontributors as of his own. At any rate, wehave nohesitation in accepting his statement of fact to thefullest extent that his personalknowledge goes. But we must
protest againsthis givinga generalstatementof oursa purely
personal application to the editor of the OtagoDaily Times,
andby thispetty trick makingitappear that we wereguiltyof
an'obviousfalsehood.' Theonlyremarkswemade of theTimeseditor in thatconnection werethathehadopenedhis columnsto
certaincorrespondence. We addedthat we suspected thebona
fides of apart of it. The first is an undenied and undeniable
statement of fact. The second is an expressionof opinion
whichmaybe warranted or not, but which in no case can be
shown to cast any imputation upon the editor of the Otago
Daily Times. We have since learned that there is a rule in
the office of at least one NewZealand daily prohibitingletters
to the editor for publication from any member of the staff.
We shallbe quite prepared to believe that a similar rule or
custom exists in the office of the OtagoDaily Times. In the
meantimewe have toacknowledge the fair amende which the
editormakes in putting a stop to the correspondence to which
we referred, and which was simply calculated to arouse sec-
tarian feeling and suspicion and to injure, instead of serving,
the cause it was intended to promote. On the other hand,
we were entitled to assume that 'Civis's

'
ill-meant and

ill-advised paragraphof November 18 passed under,and met
theapprovalof, the editorial eye. If it did, then theeditor's
responsibijity in allowingits publication is even greater than
1Civis's' in writing it.

Correspondence.
[We arenot responsible for the opinions expressed by our correspondents.]
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