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slang wotfds comlplained of). (2) The

'Outlook ' also
quoted three extracts from the ' Tablet' in which the
calumnies of Mr. Michael McCarthy and Dr. Robertson
Are Spoken of as '

fairy talss,' 'misinformation,' etc. ;
an|i onr imitativedescription of the Rev.' Pierce Carey's
fee-fow-ftim No-Popery shriek on a Melbourne Orange
platform d|uring< the last dog^ays. (3) Oiu>r contempo-
rary comelulded by Quoting, at tihird-hand, some allt&oJ
extracts from the Melbourne

'Tribune,' in reference to
the terms cf reference for the late b'iLtt.Mn-jx'hools
plebiscite in Victory 'In Victoria,' .Rayr? the '(mi-
look,' 'we Ibfelaeve, t(!;e

"
TiiiUi.n3 " occupies the same

position as does the
"

Tablet '>' in New Zealanl, amd in
bothoases their articles may be regarded as official
and authoritative.' The 4 Outlook

'
regards the articles

as -" dictatorial ' towards Premier Bent, and concludes
that tlhieyj accurately indicate the policy cf the Cath-
olic Church there. It assumes that -the

'
Tablet

'
be-

lieves in it3heart in the same line of action
—

only that
its niitoir ' is| rather more cautious and wary than the
editor of the Victorian

"
Tribune."

'
(This is, we be-

liene, the fitrst' occasion on v»hich_the 'Ta'lct ' w?s ac-
cused of lack of the coi'rae;e of itf convictions. But in
the same articles the

'Outlook, by way of compensa-
tion, no daimt, makes it a grie/ance againyt us that we
aro too outspoken).

The ' Tablet's Rejoinder.
Sir,— (l) In your issue of July 22, after having

made tine altogether incorrect statement that 'the adult
Catholic vote

'
in New Zealand

'
is in the h^and of the

Arehtjisfoop awd his creatures,' you adid, as a sheer mat-
ter of fact, ' With this vote the prelates fcftrg^in willi
political parties.' Ireplied, '

This statement Ifrnow
and declare to fee in every part contrary to fact." You,
Sir, must toe well aware tihuik in all discussion a gratui-
tous'assertion is logicallymet with a gratuitous denial.
On the face of it, my denial is at least as good as
youT assertion. In point of fact, it is a good deal
better. For, in the first place,I speak from know-
ledge, and, in the second place, it is a principle of
British law and of common fair \ lay that even themen
whom you contemptuously refer to as

'
the Ardhlbushop

and his creatures
' shall not, until adequate proof is

forthcoming, bo deemed guilty of selling that which is
neither legally nor morally theirs, as if they wore a
gang of thieives disposing of ill-gotten goods to apro-
fessional ' fence.' The evidence for your accusation
should ble clear and cogent. Thus far not so much as a
scrap oil it has been advanced by you. Instead of sus-
taining your specific accusation, you pile on a fresh
agony of unprexven charges and unworthy innuendoes. 1shall, at the proper time, claim the right of being
heard on these fresh accusations. For the prcs-cnt I
await your evidence as to the time, place, and nature
of the alleged bargain and the ' political parties 'with
whom it was carried on. Surely you were jestin^'when
you- sfcidi of the

'
Tablet

'
and the

'
Tribune

' (the lat-
ter the youngest of the Catholic journals of Viclori.i)
that * their articles ' may bo taken as 'official ' pro-
nouncements !" Are the

'
Outlook's articles to be regar-

ded in this light ?
(2) You\ also said in your issue of July 22 : 'Fromevery district we l?arn that appointments in thePublic

Service fall to Roman Catholics in a ratio far in ex-
cels of their proportion of ths population.' I have
already indicated in general terms the widely different
lessons of the searching investigaiirns conducted dur-
ing twelve months by the '

Tablet" and its local com-
mittees in nclarly

'
every district

'
of New Zealand.

Their detailed evidence regarding
' appointments in the

pubilic service
'

was published week by week for all the
world to see and test it. Ihave called for the wholly
incompatible evidence which you halve received "' from
every district

'
in the Colony. Where is it ? You have

not so much as mentioned the subject in your last
issue1! Botn yonir ncsortions, as thov stan>i,, are sum-
aiently met by the old legal maxim, 'Be non a.pptarcnti-
bus, et de, non existentibus, eadem est ratio

'
j^vhich

may toe translated: fc Tl-.e evidence tftat is not forth-
coming must bo treated as if it did not exist.'

A pfajnee at the
'

Tablet
'

of Augjust 17, or at any
pood English dictionary (the Bncvclopaodic, for instance
vols. 9, 10,, iand 11), should satisfy you as to the ofien-
siveness of tfre terms

'Papist,' 'Popery,' a,-vd 'Pomish,''
to whichIb>ave specifically taken exrantio'n. It is one
thin-of ixi fling; at a Christian creed old-time theological
nicknames that were coined as terms of more offence.
It is oblviously quite a differem't thing to an»)ly such all
too mild terms as

' extravap»,9.nt enthu&:»^t,' '
oft-ex-

posed,' c fairyi tale,' etc., bo arvvessors -who' have been
repeatedly convicted of rpckl(\ssly inakin» false and in-
imri'Ous st&'tenvenis against pfonle who differ from them
in relijejious l#eliof. Ih'avc made this ctiaire-e pr^in'st.Dr.
Robjcrtson; also against No-Popery McCarthy, whose

fierce denunciations of Catholic doctrine and worship
Mere, tno doufat, learned in the strongly Protestant in-
stitutions in which he was trained. 1 am prepared to
substantiate my case against i*oth, either in or out ofyour columns. For tiie rest, ii Iadvance an accusa-
tion aigain/st any mail, or any body of men, you may
rust assured of my readiness either to substantiate it
with &\d<qq\iate proof or tofrankly withdraw it. Iclaim
no credit for this. It is only what even a self-respect-
ing i-ogaju would do.— lam, etc.,

EDITOR 'N.Z. TABLET.',
August 10.

The 'Outlook '
comment 'opened with a kindly but quite unmeritedcom-
pliment to the

' Tatdet' editor.for '
that skillin con-

troversy for which,' it says, *■ he is co deservedly re-
nowned.' It then goes on to say : 'We can scarcely
pay the

"'"'
Tablet " editor a higher compliment than to

declare that were we in the unfortunate positionof be-
ing chargpd witfli any offence wh«n the evidence wasstrongly agjainst us, we should count ourselves happy
in having him! as out advocate. The letter to which
we call attention is a masterpiece of its kind, and may
well serve as a model of polite letter-writing upon pol-
emical subjects. We envy the " TWbiet

"
editor hissutayviter-in-modo and fortiter-in-re style of penmanship.'

The 'Outlook
'

then goes on to say :' The "TaJblet"
editor holds an impregnable position in (demahdjing)what
he knows cannot be furnished by anyone outside Roman
Catholicofficial*' circles-.' It holds, however, that 4 a
weak point in our tactics is disclosed in our statement
that our articles are not the

'
official pronouncements'

of our Bishops. (We may hero state that only thoseitems isi our columns are the
'

official pronouncements
"

of o.ir Bishops, or of any one of them, which are on
the face of them official, or which are expressly stated
to be official.

'
The articles' of the ' TaJblet ' cover

wide/ ground, ) from household economy— oh whichourBishops arenot likely to make
'
official pronounce-

ments'
'—

and '
Down from mythology,
Into thayology,

Troth! and conchology '—
and other subjects that happen to crop up week by
weak). The "'

Outlook
'

rather rashly concludes that,
as we disclaim an official character for our articlesuni-versally taken, our information, as to the alleged sale
of * the1 aycrult O^thiodic vote'nuaynot be firsthand and
trustworthy. Bart it declares that it

'gladly accepts
'

the
'TaJblet ' editor's

'
assurance that, to the best ofhis knowledge, -tfie Catholic prelates of New Zealand

have .neven indulged inpolitical bargaining.' (The ex-
pression, ' to the btesit of our knowledge,' was not, of
coiurse, used' by us. Our denial was absolute). It quotes
at yeeonid4ii\nd' from some articles in the Melbourne'
Tribune

' on the plebiscite questions', which the Rev.
Mr. Nicholson finds

'
sufficiently dictatorial.' ■' We sub-mit,' says the

'Outlook,' ' the following proposition,
which the ''Tablet" editor's trained legal mindoannotfail! to 'grasp : T>he 'quotations from Mr. Nicholson's
letter fully sustain the charge of " political bargain-
ing," in' sa fair as the Roman Catholic Chuxch in Vic-
toria ia concerned, and that it is fair to assume that
with a similar issue before the Roman Catholic Church
in New Zealand the same tactics will be adopted.1

Our Last Shot.
Sir,— Absence from Dunedin has prevented an earlier

reply to certain editorial matter, in yoiux issue of
Augaist 19. Ithank you for your kindly references tomy last oornmtumicaition. They are, however, undesesr-
\ed. I merely urged you to extend to

'
Archbishop

Redwood and his creatures
'

(as you call our prelates)
the elemjemtary principles of fair play Uhat every court
of justice in Christendom, and even in civilised pagan-
dom, extends to the thief or footpad that is placedupon
his trial. You have! haled ounr Bishops before your
court on a charge that is about tantamount bo one ofpolitical corruption— namely, striking bargains with
1 politician pattiest '

for the disposal of
"

the ajdwlt Ca'bh-
oliw vote 'of New Zealand. A plea of mot iguilty' has
been entered for them by me. I know, moreover,
with complete certainty, and have twice declared in
youir columns, that your accusation is in every de-
tail devoid of truth. iVnd on such matters you must
a'dniit tihat my knowledge, even at its worst, is bet-
ter than yours, even at its tfc>st. It was your duty
to furndslh, on demand, not alone information as> to
the nature of -the crime alleged by you against the
Catholic bishops, buit likewise to tender evidence as to
the date or dates on which* it was perpetrated,
the names of the persons witih whom the alleged cor-
ruptbargaining' was carried on, and all the other

4
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