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slamg words comiplained of). (2) The * Outlogk’ also
quoted three extracts from the * Taldet ’ iz which the
calumpies of Mr. Michael McCarthy amd Dr. Rohertson
are gpoken of as ‘fairy tales,’ ' misinfcomation,” ete.
anid an imitative deseription of 1he Rev, Prerce Carey's
Jeefow-fum No-Povery shriek on a Melhwurne Orange
platform during the last dogadays. (3) Cur contempo-
rary concluded by «uoting, at third-hand, somec allenod
extracts from the Melbourne ¢ Tribumne,’ 1n roference 1o
the terms cf relerence for the Iate EiQ-in-schngls
plebliscite in Victorin ¢ In Victowia,” . savs the * Gui-
look,” * we [helicve, the ' Trilawn: ' occupies ihe same
position as docs the * Tablet ¥ in New Zealarl, amd in
both ogses their articles may he regarded as official
and auvthoritative.’” The * Outlook ' rezards the articles
as A dictdtorial * towards Premier Bent, and conclades
thati they accurately indicale the policy ¢f the Cath-
olic Church there. It assumes that {he * Tablet ' ho-
lieves in itg heart in the same line of action—only that
it9 efditor ©is rather more cauticus and waty than the
editor of the Victorian ‘“ Tribkne.” * (This is, we he-
lieve, the first’ occaston on which the * Ta'let ' wos ac-
cused of lack of 1ihe covrame of il eonviclions. Butin
1he same articles the ' Qutlook,” by way of comypensa-
tion, no dowht, makes it a griesance against us that we
ara too oulspoken).

The " Tabiet’s Rejoinder,

Sir,—(1) In your fssue of July 232, after having
made the altogether incorrect statement that ‘the adult
Catholic vote ' in New Zealand *is in the band of the
Archifishop ard his creatures,” vou add, as a sheer mat-
ter of fact, ' With this vote the prelates tnrgain wilh
political parties.’ I replied, * This statement I know
and declare to be in every part contrary to fact.” You,
Sir, must be well aware thut in all discussion a gratmi-
tous assertion is logically met with a gpatuitous denial.
On the face of it, my dental is at least as good as
your mssertion. In point of faet, it is a pood deal
better. For, in  the first place, I speak from know-
ledge , and, in the second rplace, it is a principle of
British law and of common fair ylay that even the men
whom you contemptucusly refer to as * the Archiishop
and his creatures ' shall not, until adeguate proof is
forthcoming, bo deemed guilty of selling that which is
neither lepally nor morally theirs, us if {hey were a
gang of thieves disposing of ill-gotten goods to a pro-
fessional * fence.' ‘The envidence for your accusatlion
should ble clear and cogent. Thus far not so much as a
scrap of it has heen advanced by you. Instead of sus-
taiming your specific accusation, you pile on  a  f{resh
agony of unprowen charges and unworihy innvendoes. 1
shall, at the proper time, claim the right of being
heard on these fresh accusations. For the prescent |
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 jesting'when
you shid of the ‘ Tablet ' and the * Tribhune' (the lat-
tor the youngest of the Catholic journals of Vicloria)
that ¢ their articles ' may be taken as ¢ official ' pro-
nouncements b Are the * Outlook’s articles 1o e regzar-
ded in ihis light ?

(2) Youw also said in your jssve of July 22: ‘From
every distriet we learn that appo’ntments in tke Public
Service fall to Roman Cathelics in a ratio far in  ex-
ce-9 of their proportion of the population.’ I have
alroady indicated in pgeneral 1erms the widely different
lessons of the searching investigatirns conducted dur-
ing twelve months by the * Tablet’ ard its local com-
mittees iIn noarly ‘everv distriet® of New Zealand.
Their detailed evidence reganding © appointments in the
public service ' was published week by week for all the
world To gsee amd test it. T have called for the whally
incompatible evidence which you have reeeived *f from
every district ' in the Celony. Where is it? You have
not %o much as menbiened the subject in your 1last
isswe Botn your ncsertioms, as thev stanl, are suffi-
alently meb by the old legal maxim, * De non apparentii-
bus, et de, nom existentibus, eadem est ratio ’ rwhich
may be transiated : “ The evidence that is not forth-
coming maust ha treated as if it did not exist.’

A phance wt the ‘ Tablet’ of Anpust 17, or alb any
good English dictionary (the Encvclanpaedic, for instance
wols. 9, 10, and 11), should salisiy you as to the offen.
siveness of the terms ¢ Papist,” ¢ Popery,’ ajd ‘Romish,*
to which T bave specifically {aken excention. It is one
thing to fiing at o Christian ereed old-time theological
nicknames that were coined as terms of mere offence.
It is obiviously guite a difiereni thing to annly such all
too mikd ternrs as ¢ extravamant  enthush<t,’ * oft-ex-
posadd,’ ¢ fadiry fale” etc., to ar¢vressors wha have been
repeatedly convicted of recklessly makine false amd in-
iurkous statemenis aegainsh peonle who difor from them
in religious Welief. T have made this chaxree aepinst Dr,
Robprtson ; also against No-Popery McCarthy, whose

fierce denanciations of Catholic doctrine and  worship
were, no doutst, learncd in the strongly Protestant in-
stituitons in which be was trained. 1 am prepared fo
substantiate my case against Goth, either in or out of
your columns. Tor the rest, if I advance an accusa-
tion against amy man, or any bedy of men, you may
rust assured of my readiness cither to subgptantiafe it
with adegyate proof or to frankiy withdraw it. I claim
no credit for this. Tt is only whal even a seli-respect-
ing pagan would do.—I am, ete.,

EDITOR ' N.Z. TABLET."

Aupist 10,
The * Outlook *

comment opened with a kindly but guite unmerited com-
pliment fo the * Tahlet ' editor for ¢ that skillin con-
troversy for which,’ it says, * he is ko deservedly re-
nowned.” 1Ib then goes on to say : ¢ We cam scarcely
pay the “ Tablet ' editor a higher compliment than to
declare that were we in the uulortunate position of he-
ing chargd with any offence  when the evidence was
strongly wagainst us, we should count curselves happy.
in having bim as our advocate. The lelter to which
we call attention is a masterpiece of its kind, and may
well servae as a model of polite lester-writing upon pol-
emical subjects. We envy the ‘“ Tublet ' editor his
suaviter-in-modo amd fortiter-in-re style of peamanship.’
The ¢ Outlook ® then goes on to 5ay : ' The ¢ Tablet ™
editor holds an impregnable position in ‘demancing) what
he knows cannot pe furnished by anyone outside Roman
Catlolic official’ circles.’ It holds, however, that *a
weak point in our tacties is disclosed in our statement
that our articles are pot the * official pronouncements ’
of our Bishops, (We may here state that only those
items in our columns are the ' official pronouncements '
of our 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  Tablet® cover
widet ggound, ) from household economy—on which our
Bishops are notv  likely o make ! official pronounce-
ments —and
* Down from mythology,
Into thayology,

Troth ! and conchology '—

and other subjects that happen to crop up week by
woek). The « Ontlook ' rather rashly concludes that,
as wo disclaim an official character for our articles uni-
versally taken, our imformation, as to the alleged sale
of * the adult Calholic vote’ meay not be first-hand ghd
trustworthry. But it declares that it ‘' gladly accepts’
the * Tablet ' editor’s * assurance that, 1o the best of
his knowlodge, the Catholic prelates of New Zealand
have neven indulged in polivical bargaiuing.’ (The ex-
pression, *to the best of our knowledge,” was not, of
course, used by us. Our denial was ahsolute). It guotes
at veconkl-hyynd’  from some articles in the Melbwourne
‘ Tribune ' on the plebiscite guestions, which the Rev.
Mr. Nicholson finds ‘ sufficiently dictatorial,’ * We sub-
mit,” says the ¢ Outlock,’ * the following proposition,
which the ** Tablet ' clitor’s trained legal mind cannot
fail to ‘grasp : The ‘quotations from Mr. Nicholson's
letter fully sustain the charge of ‘ political bargain-
ing,” i so far as the Roman Catholic Church in Vie-
toria is concernad, and that it is fair to assume that
with & similar issue tefore the Roman Catholic Church
in New Zealand the same taclics will be adopted.’

Qur Last Shot.

Sir,—Absence from Duredin has prevented an earlier
reply 1o cextain editorial matier.in yomr issue of
Augnst 19. T thank you for your kindly references to
my last communication. They are, however, undeser-
ved. I merely urged you to extend to * Archhishop
Redwood and his ereatures ' (as you call our prelates)
the eclempntary principles of fair play that every court
of justice in Christendom, and even in civilised pagan-
dom, extends to the thief or footpad that is placed upon
his trial. You heve haled our Bishops hefore your
court om & charge that is about tantamoumt to ona of
political corruption—namelv, striking bogains with
! politicp) pakties ' for the disposal of “ the mKult Cath-
olic vote' of New Zealand. A plea of not guilty’ has
beer entered for them by me. I know, moreower,
withh complete certainty, and have twice declared in
your columns, that your accusalion is in every de-
tail deviod of truth. And on such matlers you must
gdmil that my knowledge, even at its worst, is  bet-
ter tham yours, even at its Test. Tt was your duty
o furnish, on demand, not alone information as to
the nature of the crime alleged by you against the
Cailholic bishops, but likewise to tender evidence as to
the dabe or ‘lales on which: it was perpetrated,
the mames of the persoms with whom the alleged cor-
rupt’ bargaining ’ was carried on, and all the other
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