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and strict attention. Don't forget 

The Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Company, 
312 Nicollet Avewue, Minneapolis. 

1 75 Branch Stores in the United States. 

N. It.—BEWARE OEMUSHROOM CONCERNS ANI>IMITATORS. 

FOR 

BOOTS AND SHOES 
— GO TO 

MQRAN'S, 
250 NICOLLET AV„ MINNEAPOLIS. 

R E M O V A L  
OF 

vS&rr 

-fe-

HANLEY the TAILOR, 
1 request your special attention to the excellent Suitings I have now on hand. 
Having removed to my new quarters, 51 Fourth street south, with a FULL 

LINE of Suitings. Overcoatings and Trouserings, I am better prepared to do 
first-class work, at prices that will defv competition. Call and investigate for 
yourself. In connection, I have a department for altering, repairing, cleaning 
aud pressing, with neatness and dispatch. Respectfully, 

T. W. 

JOHN NORTON 

AND ALL KINDS OP 
HARD AND SOFT 

513 Main Street. N. E., 
Minn. * 

Minneapolis, 

OWFK*—124 Hennepin Avenue. 
YARD 1—Second Avenue and Tenth Street, 

Southeast. 
YARD 2—Second Avenue and Fourth Street, 

Northeast. 
Telephone Connection, SU-B. 
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able. 
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Attended to. » 
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On tfie" last Sunday4 of December, 
speaking from the pulpit of St. Joseph's 
Church, Wheeling, W. V&., Right Rev. 
Bishop Kain, who is justly regarded as 
one of the most learned and intelligent 
prelates of the American hierarchy, and 
who has lately returned from an extend
ed trip throughout the coUntry, having 
been engaged in preaching a retreat 
lately to the clergy of the diocese of 
St. Paul, Minnesota, froib which city 
he returned homeward by slow stages, 
stopping at various points to preach 
and lecture, a circumstance that gave 
him facilities for observing and study
ing the various phases W the labor 
question, one that even iqhis own epis
copal city has of late Jtssumed large 
proportions on account of the difficulty 
arising between employer and employe 
of the great corporations, addressed 
his flock on the great question of "Cap
ital and Labor," It is understood that 
certain utterances repoi$&l as being 
made at the labor meeting held Satur
day evening induced the bishop to de
liver this discourse, and while it was 
largely extemporaneous, He only having 
had an hour or so in which to prepare 
his notes, it was one of the most able 
and polished discourses ever delivered 
by him. It was listened to with mark
ed attention by the large' congregation 
present, and was the cause of consid
erable comment during the after part 
of the day. The bishop took the pa
pers containing the reports of the meet
ing into the pulpit with him and read 
extracts from the reports in order that 
he might not be misunderstoon in his 
references and in whit he might say. 
In opening his discourse&e warned his 
congregation against the false and dan
gerous principles too often enunciated 
by those who advocate the cause of the 
workingman, and reminded them of 
the condemnation of socialism, com-
munisn, nihilism, etc., by the present 
Holy Father. Referring to the ine
quality in the po session of the goods 
of this life, he maintained that this 
has always existed under'every form of 
government, aud that ^}le it' 
its disCbmfortsand its *tois6riea,' it is,! 

not, to the good Christian, unaccom
panied by its corresponding advantages 
and blessings. Both the rich and the 
poor must be shielded by the panopoly 
of the law. The rich may employ their 
wealth as they please, provided they do 
not infringe upon others' rights; and 
the poor man may labor when and 
where he will, if he does not invade the 
rights of others. Hie man of wealth 
who invests his capital in industries 
that give employment and a means of 
livelihood to many of his fellow-men is 
a greater benefactor than he who ties 
up bis wealth in bonds and stocks or 
hoards it in his office. But whatever 
be his responsibility to God for the use 
of this world's goods, be must be free 
from any restraint from his fellow-men 
to use it as he pleases. Like liberty 
must be guaranteed to the poor man in 
the disposition of his labor. He may 
work or not, but he must not be rob
bed by his fellow-workmen of his right 
to labor. They may advise, they may 
argue, they jnay use all legitimate 
means to bring him over to their way 
of thinking; but force they must not 
employ, otherwise they become guilty 
of the very tyranny which they are 
wont to decry in others. Labor unions, 
like all human institutions, may be 
good or evil, according to the means 
they employ. There is certainly no 
reason to condemn men .for banding 
themselves together to defend their 
rights and promote their various inter
ests, and when properly conducted,such 
associations deserve and receive the en
couragement and blessing of the church. 
But they may not use illegitimate 
means. They may not employ force to 
compel compliance with their man
dates; they must not infringe upon the 
rights of others, must not destroy or 
injure the property of others; must not 
bid defiance to the laws of the land. 

\ hen they resort to such means, Cath
olics must sever their connection with 
them; and they must moreover bear in 
mind that an injury to the 
property of;.; 'others entails the 
strict obligation of restitution. 
Then, taking a higher view, the Bishop 
defined the obligations which the gospe1 

imposes on the rich, wbo should ever 
bear in mind that, after all, they are 
the agents and stewards of God, and 
are bound to use their wealth accord
ing to the will of Him who is the only 
master of all these things. He dwelt, 
too, on the gospel teaching in regard to 
poverty and the ills of life, and con* 
trasted this doctrine with the false 
theories which the world holds as to 
what constitutes the ferae happiness of 
man. It is the denial of these sacred 
teachings, it is the spirit of infidelity 
abroad in the land, from which both 
labor and capital have most to 
Rob the poor man of hiŝ  Christian 
faith; convince him that there is no life 
beyond the grave; persuade him that 
there is no happiness but that which 
may be found in t&ne, and joa 
tUBtaiaOBt 
society, bet 
lief in an all jusfc Ood Mid inanftenitty 

dealings with his fellow-man he will 
have no higher standard of action than 
that of the despot, "Might is right." In 
conclusion, the Bishop warned his 
people against those unprincipled men 
who preached sedition, and riot and as
sassination, and jusify such crimes on 
the pretence of righting the poor man's 
wrongs, or of securing political freedom 
or social equality; and against such 
newspapers as encourage and uphold 
the perpetrators of such outrages. He 
quotes the language of the Holy Father 
in his late encyclical; instructing all 
Catholics to be obedient to the "Bishops 
whom the Holy Ghost has placed to 
rule the Church of God," assuring 
them that by following their guidance 
they would walk securely in the path 
of God's commandments, and in the 
end secure the reward promised to good 
and faithful Christians. la connection 
with-his reference to newspapers in his 
couclu iing remarks, the Bishop spoke 
especially of one newspaper and its 
efforts in favor of Socialism. These 
efforts he denounced in unqualified 
terms, and called attention to the fact, 
that the priests of the diocese had been 
instructed not to administer the sacra
ment to any Catholic who subscribed 
for or made a practice of reading that 
paper. He also said that no Catholic 
could be a dynamiter or in sympathy 
with any movement of that class of 
people. It was true that money had 
been given to further the schemes of 
these destroyers of society, but it had 
in most cases been obtained under false 
pretences. 
. v 
^" Parnell Playing With Them. 
The following cablegram, dated the 

4th, indicates that Mr. Parnell intends 
to keep the Tories in until Gladstone 
introduces a wholesale scheme of Irish 
Home Rule into Parliament. Says the 
cablegram: "Lord Salisbury, Lord 
Randolph Churchill, his Secretary of 
State for India, and Sir Michael Hicks-
Beach, Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
held a rather unexpected conference to
day, at which it was decided that the 
only safe course open to the Govern
ment was to make a firm stand on the 
proposed local government scheme for 
Ireland. The action of the conference 
fully confirms the programme marked 
out at Saturday's Cabinet meeting, and 
was probably held to tie up the loose 
ends of Saturday's unfinished business. 
It is asserted that the Government has 
received assurance almost amounting 
to pledges that Mr. Parnell will accept 
the Tory local government scheme as a 
first installment. Should the opposition 

llg What Killed Vaaderbilt. <;? 
Soon after the West Shore Railroad 

was constructed a contract was made 
with the Baltimore & Ohio Telegraph 
Company for the establishment of their 
lines along the road. When the New 
York Central came into possession of 
the West Shore Road the Western 
Union Telegraph Company claimed the 
right under their contract with the 
Central to operate the Shore line. The 
day of his death, under Mr. Vander-
bilt's direction, this contract with the 
Baltimore & Ohio was repudiated. 

These facts, just disclosed, are all 
the more interesting, inasmuch as this 
repudiation of the contract, it is gener
ally believed, led to Mr. Yanderbilt's 
sudden death. Mr. Robert Garret, 
President of the Baltimore Road, was 
conferring wit i Mr. Vanderbilt when 
he fell dead. It is now stated that the 
conference lasted an hour and a half 
and was a very exciting one. Mr. Yan-
derbilt did not take kindly to contra
diction and opposition to his own 
wishes. And, when the rival railroad 
president proved to be very emphatic 
in his opinions in regard to Vander 
bilt's conduct,the latter grew angry and 
excited, rejected all the other man's 
proposals, and finally, uttering a few 
broken words, fell prostrate, stricken 
by apoplexy. 

The story of his death was told soon 
after that event,but nothing was known 
of any cause for dispute or excitement 
between the two men. The facts in re
gard to the broken contract are now ad
mitted, hut strict silence in regard to 
its results is maintained. * "ff 

The story is generally beHevw ID 
New York, and one prominent young 
man beingoverheard recently to remark 
that if "Garrett would call upon—with 
the same effect as he called upon Vaa
derbilt there would be a good many 
who would rejoice and a mighty few 
who would mourn .—Detroit Free Press. 
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Th« Sultan, of Turkey baa 250 wives, 
aad his personal expenses luce $12^000  ̂

ttea wiUhaHre Tfceaenata 
of wwaidsaad iHinlsiijpaatu, 

Plain Facts Brought Home to the Eng

lish Ifind—The Present Crisis 

a Grave One. W> 

On Monday night, Dec. 21, Mr- John: 
Morley, M. P., addressed a meeting of 
the Liberal Five Hundred, in the 
Northumberland hall, Newcastle. Dr. 
Swanston, president of the Liberal As
sociation, occupied the chair. 

Mr. Morley said: In dealing with the 
Irish question I venture to think it will 
be the business of Mr. Gladstone to 
shape his policy, and to press it when 
the time comes upon the country with 
all the force of his conscience and his 
conviction. But you are told that the 
notions which are imputed to Mr. Glad
stone in respect to the settlement of 
Ireland are an afterthought, and came 
into his mind only because he found he 
wanted the Irish vote, alnd the political 
Pharisees who lift up their voices every 
day to thank heaven they are not as 
other men are, are ROW exclaiming 
with ejaculations of holy horror at the 
immorality of the party. (Laughter.) 
The Tory incorrigible screams out that 
if Gladstone had a policy with respect 
to Ireland he ought to have brought it 
before the country before the election, 
and not to have sprung it unawares 
upon us JQOW. I ask any of you who 
followed Mr. Gladstone's utterances 
before and during the election whether 
he did not from first to last place the 
Irish question in the most prominent 
place in his speeches? I ask if Mr. Glad
stone did not place that question in its 
most impressive and unmistakable 
shape in the September manifesto? The 
question was raised, the issue was 
stated, tjhe attitude of the party was de
scribed again and aaain, and in speech 
after speech, by Mr. Gladstone in Mid
lothian. Let us be quite clear as to 
this. If there is any misunderstanding 
as to the attitude of the Liberal party 
On the Irish question the misunder
standing is not the fault of our leader. 
The pith and marrow of his appeal to 
the electors was that they should give 
the Liberals such a majority that they 
should be able not to stifle the voice of 
Ireland, not to resist the wishes of the 
Irish people, not to cheat Ireland out 
of her just demands, but to test these be so emboldened by any sign of waver-

move a want of confidence in his Min
istry, Mr. Parnell, it is said, will cast 
the full strength of the Irish Parlia
mentary vote for the Conservatives. In 
view of this coalition, concerning which 
Mr. Gladstone is undoubtedly well in
formed, it is natural to assume that he 
will not propose any fuller measure of 
Home Rule until he feels justified in so 
doing by the course of events. If the 
Tory self-government scheme satisfies 
the Parnellites and at the same time 
tend to consolidate the supporters of 
the Government, Mr. Gladstone will be 
slow to risk the experiment of a motion 
of want of confidence. To-day's devel
opments fully confirm the change in the 
Liberal tactics outlined in these dis
patches on Saturday last, and it is hour
ly becoming more apparent that Mr. 
Gladstone will have to back down." 

.kA 

to give a friendly ear to their voices 
from the position of an impartial se. 
curity, and not, as he said, on the slip
pery footing of a servile dependence on 
the Irish vote. So far as I remember 
them, those are almost Mr. Gladstone's 
very words. They are words again and 
again repeated by him. Well, then, 
when people now say that he is coming 
out with a scheme and a programme 
because he wants office, and he is bar
tering the empire for power, I say that 
such talk, whether it is in Liberal or
gans or in Tory organs, is as untrue as 
it is poor and contemptible. The issue 
of the elections has not been to place 
the Liberals in the position which Mr. 
Gladstone desired. We have an im
mense majority in Great Britain, but 
Mr. Gladstone will not be able to grap
ple with the Irish question with that 
firm footing, as he called it, which is 
given by a commanding majority in the 
House of Commons. But does anybody 
dream that because the Liberal ma
jority in the whole house has disap
peared the Irish difficulty has disap
peared? Does anybody think that be
cause our means of meeting that dif
ficulty are weakened that the difficulty 
itself has ceased to exist? If there is, 
he is laboring under a very jjrievous de
lusion. At this moment the Tory gov
ernment themselves know much better 
than to think that the Irish question is 
solved by the present parliamentary 
deadlock. Some of their Bcribes are in 
a state of very lofty indignation and pa
triotic fury against Mr. Gladstone for 
batching, as they say, a scheme of trear 
son against the empire. Gentlemen, it 
is a stage indignation. It is the simu
lated fury of actors playing a part. We 
have seen it all. heard it all, read it all, 
not so many months ago. How many 
months ago is it since they were in a 
state of the same indignation and fury 
about the maintenance of law and or
der—in favor of coercion? And yet 
how swiftly and silently the Tory party 
dropped coercion; how silently and 
swiftly they dropped law and order, and 
not altogether silently either, when 
they actually attacked Lord Spencer for 
maintaining law and order in Ireland. 
Therefore, if you will take my advice, 
you will read M. those fuming and 
tumultuous diatribes about the dlsin 
tegration of the empire, the disruption 
of the realm, and all the other terrors 
which they are now dressing op to 
frighten us, with a recollection that 
you have gone through it all before; 
and you will read them without a spark 
of faith that the Tory party will stick to 
the text, or that these heroical tantrums 
ace anything but a preliminary to, a 
complete change of front.. Do not let 
us forget—and I for one am not wrrjr 
to remember that the groond/ the logi
cal ground, is ready **nd 
what waa the argument for abandomnjg' 
coercion. That argumentwas this, and 
it waa uaedi I think, by^KdSaUsbny 
«&XiNrpeEf:.v'i|B. «•& 
psrilamentbadjaat givena 
and abundant proof of confidence lathe 
IrUb people, by extendi*! to thetotba 

it was extended to England , and there
fore it was impossible to renew, excep-, 
iional legislation. "We have,'^'they 
said, "just placed power in the hands 
of the masses of the Irish /people; do 
not let us show them that" we think' 
them unworthy of that confidence." I 
thought at the time that that was a 
vdry good argument, but ,T do beg you 
to observe that it is capable , of great* 
application to the crisis that now con
fronts us, and be prepared for such ap
plication coming from the men who ' 
first used the argument. It is no great 
stain upon that argument, but, on the 
contrary, it seems to me the direct and 
inevitable inference following? from it 
that if you have placed such confidence 
in the Irish people you are' bound to 
pay some attention to the Voice which 
they give in response to your invitation.; 
If these people* whom both parties, re
member, have united in clothing with 
political power—if they desired a larger ; 
share of self-government^ then I, for 
one, contend, on the principle laid 
down by Lord Salisbury himself at 
Newport, that a larger share of selfi 
goverpment thev ought to have. 
(Cheers.) My limitation.is what it was 
during the elections—an extension of 
self-government subject to the limits 
that are imposed upon it by the safety; 
the integrity, and the honor of, the sov
ereign realm as a whole. (Cheers.) I 
believe without exaggeration that our 
country has not stood in a more serious 
position for a generation, and perhaps 
for two or three generations. What is 
the position? In 1828 the return of one 
single Catholic at the Clare ejection 
convinced the *Tory government o£ the 
day that it was impossible to resist the 
Irish demand that Catholics should be 
allowed to sit in the British parliaments 
There would be nothing astounding, 
nothing incredible, nothing unreasonf 
able, if the return, not of one member; ; 
but the return of 84 or 86 followers of 
Mr. Parnell, should convince the Torjr.; 
government of this day that you can-: 
not resist the Irish demandufor a larger 
measure of self-government. (Hear,' 
hear.) This is the question. Is the 
enormous and imposing majority which 
Mr. Parnell has obtained in Ireland to 
count for nothing? If it is to coun^; for i 
nothing, for how much is it to count?. 
In the face of such a return iw this 
election has given us, we are 
you going to hand over this loyal faiinor- >vt 
ityto the so-called disloyal majdiltyl ^^l-
Observe, they say, how much that 
orityis. It is exactly the size of-that ^ 
minority which makOftjjne feel that yOja " 
may with some safety*; »Xtend self-gov-
ernment to the country where it exists, 
because so large a minority will be very -

t&W' 

ests. That/is a pointy 
to think is* too much overlooked;' 
whether orj. not, I submit to yoc;, as 
representative of the Liberals of 
castle and of the North of iSnglattd', ' 
that the question that has been raised* >4 
raised not on an unauthentic paragraph" 
in a newspaper, but by the Irish eleo '̂ . " 
tions, is a question which once raised, 1 
cannot slumber or sleep until you ha^s A 
manfully faced it and manfully i 
with it. (Cheers.) The Irish question . '• 
will continue to follow us, to baffle us, }"$j|| 
and to haunt us and impede us at every ' ^ 
turn, until we have shown how we are 
going<to confront it. Look at the po- .: 
sition of Ireland itself. I said just now 
that the Irish question was not raised 
by a newspaper paragraph. You 
in Ireland Immense intimidation, ton® 
have every prospect that rents will not 
be paid. You have a good prospect 
that juries will not be found to eonvict 
for agrarian offenses at the coming 
asBizes. The Times correspondent at 
Dublin, who is himself a very strong j 
Tory, tells us that even the police, our ^ 
own garrison, are suspected of wilful , < 
apathy in the detection of crime. Do 
not forget that Lord Salisbury himself' 
in his speech at Newport said distinct- r 
ly that he bad come to the conclusion 
that intimidation in Ireland now was 
like excommunication or iuterdict ib 
the middle ages. It was ode of those ; 

things which it was vain to attempt by 
legislation to reach. I do not think that 
you can put down the subtle, impalp
able force of a surrounding public opin- ' 
ion by any number of dragoons. As for ~ •i 
altering procedure, with a view to gag i 
or to silence the Irish members, I am -: i 
for altering and reforming the pro
cedure, but I do not believe you can do J 
it in any such way as to neutralize the ^ s] 
presence in out midst in the House of 
Commons of those gentlemen speaking, 
—and we know they do speak— 
the voiceand wishes of the Irish nation. 
In considering this sedond project, do 
not leave out of sight- that great force ||l! 
in our affairs—it is not a very whole
some force, but it is always there, aud -jsV" 
you must make your reckoning $rith ft'Wi; 
—the restlessness of parties (hear; rtf 
hear.) The Liberals might do this; the \ 
Tories would oppose" it; "the Tories ,3$$ 
might do it, and 1 would not be sur
prised if the Liberals opposed it. A»* 
for the third feature of that proposal, 
giving them Provincial Councils^ I put'; 
these proposals to you aa a statement 
of ffte difficulty of the case. If you 
want to breed in the ' Irish peoiPto tho 
virtues of citizenship, to create in tbem 
the fitnesr ior (̂ f-flfovernmerit, yOu 
must first of aH teach thetin reep«nsi-  ̂
Utility; but -you cannot teat* them  ̂
•possibility fitgiting 
power. You cannot t̂ i'jowê : $ 
without Vhtnim 
power will be 
is o^dlNnfhii thatf ~  ̂
tarn. Wtwititt 
bot t&az&afiaidj 
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