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( Concluded. )

THERE is one remark of the Jlerald in reference to Father Gordon
which I think might be well worth the consideration of the readers of
the Zabict of all erceds. After adverting to the rev. gentleman’s
“anxiety ” to keep the indigent members of his own flock from be-
coming a burden on the public. he says, were all the elergy, Cathalic
and Protestant, to act as Fatler Gordon acted in that respect, the
necessity for charitable institutions of a public kind, and therefore
Tor poor laws would cease to exist. We in this colony will most as-
suredly be afilicted ere long with a special compulsory assessment; for,
the support of the destitute ; with an English + poor Jaw® in shoxt
and all its abuses and horrors, : )

We have such a law here in embryo already. A'sum voted by
Parliament and expended by paid officers of Government for the sup-,
port of the destitute. That to all intents and purposes is an English
poor law—so far, If Father Gordon could keep the destitute mem-
bers of his congregation in Aberdeen from being a burden on the
general publie, why cannot the Catholie clergy here—why cannot the
Protestant clergy here—do the same thing with the poor of their con-
gregations? The question is easier asked than answered. I should
answer it in this way. The thing cannot be done. In a Protestant
conntry a compulsory, assessiuent for the poor is a necessity ; though
it be & meaus of opposing, insulting, and degrading, or demoralising,
the destitute, and cunningly robbing the people generally. Youmust
either have a compulsory or Government provision for the destilute
here, or many of them must die of starvation. HEven with such a
compulsory provision some of the poor do starve in England, and in
the richest part 6f England—London. For this calamity Englishmen
are indebted to the thing called the Reformation—that illed private
or voluntary charity, or it did next thing to it. We must needs there-
fore have Parlinmentary or compulsory charity in its room. That is
the plain English of the matter, The idea of Protestant clergymen
becoming *the fathers of the poor” of their congregations in the
same way as Catholic priests are—or ought to be—is preposterous.
The parsous, and kirk ministers, poor fellows, have their own wives
and bairns to look after, and o hard job it must be to provide for
them all, though many of them are kind, good, and charitable souls
too, and would gladly drop a bawbee or two into the * aumus dish
or poor box when they ¢an spare the money,

Let Parliament and the police sce to the poor of their flocks.
Practically that is their system, generally aidéd by benevolent so-
cieties, It wontd indeed be unjust to the Protestant clergy, and
especially the clergy of the Church of England, to say that they are
entircly indifferers to the necessities or hardships of the poor. But
for all that the English clergy have robbed the poor, and that most
shamefully. The ample revennes of the Church of England belong
of right to the poor. ~If they had their rights there would be no ne-
cessity for any poor rate or education tnx either. What was given
to the Church was given to the poor, for whom the clergy are the
natural trustees. To use Church revenues otherwise is to abuse them.
After the clergy are provided with the necessities or conveniences of
life hefitting their station, all their income should go to provide for
the corporal or spiritual wants of the poor. It never was intended
by those who originally endowed the Church in England with its
present large revenues, that they should he spent as they are how
heing spent, or squandered rather. to support numerous families in
luxury and splendowr, while poverty and ignorance pervade the land
or arve only removed, or partially removed, by unjust exactions on
the people in the form of education and poor rates. The Anglican
clerpy in‘this colony have not the wealth which their brethren of the
English establishment at home possess. But if they had as muech or
far more is it likely that they would emyploy it otherwise than is done
by those in England? Would they devote any material portion of it
as Catholic bishops, when they have large, revenues, are wont to do—
to the building: of Churches, to the establishment of schools, colleges,
orphanages, teformatories, or other institutions destined to promote
religion, education, and charity? No, if the Anglican clergy in this
colony had the wwealth of Creesas ov Rothohild at their disposal, very
little of it would go in that direction. It would be used generally as
the Anglican clergy at home use their income—to maintain them-
sclves, their wives, and families, in comfort and at times in luxury
and splendour, or hoarded wp far leirs, leaving the destitute or un-
fortunate to sbift for themselves, or to be provided for by poor law
guardians or private benevolence. I do not say that Catholic ecclesi-
tics never betray their trust and misuse those funds which the bounty
of the pions rich has placed at their disposal. But they have not
done this so shamefully, so srsternatieally, and for so many successive
generations, as the modern Anglican bishops and clergy have done.
They have rubbed the English poor of their palrimony. But bad as
thiy kind of robbery was, there was some little compensation for it,
secing that when the wealth of the Catholic Church was viclently
wrested from the hand of its lawful owners at home it was transferred
to the hands of political bishops and parsons (or great part of it was
s0) who did some sort of clerical duty, such as*it was. ~ But in Seot-
land the case was infinitely worse, There the entire Chureh funds
were clubehed Dy the godly lay “reformers,” with the exeeption of
a small Qribble left for the * sustentation™ of the worthy kirk minis-
ters, and leau “dominies,” or parish schoolmasters. Whea John
Knox “ asked for more” on their behalf the greedy reforming Cor-
morants virtually “ put their thumb to their nose and spread their
fingers out,” and 50 things yet remain. The strange thing is that the
peaple, the poor—the parties who suffered most by such sacrilegions
robberies—fawned upon the sacrilegious robbers and almost idolised
them throngh fear or some other motive, Thay even defend the
rascals to this day, or palliate their villany at least. The man who
will insult and rob the Catholic Church will ever gain the applause
of the tyrannical and wicked portion of mankind. I often recall to
memory those “rning grey * of the old churches or rather abbaysin
Scotland on which I have so often locked in my youthful years.
They are now, alas | scenes, as Sir Walter Scott calls them, both “sad

and fair” to behold. Who can lock on such ruins: now without ese-
crating the memory of that bigot and barbarian, Knox, and the
sangumnary ¢rew of traitors. rebels, and robbers, whom he led? The
General Assembly of the kirk bave told us in the passage I quoted at
fhe eommencement of this paper, that ¢ splendid Catholic temples ™
are now being raised in every Iarge town in Scotland. But they are
mot so splendid as those which the piety, liberality, and taste of our
Seotch Catholic ancestors caused to be raised in many & lovely or
sequestered spot throughout the land in days of yorg, and which Knox
ith his bands of impious, fanatic roffians burnt to the ground, or
aid in rujns. Fain, probably, would some of the present Kirk minis-
fers, and their delnded fanatical disciples, serve the modern splendicd
temples” of Catholics as Knox served the old ones. But times are
changed. They dare not try it, however inclined thab way. The
assembled divines and laymen of the kirk had, we see, the assurance,
in their ignorance and blind fanaticism, to tell the world that the
splendid Catholic temples now “raising their forms in every large
town” thronghout Scotland are intended for an idolatrous worship—
“ for idolatrons ceremonies.” They are intended, let me remind those
géntlémen; for the worship of the only Living and true God—not by
“idolatrous ceremouies,” but by the offering of that “sacrifice and
pureoblation ” which the propheticeye of Malathy saw was to beoffered
everywhere amonyg the gentiles, from the rising to the setiing-of-the.
sun, I do not mean to enter on controversial theology—but I would "
ask Protestants where, except in the Catholic Chwurek, does the world
see that altar and that pure oblation, and sacrifice which the prophet
of the Lord thus speaks of? Certainly not in the Scoteh kirk ab all
qveﬁts. A sacrifice and oblation imply an altar, not in figure but in
reality.

Sinee the change of religionin Seotland, that country has of course
advanced greatly in leters, material prosperity, and refinement of
manners.  Bub there is much reason to believe that in the virtues of
genuine piety, honesty, temperance, and chastity, as well asmanly in-
dependence, and disinterested patriotism, our rade Catholic ancestors
in *wild and stern Calendonia ™ twere superior to their more refined
and lettered Presbyterian descendants of the present age,

In the small bub picturesque Abbey town in Scotland, where I
was bora and spent my boyish days, I have seen inngeent amusements
and kindly acts done to the poor ab Christmas tide which were ob-
viously remnants of Catholic usages. Even thesc have I presume now
passed away. The money and food then given to the aged poor, not
always entirely “ destitute,” were given voluntarily and in such a way
as nob to wound their feelings, The cold and often repulsive charity
of a modern Government * almshouse ” is but a sorry substitute for
the voluntary warm charity of Catholic times. We know that some
at least of the honest poor in England wonld rather starve than sub-
mit to apply for relief to the Government * guardians ® so called of
the poor, and some of them bave actually starved to escape the inso-
lenee of poor law officials. Every now and then when the veil which
usually shrouds the management of the English peor houses is unex-
pectedly lifted, scenes are disclosed to the public which are not at all
creditable to English humanity,

We shall soon see the like here, I fear. The English press now
complain that gentlemen of)pgsition and wmeans will not act as
“gnardians” to the poor. They deave that to scheming tradesmen
who too often make a profit ont of their guardianship.” When the
love of Christ grows cold ix any country then is the time for the
hypocritical and designing demagogne like Xnox to come forward
and form a party to assail and plunder the Church, That cunning
fox threw the glamour over the Scottish populace, and made the
ignoble rabble play into the hands of the greedy vnprincipled nobles.
Happily not a few members of these very noble Scotch families are
now returning to the Chureh, and will ne donbt by themselves and
their posterity make amends to the utmost of their power for the
crimes of their * forbears * against their Holy Mother. Laxe,
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WHAT I§ A HOODLUM ?

e
Tae Springfield Repudlican defines the hoodlum with smeprising
accuracy : “‘ He is simply the child of the people, sent to the publie
schools long enough to gain o smattering knowledge, and a» distaste
for work, and without & particle of moral backing at home to creats
character, inspive self-respect, or twn to industry.” It is only in San
Francisco that this peculiar product of owr American civilisation gets
the name of “hoodlum,” but his kind abounds in all cities. Whers
they go to for the most part after graduating from the public schools
may be learned from following sentences of a report made recently
by superintendent Vaux of the Bastern Penitentiary of Pennsylvania,
“ I implore you, gentlemen of the Legislature, to look at our statistics.
They show that our prison is occupied by unapprenticed convicts,
Of all the young men under twenty-tive years of -age admitted to the
prison, seventy-five per cent, are without trade and ninety per eent.
are ¢ducated.” Nine-tenths, that is, of the criminhals, of fhe State,
have enjoyed the benefits of State education. We observed the, other
day, in a speech made out West by a candidate for office, dafehding
himseH against the charge of having advocated the extrigion of the
Bible from the public schools, that he had adopted this coirsa because
hie had been. assured by men of infelligence and observation, that if
the Bible were once eliminated there would be a grand rush from the
Catholic parochial schools to the public schools. * And I thought, -
that it would be a good thing to get those children away from their
rosaries and crueifixes, into the pure, healthful atmosphere of these
schools of the free.” Buf, judgiug from the penitentiary reports,
these Btate “ schools of the free™ seem to be only ante-chambers to
the Btate prisons, When the State has done what it can toward
training its youth in the way they should go, how are we to account
for the fact that the way in question leads so often behind the bars?
e ——

THE Stastsburger coutains the following advertisement :—a

charming little girl of 18 monthe, whe can spesk-and walk, will be

given for a compensation in money to be devoted. to the edneation of
her elder sisters.



