
The Staatsburger contains the following'advertisement:
—

A
charminglittle girlof 18 months, who can speak-apd walk,will begiven for acompensationinmoney to be devoted*tothe educationofher elder sisters.

Friday, January 4, 1878. NEW ZEALAND TABLET.
THE PROGRESS OF THE CATHOLICRELIGION

INSCOTLAND, SCOTCH INTOLERANCE, A NEW
ZEALAND POOR LAW, $c, $c.

andfair"tobehold. Whocanlook onsuch ruins " now without exe-
crating the memory of that bigot and barbarian, Knox, and thesanguinary crew of traitors, rebels, and robbers,whom he led? The.GeneralAssembly of thekirkhave toldus in thepassageIquoted atthe commencementof this paper, that"splendid Catholic temples"arenowbeing raisedineverylarge townin Scotland. But theyarepotso splendidas those whichthe piety,liberality, and taste of ourjScotch Catholic ancestors caused to be raised in many a lovely or"sequesteredspot throughout the landindays of yore,andwhichKuox
pithhisbands of impious, fanatic ruffians burnt to the ground, orlaid in ruins. Fain,probably, wouldsomeof thepresentKirk minis-ters, and their deluded fanatical disciples,servethemodern "splendid
temples" of Catholics asKnox served the old ones. But times arechanged. They dare not try it, however inclined that way. Theassembled divines andlaymen of thekirk had,wesee, the assurance,in their ignorance andblind fanaticism, to tell the world that the
splendidCatholic temples now "raising their forms in every largetown" throughout Scotlandareintendedfor an idolatrous worship

—
4for idolatrous ceremonies." They areintended,letmeremindthosegentlemen^forthe worship of the only living and true God— not by
"idolatrousceremonies," butby the offering of that

"
sacrifice andpureoblation

"
which thepropheticeyeof Malachy sawwastobeofferedeverywhere among the gentiles, fromtherising to the setting-of-the-

sun. Idonot mean toenter oncontroversial theology
—

butIwould
ask Protestants where,except in the Catholic Church, does theworldseethat altar and thatpure oblation,and sacrifice which the prophetoftheLord thus speaksof? Certainlynot in the Scotchkirk at all
events. A sacrificeandoblationimply an altar,not in figure but in
reality.

Sincethechangeof religioninScotland,thatcountryhas ofcourseadvanced greatly in letters,material prosperity, and refinement ofmanners. But thereis much reasontobelievethat in the virtues of
genuine piety,honesty, temperance,andchastity,aswell asmanlyin-
dependence,and disinterestedpatriotism, ourrude Catholic ancestors
in

"'
wildandsternCalendonia" weresuperior to their more refined

andlettered Presbyteriandescendantsof thepresentage.
Inthe small but picturesqueAbbeytown in Scotland,where I

wasbornandspentmy boyishdays,Ihaveseeninnocentamusements
andkindly acts done to the poor at Christmas tide whichwere ob-
viously remnants of Catholic usages- Even thesehaveIpresume now
passedaway. The money andfood thengiven to the aged poor,not
alwaysentirely

"destitute," weregiven voluntarily andinsucha way
asnot to woundtheir feelings. The cold andoften repulsivecharity
of amodern Government"ahnshouse

"
is but a sorrysubstitute for

thevoluntary warmcharityof Catholic times. We know that some
at leastof thehonest poor in England wouldrather starve than sub-
mit toapply for relief to the Government" guardians

"
so called of

thepoor,and someofthem haveactually starved toescape the inso-
lence of poor law officials. Every nowandthen when theveil which
usually shrouds the managementof theEnglish poor houses is unex-
pectedly lifted,scenes are disclosedto thepublic which arenot at all
creditable toEnglish humanity.

We shall soonsee thelikehere,Ifear. The English press now
complain that gentlemen of*position and means will not act as"

guardians"to the poor. They^leave that to scheming tradesmen
who toooftenmake a profit out of their guardianship. When the
love of Christ grows cold in any country then is the time for the
hypocritical and designing demagogue like Knox to come forward
and. form aparty toassail and plunder the Church. That cunning
fox threw the glamour over the Scottish populace, and made the
ignoble rabbleplay into thehands of thegreedy unprinciplednobles.
Happily not a few members of theseverynoble Scotch families arenow returningto the Church, and-will no doubt by themselves and
their posterity make amends to the utmost of their power for the
crimes of their" forbears

"
against theirHolyMother. LAIC.

WHAT IS A HOODLUM?

The Springfield Republican defines the hoodlum with surprising
accuracy: "Heis simply the child of thepeople,sent to thepublic
schools long enough to gaina smattering knowledge,and a distaste
for work, andwithout aparticle of moral backing at home to createcharacter,inspireself-respect, or turn toindustry." Itis only inSan
Francisco that this peculiarproductof our Americancivilisation gets
thenameof

'"hoodlum," but his kindaboundsin all cities. Where
theygo to for themostpartafter graduating from thepublic schools
maybelearned from followingsentencesof a report made recently
by superintendentVaiix of the EasternPenitentiary of Pennsylvania,"
Iimplore you,gentlemenof theLegislature,to look atour statistics.They show that our prison is occupied by unapprenticed convicts.

Of all the youngmenunder twenty-fiveyearsof age admitted to the
prison, seventy-five per cent, are-without trade and ninety per cent,
are educated" Nine-tenths, that is, of the criminals,of the State,
haveenjoyed thebenefits of State.education. We observedthe other
day,ina speechmade out West by a candidate for office,defending
himself against the charge of havingadvocated the extrusion of the
Bible from thepublic schools,thathehadadoptedthiscoursebecause
hehad beenassuredby menofintelligence and observation,that if
theBible wereonceeliminatedthere wouldbe a grandrush fromthe
Catholic parochialschools to the public schools. "AndIthought,
thatit wouldbe a good thing toget those children away from their
rosaries andcrucifixes,into the pure,healthful atmosphere of these
schools of the free." But, judging from the penitentiary reports,
these State "schools of thefree" seem to be onlyante-chambers tothe State prisons. When the State has done what it can toward
training its youthinthe way they should go, how are we to account
for the fact thatthewayinquestionleads so oftenbehind thebars?

(Concluded.)
Thebe is oneremark of theHerald in reference to Father Gordon
whichIthink mightbe well worth the consideration of the readersof
the Tablet of all creeds. After adverting to the rev. gentleman's"

anxiety
"
tokeep theindigent members of his own flock from be-

coming aburden onthepublic, he (-ays, wereall the clergy, Catholic
and Protestant, to act as Father Gordon acted in that respect, the
necessity for charitable institutions of a public kind,and therefore
for poor laws wouldcease toexist. We in this colony will most as-
suredly be afflicted erelong with a special compulsoryassessment forthe support of the destitute;withanEnglish

''
poor law" in short

andall its abuses andhorrors.
We have sucha law here in embryo already. A

"
sum voted by

Parliamentandexpendedby paidofficers of Government for thesup-
port of the destitute. That toall intents and purposes is an Englishpoor law—

so far. IfFather Gordon could keep the destitute mem-
bers of his congregation inAberdeen from being a burden on thegeneral public, why cannot the Catholic clergy here

—
why cannot the

Protestant clergy here—do the same thing with thepoor oftheircon-
gregations ? Thequestionis easier asked than answered. Ishould
answer itin this way. The thing cannot be done. In a Protestant
country a compulsory,assessment for thepoor is a necessity; thoughitbe ameansof opposing, insulting, anddegrading, or demoralising,
the destitute,andcunningly robbingthepeoplegenerally. Youmusteitherhavea compulsory or Governmentprovision for the destitutehere,or many of them must die of starvation. Even with such a
compulsory provisionsomeof thepoor do starvein England, and in
the richest part of England— London. For thiscalamity Englishmen
areindebted to thething called theReformation— that killedprivateor voluntary charity,oritdidnext thing toit. Wemust needsthere-
fore haveParliamentary or compulsory charity in its room. Thatis
theplainEnglish of thematter. The idea of Protestant clergymen
becoming "" the fathers of the poor

"
of their congregations in the

same wayas Catholic priests are
—

or ovgM to be
—

is preposterous.
The parsons, andkirkministers, poor feliows,have their own wives
andbairns to look after,anda hard job it must be to provide for
them all, thoughmany of them arekind, good,and charitable souls
too. and wouldgladly dropa bawbee or two into the"aumusdish

"'
or poorbox when they cansparethemoney.

Let Parliamentand the police see to the poor of their flocks.
Practically that is their system, generally aided by benevolent so-
cieties. It would indeed be unjust to the Protestant clergy, and
especially the clergy of the Church of England, to say that theyareentirely indifferent to the necessities or hardships of the poor. ButI
for all that theEnglish clergy haverobbed the poor, and that mostshamefully. The ample revenuesofthe Church of England belong
of right to thepoor. If they had their rights therewould be no ne-
eesbity for anypoor rateor education tax either. What was given
to the Church was given to the poor, for whom the clergy are the
natural trustees. To use Church revenuesotherwiseis toabusethem.After the clergyare providedwith thenecessities or conveniences of
life befittingtheir station, all their income should go to providefor
the corporalorspiritual wants of the poor. It never wasintended
by those who originally endowed the Church in England with its
present large revenues,that they should be spent as they are nowbeing spent, orsquandered rather, to supportnumerous families in
luxury andsplendour,while poverty andignorance pervade the land
or are only removed,or partially removed, by \mjust exactions on
thepeoplein the form of education and poor rates. TheAnglicanclergy in'this colonyhavenot the wealth which their brethrenof the
English establishmentathome possess. Butif they hadas much or
far moreis it likely that they wouldemploy itotherwisethanis doneby those inEngland? Would they devote anymaterial portionof it
asCatholicbishops,Avhen theylavelarge,revenues,are wont todo

—
tothebuilding- of Churches, to the establishment of schools, colleges,orphanages,reformatories, or other institutions destined to promotereligion, education,and charity? Xo, if the Anglican clergy in this
colony had the wealth of Croesus or Kothchild at their disposal,very
little of it wouldgo in that direction. Itwouldbeused generally as
the Anglican clergy at home use their income— to maintain them-selves, their wives, and families,in comfort and at times in luxury
and splendour,or hoardedup for heirs, leaving the destitute or un-
fortunate to shift for themselves,or to be provided for by poor law
guardians or privatebenevolence. Idonot say that Catholic ecclesi-
tics neverbetray their trust andmisuse thosefundswhichthebounty
of the pious rich has placed at their disposal. But they have notdone this so shamefully,so systematically,and for somany successive
generations,as tlie modern Anglican bishops and clergy have done.
Jhey havelobbed theEnglish poor of their patrimony. But bad asthis kind of robbery was, there wassome little compensation for it,
seeing that when the wealth of the Catholic Church was violently
wrested from the handof its lawful ownersathome itwastransferred
to thehands of politicalbishops andparsons (or greatpart of it wasso) whodid somesort of clerical duty,such as*itwas. But in Scot-land the case was infinitely worse. There the entire Church fundswereclutched by the godly lay "reformers," with the exceptionof
a small dribble left for the

"
sustentation

"
of theworthy kirk minis-ters, and lean "dominies," or parish schoolmasters. When John

Knox"asked for more"'
on their behalf the greedy reforming Cor-

morants virtually "put their thumb to their nose and spread theirfingers out," andso things yet remain. The strange thing is thatthe
people,thepoor— the parties who suffered most by such sacrilegious
robberies— fawned upouthe sacrilegiousrobbers and almost idolised
them through fear or some other motive. They even defend the
rascals to this day,or palliate theirvillany at least. The man who
will insultand robthe Catholic Churchwill ever gain the applause
of the tyrannical and wickedportionof mankind. Ioften recall to
memory those

"
nunsgrey

"
of the old churches or rather abbeys inScotland on which Ihave so often looked in my youthful years.They arenow, alas! scenes, as Sir"Walter Scottcallsthem, both"sad

7


