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Provocation, althought we admit, he does do without a v
Tesult, that is, so far as anytking more than the temporary mis.
guidance of the mob is concerned. But let us take his word for it:
Bir Henry Parkes had never in all his lifa before heard one syllable
concerning the persecution of Catholics in England, or parhaps of
the Irish penal laws either, We think it is quite possible after all ;
there is nothing in his career that need lead us to believe his educa-
tion to have beem anything remarkably brilliant or extensive.
However, the fact of Sir Henry Parkes never having heard of this
matter proves nothing more than the ignorance of 8ir Henry Parkes;
it by no means affords any reason to Catholies for regarding without
alarm that system rightly denounced by Archbishop Vaughan as
‘ the most ingeniously-Qevised piece of scientific persecution that has
been invented in modern times” His Grace has most happily
defined it, and neither flat, idle, scoffing, nor inane laughter ean in-
validate his description, Sir Henry continues to quote : “ ¢ Flere the
plax is Lo strike at little children—at the bel pless little children of
the Catholic poor. Do you know that in the days of trial they had
a specinl instrument for squeezing the life and blood out of those
Catholics who declined to deny their God? It was a kind of press,
With a serew at the top, The Catholic man or woman was shoved
into this press, just large enough to hold one; the top was forced
down with a screw, until it touched the head and back of the victim,
Then the yeal operation began. By a slow, almost imperceptible
process, the top was continnaily pushed farther and further down
till the victim first lost breath, then the Irame gradually gave way,
and the whole body collapsed into a mangled, bleeding mass,’” On
this passage from his Grace's address the comments were as follows :
* Well, that was beautifully drawn, that picture, and it was drawn for
& purpose. The Archbishop went on to say that this was called the
‘Beavenger's Daughter,' and then after a little more he went on to
8ay, ‘ Well, nsing my private judgment in the cheice of an expression,
I would call these schools Scavengers’ Daughters,” He had only
troubled the Houge with reading this delightful pictare of the
* Scavenger's Daughter ’ for the sake of a simile--these public schools
of theirs were ‘ Beavengers' Daughters’ And the Archbishop went
on to say, * because they are the most effective instruments invented
by man for squeczing very gradually and almost imperceptibly the
Catholic faith out of a Catholic people.’ Before he went further he
must ask where were there circnmstances in this country to justify
language of this kind ?—(Hear, hear.) Where was the slightest
evidence of any attempt ab persecution—where was the alightest
evidence of any attempt to place the Roman Catholics in an excep-
tional position 7 What the State had done in the canse of education
it bad done with an open and a liberal and a wise aim ; making no
restriction, raising no impediment, creating no obstacle.” WNeverthe.
less the “ circumstances * are there wlain enough; Secularism and
Catholicism cannof cxist in combination, and to insist on the
adopticn of Becularism, and the conscquent loss of Catholicism by
Catholics is to persecute them, * And if it were the case that anyone
suffered,” continued Sir Henry, “his lot to scffer was deliberately
chosen, and made up for himself. It could not for a moment be
successfully waintained that the religion of 4Dy man or woiman, or
that of the child of any man or woman could depend upoa the
teaching which was added to the secular instruction in the primary
schools.——(Cheers.) Catholic children must have Catholic mothers
and Catholic fathers, they must have Cathelic homes, Catholic
clergymen ; and if all these instrumentalities were futile and idle in
preserving this religion, the admission meant too rauch,—(Cheers.)
If this Catholic religion depended—and he was quite sure it did not
depend—upon this teaching being added to the secular instruction in
the echools, then, he said, that that carried with it an admission
Which was fatal to the vital admission of the sacrsd offices of the
clergy of the Catholic Church.” (Cheers,) 8ir Henry, we fear, is
but a poor exponent of religious duties. Buffering for conscience’
sace must often wear the outward garb of suffering deliberately
chosen and made up for himself by him who bearsit. While the
Protestant churches stood open to them in the old penal days, the
Catholics who endured all loss 1ather than make use of them were
sufferers of this class, But it will hardly be denied even by Sir Henry
Parkes, if ever he does read their history, that they were the victims
of a real perseention. The man whou is openly fined for not
attending  Protestant worship, and the man who is virtually

fined for mot submitting his children to secular teaching
gaffer  alike ;  their punishment way differ in  degree, but
it * the same in kind. Again we refuse to accept Bir

Henuy as a doctor of the Clurch ; he is totally mistaken when he
informs us ihat Catholics may dispense with the Catholic atmosphere
with which they are bound at ali 11mes to surround their children,
Catholic children must indeed have Catholic mothers, Catholic
fathers, Catholic homes and Catholic clergymen, but they must also
bave Catholic schools ; in no one respect can neglect of religion be

admitted into their education, it is part and parcel of the ¥ sacred

offices of the clergy of the Catholic Church” to sec that this is
Observed, how, then, can it be fatal to the vital admission of them ?
Aud new we come to a passage of that absurd and worthless argu-
mentation, which seeks 1o cstablish the misconduct of certain indivis

ery bappy | duals as the proper rnle for the guidance of the community. We

would ask as quite apropes, whether Catholics generally would be
justified in the adoption of at least habits of polygamy becsuse the
late King Vietor Emmanuel, for instance, had heen the head of several
more than questionable establishments? The arpument of Bir Henry
Parkes is akin to this, He said : “ But they were told repestedly in
this pastoral that Catholic parents could not safely send their children
to these public schools. Why, they knew that Catholics did send
their children, not simply to these schools, but to strictly Protestant
schools ; and while this movement out of doors was going on now,
the most eminent man of the Catholic Church, who togk pert in the
large meeting ab Bt. Mary's the other Bunday might, and advocated
as a necessity for Catholicity that poor people should send their chil-
dren only to Catholic schools, himself sent all his children to a Pro-
testant school  (Cheers.) And they knew, the matter could not be
conaealed—that the late Mr. Richard Kenna—who was always
understood to be a most zealous Cathohic—waa so determined upon
tending his children to the best school—whether it was Protestant or
Catholic, or non-seetarian—that he resisted all the authority and sl
the mandates of the Church rather than give up the welfare of his
beloved children,—(Cheers.) And when these gentlemen who moved
in the most influential circles of the Catholic community could send
their children with safety to Protestant or mixed schools, surely the
poor—to whom a sound education to their precions ohildren was more
precious than all besides—might be permitted to send their children
to a school where the teacher was trained to teach, and where the
very law of the school was that there should be no attempt to tamper
with the child’s faith.” Al we find proved here ia that the late Mr.
Richard Kenna was not by ary means the * zealous Catholic” he was
“ always understood to be,’’ but quite the zeverse ; and that some
gentleman whose Dame appears to be unknown, oceupied under
false pretences a prominent position at 2 meeting lately held at Bt-
Mary’s Cathedral, where he openly stultified himself. The gentleme
referred to, more than any others, rich or poor, conld not send their
children to non-Catholic schools without endangering their f:hildren’s
faith, and themseives incurring a breach of cbedience to their Church;
and that ig all that need be said on the subject, Sir Henry then
goes on to inguire how it comes that it is Iawnl for Catholic teachers
to teach in secular schools, when Catholie children are farpidden to
attend them, We are no advucales Tur Catholics teaching in gecular
schools ; but the principles of Catholic teachers are supposed_to be
fixed ; it is not necessary that their calling should be religious, if they
honestly perform duties not in themselves sinful, they are bl.amelessly
oceupied. And now let us conclude with something relating to the
history which 8ir Henry Parkes gives us to understand .he hag begn
made acquainted with, % But they were continually reminded,” said
he, “in these pastorals and in the speeches—the very temperate
speeches delivered by members of Parliament at these meetings—
{laughter)—tbat Roman Catholics were one-tlined of the population,
he might be pardoned if he reversed the case; and suppose that
Protestants were one-third of the population-—{cheers)—and supposc
the Archbishop and his other Bishops constituted two-thirds ; and
suppose, by reason of being a majority of the _commumty, they were
a majority 1n the Legislature—in the councils of the count'ry, and
they set ap & schocl system—would the poor Protestants receive any
more favourable terms than the Roman Catholics were receiving as it
wag! Would the Roman Catholic Church, with the sanction of
Archbishop Vanghan, advise a system of payment by results for the
Nonconformist citizens of thia country ? (Laughter and cheers.) He
did not think the teaching of history—he thanked the Ix'leml?er for
West Sydney for teaching him that word—would answer bim n the
affirmative.” This is mere bombast ; the no-Popery cry skilfully
adapted to the case, By what right does Bir Henry Parkes assume
that Archhishop Vaughan and the other Bishops would act ot:_hervnse
themaelves than as they now demand that in justice Catholics Eha'll
be acted by ? Where has there ever been an ilestﬂ.nce of the case Bir
Henry Parkes proposes-—a setilod country, during peace at home and
abroad, in which one-third of the people were Protestants, and yet
were deuied the right to educate  ewr children in their own beliefs?
1n what country of the world, under any circumstances, h'as a ca.se'of
the kind occurred ?  Protestants have, indeed, in Catholic countrn?s
Leen probibited from setting up proselytizing schools for .Ca.thgllc
children, bui the history that has taur =t Sir Hem‘ly Plarkes his belief,
if be holds it, has yet to be written. He carriesit all 'about

him 1n his imagination, for the edification of the bigoted 4
ignorant. Bat, in any case, what kind of an argu:'nent. do v:’e i c‘i;
here 1n the mouth of & champion of liberty of consclence? *“You,
says he, “1if you had the power, would oppress us, and therefor.e,
since yon have not the power, and are not likely to attain it, we will
oppress you.”  Verily this is a strange argument to employ, and act
upon too, in an calightened community of the present day.

AN American paper describes a certain new reli-
gion just introduced by a gentleman at-Osakorfa.
Tts adherents are invited to become as litile chil-
dren, so that they may have a claim to enter the

Kingdom of Heavcn, and to this end it i8 proposcd to them tore

A8 LITTLE
CHILDREN.



