
Whatever the sentimentalists might wish, it is a fact that
England finds littlesympathy this sideof the Atlantic in her inter-
national quarrels. As betweenher and Russia, American opinion is
decidedly on the aide of our life-long friend and against
onr equally life-long enemy. If anything were needed to
emphasize the distinction, the cowardly and clumsy tactics
of England in trying toavoida fight would suffice, for Americansdespiseapoltroon. As our esteemed contemporary,irife, the wittiest
andbest humorous paper ever published inAmerica,puts it: "The
fact of the matter is, that England finds herself in the position otthe man who, after fighting and licking all the small boya and
womenin the neighbourhood, is suddenly confronted witha man of
his size,and patronizingly says, as hebacks down, 'Fight you? Oh,no;Imight hurt you.' Then everybody in the neighbourhood
laughs at him, and all the small boys and womenwhombe has
harassed iathepastcomeupand kick him. So itis with England,
andere long theignominy of thiß back-downwillbe rendered moreignominious by the sounding thwacks of the small boy Afghans,Zulus, Boers,and Soudanese. Itbad tocomesooneror later, andthe
world cannotbutrejoice that the greatest bull-dozer of the age has
at lastbeenunmasked."

—
Pilot.

St. John's, N. F., May 18.— On Sunday anotheranti-Catholicdemonstration occurred at Bay Boberts. The house of WilliamDaley, a leading Catholic trader, was almostdemolished by stones.Some of Capt. Hennebury's property waa thrown into the sea.SeveralCatholic boyaand men wereassaulted on their way to the
chapel.

The Saturday Review of April 24, thus sumsup the history of
theSoudancampaign in oneshort sentence :—":

— "Theprogress of theaffair, as it is looked back on, resembles nothing somuch as theprogress of a drunkenman,in its alternations of torpor and wild
zigzag rashes, its absence of any apparent object, and its final
collapse."

Speculating in one of its most recent issues as tohow far theCrimes Act may be renewed, the PallMall Gazettesays:—Every-
thing dependsuponthe standpoint from which your approach thisquestion. We approachit fromthe standpointof Home Rule. We
recognisequiteas fully asMr.Parnell that thepresent stateof thingsin Ireland is exceptional and provisional. Within five years weshall be driven by Parliamentary exigencies to grant Irelandsome
sort of legislatureof her own. Keeping thatinview,wearestrongly
of opinion that nothing should be done todisturb social peace inIrelandduring thatperiodof transition. If the floodgates of crimewereonce moreunloosed, Home Rule would only be attained afteraspasm of military repression. Thatof all things, in the interest ofbothcountries,itis necessary toavoid. Pending this radical trans-formation of Irish administration and legislation, itis important
thatEnglishmen shouldnot be led to feel that theyhavebeendriven
to concede Home Rule by violence and crime. Parliamentary
exigencies will bring it about fast enough without agrarian crime,
andHome Rulers neednotgrudge the temporary inconvenienceof "a
law which will help them toincrease and consolidatetheirParlia-mentary contingent,and will serve as an illustrationof England's
impotence togovernwithoutcoercion. On allgrounds, then, we areinclined to think that the best thing wouldbe toletLord Spencer
have whateverbill he wants, andpassit for the five years that willprobably beneededfor the establishmentof Home'Rule,

NEW ZEALAND TABLET
eradicate ,therabbit pest was between £1300 and £1500. lv the
House of Representatives, Mr. *Bruce mpved the second reading of
the Seamen'sEepresentationBill. He said he would ask the House
to take the debate on thecommittal of thebill. Agreed to.r-Mr.
Turnbullmoved the second reading of the Bating Act Amendment
Bill. Heexplainedthat the object of thebill was toexempt friendly
societies from the Bating Act. Agreed to.— Mr. J. O. Buckland
moved the second reading of the ImpoundingAct 1884 Amendment
Bill. The object of thebill was to place the Provincial District of
Otago on the same footingas the rest of the Colony. The Hon.B.
Stout opposedthe second reading. Hedidnot think it wiseto alter
the law in the direction proposed by the bill. The motionfor the
second reading was carried on a division by 40 against 25.— Mr.Fisher moved the second reading of theLawPractitionersAct 1882
Amendment Bill (No. 2). Agreed to.

—
Mr. Guinness moved the

second readingof the Armed Constabulary Act 1867 AmendmentBill. He said the bill provided that the members of the police
force andarmed constabulary should exercise the right of voting at
general elections. The motion for the second reading was carriedon a division by 46 against 22.— Mr Guinness moved the Becondreading of theMiners' Rights Fee SeductionBill. Agreed to. Mr.
Guinnessmovedthe second reading of the CoronersJuries AbolitionBill. :TheHon.J.A. Tolesaid it wouldberatherasweeping change
toabolish Coroners' juriesaltogether. He moved that the debate be
adjourned. The amendment wascarried on the voices.— Mr.DownieStewartmoved the second reading of theEvidenceFurther Amend-
ment Bill, and briefly explained its provisions. Agreed to.— Mr.Garrick moved the second reading of the Distress Bill. Agreed to.
In the committee of ways and means several of the proposedduties were negatived as follows:— Cornflour, farinaceous food,maizena,macaroni,preparedgroats, sago,tapioca,and vermicelli,id
per lb. Bacon andhams, 3d per lb. Canned beef andpork (salt),
4bthe cwt.

—
Boots and shoes, per dozen pairs, provided no duty

exceeds15 per cent, ad valorem. Boots andshoes— men's,No. 6 and
upwards,17s 6d;youths'Nos. 2to5, 14s;boys'Nos. 7 to1,8s6d;women's,No.3 andupwards, lls;girls' Nos.7 to10,7s;children's
Nos. 4 to6 andslippers, 3s;women's "lasting

"
and " stiff " boots,

7s; goloshes of all kinds, 3s 6d ; slippers, men's, women's,andchildren's, from No. 7 and upwards,4s. Butter and cheese,2d per
lb. Candles, tallow, Id the lbor reputedpackage of that weight jcandles, stearine, 2d;candles, paraffin or.wax, 2£d ; candles, nototherwise enumerated, 2£d. Carpet bags, 2s per cent, advalorem.The duty on tea wasreducedfrom 6d to 4da pound.

Cflmsttflitiretja,
[Woaxenotresponsible for theopinjona expressedby ourcorrespondents.]-*

"WE CATHOLICS."
TO THEEDITOR K.Z. TABLET.SIB,-Judging by the apparentearnestness with whichtheso-calledapathy of the Catholicsof New Zealandisbeing canvassedby vonrvarious correspondents,Iaminclinedto think thatwe may reason,ably conjecture that in thenot verydistant future therejs a prospectof seeing that sin— let us call it what we may— wiped away

The first step towards removing an evil is that those whopossess the power to removeit are fully convincedof thenecessityof doing so. Itwouldappear that this step has been made. letme express the hope that those who have raised their voices inlamentation willnot now retire into obscurity, satisfied that theyhave done all that theirduty required. ' ' J
One great difficultyatpresent seems to be to discover thecauseof $iepresentinactivity of theCatholicsof NewZealand Well itmatters little what may be the cause, if we can" pnlydiscoveraremedy;but, after all,is the cause so veryhard to find? Both MrMaskell and Mr. Perceval admit that wearenot united,and maynot thatvery fact bethe cause of the evil they deplore so muchIMay not disunion have brought abouta stateof thingsbearing theappearanceof apathy,butwhich is neverthelessnothing of thesortl1proteststrongly against the wordajathy being made use of toexpress the condition of [Catholics-in Canterbury at all eventsWhatever their defects,apathy isnot oneof them. £>o their nobleandcheerful responses to the many calls which areconstantly beinemade upon them, for thesupportof their schools and convents, forthe building of churches and for the cause of educationgenerallythroughout the Colony point to thesin of apathy '/ Call themwhat-everelse youplease,hutdo not call them apathetic. Iwill granthowever, that there is amongst thema verylamentableinactivity'

which inactivity,Iattribute,asIhintedabove, to theirbeingutterlydisunited. J

.Andnow letme go a little further and ask, whatis the causeof this disunion? Iknow noother, indeedIrequire no other forthat is the very cause, the "
standoffishness

"
between class andclaes which Mr. Maskelldislikes somuch, and which we all see andare inwardly amused at. One need not reside a long time inthe midst of a community like that of Christchurch, to perceivethat the verymen, whose influence if exerted would beproductive

of theverybestresults, simply don't exertitatall. Why they don'tis not easy to say, but they don't. And what is the consequence?Well, just this: the people finding themselves deserted, shunnedImight Bay, by those who ought to be their leaders, naturallyfeel discouraged andof course fail to carryout even thoseprojectswhich they know to concern their most vitalinterests. Your Christ-church correspondent in his letter of the 13th ult. holds upthisdiscouragement almost as an accusation of guilt, but in doing soIdon't think he acts wisely. They can no more help feeling dis-couraged than woulda handful,of imperfectlydrilledrecruits whofound themselvesopposedto a well-equipped'anddisciplined aimy.Here, then, is the secret of our disunion. The very men who byreason of their social position or intellectual abilities would easilyacquire an influence oveT the great body of Catholicß, the verymen whoseduty itis to leadthem, avoid them,shun their societiesscowlat themperhaps in the street,as Mr. Perceval correctlyputsit,andareneverseenanymore.
DidIshock you whenIspokeof being amused at this queerthing, "standoffishness"? (Iam glad that Mr. Maskell hit uponthis word. It is oneIhad long sought for andhad failed to find).When viewed as Ihave just been viewing it, there is of coursenothingamusing about it,butit has a comical aspect nevertheless.Mr. Maskell says he knows instances where a Catholic has livedin the town for a very considerable length of. time and peoplehaven't called upon him, haven't invited him to dinner, haven'ttried to induce him tobecomeintimate with them. Did the gentle-maninquestionexpect that any of thesegood things would happento him ? It seems almost incredible that Mr.Maskell can haveknowna caselike this,bat ashe never jokes ina serious matter Imust takehis word for it.
Isaid, sir, that apathy did not exist among the Catholics ofCanterbury. Allow me tocorrectmyself. Apathy there is,butitdoesnot rest in the quarter your correspondents suppose. Itrests withthose whoought to lead their co-religionists anddon't. The Catho-licsof thisColony ought to be a considerable power, but they willnever be so, except— to quote the words of your Christchurchcorrespondent—" by combination and mutualhelp." Let me, how-ever,remark that for purposesof combination leaders arerequired,and that mutual help pre-supposes fraternal charity. Let all-more especially the apathetic ones— take to heart Mr. Perceval'scounsel anddo what they can for each other, forgetting all former"standoffishness"j letthem jointly consider whatthey want,andaideach other in getting it. Let them not, for instance, be contentwith deploring political disorganisation, but let them find out thebest way to become organised. Either it canbe doneor it cannot.If itcan,itbehovesthose who havemost experienceinthese matterstogetitdone;if not,a thousand times better to have said nothineaboutit. &

To make myself quite clear,let me recapitulate whatIhavesaid. The great bulk of the Catholics of New Zealand ate notapathetic,but they areinactive. This inactivityis due to their dis-unionand disorganisation. This disunion and disorganisationresultfrom the fact that their natural leaders standaloof from them in-dividually and collectively, and are themselves sunk
'
in the veryapathyof which they accuse their fellow Catholics. The remedy isthat they shakeoff their apathy,andassume theposition which theyought to occupy,— lam etc. if,DobbinChrifltchurch, July 6, 1885,
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