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Gurrent Topics

AT HOME AND ABROAD.

BIE JULIUS VOGEL Also perceives the folly—or
A CRYING ABUKE. even the something worse than folly—of turning

the public schools of the €olony into nurseries for
babies. We clip the following question put to him at bis recent
meeting in Christchureh, with Bir Julius’ answer, from our contem-
porary tbe ZLyttelton Times:—* I have read in soma of our local
papers—I thick in the Ofugo Daily Times—that Sir Julius Vogel,
Bpon after bis arrival in this country the last time, stated that to
impound £500,000 cut of the Consolidated Kevenue for the purposes
of education wasssurefiatively absurd, Naw, seeing that the Colony
is in an unprecedented state of depression, and that hundreds of old,
useful colonists are going away in consequence ; and seeing, further,
that it has wow become very doubtful whether a payable market can
be found in the Old Country for farm produce sent from here, what
dces Bir Juliag Vogel think now of a dopged persis ency on the part
of our legislators in a line of poliey in the matter of edncation
whick he himself has denounced to be ' superlatively absard1’ Sir
Julius Vorel ;: My answer is that I dou’t remember using the phirase.
It doesn’t scuod sucha phrase as I would use, but I may have done
80. Then I don’t believe that thousands are leaving the Colony,
becanse statistics show that mor= are coming than are going. Then
I am not sure that those persons who are in cistress do not finu their
distress materially alleviated by baving their children educated free
of cust. There is no greater boon to the working classes than free
education. Take a family of five or six children; the father can
hardly complain of the taxation to which he is subject, when
it is a fact that he receives from £20 to £25 a year in freo
education. I do not think that the class referred to has ANy reason
to complain ; but what I did say them, and what I do say now, is
that I think the cost of educaticn is excessive, The State pays more
than would have to be paid if the children were semt to private
institutions, Children are rent lo school who ought to be in their
mothers’ arms—at least children of four or five years of age--and in
wy opinion it {s nothirg short of mischievous to have children seat
to school at that age. I thwk there is uot sufficient Joeal super-
visior, or not svfficient economy on ihe part of the Goveroment,
We are paying £3 15s per head, and by a custom which has arisen
bs additonal for every child attending school ; and in order that the
committees may grab as mueh as pos 1ble they take children from
the mothere’ arms. I don't supposa that they teach them muck, but
they are allowed to sit on the floor (laughter), Year by year the
uumber of children increases, I need scarcely tell you that sach is
the cage (laughter), 1t is a very serious matter, and it is quite true
that tbe House is very jealous of any interference with the expendi-
tare; and though my own view is that we ought to have a !ess
expensive gystem, vet E canuot avoid seeing that the view of the
majority throughout the country is not in accordance with mige.”
Sir Julius, nevertheless, has not explained the case fully. and when
we consider that the £20 or £25 received in free education by the
father of five or six children 1s irequently received by fathers who
are sble to pay for their children’s education, and largely at the
expense of those who are not weli-to-do, the mattar appears much
more prave, Free education is a becessity for those who cannoot
afford to pay for their children's schooling, and it should without
guestion be provided for them, baut provided aa it is for the whole
ppulation inclusively, the cost must continue excessive and become
stll beavier every year—to the serioug injury of many and the
general detriment of the children, The case of the little children
§ir Julius explaias very clearly, There is, however, conuected with
it anorher feature not alluded to—nor perhaps as yet generally
noticed, It {s that the admission of t'ese infants into the echools
t:lls in a matked manner againat the training of young girls to
become domestic servants—a very peces-<ary portion of tha ¢m-
muanity. Tne nir-egirl, who was commonly developed into the
general servant, 13 not wow employed wn many famiiies, whose
nursing is dene by the school teachers —and thus, as we bave heard
it complained, myny of 1he poarer households are deprived of a
means of increasing their earnings, and of providing occupation for
their members. The whole school rystem, in short, as it now existr,

iy full of evils, and the points in whick it worke mischief are end-
less, The question put to Sir Jullus was & usaful one, and his anawar
should be sufficient to work n change, were it not for the attituds
taken up, and not to ba departed from, by a pig-headed majerity.
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ANOTHER  rages by which certain ; jjlons of the English
BCANDALOUS  Press distinguish themse t-{in their treatment of
ATTACE. matters connected withrJMsiand occurs in the

Saturday Review o! A\J: 18, The writer is
spenking of the creation of Cardinals whig! ﬁd Intely taken place,
and he seizes upon the opportunity aﬁor{’.e- yphim to make a scan-
dalous, unjustifiable and libellous attack -¢. 4 s Eminence Cardinal
boran, on the character of the Irish priesthiosl of New South Wales,
aod on Irish Catholice generally. An attempt, moreover, mads to
promote jealousy and ili-feeling between Catholics of the different
nationalities is particularly insidious, and deserves the most severe
reprehension. * Last year,” says the Reviem *“he (Archbishop
Moran} succeeded, on the death of Archbishop Vaughan, to tha
Roman Catholic Bee of Bydney, where, 1f truth muast be spoken, bis
career has been far from a success. He had difficnlties, no doubt,
to contend with, He followed a prelate of considerable acquirements
and great force of character, who had made himself universally
popular and respected as well among Protestants at Sydney as among
his own fluck, as was shown at the time of his embarking for England
on what proved to be his last voyage . . . when half the popu-
lation of Sydney followed him to the port and ¢hegred a3 the vessel
steamed out to 823, Comparisons, as we know, are * odorous,” and
not always pleasantly eo, and when one is made for the purpose of
discrediting the acquiremunts and character of a prelate by those of
his predecessol the nnpleasantness, not to say the stench, is very
marked. No man more than the late Archbishop #aughan himself
would have been ready to acknowledge the superiority of Cardinal
Moran in those points where he is saperior, or would bave rejuiced
wore to knuw that the Bee left vacant by him had been more ably
filled. And brilliavt though Archibnahop Vaughan wus there can be
oo doubt but that a more aolidly able man now fills his place. It
wiil further bold good in the opiricn of all Catholics that a Pontiff
like Lee XL, noted €.r bis wisdom and the strength amd keenness
of his judgment, would be the last among all living beiogs who
could make the mistake of replacing a strong and fully-qualified man
by a weaker one io a position growing every day in importacce, and
¥ear by year needing a nicer and more skilful managem:nt, ag well
as a bolder standing, and a braver iront towards a world increasing
in enmity agaiost the Chureh of God. As the colonies
grow in importance, those who are appointed to rule im
them must of necessity be fitted for the task required of
them, and men of s bigher, rather than a low.r standard
must necessarily be appointed, Upder no circumstapces coald
the Pope have failed in making such an appointment a3 the
circumstances of the place and tiwes demanded. And the intimate
knowledge that be possessed of Cardinal Moran's career, of his great
learning a8 famous among the learnsd men of Rome as among those
of bis native country, and known to all who constitute the learned
world, of his singular moderation, and of all those qualities owned by
kim that elevate the man aud adorathe prelate, in itself vonches for the
soundness of his Holiness's choice. To be little the qualifications
of Cardinal Moran is to offer an insalt to the wisdom and ju.tgment
of the Bovereign Poatiff, and no one would more strongly have con-
demned such an action tham bhis Eminence’s distinguisbed and
admirable predecessor. This writer, however, who preteuds to
glorify the memory of Archbishop Vaughan at the expense of his
successor, in fact, insults that memory, and betrays that he is more
actuated by the deadly, disgraceful, katred of the Irish people than
by respect for anything conoected with Archbisbop Vaughan or the
work 81 well and faithfully done by himjduring his ail too short career,
“ Bul mofvover * auys the Review,” Archbishop Vaughan was an
Englishmao, and bad & stroag evoush wrist to contril the somewhat
untuly—-nnd almost wholly Insh—priest-hood under hisjurisdiction,
who would he none rhe werse, if (hey are not grearly maligned, could
a little of the superfluous energy of our blue ribbon entbusiasts be
brought to bear upon them.” The picture drawn of Archhishop
Vaughan bullring with an itco hand and by virise of his English
biood and prejudices a drunkes Insh priesthood is one as dishotouring
to his memory, as it is foul and calumnious towarda the clergy of New



