
us that they attend to the letter of the law thatbinds themundeithe pain of sin. But if we would know the spirit that sometimesanimates those English gentlemen, who, we mußt believe, on theauthority of "J. K." never flinched from the call of duty, wemaylearnsomething from those facts mentionedin the DublinFreeman1*Journal ofnot much more thanayearago. Amongstotherincidents,wefind|the expressionof hissentimentsgivenby the rector of aregular
church in a great English city,onbearingof the deathof a priest."Another of our priestsdead,"said he;"another valuablelife sacri-
ficed through attending a filthy Irish family." "He must," says the
writer of the article,"have had inhis mind the Timea'descriptionofthe "

filthy and felonious multitude.'
"

Nodoubt this English rectorsometimes visited filthy Irish families himself. Possibly
""

J.X.M in
his 20 years' experience of English priests, met him atsome timeor
other onhis mission of mercy, and musthave been highly edifiedbfhis suavity of manner,and his happy wayof consoling the filthy Irishin their afflictions. But will itbe believed the writer in the Free-man tells us that it took very active intervention on the partofa certain popular Irishman, to save the church of this gentlemanfrombeingboycotted? What ashock itmust havegiven to therefinedand sensitive nerves of "J.K." to learn that the ungrateful Irish
congregation should, for amoment, think of leavingsuch a dear,good
rector asthat all alonein his glory, topreach toempty benches.ButIforget. "J. X.," inall his 20 years'experienceof English
priests,never met an Irishman who was treated withcontemptbyoneof them. Well, itis never to late to learn;and if your correspon-
denthas gone through life with his "

eyes
"

bandaged, lest any faintglimmer of light might penetrate thoseorbs,on the subject of Eng-
lish priests' treatment of their Irish flocks, there may yet be somehope left that theexperiencesof others willundeceive him.That there areother causesat work to account, inthe past,forthe vast leakage from the Church inEngland,Ihave nointention ofdenying. Nevertheless,1repeat that the gross insults heaped byEnglish priests on their Irishcongregations nave a greatdeal todowith that fallingoff, which is a sourceof greatgrief to allCatholics.Speaking of the dislikeentertained by English priests for the Irish,
the above-mentioned writer saysin the same place :—":

— "Inmany ex-
amples which havecome to our knowledge, itamounts tosomething
not far removed frommonomania. God aloneknowswhatmultitudesof souls have been lost through this horrible, unpleasant feeling.

Why don't you go toMass,' said a missioner lately toan Irishmaniaa northernEnglish town. He replied,'Would your reverenoehare
me to go and hear my country abused from the veryaltar V Theordinary Sunday morning's prelections bf his pastor were flavouredwithremarks on the 'dirty Hirish'". "These,"continues thewriter,"

formed some thirty to one of his congregation, and though hebanished numbers of them from his church, they yet gave him ahandsomeliving." But why multiply instances? What purposecanbe served by dragging before the public gazethings thatareso dis-
graceful to those concerned ? "J. X.," who talks so glibly of mali-
cious libel,ought to reflect seriously onhis ill-advised championshipof such a cause, by whichhe compelspeople,in the interestsof truth,
tospeakout plainly.— lam, etc., P.0. T.

THE JUBILEE HIBERNIANS.

[We aionot responsiblefor the opinionsexpressed byour Correspondents.]
♥

THE LONDON TABLET AND THE ENGLISH' CATHOLICS.

TO THE EDITOR N.Z. TABLET.
818,

— Will youkindlyallow me tosay a few wordson the controversy
nowgoingonbetween youi correspondents"J.K." and " P.0.T."
on aquestionin which we are allmoreor less interested,but which,
Iamafraid, willnot be settled at this side of the Millennium. Still,
although wemay not hope tosettle it, weshouldnoton that account
neglect toseek for clearer views uponit. It appears that "J.K."
wrote to youonJune 17, taking exception to some remarks made
by you on the English priesthood and their Irish flocks. To this
letter "P.0.T."replied the following week in a way thatdid not
apparently suit "J.X.," for he has in last week's Tablet another
letter indefence of his first contention. It appears tome that Eng-
lish and IrishCatholics in these coloniesarequarrelling onquestionswhich, if properly stated, neither side would dispute, andit is to be
deplored thatthose who kneelat the same altar andpartake of the
sameSacraments shouldnot be able toentertainmorekindly feelings
towards each other. Whoever brings about, evenin a slight way,a
betterunderstanding between the tworaces willaccomplish a great
work of charity. That there aremany excellent English priests who
never allow political feelings to prevent them fromdoing their duty
as priests to their Irish flocks, noone ever questions for a moment.
To thosemen everysinner is stamped with the image of his Maker
and that consideration swallowsupall others. But that there are also
very many priests whose actions are not governed by those high
motives,even "J.K." willnot deny. There aremany Father Anguses
in England andelsewhere who do not dißguise their feelings towards
Ireland andher children. These men draw their inspiration from
the London Tablet,which has latterly been pursuing a courseof the
most undisguised hostility towards the causeof Ireland. That paper
has condemned thePlan of Campaign,ithas condemned the Land
League, ithascondemned everyeffortby which theIrishleaders have
triedto wringjustice fromEngland, while ithasonly words of praise
for Lord Salisbury,andMr.Balfour,andEdwin de Lisle,ethocgenus
omne. Now, if "J.K." doubts that this paper is the exponent of
English Catholic opinion, let him open itatpage 416,inthe issue for
March 12, 1887, and he will see the following words, written by an
English priest, on the Irishquestion :—":

— " You, sir, have with great
careand sagacity discerned and expressed the view most prevalent
amongst English Catholics. So far as my experience goes most
English Catholicß agree with you,at least in principle," This, then,
is conclusive. The Tablet professes to be,andprobably is, the leading
representative Catholic paper in England, and hence a large number
of English Catholics,clerical and lay, whodraw their politics from
its teachings, are bitterly opposed to Irish nationality. How could
they favour Mr.Gladstone's Home Rule Bill whenthe Tablet opposed
it f How could they condemn Mr. Balfour's Crimes Bill when
the Tablet approves of it? The Tablet is the avowed and admitted
enemy of the Irishcause, and the Tablet is the accepted exponent of
English Catholic opinion. Seeing that this ia the case, we may
reasonably conclude that that paper is responsiblefor a great dealof
the ill-feeling which at present exists between English and Irish
Catholics,and which will only die out when there isan Irish Parlia-
ment in College Green. Ihave not settled the difference between"J.K,"and "P.C.T." Ihave only tried to throw a clearer light
uponit.

—
Iam,etc., X.Christchurch, July 4, 1887.

"P.C.T." IN REPLY.
TO THE BDITOB N.Z. TABLET.

Siß,
—

Your correspondent "J.K" displays some ingenuity in
fighting shy of the extractsfrom Irishhistory,contained inmyletter.
No doubt such facts must be very unpalatable to all advocates of
Englißh spiritual domination. Nevertheless,*;those facts, and many
more of the likenature, cannotbe ignored. They standrecorded in
letters of blood on the pages of our country'sstory. They areburnt
into the hearts of Irishmen with a fierceness thatleaves an indelible
mark. And they remain for all time as a monument of English
ecclesiastical perfidy in Ireland, andas a warningto Irishmen of what
theymay expect from such of those English clerics as are true to the
traditions of their class. But

"J.K," does not see any connection
between thepastandpresent treatmentof the Irish peopleby English
priests. Inhis view they havechanged their tactics altogether, and
they now present to the world a spectacle of the most irrepressible
affectionand goodwill towards the members of their congregations
that bail from the Green Isle. He has found them, during an
experience extending over some twenty years, to combine the
qualitiesof perfect gentlemen with those ofthe most zealous apostles.
What adelightful picture,must not the contemplation of all their
perfections conjureupin the mind of

"
J.K." I Onlyfancy the dear

Father Angus hob-nobbing with myLord the Marquis of so and so
athis dinner table in Belgraviaamongst all the snobs andaristocrats
of the West End,and suddenly called forth at the voice of duty,
beaming with benignity, and filled with zeal and somethingelße, to seek some poor member of his dear Irish flock
in the fever ward or the cholera-stricken house. Your
correspondent probably knows that it is the duty of every priest,
charged with the care of souls togive the last consolations of reli-
gion to the members of his flock, even though his life is thereby
endangered. So whenhe tells us that the Englishpriestsin the large
cities Tisit the sick members of theircongregation,hemerely informs

TO THE EDITOR N.Z. TABLET.
Sir,

—
la reading your article inlast week's Tablet on" Irish-

men and the Jubilee,"Ibegan to think there is hope for us after all
We may yet be saved from the curse that seemed likely to descend
uponus— the curse of having thebleached bones of Irishnationality
strewing the plains of Canterbury— a sickly spectaolefor any West
Coast Irishman that might happento pass by. AndIwasturning
with grateful eyes towards my countrymen of the Coast for the noble
examplewhich had nervedusof Christchurch to.stand byour coloura,
and to reflect that while the Queen's favouredsubjects wereright
madly profuse in thanksgiving for the fifty years' favours, we had
a right to look moodily on and think of fifty years'persecution,and
even that tobe outdone by the intensity of bitterness which prompts
the"Jubilee Crimes Act."

The Queen'smost trusted and favouredPrime Minister, the man
who declared his Irishpolicy to be "Manacles and Manitoba," issignalising this Jubilee year by that policy; and,no doubt, unless
the onegreat English statesman is successful in his efforts to thwartit, the Queen's royal hand will soon sign the Act that will
placemanacles onourconntrymenor transport themtoManitoba.Willany high spirited Englishman blame us for withdrawing from the
festive scenes when we think of these things? Ah, we would be
cowards and sycophants had we done otherwise. Iwascongratulat-
ingmyself on your being able to write Buch an article, tosay that
"you had not heard whether the members of the Society inother
localities werealso invited,but youhad no doubt that where such
was the case a refusal was given." That all made up a very
brilliant pictureof patriotism, but a friend of mine has just pointed
out ahuge black spot uponit lamafraid to look at it,much less to
touch it, for Ihave already seen what threatened tobefallastronger
handthat dared to touch it. Mr. Editor, itis no less a place than
the hitherto immaculate West Coast. Now, ye outragedcorrespon-
dents whomay set upon me, Isay nothing against it,only enclose
to Mr. Editor a scrap cut from the Weekly Press, wherein is
graphically described the loyal demonstrations at Hokitika.
Ipass over the list of those who engaged in the light fantastic
at the Jubilee ball, although there are amongst them many
old Irish names, andIcome to the order of jubileeprocessiononTuesday. It runs thus:Volunteer Band,Rifle Cadets, Fire Brigade,Oddfellows, Foresters, St. Mary's Band, Hibernian Society, school
children. Now, sir. itis quite possible that this account of the Jubilee
procession on the Coastmaynot be correct; in thiscaseIshall have
done goodby giving anopportunity tocontradict it,butifitbecorrect
I>ouldrespectfullysuggest to|mycountrymen therethat they alsoaotin
unity with their townsmenin perpetuating theevent. Inotice that
his Worship the Mayorplanted two oak treesin tha square fronting
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