
unobservantif hecanso much as walk through the streets without
being filled with delight and complacency. Indeed,ithappened to
us personally ononeoccasion to have this state of things we allude
topointedoat tons by the foremanof agangof labourers-— anEng-
lishman andprobably one of the Archdeacon's own floek

—
but then

they neednot allagree with their shepherds aboutmeremattersof
taste,need they ? He said that never atHome had he seenyoung
girls who wouldnot turn aside at thesight of alargebody of work-
men,but here they kept their ranks unmoved and marched right
through themiddle of the men. Everyone tohis taste, then,and we
maycongratulate Mr. Archdeacon on the opportunity he enjoys of
finding that which he admires in the fair sex most fully displayed.
Meantime, we have already answered "Civis

"
concerning his *n«

founded charge of the godlessness to Protestant pupils of convent
schools. His attempt to joke,with thebasis of the greatProtestant
tradition,is hardly worth answering

—
unless it beby acomment on

the ease with which he adopts for his own the motto, " the end
justifies the means," and bears false witness against his neighbour
without a scruple. Verily if there be nothing to hinder one who
laughs, or essays todo so, from telling the truth meanwhile, neither,
itis clear, is there anything to prevent one who tries to laugh from
tiling the directcontrary— not to use a naughty word and offend
against goodmanners. But *' Civis

" here, although, like Joe Bag-
stock, he may be "sly, sir, sly," is by no means tough

—
not even"devilish tough." He is, on the other band, somewhat soft and

foolish, asmust be every man who has recourse to the quotationand
repetitionof rubbish as stale as ever it can be,and tobe foundin
any anti-Catholic horn-bowk. Again, with regard to thepost-script
touching the London Tablet's article on the Rev. Mr. Leach, if"Civis

"
cannot see its force, neither we nor anyone else cansupply

him withbrains.— God help him!he wants them hopelessly.

Our heading, it will be seen, is a somewhat strong
one,but,by thetime ournotehas been read through
by them, our readers will, webelieve,holdus ex-
cused for making use of it. There appeared,then,
in the London Spectatorof August sthanarticle
on Mr. Godkin's paper in theNineteenthCentury

headed, "An Ameiican View of Ireland," andin which the writer
accusesEnglishmen of having,by their hatredof Irishmen,begotten
thehatred that Irishmen bear towards them in return. The Spec-
tator repudiates this statement, and brings forwardseveralargu-
ments torefute it. "The typical English feeling for the Irishman,"
he says, "is one rather of bewilderment than of either hatred or
contempt,

—
genuine inability to understand him, genuine desire to

dohim justice, genuine admiration for his liveliness,genuine fear for
his fitfulness, andgenuine despairat his ineradicable hostility." Be
it so; we have no desire to bring the Englishman in guilty of a
deadly hatred towards us, but would far rather haveit found with
truth that his heart was filled with a genuine benevolence towards
Irishmen, for, then, weshould be certain thatif his all butinvincible
stupidity could oncebe overcomethe concession toall our justclaims
would at once follow. But the Englishman's stupidity is almost in*
vincibleor wholly so, if indeed,the passage we have quoted from the
Spectator form a true index to his state of mind. If hecannot
understand how thepeopleof acountry that has been treated as Ire-
landhas been treatedarediscontented andhostile to those whohave
ill-treatedt hem, andif he,earnestly desiring todo justice, cannot see
the way that lies plainly pointed out before his eyes. Nevertheless
we are content to believe, and even believe gladly, that there are
classes of Englishmen who. like those representedby theLondon
Spectator, feelnothing of the hatred whichMr. Godkir.has described,
and would recognise that to harbour such a feeling would beun-
worthy of them as Christians and as men, andour hopeis thab the
time is not far removed from us in which their charity willbe
equalledby their understanding, and they will see that.the attitude
anddisposition of the Irishman are but those whichany otherbeing
on earth would display in a kindred situation. Buton the other
hand it is not possible for ns to doubt that there are classes of
Englishmen also who are disgraced by every whit of thathatred
spokenofby Mr.Godkin, and who delight in nothing more than its
expressiononevery possibleoccasion. Forus todeny this wouldbe
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Ohdear no, "Cms," you creature of a most ex«
cellent wit ! Why, you even fail to give an
effectual thrashing "with your pen,not to speakof
anything else;but your will is goodhere also,and
youmust onall accounts be commended as a man

of spirit. The Christians of St. John, nevertheless, have not lost
those twelve over whom Archdeacon Edwards makes lamentation,
that is if he be reportedaright, which seems,however,do-ibtful

—
and

letus add reporters in some instances are us good scape-goats as
typographers themselves. Twelve pupil of the convent schools
plucked from thebeautiful feet ofSt.John'ssuccessor there havenot
been. The few children, not in all amounting to twelve, who were
thechildren of mixed marriages, and who wereallowed toconform
tothe faithof either father ormother

—
albeit in oneor twocases a

faithnot practically observed
—

on being placed under the careof the
nuns, would otherwise most probably have been brought upin no
particular church, and the non-Catholic parent wasnot alwaysan
Anglican. Two instances there further were inwhich the children
ofProtestantparents asked tobe admittedinto the Catholic Church,
andwere immediately referred by the nuns, in one instance to a
father,andinthe other toanaunt

—
inboth instancesbeing removed

from the school, and still remaining Protestants. And we
mayadd that at least one of them, if not both, at no timesat at
the feetof the antipodean successor of St. John, buthadbeenand
remaineda professorof that Calvinism of which the said successor
seems tohold no veryexalted opinion,but to whose extremes, no
doubt,he wouldprefer to see his flock conformed rather than that
they should in any way favour Catholicism. And times must be
*cry much changed in the Church of England, by the way,if the
worthy gentleman whoposes here as St.John's successor, andbishop
of masquerade,does not number in bis flock a very considerable
shareof theCalvinist element. Not only did it largely leaven his
Church in England a few years ago,but in Irelanditalmost exclu-
sively prevailed,andwoe be to the parson who would ventureto hint
thathis flock werenot, beyond all backsliding, theLord'select. Is
Calvinism, then, wholly removed from the Church of England in
Otago— are there no Irish

"
Protestants

"
here I—and1

—
and are we to

accept asasign of this doctrine'sexclusion the fact that a Wesleyan
preachermay,so to speak, take a flying jump over the side of his
pnlDit and land instanter a high-Church divine in the English
Church ? Or is there a general mixterum gatherum in that institu-
tion totally indifferent to various shades of doctrine, and content
with anything that may befall ? Unless there be, indeed, we fear
that the projectof anAnglican High School, where the children shall
be instructed inone creed, is a littleUtopian. We can picture the
condition of things that would obtain in some households, for
example, on their damsels' coming home with the news that their
lesson that day had been on baptismal regeneration. In fact, we
know of aninstance in which a certain parson of an English parish
wasoneday somoved to indignation by the teachingon this p^iut'
-f an ecclesiastical neighbour that it was with difficulty he waspre-
vented from falling intoa fit. Itis quite possible that a likestate
of things might take place inBorne of our good Anglican families,
although, of course, we cannot undertake to say whatmayhappen
among these newly-discoveredAnglicans of St.John— discoveredthe
otherday at the antipodes as unexpectedly as the Christians of St.
Thomas werea century or two ago discovered in India. Butasto
the opinion of Archdeacon Edwards that the girls educated at the
convent

" seemed to lose a great deal of the opennesswhich was so
much to be desired."— -That, of course,is also amatter of taste.— Mentherebe we know that agree with the judgment of a certain connois-
seur in beauty whodeclaredthat the acmeof perfection wasreached
by "" fat, fair, and forty," and who can find fault with Mr. Arch-
deaconif,in his turn, he declares,as tomanners, for frank, free, and
frolicsome? Itis fortunate for him thathe is inaposition toenjoy
abundantlythe waysthatplease hismind,and he mustbe singularly
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