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ROMAN OATHOLIC SOHOOLS.

Bisaor Paszr (Maryland) on Roman Catholic
Behools in the U, 8.

——

The followirg letter from Bishop Paret ap-
peared in ZThe Ohurchkman, N. Y., of 25th
March :—

In a charge recently delivered to the clergy
of Maryland, after speaking of the demand of
the Roman Church for Government support of
ite sohcols, I used these words: * Not content
with the liberty of having their own schools,
they have gono so far as to demand that they

~ should be supported by the monmey of the
' Government.

They bave claimed that since
they, in common with all other citizens, are

taxed, and money raised by taxation is nsed to
sustain the public schools, they, as not ap
proving the public schools, should have part of
the public money to sustain the religious
achools which they do approve. And it is this
demand of Government support for denomin-
ational echools which has roused, in many
places, the popular indignation; and with
ample reason.

¢t Under s olaim of cquality it would estab
lish the most monsirous favoritiem, and utterly
subvert tho grand principles of onr National
Constitntion, And if the question concerning
it were oponly and fairly put, the amswer ot
ibe pation against it would be averwheiming,

** But resutits are sometimes accomplished by
indirectness. The proposal bas been ir several
places made—and in some, I am sorry to say,
inconsiderately accepted—tibat school buildings
of the Roman Church, bnilt by them in the im-
mediate neighborhood of their churches, and
managed by them long enovgh to gather their
own people as the pupils, and provide them
with their books, and familiarize the children
with their ways of worship and spoech, should
be turned over (perhaps free of remt for a
while) to be rated and treated as public schcols,

- under the care and ocost of the School Boards.

And 0 schools essentially Roman, taught by
pistors in their offleial garb, and visited by the
Roman priest, are foisted umpon the publio
ch arge."”

And in the New York Tribune of March 4th

Enppearcd the following full illustration and
o proofs :

“Chioago, Maroch 3rd, (Special )—
A dispatoh to The Chicago Tribune from St.
Paul suys—*In viow of the faot that in several
citics Catholic priests have recently ordered
Ostholic parents to send their children to par-
ochial schaols exolusively, an ovent occurred
here yesterday afternoon which is remarkable,
and may lead to 4 solution of the school ques-
tion, The Catholios have lately finished s
sohool building in St John's parish, Dayton's
Bluff. In that section of the city the public
gchools huve been ocrowded all winter, and the
Board ot Eduoation had been considering what
was best 1o be done until spring, when & build.
ing cou.d be erected. Father Floming, pastor
ot tho parish, learned of the dilemma, and
staggered Superintendent Gilbert by offering
the Catholic parish school to the city, only re-
quiring that it pay the sbsolute and necessary
running expenses. Father Fleming eaid the
teachers now in the parish sohools could be ex
amined, and if they came up to the required
standard they should be kept. Daring sohool
“hours the question of religion was to be
gerupulously banished from the schoolroom.'
“The proposition was so manifestly fair,
and the clorgyman 50 evicenily rincere, that
the superintendent will report it favorably to
the Board of Education,”
Archbishop Ireland, speakiog of the matter,
said: **I have heard of Father Fleming's offer

"to the Board, and I think it will strike all

right-thinking men as a most fair ome. I
think the plan i one in fall harmony with
American ideas, partioularly with the truly

Amerioan principles of liberty of eomscience.
If the State authorities 50 wish, religion nead
not be taught during school hours. ~ Catholio
teachers could give religious instruction before
sohool opens or after it closes, or before and
after, as is done in England,”

Surely it is important that these movements
should be exposed and resisted.

Winniax Pagxr.

HINDRANCES TO UNITY.

In these days when the Christian world is
becoming weary of seotarianism, and Christ's
true followers everywhere are longing and
praying for the fulfilment of Christ's own
prayer, that all His may bo one, Satan, who
knows well tbat divisions begin with cens-
oriousness and end with infidelity, is most
careful to sow the seeds of cemsoriousness in
the gospel field whilst men slecp, or in other
words sre unobservant of His work.

Now censoriousness is very nearly akin to
spiritnal pride, and as Satan's main design is
to separate those who ought to be very friends,
for example—thase who are baptized members

of God's Catholic Church—we cannot behold
without sore wmisgivings the bitter spirit of
censoriousness which, in these days of desired
unity, is so remarkably busy in the Christian
world, and especially amongst the membera of
our >wn Church, which many Romsnists and
other Dissenters have admitted to be the near-
est to the primitive pattern, with its historie
episcopate, and freedom from modern accre-
tions,

When we see, as lately in New York, that
Baptists are now laying aside their exclusive
nlaim to Christian baptism, so that they admit
without reordination a minister ordained by
the Congregationalists to the pastorate of one
of their churches, whilst amongat ua there are
many who would jeopardise the sacred cause of
unity for the sake of forcing even their breth
ren, if possible, to forsake our ancient Church
unless they will consent to pronounce exaotly
as tuey do some shibboleth as to the rubrios of
our Prayer-book, we fear that the charity of
the disoiples of Christ is sleeping, whilst Satan
is busily sowin g the seeds of separation in the
snoient fold. Here we find a sad sign of
illiberality.

Yot, to change the figure, how careful is the
infernal Angler to hide his hook with a tempt-
ing bait! This bait is false liberality,—a g:v-
ing away that which is not ours to give.

Irreverence is ono of the besetting sins of a
waning faith, and & sure accompaniment of
growing infidelity. In *‘Salvationism™ or
Boothism, we see frightful irreverence, border
ing on and often mixed with blasphemy,
condoning impurity of life in those who
blatantly claim that they are pure and sure to
be admitted to the Beatific Vision. Wae seo
them ignoring Christ's two Sacraments, Bap
tism and the Holy Communion, and substitnt-
ing therefér admission ‘' under the flag,”
coupled with the sounding brass and the tink-
ling oymbal. Hero we see irreverence rejecting
the gralifiying and feeding Sacraments of
Christ a8 ** ompty forms.”

Censoriousnces is nearly akin to self-righte.
ousness. Men sre essily tempted to flout at
ancient Christinn forms, whilst insisting on the
superiority of forms of their owu devising,—
showing their liberality by giving away what
does not belong to them. And false liberslity
fs very popular in our day. Those who,
amongst ourselves, are least anxions to preserve
and make reverent use of the Holy Communion,
aro alwaya the moat ready to carp st ¢ forms”
ordered by Holy Scripture and the rubrics of
our Prayer-book. '

We are led into this train of thought, by &
paragraph in one of our Church of England
periodicals of & recent dats, published in western

Canads, on the subject of prayer. In these
days, when we find sectsrian bodies not kneel-
ing or even standing in public prayer or praise,
but sitting—(a position never known either in
the anocient Jewish or the primitive Christian
Church), our brother, 8 Churchman, we suppose,
thus expresses the feelings of his soul to his
prethren :

%The first duty of the worshipper is personal
prayer. It is not necesssry that he should
kneel to pray. Even the bowed head may be
a poor substiiate for the bowed and waiting
heart. All forms fail; nothing but the person-
al outreaching of the mind and heart after God
will meet the desp want.”

This strong assumption that the ontward
form of devotion and humilivy is & dasgerous
thing, and liable to be suspected of not being
acocompanied by the * personal outreaching of
the mind and heart,” is—to say the least—not
unlikely to be accepted as & solatium by those
whom we too often ses lolling or even half
lying in their pews, whilst others are humbly
kneeling at prayer, or standing whilst the
praises of God are sung in His holy temple.
Who ave the most likely to believe in Gad’s
immediate presence in public worship,—those
who * worship and fall down and kneel before
the Lord our Maker,” or those who sit, or
lazily recline, in the Divine Presence, whilst
with self-eatisfaotion they suspect of insincerity
and mere formalism their brethren who assnme
the more reverent attitnde ?

What would have been thought in aftertimes
of the three wise men from the east, if inatead
of koeeling in the pressnce of the Holy Child
in the stable at Bethiehem, they had seated
thomselves perhsps on & log at hand ?

What wonld we have thought of their wisdom
if instead of koeeling when offering their gifts,
they had—like too many in our day—presented
them, whilst ¢itting, by the hands of others ?

Whatever men may think, Satan well knows
that true religion has its foundation in haomil.
ity, and God is the author of forms in religion,
without which its spirituslity may soon evapor-
ate amid the deadly missma of infidelity—
Church Work

I[F WE BELIEVE TOGETHER, WHY NOT
WORSHIP TOGETHER?

The proof that the difference between Chris-
tians are at least as grave as those which caused
St. Paunl so much grief among the firat Chris-
tians is this,  ibat they prevent our worship-

ping together. Those who disputed in- St.
Paul's time did not set up separate places of
worship.

The flrst dissenters who broke off from the
Church of England did so because they mis-
takenly thought themselves boand in conscience
80 to do.

If it be the case that we: are no l.nger
divided by serious differonces or belief, why do
we not worship together? Why do Nonooa-
formists still separate thomselves ? Why do
they not come back ?

It may be said —* We all hold the same faith,
bat not a!l in quite the same way. People see
the same thing with different eyes. Why then
should there not be different Christian bodies
working side by side? They preach the same
Jesus. They mneed not interfere with each
other's work., They need not be rivals except
in the work of bringing souls to Christ. Those
who slip through the net of one denomination
may be caught by another, It is not like diffe-
rent religions, Lot every man please himself,
80 that all tastes may be suited.”

This is not, howcver, the “ striving together
for the Faith of the Gospel,” which St. Paul
commands, Nor is it * walking by the same
rule,” Nor is it being *f perfectly joined to-
gether.”

At the first meeting of the Melbonrne Parlia-
ment in St. Patrick’s Hall, a proposal to open
the session with prayer was negatived on the

.



