
gated, exterminated, nor, alas ! free; but the worst days 
are past, and the spirit of the time is favorable, if we 

but take advantage of the many elements that lie within 
our reach. If we sail in shoreless seas, we cannot reach 
a harbor. If we grope in darkness, wc will but dash out 
our brains against the rocks. 

Politics and Religion. 
“ There cannot,” says the New York Tribune, of Tuesday, 

April 14, be less, and probably are more, than one million 
voters in the several States who adhere to the Roman Catholic 
Church ; and of these General Grant, running on the Repub- 
lican ticket, will be lucky indeed if he receives fifty thousand. 
The residue will vote solidly against him, not from dislike or 
distrust of the man, but from repugnance to the principles 
wherewith he is identified.” 

Now, if this is a fact—and we fear there can be no 

question that such it is—it certainly is a very remark- 
able oue, and appears to us to demand a more searching 
and thorough investigation than it has yet received. 

Assumiug that nineteen out of every twenty of the 
milliou of voters who adhere to the Catholic faith in 
these United States will cast their votes, not so much 
against General Grant as against the principles of the 

party with which he is understood to be identified, we 

are naturally led to ask, what are those principles which 
are so repugnant, to so largo and influential a portion of 
the people of this free couutry ? Although we know 
what the auswer to the question is, and must be, still it 

may well be a sort of never-ending surprise to us to find 
that the principles so heartily detested, and so earnestly 
opposed, arc none other than those which propose to 

secure equal political rights to men of all colors and 
creeds. This may be sneered at as “ negrophily." It 

may be caricatured as “ nigger supremacy." Dozens of 
other offensive or ridiculous epithets may be applied to 

it, by rowdy journals and by stump orators. But it is 
the simple truth. 

Why so large a majority of the Catholic community 
of America should, on the plea of difference of color, 
refuse to concede to a certain section of the human race 

those rights which, as Thomas Jefferson declared, have 
been conferred on all men by the Creator himself, is, of 
all other existing circumstances, to us the most mysteri- 
ous and inexplicable. Because in her own proper sphere 
—in the spiritual domain over which she exercises juris- 
diction—the Catholic Church has extended equal rights 
and privileges to the dusky African as to the pale Cau- 
casian. They have knelt side by side at the same 

altar, and partaken of the same communion. Nay, 
more, one of the great and laudable enterprises of the 

present Catholic prelates of America is to endow colleges 
to educate negroes for the priesthood, and so to extend 
the faith among men of their own race in America and 
in Africa. It cannot be, therefore, on account of their 
religion, or of the teachings of their Church, that 
Catholics are the opponents of negro enfranchisement. 
Because the Catholic Church, as we have just proved, 
has always been the friend of the poor negro, and the 

practical asserter of his most sacred rights—his rights 
to the privileges of the Christian Church on earth, and 
the Christian Church in heaven. And so it must be. 
For is not the grand and Godlike mission of the religion 
of the Nazarene to “ undo the heavy burdens," to “ let 
the oppressed go free," to seek out the most benighted 
and degraded of the human family, and to elevate them 
to light and liberty, to purity and happiness ? This 
criminal denial of justice to a long oppressed race can- 

not, therefore, be laid at the door of the Church, for the 
Church has done her duty in this matter; and if her 
bishops, priests and members have sinned, the sin is 
their own, and at their door alone must rest the terrible 
responsibility. 

How comes it that so large a number of Catholics, 
including—we are sorry to say—both priests and bishops, 
imagine that a democracy, which refuses men their 

just rights, and sympathizes with their oppressors and 

enslavers, is part of their religion ? This will be denied 
with a howl of indignation, and a shower of not very 
select epithets will be poured out upon us for daring to 

make such an assertion. But it is not the less true on 

that account. For is there one so-called Catholic Demo- 
cratic religious newspaper in the United States—aud 
Heaven knows we have plenty of the stamp—but welds 
this sympathy with slavery aud slaveholders into its 

leaden lucubrations about what it is pleased to consider 

morality and faith ? Not one. And unreflecting people 
have become so accustomed to this that it is now gener- 
ally accepted as a matter of course. The Irish mind 
has the deepest respect for, and bows undoubtiugly to, 
anything that assumes the name or form of religion. 
So knaves coat over their political pills with professions 
of piety, and down they go. Aud we see the result. 

Now, is not this an unmitigated outrage ? Nor can it 
be said of too many ecclesiastics here in America that 

they are innocent regarding it. A lamentably large 
number of them do countenance, do foster and encour- 

age this nefarious practice. For is not each and every 
one of these so-called religio-political journals, to which 
we have referred, nursed and spoon-fed iuto a rickety 
existence by some select coterie of clergymen ? And is 
it not considered a crime worthy of cursing, an offense 
so aggravated that nothing less than excommunication 
is sufficient to punish it—excommunication accompanied 
by a thrilling platoon of shuddering anathemas—for 
any man to dare to expose the lies of these debasing 
sheets, or to stand up and speak a word in favor of 
freedom or of oppressed humanity ? This is a fact, a 

sad and sorrowful one. Aud it is more than time for 
intelligent and independent men to turn to it their seri- 
ous attention. 

We have before us several copies of a paper called 
the Banner of the South. Its motto is “ Religio et 

Patria.” Aud it is edited by the Rev. Abraham Ryan, 
under the immediate patronage of the Bishop of Savan- 
nah. With here and there a spriukling of eudurable 
literature, its pages are given bodily to the glorification 
of rebellion against the American Government, aud the 
sanctification of human slavery. Now, all this is done, 
mark you, iu the name of religion and the Church. Is 
not such a magnificent mission for either one or the 
other? Talk about Divine truth, or Christian charity, 
or human philanthropy, after that! 

We notice one article which runs through no less than 
three numbers. It is designed to be of a purely polemic 
character. Its title is, “ Give God Ilis Place.” In it 
occurs the following passage : 

“Is not the legislation of the ‘best government the world 
ever saw’ a libel on law ? Are not our legislators and 
politicians, in the main, visionaries and knaves? Is not 
office an article of sale? Is not venality the very soul and 
life of our politics? * * * Believing, as we do, that the 
South had right and raison and principle on her side in the late 
war, we feci that we should not let the traditions, and mem- 

ories, and GLORIES of the struggle pass into oblivion!” 

So it appears that the thousands on thousands of our 

brave and gallant brothers who fell fighting for “ the 
stars and stripes,” all entered eternity in the act of fight- 
ing against “ right, reason and principle.” Is not that 
a comfortable reflection ? And is it not a pious and 
beautiful doctrine to be coolly and persistently taught 
by a Catholic clergyman in the name of the Church, of 

religion, and of country ?. And is not the very same 

holy and beuutiful creed palmed off, under the names of 

morality and faith, on two-thirds of our people all over 

the country, by sanctified knaves who edit so-called re- 

ligious newspapers? This is “borrowing the robes of 
heaven to serve the devil in,” with a vengeance. 

It is, we repeat, more than time to unmask this vil- 

lainy aud expose its real character. Let us get at the 
names of the men who tell us that it is a mortal sin to 

be loyal and true to the Republican Government aud 
institutions of free America ? Let us learn who they 
are that declare that to love and cherish slavery is one 

of the first duties we owe to God aud man ? Out with 
their names, whether they weave webs of envenomed 
falsehood in editorial sanctums or knot the ropes arouud 
the necks of the victims of the Ku-Klux-Klan ? 

We would like also to know if, because we separate 
Copperheadism from religion, the infernal from the 
divine, are we therefore “ infidels ?” Does a refusal to 
swallow the slimy abominations of holy hypocritical 
rebel newspapers merit eternal damnation ? 

We begin to think that our souls are more firmly 
bound by the chains of false teachers and tyrants than 
were the bodies of the unfortunate Africans in the 
shameful days gone by. For from the barrel organ of the 
holy McMaster dowu through all the penny whistles of 
the pious political journalism that edifies aud adorns this 
happy country, we have dunned iuto our ears the same 

eternal tune. The broken idol of slavery is still long- 
ingly adored. The inferiority of the negro, and his 

unfitness for the exercise of freedom, is the burden of the 

song of every ignorant and interested tool of a Conserva- 
tism which is the friend of everything that is bad and cor- 

rupt,and the enemy of everything that is pure or noble or of 

good report. As an able correspondent of this journal 
has declared, we are taught, directly and indirectly, that 
we are the property of a privileged class—mortgaged to 

polemics and politicians—that our province, like the 

famed Uriah Ilecp, is to be “ ’umble/' and to lick the 
dust. We can afterwards compensate ourselves by curs- 

ing the nigger. The number of Keeps that this style 
of instruction has managed to manufacture has been the 
ruin of Ireland, as it is the danger of America. Let 
our people know this, that until they are able to respect 
freedom in the person of every race and man on earth, 
they are not, themselves, fit for freedom, nor do the}T 
deserve to be free. * 

-—■— 

“The Ring” in the Courts. 
The term “Ring” has a peculiar significance in pol- 

itical matters, and means a “ vicious circle.” Imagine a 

series of such circles, each worse than the other, and 

you have formed an intelligent idea of the government 
of this city. A New York circle or combination of 

politicians—which lias the genuine “ring” in its formation 
—is actuated by two controlling ideas and no more; 
how much money is there in a given scheme, and how 
best can it be extracted. If any other thought is per- 
mitted to jostle these in the aggregate intellect, it is of 
a negative character, aud consists in an intense distrust 
of popular rule, except as interpreted and curried out 

by “ the ring.” Hence, under the form of popular 
nomination, it fixes the names of the candidates for pub- 
lic office, (who must be of the right kind,) and elects 
them afterwards, the people going through the form of 

voting, but not allowed to change the pre-arrauged resist 
on penalty of finding their ballot-boxos broken, and 
sometimes their heads. The close observer may always 
find much to instruct and amuse in one of our municipal 
elections, although it is generally no laughing matter to 

the public who have to “ pay the piper.” 
The administration of our city government now involves 

an expenditure of over twenty-five millions of dollars, 
and accordingly, the “ patriotic ” persons who devote 
themselves to this line, such as Aldermen, Councilmen, 
etc., live as well (in the way of creature comforts) as 

any other class in the community. To the victors belong 
the spoils, and they are the victors every time. The 
City Hall is their headquarters, and their position there 
is so well fortified, by bastion and buttress, trench and 
palisade—figuratively speaking—as to defy all manner 

of assault, whether carried on openly from the front or 

stealing round covertly in the rear. There their plans 
against the city finances—in plain words, to empty other 
people’s purses—are concocted, and are of so complex a 

character, that “ experts 
” have been known to make 

considerable money by affecting to let the public into 
the modus operandi. There, all departments of the 
city revenue are pressed into their service, not even 

allowing—if that half-told story of a judicial “ riDg ” 
elicited by the Drew-Vanderbilt conflict be true—the 
administration of justice (?) to pass unscathed of their 
ministrations. 

It is in this latter aspect that the operations of the 
“ ring ” have recently startled public attention, and set 

people to thinking over a question often discussed—is 
the elective system, as now administered in New Yrork 
city, compatible with an incorruptible judiciary ? What 
candid aud upright judge, holding office under the 
present regime, will assert that it is, or that any change 
would not be for the better ? If the tree is to be judged 
by its fruits, we may reasonably apply the same standard 
to determine the character of the existing system, and so 

judged, it is a disgraceful failure. A Bench politically 
constructed must reflect back its moral status on the Bar, 
until the lineaments of the latter lose all semblance to a 

noble profession. Upright judges there will be, iu de- 
spite of the corrupt influences surrounding them, and 
counsel such as the other day dragged the judicial 
“ ring ” to light in its own hall. But they will be few 
and far between; and as we descend from the sphere 
they occupy the ugly features of the creation of ward 
politics become more conspicuous, aud more revolting. 
Here the “ dignity ” is impressive in accordance with 


