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MOTHER KATHERINE DREX-
EL AND THE COLOR LINE.

——

The colored people of the United
States are largely in debt to Mother
Katherine: Drexel for many and
most bounteous acts of charity and
benevolence. This much we ac-
knowledge as a matter of fact. Her
self-sacrifice, her holy intentions,
her praeuicai generosity, eommand
at once for her name, mest reveren-
tial respect and most profound grati-
tude, on the part of the beneficiaries.

- But where the great friend of the

riendless makes a grievous mistake,

it is in the way she has selected to
bestow her liberalities.

The Mother belongs to the Catho-
lie religion, and under the direction
and control of its ministers, she has
Plnce‘d vast sums of money avowed-

y to christianize and educate the
Negroes,

As a consequence of the mispla-
ced bounty,the color line is perpetua-
ted where it exists already, and in-
troduced with the germ of success
where it has not existed before.

It is the caseright in New Orleans.
The Catholic Church isabout to open
a separate church for the colored
Catholics, and the eminent head of
the diocese does not hesitate to con-
nect this devout Christian’s name
with such an unwelcome innovation.

The project has no doubt a strange
fascination for the his Grace the
Archbishop, but we dare say that
had he been left alone to carry out
his ‘ideal, action might bave been
postponed to a very long time, lon
enough probably to be abandoned.
But'with the funds furnished by
this pious lady, the head of the
Chureh in Louisiana was enabled to
hasten his work according to his
ambition, and in aform likely to be
permanent. Eversince the advent

“"of the Archbishop in our midst, his
eminence has shown quite a deter-
mination of dividing the Catholics,
and if the good Mother will listen te
him in all things, and give him the
means, he will,we have every reason
to believe, finally push the color line
to the point of axclusion as well as
inclusion. For separation in one form
may bring separation in another; all
will depend npon the circumstances
of development. If the colored peo-
ple will take kindly to the new
church;if they will patronize it, the
minister who has succeeded in gain-
ing approval for his work, is likely
to improve it on the lines nearest to
his heart, This view of the matter
ought to be plain to every true and
seusible Christian of this city and

~ elsewhere. Now what we want to
impress upon the mind of our kind
friend, Miss Drexel, is the fact, that
such distinctions are unnecessary
and even-harmful and that we must
deplore and discourage them.
his is the reason why we enter
our protest against such benevo-
lence. The colored people ars poor,
it is true. But therp are many oth-
er Poor people in this world. The
colored people were created by the
same God who created other nations
of men, and, like others, they were
born to live in society with their
neighburs so ‘as to contribute their
share of responsibility on this planet.

Mother Katherine has taken the
vows of the Church, and yet she
seems by her actions unconsciously
to drift into channels whieh lead in-
to errors and contradictions, While
Christ has established the Father-|
hood of God and the Brotherhood of
man, the great Mother’s benevolence
is being used by destination to de-

« ptroy that fundamental principle of
our religion, If men are divided by,
or in, the Church, where can they
be united in the bonds of faith and
love of truth and justice ? .

This good Mother may not under-
stand the science of government
enough , or probably the discussion
of that part of human thought may
be disagreeble to her mind, still we
will venture to assert, in a general
way, that the Republic is that form
of association whigh, according to
Athenians, who were the first to
make the experiment, offered the
boon of “common enjoyment”. One
of their greatest orators said of the
Athenians: they were men “who
forced the inhabitants of other cities
‘to live as equals, not being willing
to suffer that among the Greeks, the
people should ' be subjected to the
will of the small number, and who
strove,not to weaken,but to strength-
en all those who were attached to
their fortunes.” And still more
beautifully did the same orator say:
“‘they were the first to abolish at
their home the sovereign power, and
to substitute:.the democratic govern-
ment, and who, fully convinced that

liberty and union were the source

of happiness, rendered. common to
all citizens all the hopes which they
founded upon their prowess.” *‘ They
thought,” he said again, “that it was
due only to ferocious animals to use
force, but that i1t was reserved to

man to fix the right by law and to

make him enjoy'it by reason, obey-

" ing to both, commanded by the one,
p 0 § other.”




“forces at war with each other inthis
country, One would give us the
Athenian idea of a Republic where
men should “live as equals” deriving

. their happiness from “liberty and
union”, where the use of force is
considered the natural privilege of
ferocious animals, where it is re-
served to man, in recognition of his
own peculiar attribute of excellence,
to “fix fheright by law”, in order
that he might enjoy it by reason,
and that obeying to both, he might
find pleasure and honor and profit
by being “commanded by the one,
and enlightened by the other”.

The other would give us a Repub-
~ licfounded on the fancies of Aristotle
and other so-called philosophers
who attempted to prove inequality
among men by order of nature.

This last definition is the pride of
America. But it is not the true
spirit of true Democracy. Upon the
grmclple that people cannot be

rigands and Christians at the same
time, like the ancient fanatics who
would put a man in slaveryv in order

¢ (Continued on page 4.)
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