
English historians passed by, as scarcely
worthy of mention, the magnificent services
rendered to the sick, wounded, and dyingsoldiersof the British armyby theSisters ofMercy in the blundering campaign of the Crimea, and it ismerely incidentally that we learn of the heroic workwhich themembersof another CatholicSisterhood are doing for ThomasAtkins onhis bed of pain and sickness within thebeleagueredlinesof Ladysmith. The nuns who have elected to take thechances of war are the Sisters of the Holy Family— mostlyFrench, we believe— and they are the tender and skilledand thoughtful nurses that tend the woundedand soothe the

victims of the camp-fever at Ladysmith. In the Vicariate-Apostolic of Natal there were in 1897 33 of thoseministeringangels. They weredistributedamongthe hospitalsof their Order at Ladysmith,Pietermaritzburg,and Durban.All three hospitals are probably at this moment working totheirlastounce of pressure for the sick and woundedsoldiers of1the great whitequeen.'

Somewhere in the twentiesaleaden-witted'civis': English rustic, Hodge Swingdon, say of
His charges, Whinthorpe, was « brought up'ona capital

and charge. The evidence was direct, the wit-
His 'bulls.' nesses unexceptionable. There was no

possible defence, and the jury promptlybrought in a verdict of guilty. The judgeput the usual ques-tion:Had theprisoner at the baranything tosay whysentenceof death should not be pronounced against him? AndHodgemade answerandsaid:"Es. Ihave zummat to zay. That'airon your'eadbean't yourn— it be a 'oss's tail;an' there beapimpleon your nosean' aboo-bottle fly on yourbeard. Least-ways,Ithinkit. An' that be wot / zay.' Such was the rustic'sfat-wittedreply. And such, in principle, is thesole
'
defence

'
madeby 'Civis

'
of the OtagoDailyTimes against the journal-

istic capitalcount on which he has been foundguilty— thatofattemptingto evokethe demon of sectarian rancour to aidhisfriends in a political campaign. He has made no defenceagainst thecharge. Hehas no possible defence to make; for,
as we twice pointed out, theevidence against him lies scatteredthick over the wholesurfaceof hisoffending "

Note '— undeniedbecause undeniable. His 'reply ' of lastSaturday is as inatjflfandinept and pointless as that of Hodgeof Whinthorpe— it iW
to the effect that, in pointing out the nature of his guilt, we/^forsooth, used a mixed metaphor! Only that and nothingmore. There were persons who expected— and apriori notunreasonably— that even the bell-jingling " Civis' wouldoffersome wordof explanationor some expression of regret for hiscruel and unprovoked attack on the Catholic bishops andelectors. We were of the number who looked for this. Weknow betternow.

'9VIS is not exactly a George Washington. Inhis first'Note 'on us he made a peculiarly gross and evident mis-
statementof fact— evident, at least, to anybody who read our
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French. Who settled Florida? The Spanish Who settledCaliforniaandtheSouth-west? TheMexicans. Talk aboutEng-landbe'"g °urmotherland! She's not even our grandmotherland. As the German-Americans declaredlastyearatChicago,
notEngland,butthewholeofEurope,isthemother-countryofthewhite inhabitants of the United States.' But the biggestquotacame fromIrelandand Germany. Half of Washington's army

in the War of Independence was compbsedof Irishmen. Hisfleet was probablymore Irish still, andits firstCommodorewas
is?u famous fightingWexfordman, 'Saucy Jack Barry.' Mr.Wharton Baker showed in the American last year that sincethe days of theRevolution '

not more than ten per cent, otthose who have come to settle amongst us throw in theirfortunes with our fortunes, develop a continent, have beenfcnghsh born.' He then proceeds:—:
—

Fartherbankthan twogenerations we cannot trace the lineage
of our people, the country from which theyhave sprung,nor is itnecessary. But of our population,foreign-bornand born of foreignparentage,the last census (and thereis nolater data) shjwsthat inin«°V°L? Ur totalw,hite P°Pulati°n of 54,983,980, 37* per cent., ort't! a

'-Were foretenparentage ;and of these4,913,238 wereIrish-Americans, 6,851 564 German-Americans, 1,922,638 British-Amencina, with the men of Scandinavian descent comingnext. Pubm percentages:Of oar white population, foreign-bornor bora of foreign parents, 23 94 per cent, were Irish, 3339 percent. German, only 937 per cent. English. Since 1890 there hasbeen a large proportionate gain in our population of Latin andSlavish origin, ao that the percentages of Irish and Germans andEnglish to our foreign population,though still holding theirrank-ing position,are undoubtedly somewhat smaller than eight yearsago. Of this population of foreign parentage and in excess oftwenty millions, or three-eighthsof our entire white populationin1890, 9,249,547 wereactually foreign-born, theothereleven millionsborn of foreign parents. Of the foreign-born 2,784,894 wereGermans, 1,871,509 Irish, 933,249 Scandinavians, 908,141 English,510,625 Slavish peoples,319,822 Latins [sic], and242,231 Scotch.
America is, in very deed, not an Anglo-Saxon, but acosmopolitannation, with,however,Celts and Germansas itschief racial elements.

people whom it affects do not care to put themselves to thetrouble of killing it; the other chiefly because of its presentvalueasa factor in politicallife or international relations. Theone is the myth of the Latin, the other of the Anglo-Saxon,'race.' Like thefiguresof the wingedMercurywhicharepoised
upon the point of one great toe, these myths are both setstandingupon onesmall pin-head of fact

—
affinity or identity

of language. In the case of the
'
Latin race' legend suchaffinity is easily traced to a few centuries of Roman adminis-

tration. In the British Isles Celtic dialects have been lostwithinhistorictimes
—

and, indeed,almost withinlivingmemory—by exactlythe same process. In New Zealand it has, aftera mere half century or so, taught the Southern Maori to lispwith ungrammatical lips the languageof their conquerors. ASpaniard maycall himself in the same,breathaLatin and anIberian; a Frenchman who refers to himself as aLatin nowwill designate himself a Gaul within five minutes— so littlepractical faith has either in the fiction of the 'Latin race.'Traces of the Latin people
—

chips of the old block
—

mayprobablystill be met, here and there, as in the Trastevere inRome, in Provenceand the Lower Languedocin France, andina fewother isolated places which escaped the wildonset ofthe hordes that swept down upon and almostblottedout theold Roman civilisation in the long ago. The shaggybarbarians from the northern forests were
— what Attila, one oftheir leaders,styled himself

—
'the Scourge of God.' In theirearly days of nation-building, the sturdy pagan Romanscultivated the natural virtues to a high degree. But withwealthand luxury came

—
amongothers

—
the vice that offers sodread a menace to the future of these colonies— systematicsterility and limitation of family. Then the stronger stock

swept down like another deluge and washed away the sin-sodden landmarksof whathad oncebeen
—

buteven then witha very strainedpropriety— called the Latin race. The veryschool-boywho is ever so slightlyacquaintedwith theethnologyof modern Europe knowsfull wellthat noman can to-daypoint
toeither arace or anation that can be properlydesignatedasLatin.

For even astrongerreasonthe title'Anglo-Saxonrace
'
or'Anglo-Saxon people' is an abuse of terms. We read the

term inall the moods and tenses nowadaysin leading articles
written by enthusiastic pressmen whose patriotism is greater
than theirknowledge of history. Thus the Auckland Heraldof November 25 devotes a well-meant, if not convincing,leadingarticle to the entente between Great Britain and the'

Anglo-Saxonrace
'in the United States. We have alreadybroadly hinted that similarity or identity of language is aflimsy foundation for an argument as to identityof race. Thiswould, for instance, afford us such curiously diversified race-

types as Anglo-Saxon
'
MilesiansinConnemara,'Anglo-SaxonFrenchmen in Canada," Anglo-Saxon' Brahmins at Culcutta,

'Anglo-Saxon
'

Chinamen in HongKong,and 'Anglo-Saxon'negroes in (say) the UnitedStates and Jamaica. Thepeopleof the British Isles are tolerably cosmopolitan in sentiment,
but they draw the colour-line rigidly and erect thereon a sky-high social and racial iron fence between themselves and theyellowman and thebrownmanand thered man and the blackman. Moreover, theSaxon

—
or Anglo-Saxon

—
tongue is, andfor longages hasbeen, 'aHebrew speech' to English people.Professor March says that 'the Anglo-Saxon languageis sodifferent frommodern English as todeserve a separate name';thatit 'differs from our English in phonology,in vocabulary,in inflections,in the derivationof words, in syntax,in versifi-cation, and in modes of thought'; that English is 'ananalyticmixedspeechof Roman cultivation, with other periodsof growth and classic regularityand progress'; and that "

achaos separates the two languages.*

Historically and ethnically there is no such thing as an'Anglo-Saxon race.' The name was,lor want of better,used
as the official designation of the subjects of King Alfredafterhe had subdued the Angles. But the people of the British
Isles were, raciallyspeaking,more Celtic than Teutonic. Asfor their institutions, most of them came,not fromGermany,
but from Rome. Their civilisation came from Rome; theirreligion came from Rome; their system of jurisprudence
came fromRome;muchof their modern language came fromRome; the Magna Charta itself was written in Latin;
and the recordsof English courts of justice werekeptin Latindown to the reign of George 11. All this in passing, just to
point to thestone out of which English institutions were hewn.
But the term

'Anglo Saxon
'
isa strangemisnomer toapply to

the peopleof theUnitedStates. The Anglo-Saxon element in
the bloodand boneand muscle of its population—

if it can be
shown to be there at all— is insignificantlysmall. The greatbulk of it is madeupof theCeltic element,and of theTeutonic
element which has but little of the Saxon and none of theAnglo-Saxon in itscomposition. Thateccentric genius George
Francis Train thus ding-dongs the Anglo-Saxon theorybetween the hammer of argument and the anvil of history :" Who settled New York? The Dutch. Who settled South
Carolina? The Huguenots. Who settled Louisiana? The
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