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, NEWS OF THE WEEK.

Tue Nergara from Liverpoo), the 16tk instant,
gives us little of interest, in the political world.
The weather was favorable, and the harvest pros-
pects excellent ; in spite of which however there
bad been a slight rise in breadstufis. T he crops
tin France had been harvested. The yleld was
of exéellent quality, if slightly deficient in quan-~
tity.

Spain was quiet. Italy isstillin 2 disturbed
‘slute; and 2 revolutiopary outbreak at ‘Iaples
‘was daily lookel for. The misunderstanding aris-
ing out of the accupation of the “Isle of Ser-
p“ms” by the Russians, seems in a fair way of
adjustment.  Marsbal Pellisier had been created
Duke with the title of Malakholi, anda pension
of 200,000 francs a year.

«'fup pronl of the pudding is in the eating,”
not in the making thereof. So with laws: they
must be tested, not by the wording, but by ihe
working thereof.

Applying then this simple test to the School
Taws of Upper and Lower Canada, vespectively,

Canada~-and ‘which therefore it should be tjxe
duty of the Legislature to counteract.... .
In Lower Canada, as the Superintendent tells

tus in his Repore, there is o discussion on the

sub_jecl of Protestant separate schools : no oppo-
sition to them on the part of the Catholic ma-
jority. As the Legislature of Catholic Lower
‘Canada ¥ was first to sanction the principle® of
such schools for a dissentient minority, so the
people-of this section of the Province have al-
ways set an example of liberality which it would
‘have been well if the Protestant majovity of 1),

Canada had imitated. No Catholic of Lower
Canada, either in or out of Parliament, has ever
been known to raise his voice against Protestant
scparate schools, or to express the slightest de-
sirc even, to deprive his \Ton—(‘athohc fellow-

citizens of the rights which the law has secured
to the:n in the matter of education. In Lower

separate schools, is universally looked upon as
sacred ; and sa far from seeking to throw impedi-
ments in the way of its exercise, we do but speak
the sentiments of our co-religionists when we say
that they desire to give it every extension pas-
sible.

Jn Upper Canada, on the coptrary, sepavate
schools for the Catholic minority are Jooked upon
by the Protestant majority, not as a right to be
extended, but asa nuisance to be abated; whilst
in and out of Parliament, firom the drunken rowdy
at the hustings—the Protestant minister on his
tuh—and the cloguent member in the House—still
the cry is heard—% No separate schools for Pa-
pists ¥ Nay ! even the officials to whem is en-
trusted the execution of the law, openly avow
their hostility to Catholics ; and a Chief Super-
intendent of Education for Upper Canada, in his
Anual Report, hesitates not to discuss the % most

.we may be enabled to estimate the truth of the
asserdon of the Jowrnal de Quebee, that the
Catholic minavity of the Upper DProvince are
heiter treated than are the Protestant minority
of tbe Lower. For, il * beuer treated,” then
asawedly Catholic Separate Schools in Upper
Cznada would be more numerous, and more flon-
risbing—in propertion to the Catholic population
of that section of the Province—than are the
Protestant Separate Schools in Lower Canada.
Such would at least be the case, if the Catholic
mincrity in one section of the Province were as
acxious for separate schools, as were the Protest-
ant minority in the other.

That the Catholic minority of Upper Canada
‘atizch at least as much value to the separate
schoel system, as do the Protestant minority of
Lower Canada, is apparent from the mcessant
agitation which, for many years past, the former
bave kept up upon the subject; for men do not
usnally give themselves the trouble of keeping up
a constant agitation upon a subject to which they

: indiffevent, From the reiterated complaints
then of the Catholics of Upper Canada, we may
safely conclude that, if their separate schools are
not as nwnerous, nor as flourishing, as the separdte
seboels of their Protestant fellow-citizens in
T,- v2~ Canada, we just look for the canse of
that difficrence elsewhere than in the apathy, or
.indifference, of the afor esaid Catholic minority.

Now, what are the simple facts of the case?
Ave Catholic separate schools in Upper, as nu-
merous, or as flourishing, as Protestant separate
schools in Lower, Canada? It is by this simple
{est that we can best appreciate the value of the
bold assertion of the Journal de Quebec in its
‘issne of the 9th inst.,— That the Cathelics of
Upper -Canada are better treated by the law,
than are the Protestants of Lower Canada.”
© Atpage 11, of the Report of the Superinien-
dent of Edusation for Lower Canada, we find
-the lollowing 3 which, to the mind of any unpre-
judiced person, must be conelusive on this point:

“§ will notundertake,” says the Supcrintendent,
" {0 argue the question of separate schools. The le-

. gislaton of Lower Canada was the Jfirs! to sanction

‘the principle ; and if they be still a subject of discus-
sion 1o the Protestants of Upper Canada, the same
thing cannot he said of this section of the Province
—jor there are here 42 Boards of dissemient trustees
{af which 4 only are Catholic) having 73 schools un-
der their control. I should also add that the de-
mands of the Profestant inbabitants for Separate
Hehools, ave every year becoming meore and more nu-
mezous. In Upper Canada there are 42 Scparate
Schools for a population of 167,696 souls.  The Non-
(laiholic population of Lower Cenadn amounts to
143,265 souls.”

These figures are decisive. The Protestant
ainority of Lower Canada have newrly twice as
many separate schools as have the Catholic mi-
nority of Upper Canada; whilst, at the same
time, there is a far larger Catholic population in
the latter, than-there is in the first named section

- ol the Province. And as we havealready shown,
the. causes of .this striking difference must be
Taoked for elsewhere, than in the apathy, or indif-
ference to the advantages of separate schools,
.of the Catholic minority of Upper Canada.

‘ 'th then are-the causes of this striking- dif-
furence in the working of the Upper and Lowm
Casada school laws? They- are twofold : legal
and social ; they proceed, partly from the eppres-
sive and vexatious delails of the Upper Canada
school laws—details therefore which it is the duty
of -the Legislature to amend ; and partly from the
1Ihberahty of the Protestant’ majority of Uppm

{lmada towards the Catholic mmonty—-a.n illibe-

effectual method of causing the ultimate discon-
tinuance and abandonment of separate schoals.”
—See Di. Ryersoi’s Report for 1852—p. 21.
Such then being the difference hetwixt Catho-
lic and Protestant liberality—and betwixt the
social condition of a Catholic minerity in Upper
Canada, and a Protestant minority in Lower Ca-
nada—it is evidently the duty of the upright
statesman (o take cognisance of these diflerences,
and te legislate accordingly. It is evident, we
say, that where such differences exist, the self
same laws, though in their wordings precisely si-
milar, would in their respective workings, be
widely different ; and that, though in cne instance,
they might be generally acceptable to all elasses
of the community, in the other they would be
productive only of discontent, because made the
instrument of a grievous oppression. ‘The proof
of alaw is, as we said in the beginning, in the
working, not in the wording, thereof. Now it is
a fact, proved by figures, that the working of the
present school laws of Upper Canada is not so
favorable to the growth and development of se-
parate schools for the Catholic minority, as is the
working of the Lower Canada school laws, to
the growth and development of separate schools
for the Protestant minority in the Lower section
of the Province. Therefore we conclude, that
it is not true, as stated by the Jowrnal de Quebec,
that ¢ the Catholics of Upper Canada are better
treated by the law than the Protestants of Lower
Canada.” But Jet us sec in what, after all, this
“ detter treatinent” consists,
In Lower Canada, the Protestant majority
bave always, up to the Istof last month, received
for the support of their separate schools, their
share, not of the legislative school grant, only,
but of -all local school taxes as well ; and that in
proportion to the number—not of children at¢-
tending said separate schools only—but of »esé-
dent children of school age belonging to dissen-
tient parents resident in the school district where-
in such -separate school was established. In
Upper Canada on the contrary=—the separate
schools of the Catholic minority have always
‘been refused any share in the proceeds of the
local scheol taxation ; and have been allowed to
receive a share of the Jegislative school gramt
only, and that only in proportion to the average
number of children actually attending such sepa-
rate schools. Here, at once, withont looking
farther, we may sce a suflicient reason for the
prosperous condition of the Protestant separate
schools of Lower Canada, when compared with
the Catholic sepavate schools of the Upper Pro-
vince.

The reasons assigned by the Jowernal de Que-
bee for this striking difference betwixt the school
laws of the two sections of the Province, are,
that, in Lower Canada, Catholic marriages are
generally more fruitful than are the unions of
Protestant parents—that. Catholic children are
more numereus in their attendance at school than
Protestant children—and that in Lower Canada,
Catholics and Protestants are about on a par
with respect to the gifts of fortune. Therefore,
our cotemporary Loncludes, it was just that the

port of their separate schools a share i the local
school assessment as well as in the Gover nment
‘schoal grant. :

But, he continues, in Upper Canada,the unions.
of Cathalic parents are also more fruitful in chil-
dren, than are those of their Prote;tant nelghbora

rality 1o-which there is no counterpart in Lower

~-Catbolic children are also more numerous in their

Canada, the right of the Protestant winority (o |s

Protestant minority should receive for the sup--

school attendance than are Protestant c}uldruz-—-
whilst, generally, Catholic palenta are. not so-rich
as are (heir’ Nan-Catholic fellow-citizens. There-
fore be coucludes, a disuibution of the school
Tunds which® the Protestant minority of Lower
‘Canada had a right to claim, would have been
unjust towards the Protestanl majority of Upper
Canada, il gecorded to the Catholic iminority of
that part. of the country. In other words, the
Journal de Cheebee asserts, hut does nof, prove,
that in proportion to the number of childven de-
riving benefit from the schools supported by pub-
lic monics, the Protestant population of U. Canada,
because richer, and because its matrimonial unions
are loss prolific thap those of Dapists, coniributes
a larges sum 1owards the support of said schools,
ihan does the poorsr, and more prolific Catholic
population ; and is therefore entitled to a larger
share of the procceds. This argument, and the
statistics upon which it is based, we shall examine

in our next.

THE MIRROR ON ORANGEISM.
W are: sorry to see that our esteemed Toronto
cotemporary feels a little sore at some rewarks
we published in our issue of the 15th iost., from

< 42, Irish Catholicy? 2nd wherein the writer

alluded 1o the Afirror’s silence upon the gross in-
sult offeved to the Catholics of Canada, by the
Governor General on the 12th ult. We seize
cheerfully however this occasion (o assure our
cotemporary that no offence was intended ; and
that we much regret that ofience has been taken
where none was meant.

'Vhe Mirror in justification of his silence says
— if we were to vefuse our cotemporary any aid
in his agitation for the recall of the Governor
General, we would be repeating his own cowse
in our regard on the occasion” of the Mirror's
agitation for the recall of Simith O’Brien. Ouwr
friend seems to forget, however, that by the
terins of its prospectus, the TRuE WIPNESS
could not take so prominent a part in the discus-
sion of that question as did the Mirror ; because
the recall of Smith O’Brien, though an event in
which we rejoice, and towards which we chould
have been delighted 1o contribute—was not in
any way connected with the interests of the Ca-
tholic Chwreh, or one upon which any amount of
discussion or agitation in Canada could kave any,
the slightest effect. Pledged therefore, 2s we
were, Lo abstain from interfering in purely secu-

lar quesiions, we could not, in the columns of the

True WiTsEss, do more than express, our
hearty sympathy with the unfortunate but gallaut
gentletnan ; and our sincere desire that the efiorts
of his friends to procure his recall to bis native
land might prove successful.

The Mirror is more bappy when lie excuses
himself for not having advised the lrish Catho-
lies of Upper Canada “ to hold public meetings
to denounce the Orungemen and our Orange Go-
vernor.””  Such meetings would certainly bave
been nseless, and might possibly have been mis-
chievous; and for these rcasons they were wot
advised in Montreal ; where on the contrary—as
the Airror will see, if he will do us the honor of
turning to our issue of the 25th ult., the project
of % holdiug a public mecting to denounce the
Orangemen and our Orange Governor,” was for-
mally repudiated. The objects of the Irish Ca-
tholics of Montreal were fully accemplished with-’
out * holding any such public meeting.”’

The Alérror also is no doubt quite cosrect in
lis statement. that, for the Catholics of Upper
Canada to have held such meetings, would have
been to rush upon destruction— that they would
have been caught between two fires ; massacved by
the bayonets of the Orange authorities on the
one hand, and (he pistols and clubs of a ruthless
mob an the other.” The Mirror thus fully con-
firms the opinion expressed by us in our issue of
the Sth inst., to the efiect that, % Orangeism
rules in Canada with more intolerance than at
liome 5 and that the Catholies of U. Canadaare
more thoroughly cowed and subdued by its bane-
ful influences, than are their brethren in Ireland.

We need not again reply to our cotemporary’s
objections o the proceedmvs of the Irish Catho-
lics of Montreal, based upon the fiction of a Ca-
nadian ¢ Ministerial vesponsibility.”  When our
cotemporary shall have shown us that there exists
in Canada, ovin the Canadian Legislative As-
sembly, any power such as exists in Great Britain,
and in the British House of Commons, of enforc-
ing by inpeachment, that responsibility, we shall
he prepared to acknowledge 1t to he something
more than a sham oy fiction. As it is, the Go-
vernor General, and the Governor General alone,
is responsible for every act of his official caveer :
for he only can be held to answey for his conduct
beforc 2 competent tribunal, by the process of
impeachment. The Mirror admits howev er, that
the % petitions will be productive of much good ;7
and as he does not condescend to indicate how
any other course of procedure would have been
« productive of any good &l all,? we see not why
he shiould not heartily concur and co-operate with
his, Irush Catholic friends in Montreal ; the object
of whose petition is—not the recall ‘of the Go-
vernor—but simply to give publicity in~ Great
‘Britain to his unprecedented and \ery disgraceful
conduct.

Besides, the Airror should remember tbat Sir

“E.-Head’s conduct.on the occasion: alluded to,

was more than a snere political act.” Like his |

‘uncourteous remarks upon -the & Inferior Race”

of Lower Canada, it indicated a sad want of
gentlemanly fecling on his part ; because no one
with the feelings of a gentleman would take ad-
vantage of his official position to insult and wound
the feelings of others, many of them - his equals,
perhaps his superiors, in social position. His be-
baviur, on more than one occasion, has been
grossly offensive ; and it is therefore not only of
the Governor General that we complain, but of
the man who, by his coarse and boorish bebaviour,
has given unpardenable, personal offence to a
large portion of Her Majesty’s loyal subjects.

Our cotemporary complains in the last place,
of the unfortunate positien in which the Catholies
of Upper Canada now find themsel ves ; and which
he attributes to their ¢ sound views on the School
Question.” Here again the Afirror must pardon
usif we ditier from bim ;and if we look for the causes
of that position—first, in the simplicity of Irish
Catholics themselves, and in their ill-placed con-
fidepce in the promises of Protestant Reformers,
or Liberals, as they are sometimes called ; se-
caondly, in the unaccountable infatuation—to use
the mildest term—under the influence of which
some—uot all, bui oo many—of cur Cathalic
friends, were izduced to assist the said Liberals
in their scheme of sccularising the Clergy Re-
serves, When this measure was under discus-
sion in the Legislature, soie two years ago, we
clearly saw, and repeatedly foretold, what would
he (he inevitable and immediate result of its set-
tlement—rviz., that the Reformers, or Liberals,
having got all they wanted out of their Catholic
dupes, wonld turn their backs upon them, and con-
tract a firm, anti-Catholic alliance with the Orauge-
men of Canada, from whom they bhad only been
kept apart by thesaid « Reserves” question. The
Orange ascendancy, of which the Mirror com-
plains, is therefore but the penalty which the Ca-
tholics of Canada have to pay, and will yet have
to pay for many a long day, for their misplaced
confidence in ¢« Protestant Reformers,” and their
own ineonsistent, anti-Catholic, and most suicidal
policy on the ¢ Clergy Reserves” question.

But it is uscless mourning over the past.  The
error has been committed, and we must aceept
the penalty. In the meantime, we have the great-
st pleasure in accepting our cotemporary’s ofler
to co-operate with the Trur WirNess in its
efiorts to—* dwnage our wministerial betrayers,
by fixing the Irish mind in Upper and Lower
Canada upon their bigoted character.? With
him, we look upon the continuance in office of
the said % ministerial betrayers™ as an ¢ intolera-
ble political nuisance,” and a grievous calamity to
our Church, whose intervests they have betrayed,
not upen the “School Question™ only, but on
many other cccasions; and we shall be most
happy to cc-operate with him for their speedy
overthrow.

DR. RYERSON AND THE QRANGEMEN.

It will be remembered by our readers that Dr.
Ryerson very properly dismissed from his situa-
tion, a clerk in the Public Education department,
of the name of Wm. Howe, for walking in the
sane Orange procession of the 12th ult., which
subsequently waited upon, and was mest graci-
ously received by, our highly respected and be-
loved Governor General, Sir Xdmmd Head.—
This legitimate, and highly praiseworthy esercise
of authority, hy the Chief Superintendent of
Education for Canada West, has greatly incensed
Brothers Stiggins, Snawley & Co. of the #“Toron-
to, Loyal, Orange, District, Lodge ; who have
thereupon proceeded, to memorialise His Excel-
lency upon the subject, and to read Dr. Ryer-
son a severe lesson, upon what they deem his
arbitrary, and a anti-Protestant conduct.

It remains to be seen what notice the Gover-
nor will take of the memorial of Brothers Stig-
gins and Snawley aforesaid : whether their re-
monstrances will have the cfiect of driving Dr.
Ryerson from office ; or whether they and their
 Resolutions™ will be treated with the contempt
that they deserve. 'The question at issue, in
short, is—Are the Orange canaille of Upper
Canada to control the entire school system of
that section of the Province ?

Upon Dr. Ryerson’s public acts as Chief Su-
perintendent of Liducation, we have often com-
mented freely ; but. in this instance we do him no
maore than justice when we say, that he las acted
impartially and fearlessly. Of the propriety of
his conduct, there can be no two opinions ; unless
it be contended that it be fit and proper for pub-
lic servants o insult and wound the feelings of a
large portion of thatpublic whose servants they
are, and out of whose packets their wages are
drawn. The rule enforced by Dr. Ryerson, in the
case of the man ¥owe, is one that we helieve is
in force in all branches of the public service ; and
is certainly ane which ought to be applied impar-
tially to Protestants and Catholics, to Ribbonmen
and Orangemen. It js a rule which recommends
itself to every honest man, of every creed, of
every shade of political opinion ; and for the sake
of the respectability of our public offices, and
the peace of the community, we. sincerely ‘hope
that it may not. be tampered with; either for the

sake of concilisting a bandful of cobtemptible

fanatics, or of avertmg the catastrophe with
which the school system is menaced—-xf tbe rule

‘be enforced.

For the fifth “Resolution,” of Bmthers Stiggins

‘and Spawley, informs us that— any attempt. to

deprive the Hun dreds of Teachers which are
everywhere scattered through the land, particu-
larly in the Protestant towns and settlements of
the Province, would be practically to break up
the school system ; as we are well assured oup
Protestant brethren, as well parents and guar-
dians of children, as Trustees and Electors of
school seclions, will never consent to deprive the
Teachers and others of the privilege they so
proudly enjoy themselves of displaying their co-
lors on the glorious and immortal Twelfth of July.”

In otber words—the Common School system
of Upper Canada is so essentially Protestant, so
thoroughly anti-Trisb and anti-Catholic, that ihe
right to insult anpually by Orange processions
Her Majesty’s Irish and Cathalic subjects is to
be considered as an integral part of that system ;
and indeed so vital a part thereof, that apy at-
tempt on the part of Government to prevent its
public officials from taking a prominent part in
those ipsulting displays, would inevitably lead to
a “break up” of the Upper Capada School sys-
tem altogether ! Are the Protestants of Canada,
generally, prepared to adopt this “ Resolution”
of the Toronto Orangemen —and if so, how can
Catholics be blamed for compassing the oves-
throw of a system which can exist only vpon the
conditicn that govermment offcials be allowed 1o
wallk in insulting party processions — proces-
sions which till a few years ago were, in Canada,
as in Ireland, very justly prohibited by law? Is
it- possible that Catholics can have any confi-
dence, ooy respect for such a system—a system
which can ex ist only upon such conditions?

Another » Resolution,” tke 4th, is based ji
possible upon still more extraordinany grounds,
“In (his country” it complains “ where the nu-
merous fete days laid down in the Roman Ca-
tholic calendar have been established by Taw, and
the employees in the public service freely per-
mitted to take advantage of them, it is the more
peculiarly galling and offensive that, on THE oxz
GREAT PROTESTANT FESTIVAL, the employees
of the Government should he deprived of the
rights freely extended to their {ellow- employees
ou Roman Catholic Festival days.” Upen this
“ Resofution™ we will ¢ier a few comments.

Firstly—As u Protestant clergyman—the Rev.
Dr. Lett—assisted at this meeting, took part in
its deliberations, and assented to its Resolutions
~—and as in these Resolutions, we find the 7cli-
gious Festivals of the Catholic Church contrast-
ed with THE oNE GREAT PRrOTESTANT FESTI-
vaL of the 12th of July—we may logically con-
clude that THE GREAT EVENT. commemorated
by the Protestant religion is— not the  Nativity
of Our Lord”—for that is 2 Catholic fete~—not
“His Resurrection or Ascension”— not the “Com-
ing of the Holy Ghost”—for all these are Catholic
Jetes—but the © Coming of the Prince of Orange
into Ireland,” and the conquest of that couniry
by the foreign mercenaries, by whom— (instead of
the angels who sang round Ow Lord’s cradle at.
Betltehem ¢ on earth peace”)—he-—the Prince of
Orange, not Our Lord—was accompanied.—
This then is the object of THE ONE GREAT PRe-
TESTANT FESTIVAL j 2 festival, we must admit,
celebrated in a manpner, and with orgies worthy
of the cold blooded author of the treacherous
massacre of Glencoe. From this alko, THE ONE"
GREAT PROTESTANT FESTIVAL, we may form
some pretty fair notion of the Protestant religion
itself 3 just as from the accounts of the ancient
Pagan Festivals, we can form some tolerably ac-
curate notion of the genius of ancient Paganism,
and the worality of its professors. -

Inthe second place, it is worthy of natice, that,
with Protestants, # equal rights” mean theiv right
to insult and persecute their fellow citizens, pro-
fessors of a different faith Irom thenswselves, and whe
do not keep the ONE GREAT PROTESTANT FES-
TIvaL, or who do notinvoke the name of Dutch
William. The Toronte Orangemen do not com-
plain that their brother Mr. Howe did not get
leave to absent himsell' from lis ofiice on their
O~xe GreaT RELicious FEsTivat. They do
not pretend either, that on the Fesuvals of the
Catholic Church any other privilege than that of
absenting themselves {rom their d esks for the day
—(a privilege also accorded to Mr. Iowe on
the Festival of 3t. William the Butcher of Glex-
coe,)—is ever granted to Catholic employees.
But their grievance is this, that a rule of our pub-
lic departmentsin Canada, which probibits govern-
ment employces, whether Catholics or Protestants,
from taking parts in either R ibbon or Orange pro-
cessions, was not especially relaxed in favour of the
said Mv, Howe; in order that he being an
Orangeman and a Protestant, might have an op-
portunity given him of insulting the Irish and Ca-
tholics of Toronto by whom a portion of his sa-
lary is paid. Because this was denied to Mr.
Howe—as most certainly to walk in a Ribbon
pracession would have been prohibited to the Trish-
man and Catholic employe—his.friends -resolve
that they bhave been « deprived of . rights” freely
.extended to Catholic employees! - '

The last « Resolution” was moved by the above:
mentioned Protestant minister, the Rev. Dr.



