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~ NEWS OF THE WEEK. .

The arrival of the Canude brings us European in-
telligence to the 21st ult. ‘'he relative positions of
the contending parties have not materially altered, but
strong doubts are entertained as to the good faith of
Austria, in her late adhesion to the Western Alli-
ance; it would appear that she is backing out, and
that, in'spite ‘of protocols, her sympathics are de-
© .cidedly Russian, Sir C. Napier has withdrawn bis
fleet from before Cronstadt, partly, it is said, on ac-
count of the Cholera, which was raging on board se-
veral of the ships 5 the expedition against Sebastopol
has been postponed sine die. In the meantime, the
season for aclive operations'is wearing fast away ;
with the autumn, negotiations will be again com-
menced,and Russian diplomacy will reconquer in the
Cabinet more than it has lost in the field.

The only other important Xuropean news is from
Spain, where the insurrection is becoming general,
and seews to indicate a Revolution. The insurgents
were masters of Madrid. '

. HENRY CHAPMAY & Co.; it
"+ St Bacrament; Street.
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MR. HINCKS AND THE BISHOPS OF
. CANADA. 2 :
On the hustings, during the election for South
‘Oxford, Mr. Hincks is reported to have addressed
. the electors, on the sabject of the ¢‘Clergy Reserves,”
as follows :—

« We are told that the Roman Catholic Bishops of

Lower Cauada are hostile to the sccularisation of the
Resarves: [ will give them the benefit of tbat stale-
meat. * * * * There has been a document issued,
which was signed by seven uf the Bishops.”

And then, after baving insinuated that the opposi-
tion amongst Catholies in Lower Canada to secula-
risation owed ifs origin to the intrigues of Mr. George
Brown, Mr. Hincks had the politeness to add:—

L€IT 1S WITH TIHE ILLITERATE, WITH THE MOST
aPFOSED TO PROGRESS, AND MOST UNDER THE INFLU-~
ENGE OF THEIR CLERGY THAT MR. BROWN CaDALS.”
- Me. Hincks of course must know best, whether a
docwment such as that to which he refers, has been
iisued by the Bishops of Canada: and we have nv
right to demand from him, that he shonld, from any
motives of delicacy, avoid mentioning the circum-
- stance, if .it really has occurred—it it be not in
fact the product of his fertile imagination. = Of this
we have no right to complain; for—as we have often
said—the Prelates of the Churchare the best judges
of what the interests of the Church require; and
we may be sure that they will never obtrude their
opisions upon the GGovernment, unless circumstances
imperatively ecall for their interference. Even our
obponents must-admit —that our Bishops and Clergy
wre wot justly obnoxious to the reproach of meddiing
with politics—that they have ever distinguished them-
selves by their dignified reserve, and the prudent
manner in which they have kept aloof from the poli-
tical squabbles of the day. Their influence,if exer-
wiged at all, has always been exercised in the cause
of law and order. The sum and substance of their
political preaching has been—* Fear (God, Honor
"the King, and be obedient to all in authority, for
conscience sake.” And we believe that it may be
truly said,-that, thronghout Ler dominiouns, ITer Ma-
jesty pas no more loyal and deroted subjects, none
who more fervently pray for her happiness, than the
Righops of Canada, and those very ¢illiterate” Ca-
tholics who *are most under the influence of their
clergy.”

At the same-time, it is bardly {o be expected that,
when in their opinions, the interests of the Thurch
are concerned, the Bishops of the Catholic Churcly,
alone of all the'members of the different ecclesiasti- |
el organisations in Canada, should refrain from tem-
perately, and constitulivnully giving expressien lo
thoese opinions.  Anglican clergymen, Presbyterian,
Baptist,and  tTethodist, ministers have spoken pub-
licty and warmiy on the question of the « Reserves:?
and upon no principle of right or reason can that,
whicl i3 freely toleraled in the latter, be objectled to
in the former.  As eitizens, onr Catholic Clergy have
as wuch right to form. and express their opinions
on any political question, as lave the members of any
sther denmnination: as specially entrusted with the
wiperinteridence of Christ’s Church in Canada, and
bound Lo “watch over the spiritual interests of the

~ wholé community, it is their duty, il they see those,
intecests menaced, to adopt such measures, as they

\v‘lkl‘ormés’t-i:a'il;h fully fulfil their religious duties—,
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I mg-'iz}‘n‘dhnphjn’gmng with {heir biftercst enemies,
p et 2T oA T O, S e i e T e
othe high :and miglity, . most excelient,..and’

‘we'dure-say,a ‘most ‘important 'personage ;- but ‘we

when hie, accuses “our Clatholic Clergy, of caballing,
| Brown—and. sneers at Cathalies, ¢ inost under the

‘himsell” as regardless of truth,'as hé is deficient in
common courtesy, and all gentlemanly fecling.

Anl yet we should feel’grateful to Mr. Hincks
‘for having at last-tlirown off .the, mask, beneath
which he has. for.some.time contrived to eonceal
his real features; we .should be thankful to him for
having so declared himself as to render it impossible
for any honest Catholic to trust him agzin. His
sneers hurt us not: his mendacious_assertions (all
perfectly harmless from his lips. e knows, and
‘overy one knows, that the Catholic, Clergy, and the
laity who are ntost under their influence, are the
very last men in Canada to intrigue with Mr. Brown.
Not that there would be, after all, anything so very
atrocious in such intrigues. Mr, Brown is, to say the
least, as good a' man, as honest'a man, as fiberal a
man, and as favorably disposed towards Catholics, as
is Mr. Hincks. The difference betwixt them irdeed
is all in the former’s favor—f{or certainly no one can
accuse Mr. Brown of being a hypocrite; and we
must confess that we prefer an out-spoken unserupu-
lous foe, to a treacherous friend. Indeed, of the
two, Mr. Brown, with all his laults, would be a less
disreputable colleague for Catholics, than M.
Hincks. .

Nor need our Bishops, our Clergy, nor (he laity
“1nost under the influence of the clergy” take it 1o
heart that they find no favor in the eyes of Mr.
Hincks, Itis no new thing that Catholics who are
faithful to their Church, and docile hearers of 1heir
Pastors, should be specially obnoxious to men like
Mr, Hineks. ITonest Catholics need never expect
to find favor with « Jack-in-Office.” Jack reserves
his smiles for your Liberal Orange Cazotholics—I[el-
lows with whom, as hypocrites, and false to their
spiritual mother, he has naturally a community of
feeling. So it cver has been, and ever willbe. No
doubt, if Judas Tscartot, after the little transaction
with the High Priests—the ¢ Sanhedrim Job®—had
not been so rdsh as to hang himself,-be wouldin time
have become a wealthy and distinguished citizen of
Jerusalem: might, perbaps, have Dbeen advanced to
some confidential and-lucrative situation—nay, who
knows—in time have been promoted to the dignity of
private secrefary to Pontius Pilate. .

But what a confession. for Mr. Hincks to make !
After baving so.long. cndeavored, through liis organs
of the press, to make it appear that bis policy on the
« Reserves” question ‘was viewed—if not with ap-
probation—at least with totsl indifference by the Cu-
tholic body, now he publicly tells his constituents,
that that policy has been strongly opposed—Dby Bish-
ops—by Catholics—and just by thase Catholics who

“ qre most under the influence of their clergy.”
We leave our readers to draw their own conelustons.

We. trust too, that when again, with-sleck face,
Mr. Hincks attempts his former professions of liber-
ality towards Catholics, and af respect towards their
Clergy, his language on the hustings may not be for-
gotten: and that it will be remembered that he has
denounced those Cuthalics, # who are most under the
influence of their clergy,” as -« illiterate” and as
“most oppused to progress.” ‘Tlere is but ane
logical inference that can be drawn from these pre-
mises, 2%2.,~—that, according 1o Mr. Hincks,  the
Catholic Prelates and Clergy,whose influence develops
such effects in those who are most subject to it, must
he themselves * illiterate® and ¢ enemies of pro-
gress.””  Molding such opinions—as it is clear he
does—it is certain that Mr. Rincks will never seri-
ously endeavor to promote a Catholic system of
education in Upper Canada ; as the result of sucha
policy would be to bring the Cathoiic youth still
more “under the influence of their clergy ;” and
thus, according to his theory, to perpetuate that ig-
norance, opposition to progress, and lhostility to the
Hineksian poliey, which e now deprecates, altribut-
ing it to Catholic ecclesiastical authority,

CATHOLIC PRESS IN UPPER
-CANADA.

The opinions of our Upper -Canadian Catholic
caotemporaries at the present juncture,are mnore than
ordinarily interesting ; because it is in their section
ofthe Proviuce that the resvits of the Ministerial
policy will be most immediately apparent. Speaking
of the composition of the future Parliament, the
Cutholic Citizen of Toronto says:— B

% To Calliolics in particular, attaching as they do,
so much importance (0 the establishment of a preper
system of Sclhiool Edacation, the ceriainty of 2 speedy
aud equitable setement of this imporlant quesiion

via their wisdam deem best to ward ofl the threaten- [earnot fail to be satisfactory.”

ed danger.  We suppose that even Mr. Hineks will
hardly have the impudence to deny (his, or to-assert
that, whilst the ministers of every Non-Catholic scet
ate atdiberty to interfere in ‘politics, the Pastors of
the Catliolic Church'alone ase to be debarred from
making known :their opinions upon a question in which
they are déeply interested.

No;: Mr. Ilincks does not do this. - But, because
he suspects—with, or without; reason it is not for vs
10 say —that tlhiose opinions are hostile to the palicy
which hie dadvocates, he thinks to veutralize the effects.
of that opposition, by a sneer at those who:hiold them ;.
a{ulf by falsely representmng them,nnd those Catholics
who.are most. under the influence of the Church—

We must confess that we.are at a loss to imagine_
upon what grounds our cotemporary bases his expec-
tations, of an. ¢ cqitalile settlement® of ‘the School
nuestion, during the next Session of Parliament.—
We may be mistaken ; but we cannot help thinking,
that that cofistmmation is further off than ever: and
that, however little disposed the late Legislature was
to do justice to our claims, the next will "be found
still ‘more” actively hestile. ™ Amonast’ men of all’
dencminations, in religion as in politics, there are to,
be found some, truly liberal, in" the proper.sense of
the term: aud far be it from us to.deny that ¢ven
amongst the Liberals, in-the ordinary acceplation: of

e

But it is

imm‘é‘c':u,lq_tc,--gi\'lr.‘;»-.Hinck% 1 .. Mr. Hincks may- be:|
‘L wenlthy, and-a° very smart man j:tn . liis -awn 'es-
-timation,:as *holding "a.: government. situation, he ‘is,. _ tions of- banaia, reli-
are- St simp but ‘we | giously; politically and’sdcially, fo these of the United
'bekr'leave to assure him—that neither his wealth, nor.
his” office, entitle” him to be impertinent—and that,

or ‘of encouraging others in. caballing, with Mr. G..

influence of their Clergy®:as ¢ illiterate™—he shows |:

be given,oy the side of Freedom, of Education.—
But if is-of. o ‘Use’’ conetaling facts, or ndulging.in’

hoi)'és,‘\y]’lu:jjfnévél‘ can be. "ealized,. {.*As:z'x-_geher,zil;

rule, the Liberal .or Democratic .party;are .opposed

‘to:sefidrate schools.. The: great object of: their po-

licy, is, 10 assimilate the institutions of Canada, reli-

‘States ; andl . we know 'how utterly vain, hitherto,
have been all the eflorts of Catholic clergy, and. Ca-
tholic laily in the Uhited States, 1o obtain free, or
éephrate, schools for the education of the young Ca-
tholic generation’in. that country. R

The manilest tendency of the democratic spirit of
the age, in.so far as it'is nat'opposed by Catholicity,
is towards Socialism, or that condition of society in
which personal Tiberty is unknown, and the rights of
the individual are crushed by the despotism of  the
State. T'his despotism expressing itself, sometimes, as
in Russia, m the monarchical form ; sometimes, as in
the United States, in the polyarchical form. - But
wherever, or under: whatsoever form, it manifests
itself, its effects are tlie same—the degradation of
the individual, and the' annibilation of all personal
liberty. ’ \ _
~ Canada has'not escaped the inroads of this Soclal-
istic spirit. 1t is the same spirit which speaks by
the mouths of the ¢ Maine Liquor Law” men; and
finds utterance in the ery for « State education’—for
no “ Sectarianism in education—no separate schools
for Catholics.” ‘The same error underlies all the
theories, both of the ¢ Maine-acs,” and of the
« State-Schoolists”—wiz., that society can be re-
formed by political enactments ; and that all the evils
of the day, whetber in the political or social order,
proceed from defective legislation. -This is the fun-
damental dogma of Demagogueism and Socialism ;
and whenever we sce a democrat, there we may be
certain that we behold the (riend of Socialism and the
enemy of personal liberty, ¢ Just as if a man
had any personal rights I exclaimed the democra-
tic Mayor of . Portland when lecturing in this city on
the © Maine Liquor Law.” ¢ Just as if a man had

. s W e
any personal rights ’—is'still the reply of the ad-
vocates of State-schoolism” to the Catholic parent,
insisting upon his rights over the education of zis—
not 1he State’s—children. )

We confess then, that, from the Liberal, or demo-
cratic, complexion of the next Parliament, we have
but litlle hopes of obtaining justice ; and small as
these hopes are, they are still further diminished by the
areat probabilities theve are of Mr, Hincks’ Reserves
I3l being carried by the assistance of nominal Catho-
lics. We have already shown—and we need not go
over the old ground again—that the handing - over of
the funds accruing from the secularisation of the # Re-
serves,” to the County Municipalities must be fatal
to the separate school system ; and, from the want of
zeal on the part of Catholic electors in some guarters,
and from their want of independence in othérs, it is
much to be feared that this ruinous measure will ere
long, be carried into execution. When that fatal
day arrives, when the Catholics of Upper Canada
shall find themselves deprived of all their politieal
influerice, and, in the matter of education, as helpless
as their brethren in the neizhboring republic, they
may perhaps, bewail their folly in preferring the in-
teresls of a faction, to those .of their Church. But
it will be too late, then, for them to repent,as it
will be out of our power in Liower Canada to help
them. The hope, however, of the Catholic Citizen
seems to consist in this, that Mr. Hincks® Bill will
be defeated, Should this; indeed, be the casc, we
should have no doubt as to the “ certainty of a
speedy and equitable seftlement” of the School
question. Should the Ministry however be suceess-
{uf, the Catholic Separale Schools in Upper Canada
may be closed at ouce. ~ The question of I'reedom
of Education for Catholics wiil then have been spee-
dify and ivrevocally, if not very satisfactory, setiled.

We give the remainder of the article from our
esteemed Toronto cotemporary :— ’

« The necessity of an extension of the TFranchise,
having been agknowledged, any delay in bringing the
bill, already passed, into immediate operation, conld
not fail to be attended witli the most disastrous conse-
guences. .

« Again, we eniertain great hopes that the jobbing
which now prevails in the Crown Lands Departimeut
will be speedily checked by such efficient legislation
as will eusure 1o every man, desirons of senling in
the country, the utmost facility for so doing—in short,
that the immense ur.productive domain of the couutry
will be, at teast for several years, devoted, by means
of free grants of land, to aclual seitlers, tothe great
object, viz., that of encouraging the much-neglected,
thoongh vitally important, elemeut of our social -pro-
gress— emigtation, ' o

¢ Wilh respect to the Clergy Reserves, the Protes-
tant body, whose interest are most involved, having
proposed a seftlement which appears equitable, there
can be but little doubt but that the ultra measures of
secnlarizers will receive little countenance in the new
Housge.” :

The ignorance of Canadian politics that prevails in
England, is really astonishing ; considering tlat the
English press devotes so much of its tiine to the dis-
cussion of our affairs. The Losndor 1'imes, which
ought to be well acquainted with the subjects of which

it treals, has, in a late article, given a splendid spe-

cimen of this ignorance—grarely informing its read- |

ers, that, in dissolving Parliament, Mr: Hincks’ ob-
ject was ¥ to submit the great questions al issue to
« Parlinment whick shall be o fuller and more un-
doubted representation of the Canadian peopic™ ! !

Whence the Y%ies obtained this astounding picce
of information, jt is not for us to say ; but it must eer-
tainly exeite no little mmusement in Canada, and
amongst people who know that—by means of the

sudden and umespected dissolution of the Iate Parlia-

. e i . g .

mnent, without allowiiig it to carry. throngh the mea-
i P .- Ta e T ow el

sures necessary for bringing into force thc provisions

the term,. we way find one or two whose voles wil)

of thenew Franchise Law—Nr. Hincks has.adroitly |

contrived to avoid 4 submitting-the

Jiament’ which shall be a fuller and-

—T

4 0 avoid igreat questio:
contrived to itting-the;great question at
155ue the ,.C‘lergy .R.‘!.Ser_ye.f»,-Qqesl.'mp’.r.“{t_c ﬂyl?-ar-

ent- i ] -more. undoubie
representation.of the Caiadian people® than was .ﬂ,:

fast, which lie.so unceremaniously: dismissed, and which
—according to the same Mr. Hincks—was incompe-
tent lo'-’legislale on* the said’ question, as not' faig}

a?d fully representing the wishes of the Capadian peoy.
e, o - Ceeo e R B

~ The plain fact of the matter seems to Ve, that,
Mt. Hincks " was afraid to submit -bis policy on the
“ Reserves” to n Parliament fully and fairly repre-
senting the people ; and that he entertained a not up-
reasonable dread of meeting .a Legishature clecteq
under. the # New Franchise Law.” Hence his hurry
to dissolve ; and bis determination, now fully express-
ed, to force the ¢« Clergy Reserves” question op
Parliament, as incompetent as was the last to legis-
late -thereon § because elected' by the very same §i-
miled constituencies, and therefore as little a « fyn
anil "undoubted representation of the Canadian Peo-
ple,” as'was the Parliament before' which he declined
laying his plans for settling this all-important ques-
tion. And yet the Times, speaking, no doubt, on
information received from Canadn, bas the marvel
lous' audacity to tell us that Mr. Hincks®s object
“apas Lo submit the great quesiions at tssue to ¢  full
and undoubted representation of the Canadian
people I this being the very thing which he wisheq
to avoid; and which, by lis dissolution of the Jate
Parliatnent, be has avoided. 'The voice of the peo-
ple—of the people whom the late Parkiament de.
barred  rightfully entitled 'to the exercise of the
Tranchise, from which they have hitherto been de-
clared—will not be heard in ‘the next Darliament;
and the settlement of the most important of ques-
tions will thus e  left Lo a Parliament not fully, or
fairly representing the Canadian people; and there-
fore, by Mr. Hincks’ admissions, morally ineompe-
tent to legislate thereon.

——

The Quebec Colonist calls our noticns on M.
Hincks’s plan for secularising the Reserves, ¢ crude.”
Will our cotemporary have the kindness o point out
wherein we are in error ; and to give a plain straight-
forward answer to the following questions:—

Does not Mr. Hincks’s “Reserves” Bill give (o the
dilferent County Municipalities of Upper Canada
power to appropriate the funds accruing from the
secularised Reserves, to cominan, or Non-Catholis
school purposes?

~ Is not the same Bill so-drawn up as to prahibie
the said Municipalities from appropriating one far-
tliing of the above-mentioned lunds to Catholic school
pirposes?

Is not such a measure, unjust towards Catholies,
and injurious towards that system of Catholic sepa-
rate schools which the Bishops of Conadahave called
upon their flocks to do their ntmost to establish?

Is it prudent, honordble, or dutiful conduct on the
part of Catholies, to lend their support to a messure,
which is unjust towards themselves, injurious towards
their schools, and which must inevitably lead to the
destruction of that system of Education in Upper
Canada, which the Prelates of Christ’s Church have
exerted themselves, and earncstly exhorted their
flocks, to establish?

We should feel obliged to our cotemporary to an-
swer these questions with a plain “ Yes,” or ¢ No.”
We shall then be better able to judge how far onc
notions are “ crude.” !

We take the liberty of informing the Canadfes:
thal, when he says—that the Zrue IVilness has de-
clared secularisation ¢ o be opposed to the doctrine of
the Church, and that the Zrue TViiness has svbse-
qaently retiacied that assertion’?—he says thal which
is false; as he did when he aecused the Bishop of
Toronto of having frum the pulpit exhorted his hear-
ers 1o vote fur the present. Ministry. ‘

We have said, and we do not retract it, that it ts.
contrary to the doetrine, or reaching of the Church,
to deny the duty of the State to aftord material assis-
tance to the Chorch—or to assert that the support of
religion shuuld be lelt entirely to the Voluntary sys-
lem. . =~ )

We have said, and say again, that it is impossible,
logically or consistently, to advocate the absolule
secularisation ol - the Reserves, withoul condemning
the prineiple of Stale assistance iu aid of veligion,
or withoul asserting the Voluniary principle. ‘

By, as onr opponents dre neither remarkable for
their logic nor their consistency, we do not accusy
them of violating the doctrines of 1he Chureh in voting
for secalarisation 3 but mewely of setting at defiance
.every prinéiple of common sense, and comman pru-
dence. We admit, and always have admiued, that
they may save their ortliodoxy—but only at the ex-
pense of their logic, . .

Nor ueed we wonder at this, or expect consisten-
cy from men who, a few weeks ago, told us. that 2
Parliament ejected by such a limited constitiency,
as is now in existence, was incompetent W Iegislalp
an the question of the Clergy Reserves, beeauso it
did not 1airly and fully vepresent tho wishes of the
people ; and to-day tells us that a Parliamen elected
by the very same {raction of the commumty is. com-
petent.lo do that, which yesterday il.was not compe-
tent todo. From snch men, awl their supporiers, wo
look vot for truth, honor, or lagic. .

Weare informed that—sceeing how far the Mont-.
veal Freeman has deviated from the principles, faid
dawn in its prospectus, — several influentiat Irish
genilemen have it in contemplation’lo  establish'a
really indépendent political and secular Jouraal, and
which they are determined shall not, like-its predeces: |
sors at Quebee and Montreal, bé sold to*dny Miais-.
try. ‘We nnderstand the first number witl' make its
appearance as soon as possible, under the name of the :
True Freeman.  Oné independent andunpurchase-.
able secular jourral, as an orgam.el. Trish -opinion,:s:

still a-great ‘desidez'dtum‘in,Lq&Ve‘:?C“ﬂ“,‘.l‘f.-.":’qa ,

munisaled.. .




