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B w1l eubscribers whose pupers are delivirs &y
«carciers, Two Dollars ead a-halfiin advance;and
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e Three Dollara.
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pre-pad
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every week shows the date to which be has paid
wp. Thus ' Joux Jones, August’ 63, shows that
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EOCLESIASTICAL CALENDAR.
MARCH - 1868.

‘#riday, 27~ The Precinus Blood.
Satard-y. 28 —Of the Feria.
Sunday. 20 Pagsion Suoday.
Honday. 30 - Of the Feria.
“Tuesdsy, 31— Of the Ferin.
APRIL - 1868,

Wedneaday, 1 Of the Feria.
“Thuraday, 2—5t Francis de Panl, C.

REcuLaTIONs FOR LENT.—All dayaof Lent,
‘Sundays excepted, from Ash Wednesday to Holy
“Saturday included, are days of fastiog and absti
‘aence.

The use of flesh meat at every meal 15 per-
~zmitted on all the Sundays of Lent, with the ex-

~ception of Palm Sonday.

The use of Besh meat isalso by special indul-
. gences allowed at the one repast on Mouodays
“Tgesdays, and Thursdays of every week from the
““Zrst Sunday after Leat, ta Palm Bunday.—On
-xhe ‘frst four days of Leut,as well as every day
“Ga Holy Weck, the use of flesh meat is probibited.

XEWS OF THE WEEK.

Lord Mayo has brought forward the Reform
"Bill for Ireland: its chief feature is a proposal
»g0 {ower the qualification for (he franchise from
‘ten to five pounds for the boroughs. McKay

“'has been tried for, and convicted of treason, and
‘he bas been sentepced to 12 years pesal servi
. iude. Mr. Gladstone has given notice ip the
" ‘Fouse of Commons of s intention to move a
' Resolution that the House zo nto Committee on
» ¢he ‘Trish Church question. The Continental
“pews is of hittle importance.

The impeachment trial o the Failed States is
~of course the great topic of the day, but people
-gpem mclined to take 1t very quietly. The
-chances seems o be strongly against the Pres:
- dent who wll probably be deposed, 2s a pohts
cal nnsance to the revolutionary party now in

{he ascendant.

To our Legislature it seems that the question
" ixf determining upon the line for the projected
vintercolopial railroad will be the great business

of {be Session.

Tue BrieHT CURE.—Amongst the many
-rewedies propounded by the state dnctors for
pacifyiog Ireland, and restormg prosperity to the
—altivators of her scil, that ivlach, in certain
sguarters has been most favorably loaked upon is
the © Braght Cure)” of which the main in-
gredients are these :— ]

That the State should buy up the lands of the
Herge Insh proprictors, and resell in small lots to
~ggit customers ; to the tenant farmers of Ireland,
~who would thus be tran:formed from tenants into
Japdlords themselves.

“Ths plan has been objected to because, ac-
<gording to some 1t involves an:ﬂ of spoliation ;
“bat waiving the question of right or wrong, and
wawpposing the plan to have been lully carried
“pat, we are at liberty to question its expediency;
“wwe may be permitted to doubt whetlier it would
zfter all of itselt permapently allay Irnsh disaffec-
“tror, and promote the material prospenity of the
1_'qndple of Ireland, who are, it must be remem-
“hered, and who long will be, essentinlly an agri-
-ggltural people, with no other industry but that

-sgonnected with the cultivation of the soil, and
he development of its resources, to fall back
~zupan ; aod thereiore dependent for their material
_ ~awell being upon the prosperity of agriculture,
and the development to therr highest power of
sadf the resources of therr land,

It is evident at first sight that, of itself and
:«gaconnected with other measures, Mr. Bright’s
-gpdan would not reach the rehgious and political
-spaarces of Insh discontent. It would not abate
“itbe nuisance of Protestant Ascendency ; neither
~ wwroutd ‘1t restore to Ireland ber autonomy or
* awational independence. Now certainly the Es-

gablished Church, the anti-Catholic legislatlon‘.

wwhich the maintenance of that institution neces-
worily entails, and the lack of national inde-
@écdence, are to be counted amongst the causes
- that disaflection towards Great Britamn which
w0 generally prevails amongst Irishmen.

"t is also more than doubtful, to say the least

—whether Mr, Bright’s plan, even if fully car-
ried out, would at ail promote the agricultural
prosperily of Ireland, or tend to the development
of the latent resources of her soil, ar m other
words—whether 1t would tend to promote the
material prosperity of the new owoers and cul-
tivators of the land of lreland.

- For 1t is again evident that, unless the large
landed estates of Ireland be breken up into very
small parcels indeed, so as to give almost every
Irishman resident in Ireland proprietary rightsin
the land, there would still be left a large number
of the people in precisely "the same position as
that which they are in to-day—that is fo say.
without ao acre of land which they can call their
own, and with na other iodustry, save that of
agriculture 10 fall back upon. The apphication
then of ¢ The Brniaht Cure” pecessarily presup:
poses the breaking ﬁp of the land into very small
lots ~ or w otber words a very mute division
and subdivision of landed property, and the crea-
fion of a ' peasant~proprietorshin.”

But such division and subdirision of the soil 1s
incampatible mth a good system of spriculture,
and the development of the natural resources of
the coun!ry where 1t obtains. The plan has been
'ully tried, and wherever it has beea tried it has
proved ruinous to the general agricultural pros—
perity of the country; and in the loog run most
ruinous to the small landed proprietors m parti—
cular, It has delivered them, it is true from the
oppression of a landlord and the exactions of the
rent collector ; but in revenge it has crippled
them wiily debt, and handed them over, hopeless
and helpless to tbe tender mercies of the wsurer,
T%is but the old story over agamn. ¢ Out of the
{rytog pan, into the fire.”

We koow that this is a view of the system of
small landed properties, and of the effects of
miaute subdivision of the soil, not generally taken
by democratic writers upon the subject: but we
can support these views by very hizh, and quite
unexceplionable evidence, because the evidence
of one who is notoricudly the advocate of the
Revolution and democracy : who 15 the most
prominent opponeut of the existing social spstem
of Europe, and tae warmest sympathizer amongst
foreigners, with the people of [reland against the
British landed aristocracy—in a word of M.
Lows Blane, the great Apostle of Socialism, the

upcompromisiog eaemy of landlordism, and of
asistocracy in every conceivable aspect; of
bourgents aristocracy, no less then of what re-
mains of feudal aristocracy.

M., Louis Blanc 13, a3 of course our readers
know a Irenchmanp, and for years has made
France bis specia! study, In France again the
system of the partition of the soil amongst a
number of small landed proprietors has been fally
t'ied, and under the most favorable conditioss:
for if there be a country 1 the world, in which
from its peculiarly favorable conditions of soil,
climate, and position that system, bas a chance of
suceess, that couatry is France. Now it must
alse be borne in mnd that the system of small
tanded proprietorship in France 1s the great axd
most permanent work nf that French Revolution
of which M. Louis Blanc 13 the poet-laureate ;
to glorify which, and 1o extol whose blessings,
has beén the cherished labor of long and indus
trious years, Now what does M. Louis Blane
testify as to the results, the nevitable or logical
results, of the division of the soil of France
amongst a large number of small, independent
landed proprietors? Let us open his well-known
work entitled ¢ Organisation Du Trevail.”
Qur readers then —— many of them at least —
wil be surprised to learn on such voimpeachakle
testimouy, tha' amongst the most prominent of the
consequences, ihe mevitable ennsequerces, of this
sub- division—miorcellement —of the soil amongs!
a large number of small, but 1adependent landed
proprietors, are Ihese :—

(1) That the cultivators of the French soil
are, a5 a class, poorer and mare wreicled now
than they were before the Revolution of '89;
(2.) that, on the whole, the people of France
are worse (ed than they were w the middle
of the eighteenth century ; and, (3.) that the
wealth of the country, 10 so far as produced from
the soil, 1s as compaaed with populatiun, steadily
on the decrease.

The present peasant owner of the soil 13 un-
able, from want of capita), to cultivate 1t pro-
perly, or to extract trom 1t even the mast
meagre remuneration of his constant tosl,
is his state as described by M. Louis Blane: -

i Tp tke meantime what do we see ? Every amal}
proprietar ig a day laborer; master at home for two
days of tbe week, ¢uring the remainder he is the gert
of & neighbor. +

« Here, in fact, is bow thinga pass. Snch or such a
cultivator who owoa a few poor acres of land, which,
cultivated by bimself, yicld at the best some four per
cent, hesitutes not when the opportunity presents ita
selt to round off hig proporty. Thia he does by bor-
rowiwg st ten, fifteen, twenty per cent ~far if credit
ba gewrce 1n the rural disteicta, in vaveppo it is not
oo with usury. The consequences may be guessed.
Thictean mriliards — thi3 i3 the dsb: with which
lnpded property in France i3 mctually burdened ;
wbich means that side by eide wita s few finapciors
who have made theraselves masters of the industry,
arige & few usurers who have constituted themse'ves
tte lords of it8 80il,’ == Organ:sution du Travid, c. 3.

Agam, bere 13 another fact testified to by the
same authority, which we throw out for the con-
sideration of the advocates of small landed pro-

tached in France to agriccliural pursuirs, are reck-
oned Two Millions, Six Bundr:d Thousand, compris-
ing about Thirteen Miilico individuala wbose
muximum revepue gearce reaches the sum of 60
france”~—abcut eight dollars and forty cests.

Here again is another sketch, anotber appre-
clation of what ¢ peasant proprietorship” bas
done for the owners and cultivators of the soll ¢

“'&®ad this strange system under which we reckon
praprietors only by the miserable patchea purcelles,
which are aver mul 1plyiog on & 80l torp to pieces -
no other effect thag thas of drying up toe milk in the
nutding hozam of the Siate, it would he enough, tao
much, DBut here the moral life of the people isas
much interested as i3 its material life. What mat-
lerg it that the paasant owes seme acres, if ap ab
surd system of sab-division—morcellement —and of
iso'ated ealtivation deprives this ownership of all
that would help 10 eonnect it in the mind of the culs
tivator with idess of security, of well-being nobly
won, of dignity and iodependence? What profite it
10 him that he is no longer the serf of a lnpdlord—
seignenr - if he he the serf of the money-ford,of a imb
of the law, ef & villuge avecclator, of a usurer? Is
it not to ba feared chat hia heart turn gour, that he
become savage in temper, that, shut up ag in a citadel
within his wretched domsin where he reaps vaught
bt so.row, and over which graeping hands will scon
be ontatretched, he tecome vsed to mistrust and
hatred. Can you wounder that this Frenchmsan. this
werry-laugher this songster in dsys of old, no longer
langhbsl”

T'nis, then, upoa the showing of the foremost
champion of tie French Revolution, is what that
Revolution has done for the Ifreach peasant m
elevating bim from the position of a vassal. lo
that of an owner of land. Let us see what it
has done for the population, generally, of
France.

On the peopie of that couniry, generally, the
material effect of the subdivision of the soil
amorgst peasant proprietors, has also been very
mjertous,  They are worse fed thao they were
before the Revalution of 89,  Agam we quote
from M, Lous Blape’s work :—

In Paris, before that Revolution, th2 average
coosumption of animal food was reclconed at €8
kilogrammes ; to-day it is only 55; and the
weiter adds :—

* What ig certain, f:om the gerveral statistics of
the kingdom published io 1837 by the Ministry, and
cited by M Raudot (de 'Yonoe) i3 that -he aversge
anoual consumatinn of animal fand i3, for every ver-
sco, not even 55 kilogrammes, but only eleven kilo-
erammes 35, which samounts to sboat one cuace per
diem."

Agam:—

Y In his Precis de la Greographie Universelle by
Malte Brun, the number of peesants who are de-
prived f animsl fool esce t on certain fe:s% days,
ia pot reckoned st legs than 20 millions.”

This1s owinz to the constant aad rapid de
crease of all kiods of ammals fitted for food ; a
decrease not only in quantity but in quality, for

Here'

prietors i—

¥ Amids: upwarda of Five Milliona of families at.

this is the necessary consequence of euhdivision
of the soil, and of peasant proprietorship.

A nd again :—

“[n 1788, wken 1ts population was hat 25 milliors
France reaped, ona year with Anothar a3 mapy
Mittiard of poaadsof graing, as it did when its pcpa-
lation had increazed 10 32 milliong.”

And, aghast at the prospeet of ruin before
him, aod which, under the system of peasant pro-
nrietorship 15 inevitable, the writer cries out :—

¢ Marvei then, if you can, that they who grow tte
grain ate reduced to et black breud, sud thattre
i'th'""a hag no wine to promise to thoss who ccltiva'e

To sum up—M. Lows Blane shows from sta-
tistics, that whilst the food consumers in Fraoce
increase ahout b per cent in the course of every
ten years, the production of articles of consump-
tion difiniches at the rate of 8 per cent during
the same period: and this hie shows is the direct
consequence of the breaking up of the soil .o
small properties, and 1ts distirbution amongst a
la-ge pumber of pasant proprietors. Land so di
vided and held canoot maintain cattle,and we know
that without cattle there is no meat : agamn witheut
cattle there can be no manure: and without
maoure, the wheat grower caonot expect a good
crop, sicce he can ouly take off the seil, what he
himsell puts of orgamec matter into the soil, in
the shape either of seed, or of manure. In a
word M. Louis Blanc concludes :—

¢« Ouder what aspoct soever we may pleass to con-
aider the problem we must always arriva at this
cooclopion i —

© That in respect to agricullure, divizion is destruc.
tion ™

Therefore we conclude—uot Lo a sort of com-
munism w land, with M. Lovuis Blanc, who
wil have geitber large landed proprietors,
smce these, according to him, are fatal to
hhberty, nor small landed proprietors for these
are fatal 1o agniculiure and the development of
the natural resources of the snil—but to this:—
That Mr. Bright®s plan, wrespectuve of ita merits
or its demenits w so far as the rights of the pre-
sent legal owners of the soil of Ireland are con-
cerned, would, if carried ont, be ruinous to the
agriculture of Ireland, and the development of
the resources of its soi: since it would neces—
sarily create, and 1s wrdeed intended to create, a
small peasant proprietorship in Treland, which
the experience of Fraoce shows is ruwmous to
agriculture, ruimous to the peasaat proprietors
themselves, and deeply injurious to the mazerial
acd moral well-being of the entire community.

‘We bave not the presumption to propoucd
these views as our own : but respectfully tender
them to the careful consideration of thiose who
cry out—'* why does not the British Government
adopt, in whole or in part, Mr. Bright’s scheme
for setting at rest the Irish question.” Against
the English democrat, whom bowever M. Louis
Blanc would denounce as a dourgens aristocrat,
we cite the carefully studied, and lucidly ex-
pressed views of the French Soculist, whom no

ane can accure, or even for a moment suspect of
any sympaihy with the landlords of Ireland, or
guast feudal Britsh aristocrats. If M. Louis
Blaoe be right, then 15 Mr. Bright nothing bet-
ter than a charlatan, or quack : aod his * Cure?
as bad ag the Bright’s Disease.

Y[ thoughtit my duty to say opecly; losay nt
Vienna —to say at Turier —~to say at public meetinge
in this conntry that [1hnught Iraly bad aright to
choose her nwo form of government. I believe the
time has come— not when treaties sha'l be thrown
ngide, but when the treaties which sre notin con
formity with the wish»s of the inbabitants of the
countries thatare ruled abould be altered rud to s
certuin degree superseded, in order to make their
governments conforwab’e to the peopls that are
ru'ed. * * ¢ Butwith regard to all these coun
trieg I think the time has come, whea the people. the
inbabitants will have to be heard. [F thelr povero-
men!s are conform+blo to tha wishes of the people
they will be confirmed aod miintained ; if they are
not conforinable to the wishes of the po-~ple, we shsl!
gee armies led by gkilful commaivders, and under the
direction of sb'e ministers, who will taka care to
maka the Givernmeats conformable to what they
koow to be the naticval wigh.” (Liord Russell befure
the Crbden Olub at the Siar apd Garter, London,
July 20th 1866 )

England is i an undignified state of alarm.
 The greatest nation in the world’® s afraid
Tweoty-six millions of Britons, who ® never can
be slaves” tremble before the Iepian (secret)
society. Army and navy are in an abaormal
state ef excitement, Policemea, detectives and
that scourge of modern soctety—the political
mformers are at a2 premmm: Irishmen in general,
but 1rishmen withont the Yrogue and with a nasal
drawl, n particular, are at a discaunt. Undig-
nfied though it way appear, England 15 afraid.
Perhaps it is a bad conscience that prompts this
fear, Perhaps 1t is the memary of past misdeeds
done in tbe flesh, that robs the lieart of moral
support. ¢ Nlens consia recti” i1s the two-thirds
parl of valour, and Koglan! 1s afrmd, His
Waorshipful the Mayor and the Peers and Peer
vssts who at Southampton petted Garibald: when
he arrived to despail and it possible to destroy
the Papacy, now fiad lo thewr dismay certain
Irish Garlbaldians extemporized at home after
the latest Italian model, this tme with the
avowed object of despoiling and if posable de-
«troying—not the Papacy, but British rule in
[reland., Those generous Britons who so boun.
nfuily supplied Garibaldi-ism with arms and am
muuition and money wherewith to carry on its
unholy warlure against Rome, are now begin-
aing to find their own devices turped against
themselves, and to learn to cost, that iniquily
is often puaished in this world 2 Lind.

Those Eoghsh ladies, who 1n boudow and
drawing reom scraped the snowy lint for Guis-
rveppi’s wounded heel, and dropped the silent tear
for their exploded dogus hero, will doubiless feel
no conflict of duties when the irresishble logic
of facts impels them to a sumlar expression of
sympathy towards the Insh Garibaldians, Eng-
laad is afraid—Dean Close says with a greater
fear, than when the First Napoleon threatened
England with destruction. Be that as it may,
England is afraid. She who bas preached so
eloguéntly to continental nations the icendiary
doctrines of ¢ modern liberalism™—she who
through her ex-premier has declared that # armed
resvolution®’ is the legitimate remedy for “ pational
discontent’—she who through this same states-
man’s incendiary speeches, gave countenance and
moral to the Italian revolutionists, she who was
the firsl to propouad the doctrice of the autono
my of nationalities, she 1t 1s now who fiads those
doctrines turned against berself ; she it 1s who
10 her turn finds * armed revolution” knocking
at the gates of her largest cities 19 vindication of
the rights of “nalonal discontent ;” she it 1s
who now complains of countenance given to her
enemies by pations at peace with ber ; she it 1
who trembles belfore the spirit which she has
hersell evoked, and whizh she seeks in vam to
allay. Isiquuy ever brings its own punishinent,
The aiding and abetting revolution, has brought
revolution to her owan doors,

It is hardly just to blame the pupils and not
the masters. * Wo to him by whom scandal
ceeth,” 1s as applicable 1o the temporal as in
the spiritual order—in the political as in the re—
bgous lite.  The Fenians are blameworthy, bur
the mifl stone 1s for their mstructors. The in-
flience for good or evil of men in power can
never be over estimated; and when we con
sider the attraction that superior talests and
even werlth bhave for the * vulgar herd,” we
can understand how dangerous thase qualities are
in the bands of uuprincipled men. 1t had iodeed
been well for England had Earl Russell weighed
long and carefully the possible cansequences of his
ultra-Radical dectrines enunciated so persistently
aganst Rome. It might indeed be a small matter
for a British statesman to lend his high sanction
and the whole weight of English deplomacy to
the despoiling of ¢ the weak man of the Vatican,”
under the insane plea of  nationalities 5 but it
wag a silly bluader to do so in (he very hearing
of a people, who have for so many years be.
wailed the suppression of thewr national autonomy.
When AZs0p beheld the man who bad been bitten
by a mad dog, showing a crust of bread dipped
n the blood, to the first eur he met, ns a specific
egainst the consequences of the wound, be
warned him not to let the other curs of the city
see him, “ else we shall all be eaten vp imme-

dutely.” Had Eurl Russell pondered well this

fable, be, would bave seen how dangerous the
enuaciation of doetrines meant only against the
Papacy iy, when made in the hearing of neigh-
barng discontent, The whole tendency of
British sympatby, and British deplomacy, ang
British influence has undoubtedly been, of late
years, agaicst Rome. No doctrine too mog.
strous, Bo prmnciple too revolutiozary to be
urged agaiost the Holy See. Bat, unfortunately
for Eogland’s internal tranquillity, there were Bpt
histeners withia ear-shot, who proved equally apt
pupils 1 adapting those same doctrines, and (hoge
same principles to their own peculiar case, ¢
Feniamsm bas sprung up and thrived of Iate
years on British soul, 1t is in no small degree dye
to such spreches as that of the noble lord at the
Cobden Club, at the Star acd Garter Ien, Log-
don.

The whin for the seandaltsed, but the « mill -
gtaoe® for the scandaliser,

SACERDOS.

Fire MarstaL.—With reference to {he
appointment of a competent person to I this
important, and newly created office, we find the
following in ove of our Capadian jourpals, oyer
the signature of A. Scmerville :—

Proscrier ~MR ALFR®D P3ROY.— By a rrcent Act
the Goverrmort i3 10 appoint & Fire Marshal ip Mog-
treal  Lincal newapape 8 are recommeeding Mr,
Alfred Perry for this magisterinlly reaponsible posi-
tion. A Fire Marshal armed wita high pawers, seemg
reqnigite in Hemil:on to deteet incendiarics- Let pe
add my word of con mendation in favor of Mr Alfred
Perry of Montreal, T have keown bim unine years,
nand have eren him on orcag’ons of extreme diﬂiculty,
pariland trisl T have krown the most distinguisked
Captaine of Fire Brigades in Great Britain for cearly
forty years, but never saw I ona to excel or rquel
Alfred Percy in sagacity of plans, prompitilnde ¢f
action, daring courage. Hs waa in Trance, a
steangar jo Paris afew years back. He gaw a fire;
conld not recist 1be imonlae 10 jnin in ; ascended to
A gitdy beight spparently swathed in A1mes ; got the
conflagration noder costrol, before & crowd of ac.
clniming witnesser, ove of wbom was tbe Emperer
Navolenn I1I. A medal presented 1o Mr. Perry,
attegts the Tmperinl approbation. Buc [ estimate thig
hero of Firemeu for the position of Fire Marshal on
bigher groonds than pereonal coursge. Fe hog g
targs mental grasp, gnick pereeptions, philoopbical
gapaeity, thorough koowledge of Lnman rature,
eepecially Montreal buman pature

ALEXANDSR SOMERYILLR,
The Whistler at the Pouga.

As citizens ot Montreal we can heartily en-
dorse the above: and there can be no doubt that
the City will have reason to be thankful if the
nomipation of Fire Marshal be conferred on Mr,
Perry. He i{sa most active and efficient public
servant : and will we are sure, if appointed, be
the means of detecting and bringing to justice
some of those scoundrels to whose nefarious
practices mmaay of the fires are to be atiributed,
In the wnterest of the whole communily, except
the aloresaid fire-raisers of course, we sincerely
hope that Mr. Perry may get the appointment.

St. Parricx’s Day.—Throughout tke Pro-
vince the Day was honored by our Irish fellow.
subjects, At Toronto from respect to the
memory of their lately deceased ITresident the
Natjonal Sociefy abstained from the ucual oro-
cession, but 1 all the Catliolic Churchbes of the
city, Mass was surg 1 honor of the Feast, asd
the religious ceremonies were duly observed.—
At Oitawa there was a Procession and a Banquet
o the evenng,and at Quebec the custcmary
celebrutioos took place. Iirerythiog passed off
in the greatest order, and the fact that m Mont-
real oot a drunken man was to be seen, has
elicited a great many eulngistic notices from the
press. '

O our sixth page will be found an interestiog
communication from an esteemned correspondent,
on the attitude of the present ruler of France,
tewards the Italian revolutionists.

Mr. John Doberty has kwndly consented to
act as apent for the TrRue WrT~NEss in Peter-
boro and vicinity, Subscribers in arreais will
please favor Mr. Doherty with a call,

THE SCHOOLS OF ONTARIO.
UNSECTARTANIS,
(To the Editor of the True Wilness)

To Ontario we hear a great deal about the un-
sectarian character of the Public Schools, and if
vou except Roman Catholics from tie hst of
sectarians, there 15, no donbt, much truth ip the
assertion. % The Public ¥ Schools, we are as-
sured by the chief superintendant, ¢ are based
upon christiaoity and chwmstiamity pervades the
whole system P:—1hat is christianity as vodere
stoad by the different sects, and as distinguished
from the Cathalic Church, or to use Dr, Ryer~
son’s own werds— Bible Christianity. Al tae
different sects hold the Bible as the organ of
Gods will to man. hence provision 1s made in the
law to have the Bible introduced into Common
Schools wherever practicable ; that s wherever
the presence of Roman Catholic children do not
render it )imprudent to do so. Roman Catholics
do not admii the B:ble to be the organ of God’s
will to man.  With them the Church is the sole
organ or teacher; the Church 1s to the Catholic
what the B-ble 15 to the different sects, and even
more 3 the Church is the sole teacher ; all other
voices but her’sare the voices of men. Heace it
clearly follows that Bible Chrisnanity shovld not
be the basis of a School system or 1ts pervadiog
spirit, for Roman Catholics; it follows equally
clearly, that 1t 1s and can be the only one which
recommends itself to non-Catholics in gegerals

But this Bible Clrstiamty basis 18 pot ke
only feature of the Public School system which -
makes it so acceptable to Protestants i gener-



