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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

. 'The . Niagara brings European news to the 8th
inst. ;. but nothing of -great imporiance had occurred
during the previous week. . Sir C. Napier, with his
fleet, was lying off Cronstadt on the 27th of last
*"'mooth ; “but up to {hat date the attack had not been
sommenced. In the Black Sea, eight Russian steam-
ers had ventured out from Sebastopo!, and had kept
up fo! some time a running fight with the Furious,
the Terrible, and the Escartes..  The first-named of
these vessels ‘liad sustained some serious injuries,—
Omar Pasha atfacked the Russian rear-guard on the
22and ult., and inflicted some severe losses upon the re-
treating enemy. The Czar has professed his readiness
* ‘'to abandon the Principalities, simultaneously with the
evacuation of Turkey by the allied troops; and is
willing to abandon his claims to the exclusive Protec-
‘torate over the Greek Church; he insists however
" upon retaining possession of Moldavia. Peace seems
. as unlikely as ever. The allied troops are concen-
trating - at Varna ; but the plan of the campaign is
kept a profound secret. In Asia, the Turks have

met a serious check. , .
In Spain, an insurrection has declared itself; and
- the abdication of the Queen is hinted at. It is cer-

tain that Her Majesty is very unpopular.

-

;' THE 'SCHOOL QUESTION.

The Catholics of Upper Canada are almost unani-
.mous in demanding separale schools. for “their chil-
dren. , TIfor years, Catholic Clergy and laity have
been unremitting in their efforts to procure from
government the recoguition of their rights.  If then,

- Catholic separate schools do not increase and mul-
* - tiply, it is not owing to any indifference on the part
* of Catholics, either to the inestimable advantages of
a soudd’ religious education for ‘their children, or to
the dangers to faith and. morals arising from the mix-
ed, or common school systen.

In his last -official -Beport, the Methodist Chief
Superintendent of -Education tells us that there are
only eighteen Catholic separate schoals in all Upper
-Canadat- Surely there must be strong causes at
work to thwart the wishes of dur Catliolic breth-
ren of the Upper Province ! So many hundreds of
thousands of Catholics, all insisting upon their right
“to separate schools! A law which professes to re-
cognise this right ! The admonitionsof a zealous and
faithful, clergy, .calling upon their people 1o avail
themselves of the provisions of the law, and warning
them of the danger to which they expose the faith

and morals of their children by sending them to mix-
- - ed schools ! And yet only eighteen Catholic schools
- in Upper: Canada!  ‘The causes of this extraordi-
nary plenomenon’ are well worth enquiring into.
~We have indicated: two. One sozial ; proceeding
. from the illiberality of the Protestant majority, who
" "trow every obstacle in the way .of their- Catholic
fellow citizens. ~ Anather, proceeding from.the inju-
. dicious appointments made by Governmeiit ; by means
- of which the -administration of the School Laws in.
Upper Canada hay been entrusted to the most en-
-venomed foes of our holy religion. . _

A third cause, to whick we purpose alluding to-
* day, proceeds {rom the unjust provisions of the Law
Atsetf.  “Fhis cavse can, and must be, remedied in the

approaching Parliament. .. Cailiolic . voters through-
out the.country, should vote for no candidate who

- will not pledge himself to oppiose any ministry that
.+ will not al once accord“to ‘the Catholic minority of
- ‘the Upper Provinee, every privilege enjoyed by the
" Protestant minority in the Lower. o '
.. 'The Rev. Mr. Ryerson does -indeed. tell uvs that

- e have no cause of ‘complaint.- According to that

- " respectable-Methodist minister, the law as at present
c‘gisting—-“'seq""es"ﬁ" that is granted to thk dissent-.

- -ing- minority-of any municipalily in Loiwer Canada,
-+ al} that'ean be equilably'asked for by'such minorities

" in™any” municipality - of Uppér Canada.”—~School.

- Report, p. 21.; "The' fitst" part of this statement is
% positively false. The second we consider erronecus
.- and,in;our private opinion—which is as. good and as

"-privateiopinion of!Dr: Ryerson; ' or of “ten’ thousand
- . Dr.Ryersons=-the:Catholic mikioriiy of Upper Cana-
v dadoés'not enjoy all that it'can’ equitably ask., At
- 7alf exetdit s not'enjoy all Uiat i by law secured

" -to.th Pﬁ@iiétﬁ'ﬁ}”';g;ii:ibrif)*,,, . the , Lower, Province.
atius ort of -.our; proposition,-contrast the.
wdUpper, :Canada: School
iwhich:provide:for the “establish-
aténanc  of the  séparite’ schools of
i#g midotities; ' and’we; ehall.

nting
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Vrectly free..

orthy.the -consideration .of the - Legislature-as the’
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REMITTANCES{TO’ ENGLAND,SIRELAND; | | see how well founded'is theicomplaint dfirour Cathio-:
imiznd YANDESCOTLANDE " ebweniot ! A lic'bretiirenthiat, thougli the ‘lawF dislinctly.recog-
SIGHT""HiiﬁLS""ﬁ&er’bne ound '\'xd'ﬁthéﬂlf!, N nises’ théir. rioht 1o separate schools; that' right-has

10 separate scuogls, -thatl gy’

Hidaliowed by ‘thie " numersus petty,
and annoying: conditions; which the; same law. iis im-
posed vpon ils.exercise:: “Eirstly—innumerable diffi-
culties have.béen thrown.in! the-way of oblaining se-
paraterschanls ‘at: all ; 'secondly—1when obtained the
.Catholic minority dre harassed at'every: turn by thous-
ands of paltry annoyances; from all of “which the
Protestant minority of the Lower’

For instance, whenever & any number whatever”
of our Protestant brethren, in Lower Canada feel

inclined to have-a separate. school, all.that they
have lo_do, is, to signify that desire in writing, to

‘1 the Chairman.of Commissioners, giving in:the names

of any three persons, whom they, the dissentients,

 ‘m'_ay think “fit to appoint, as Trustees of the said

separate ‘schools. On-tliese Trustees are conferr-
el all the powers and duties of the Commission-
ers. for the other schools: by their intervention,
and without the possibility of 'any interference from
the Catholic majority, the Protestant minority can
eslablish as many schocls as they please, and have
the right to constitute and circumscribe their own
school districts as they think fit—¢ independently
of the School Districts established by the Com-
missioners aforesaid:®»—12 Wict., C. 50., Sect. 18;
and are entitled to receive, directly from the
Superintendent, their proper share of the School
Fund—12b. Thare are no restrictions of any kind
whatever, as to numbers, or time of application, or
religion of the teacher of the school .of the ma-
jority. . o :

" Now let us turn to to the- Upper Canada School
Act, and observe how many obstacles are thrown in
the way of the Catholic minority in that section of
the Province, when sceking to establish separate
schools for their children.. =~ © .

In the first place, the application must be signed
by at least twelve resident heads of families: or
clse—if the application be signed by only eleven,
or il one be not a resident—no separate schools for
the Catholic minority of Upper Canada. We have
shown that no such conditions are imposed on the
Protestant minority of the Lower Province: the
Law expressly says that the application is perfeclly
valid, if made by any nunber whatever of the in-
habitants professing a religious faith different from
that of the ‘majority of the inhabitants of such mu-
nicipality.”?—9¢t4 Vic,, C. 26. Sect. 286.

Again, the clause of the Upper Canada School
Actauthorising the establishment of separate schools
for the use of the Catlolic minerity, prohibits the
erection of any such school ¢ except wlen the
teacher of the common school is « Protestant.”’—
As we have already shown, no sueh restriction is
imposed upon the Protestant minority of the Lower
Province. Let us consider its effects. _

Our readers may inost probably remember Gavazzi,
and his profession of faith. e did not indeed pre-
tend to be a2 Catholic ; but at the same time he al\vays
prolested thut ke 2as not a Prdtestant. Now just
fancy—not so improbable a ‘case—Gavazzi, or a
man professing the principles of Gavazzi, employed
as the teacher of one of the common schools of
Upper Canada.  What. then 7—what would be the
effect of the abave proviso of the XIX section of (he
School Act? Simply this; that Catholics would
be eampelled to pay:for bis support, and the support
of the school in which he disseminated his slanders
against their faithj and that every application on
their part for leave to establish a separate school
would be met with the objection hat “ as the teacler
of the teacher of the common school was 2ot a
Protestant, no Catlolic separate school would be
allowed.”  And so, with many professions of liberal-
ity, the Methodist Chief Superintendent would re-
ject ‘the demand of the Popish applicants, with as
much contempt as the poor-house overseer treated
Oliver Twist’s memorable application for * more”
oatmeal gruel, _ : _

Trifling and .unobjectionable as the above proviso
may appear on paper, in practice, it may. easily be
so consirued as to render nngatory afl- the other and
more*favorable provisions of the X1X clause. Tlere
are alas ! plenty of bad Catholics in‘the world : men
‘whio;"in all ‘but name, are Proteslants: who never
approach the Sacraments, and who habitually violate
all ‘the ‘precepts of the religion which they profess.
:These men thougl, or rather because, a scandai to
the Clurch, and an insult to morality, are special fa-
vorites with the Protestant world. They are flat-
{ered, courted, carcssed, and leld up as specimens of
liberal Catholics’; as-men of enlightened and pro-
gressive' views.  What though they be impure or
drunkards, liars, thieves, or adulterers, hypocrites
and “blaspliemers, ‘they are not priest-ridden, they
have throwii off the yoke of ecclesiastical tyranny,
and are to be esteemed as good fellows in the main—
as birands, if not altogether out of the fire, ‘yet in.a
fair. way of| being speedily extingnished, and of at
last assuming their proper, position .as props and or-
naments of the evangelical Zion. One of these fel-
lows.is always looked upon : as a great catch by the
Protestant community ¢ and “is- more ‘useflul to them
perhaps, in that he still retains’ the name of Catholic,
than if he bad openly declaredl himsélf, in theory, as
in_practice,’a Protestant.. Now, {0 render it impos-
sible for the Catholics in any school division of Up-
per Canada to establish a separate school, all that is
required, is, to appoint .one :of these “ liberal” Ca:
tholics ‘as teacher to the.common school. < As sn
instrument far, corrupting the faith and ‘inorals of bis
Catholic-pupilss—the “great,“object ‘after all-of Pro-
Testant Jiverdis-—be il be found quite as convenient
‘as, perhaps ‘even _more, 56 -iban,,an. ordinary evag-.
‘gelical professor ;. whilst, as; n0t being ‘a_Protes-.
o the eyes of the.law; «:no,Catholic: separate

‘

Provincé are per- | - The third, and last, fifferen e shat 4=
T “1lude to-day, is-to.be found inthe same XIX :clause.

/allowed™.dns the nachopk: divisi

iwhich:He is emplojed as a ‘teacher:: Thus by a fittle-
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finessing”on. the part'“of: (lie " proper* ‘autliorities,’ the

in thieir powek to prevent the'éstablishment of separate;
schools. by the Catholic minority.  Now as nojsucly
insidious :provision. _exists ..in"; the: Lower,. Canada;
School > Act, we haverthe right' to- demand..that it
be expunged from-the School ‘Acttof’ the:Upper;
Provinge.” =~ 0LVt n SR

.- The third, and last, d

ifferérice to which we'shall al-

of the Upper Canada School Act ; which provides
that, on application by. twelve resident heads of fa-
milies . (o the. -Muniespal Council of any "Township,
¢g¢¥—the -Municipal: Councit * aforesaid, which. as
Protestant will certainly not consult the ‘interests of
the Catholic:applicants for separate schools—* shiall
preseribe the' limits of the divisions, or sections, for’
such schools’;”” and shall make provision for the elec-
tion of the Separate Schosl Trustees.. Contrast
these restrictions with the entire liberty accorded to
the Protestant minority in the Lower Province;
whose Trustees, nominated by themselves, without
any intervention of a Catholic. Municipality, have,
according to the law, « the right to constitute their
oton School Districts, independentliy of the School
Districts established by the Commissioners.”

And the Rev. Mr. Ryerson, in his official report,
has the affrontery to declare that the law secures to
the Catholic minority in Upper Canada, “all that is
granted to the dissenting miority of any municipality
in Lower Canada”!!!

——a————n

THE CLERGY RESERVES.

The Diocesan Synod of the Anglican Church has
put forth an address, embodying the views of its
members upon this important question. TFrom the
following extracts, it will be seen that the Synod
proposes an equitable division of the funds amongst
all the denominations ; so that neither the Anglicans
nor any other Non-Catlolic sect in Upper Canada,
would have the right to claim to be considered as
the Protestant Church, par excellence :—

¢ 1t caunot be denied that the Crown of England
al the time it made provision for the Clergy Reserves
had the title 1o and the sole control of the properly so
reserved ; neither can it be denied that all who came
subsequently 1o the province came here subject to the
disposition of the lands -as already made.. [t will be
admitted that no individual in the country has sus-
tained any wrang from the disposition thus mude for
the Reserves ; for it might be as well argued that
each man who had come, or afterwards came ta Ca-
nada, was agarieved by the free grants of land which
were from lime lo time made to wndividvoals, and
which, if not so made, might now be as available fur
public purposes as'the Clergy Reserves; yet no one
pretends that it woukl be just or fair to tauch these
arants to mdividuals, however imprudently made.—
Then why should the Reserves be tonched 2 Oh ! say
lie Secularizers, it is a recoguition of alliance be-
tween Church and State: it is State support lo the
Church! The Church of Englaud in this colony
gclaims no alliance between Church and State: it de-
sires none, and would have none: but a gift to it of
land from the Crown is a very different thing. The
grealest voluntary admits, nay argues, that the Church
should be supported by gifis from individuals, If so
~—il gifts of Jand or money may be taken frem indi-
viduals, why not from the Crown, especially when at
the time it was made the Crown might without dis-
pute have granted the whole Jands of the country as
it pleased ? : B

Do not he deceived. The- secularization scheme
now proposed by the government will not, supposing
they are able to carry jt, set that question at. rest,
which was supposed 1o have been finally disposed of
in 1840. Wrils liave bheen issned for a new election
at such short notice, and at a time when all agricul=
turists are enguged in thewr harvest, that.no time is
alloived fairly 1o discuss the merits of the bill; if it
were carried by snch unworthy means the country
would never aceept it as a final disposition. Soch
an agitation would be at once commenced as would
compel the governmeut, souner or later, to repeal it.

All parties are angxious ta have the matter linally
settled ; and this may be easily done, and to the satis-
faetion of all right-thinking pevple. Let the lands
be again valned, and the government issue debentures
{or thie amount, payuble al a given period. Let each
denomination receive such a proportion of the deben-
tures as will be equivalent to the 'share to which it is
entitled. Those then who would devole the proceeds
to the maintenance  of religious instruction would be
enabled to do soy and on the other Land, thuse who
:would apply them to secular purpuses -can do sv, and
tho provinee nut be responsible for their aects, There
will then be no Clergy Reserves : the lands will be-
long to the Province, and may be sold under the same
regulations as other public lands, and 'in a few years
they must increase so in value that the province at
large will, in a financial point. of view, be greatly
benefitted by the settlement.” ' B
.. Mr. Sherwood, in his address to the electors of
Toronta, still- further develops the same  views:—

s If the present division of these lands, as made by
law for the’ support of religion, is not equitable and
just, Tam prepared to support one that isso, 11 ismy
opinion that a valvation of'those lands, shonid-be again
made, and that they shoshl be taken by the ‘Govern-.
ment at such new valuation, and becometo all-intenls
and porposes Crown' Lands. --That for the amount at
which they:are'so valued dind taken the Govornment
should be authorised *to issue: debeutures, payable in
twenty” years, at' 6 per cent, . interest, and that these
debentures ‘shoukl bé divided among the several de-
nominations recomnised by law in-proportion’ to their
acertained nuombers, to be establistied by a new census,
if required, and“10 be by these ;dencminations appro-.
priated as they may detesmine most beneficial to their’
respective bodies:” In this ivdy the long vexed ques:
aion of the’Clergy Reserves can' be finally sel at rest,
and the -lands so taker by.the Goverument.at :thiir
present value will befure the (ebéntures become due,
yield sufficient to-pay. them-off with o very larve:ba-:
Ianee 10 be expended Jor general purposes in:. Uppet:
1Canada in- suelt 2.manner 'as'may be-deemed . most.
wire by the;Legislalure of;tha country.??. . v . % |

in:| Resgrves” .‘queg.‘tidn;:by:van .éqiiilabie +division jof: th

itiajority of Upper Cannda Lave'it always |

“{'the-plan ‘which they themselves propose.

L memory of.the :autho

property: amongst all "denomi’nn’tiohs;'Cnthélics\shoulg
cértainly. offér “no'oppasition.“In’ the firsy'plaee, it
emanates, 'from Lthe Anglicans, who, “of all the'Noa-
 Catliolic sects, have hitherto receired' the  grehtest
share of .these revenues ; and, who are thereforé the
:mast:deeply : concerned in their ';distribi;ﬁo_ﬁ.}._.,Upon
tlie: principle:that « wnlents nulla: fit: injuria no
‘wrang wwould be-done to the Anglicans by »at_:‘cépting

=]

‘cond’ place, an" equitable partitian’ of tlig"“'Clergy
Reserves”. funds amongst all the differént dendimina-
tion would - silence the clamors against, the artiality
and: undue : favoritism . of the. Government. towards
some.one or two highly privileged sects;;: and, whilst
State Assistance. would-be forced on none, yet.as,
‘aceording 10 the above given ' proposals; it'would be
accompanied with no onerous or degrading conditions,
all, }\(ili\lout deréliction of principle, would. be able
:fo accept it ; nor, if they refused it, could they af-
terwards complain of wrong -having been done. then,
In :tlle third place, the principle of the inviolnbilitf of
religious - endowments would be preserved, and - (ha
dangerous ‘precedent of = secularisiye- pro,pch sel
apart, by competent authority, for relizious purr o8

would be avoided. There may be donbis as topwhu
ther it was the original intention to make over (h:;
property to a particular person, or persons ; bug
there can be none as to the intention Bf the Im, erial
Government. to devote it 10 a particular pur;fonc H
and for that purpose; viz., the support of religion we
contend it should be held inviolate, - !

We are happy to see that our esteemed eotem
sary, the Catholic Citizen of Toro
be taken to speak the sentiments
Cathiolic voters of Upper Canadn——perfecl!y agrees
with us as to the propriety of accepting the sglllc-
ment proposed by the Anglican Synod.c. The Citi-
Zen says i——

“There can be na question but the :
tracts ate an cxpnsilim?-of the vie\-v.:hodfl :}tllg ﬂ}\)ﬁz?i:az-
‘bady, and as such we caunot but receive them.~ 'I'h:
principal opposilion to the Clergy Rescrves, zs at

present exisling, has doubtless arisen from a dread of
their altimately leading 10 the buildine up in this co-
lony of an Ecelesiastica) eslablishmerrt, which would
lend 10 secure  its supporters exclusive privilegéa in
contravention 1o the privciples of the Constitntioy
. “The settlement now proposed by the parties most
interested entirely prechules the pussibility of such a
result, and completely deprives the most Zealous ad-
vocates for secularisation of any further gtounds fo
agitation on the questing, ' ‘
“ We cannot consider an
2o beyond this pro
dishonest, and one
nised right.”?

o~
nto—rwho may

of the independent

er any legislation which ‘would
posilion, in any other light than
subveisive of every idea of recog-

—

We would remind the Montreal Freeman that
there is a wide difference betwixt « admittting for
the suke of argument”—and absolutely recognising
—a “right.” We never have denied (he Zeal
right of the Legislature to sec'ul:\rise ; because \5lh
a Legislature “ legal rights” and ntights are synono-
mous ; and to deny to it the “ Jegal 7ialt® to do a
thing, isto deny td'it the power of doing it at all. Now
a voteof the Legislature, under our form of {_rovcrn-,
ment, would suflice to secularise the ¢ Resc;rvos"'
and as there is no Law prolibiting such an exercise
of power, it las the Zegal right, or right conferred
by law, lo secularise, not only the « ll?:sefx'es » hl'lt
all other'ecelesiastical property, as well. God for-
bid that‘\ve should admit, however, that it had 2n
moral right so to do, or that in either case, secular.
sation was expedient,  The story js some’w]mt the
worse for wear, but we wonld refer our colemporary
to Burke’s fable of the wolf and its wool. T'o ‘com-
pare great things with small, there was in the cir-
cumstances which gave rise to tlus lamous-aphorism
something analogous o this same Clergy Reserrcs™
question.  Burke never: denied, nay “ for the sake of
argument,” was prepared to admit the Zemal rieht of
the Imperial Parliament to tax tha Colonjes: bt he
did not the less condemn such taxation, as :i;bit'ravry
unjust, and highly inexpedient. In fine, we do not al-
teinpt to deny the /egal right of the Leeislature to do
what 1t pleases in all things ; for, as the TLegislature
makes the law, so also to it alone does it belong to
determine the limits of its own powers.' - Yet :'s'gthe
ILegrs!n_lllllre lils cer;ninly not infallible, it may . often
sappen that that which it declares to. g i
may be morally wrong,  Without alifylf?ﬁ’l'fz:;g:&
surdity” therefore, we may admit * for the sake of
argument,” the existence of a “lcg'rzl right” or pow-
er; and. yet condemn the exéreise of Ahat. « legal
right” as involring'a great moral wrrong.

.We,lex‘xrn_ from the Toronto Nlirror that the 12th
passed olf quietly at Toronto. "There was.a praces-
sion as usual, and much strange. melody ; ‘but saya-the
Ik.lzrrjor—-“-'l‘he Catholics contemplated the keece
wuh‘ the utmost-indifference.” - - B

This is the only proper way of treating. these silly
displays. I Englishmen, Scotchimen, and Irishmen
will persist in ‘commemorating, fhe.invasion and.con-
quest of their respective countries-by- the Dutch,
rand. the treachery of their ancestors—swho unlike the
stout . Anglo-Saxons, who offered a bold; though in-
effectual- resistance to the gallant:Normans, bowed
down like well lishedt hounds beneatl) (he yék'é of ‘the
vilest miscreant whom, in His  inserutabie purposes,
God ever permitted (o bear rule upon carth—the dis-
grace is theirs; and little need the sons of tho hrave
frue-hearted Trish Catholics, who fouaht fo" the last,
in défence of their lawlul sovereign, and the . iade
pen_(lgngg-'gf their native léind,',éar'et-:.._ .Or.a'r':g’lé.lherj it
deed do well to make a.demigod of their Dutch, A

PO ) ‘ .Qil‘.“Dltl.Ci-l.x_:.“’il—--
liam ; for truly the idol and; the worshippers are wor-
thy. of; one another ;. oneitiTetshmar

; but every: honestilrishman; and
truechearted Scotchman; will-for-éver execrate. the-

- To this proposal for a settlement of :the' ¥ é!é‘rgf

mory e -author.of fle'massacr
the wost detestable’¢rime-recordedsia’ history, *:




