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!l‘o all nonntry subscnbere, Two Dollars. If the
enbscnptmn is not remewed at the expiration of
the year then, in cage the .paper be continued, the
‘terms shall be Two, Dollars aad s-half, .

'.l'o all. subscribers whose papers sre delivered. by
.carriers) Two Dollars and a-half, in advance ; and
““3F 1ot renewed at the énd of the year, then, if we
“continue sending. the pnper, the subscnpuon shall
"o Three Dollase.

The Taur WITNsS8 can be had at the News Depots,
angle eopy 3d.

"¥F* We beg to remind our Correspondents that no
dellers w;tl be taken ouf of the Post-Oﬁicc, unless pre-
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ECCLESIASTICAL CALENDAR.
JANUARZ~1865,
Fnday, 13 - Octave of the Epiphany.
Saturday, 14 ~St. Hilaire, B.D,
Sunday, 15—-Second afier Bpiphany. Holy Name
of Jegus,
- Monday, 16 —St. Marcellus, P.M.
Taegdny, 17—85¢t. Anthony, Ab.
Wednesduy, 18—8t. Peter's Chair at Rome.
Thuredsy, 17—5t. Capuy, M,
The * Forty Hours” Adoration of the Blessed

Sacrament will commence as follows :—

Saturday, 14—St. Sulpice.
Monday, 16—~ Convent of Laprairie.

‘Wednesday, 18 —Assumption College:

NEWS OF THE WEEE
"The European political world presents nothing
‘worth recording, unless it be that i Paris there
are symptoms that the old feud betwixt wages
and capital, workman and master, are again on
the pomnt of breaking out. The great difficulty
with which the Government 1 France has to
contend is social rather than political, and even
~the armies of Louis Napoleou might be unable
to sustain the Imperial throne were a serious
emeute of the working classes agam to take
place in Paris.
On this Continent no imporiant military events
- have occurred since our last,  General Liee s, it
is said, to be named generalissimo of the forces of
the Confederate States: and leaving for the time
Richmond under the protection of Gen. Beau-
regard, he himself will it is thought set himsell to
cope with Gen. Sherman,

TsE MoNTREAL (GAZEITE AND OUR RE-
11610US CoRroRATIONS.— We do not think thag
our Protestant contemporaries have just cause

-to complaim tbat their demands for redress in the
matter of tho School Laws have been met ma
bostile spint by Catholics; we therefore flatter
ourselves that mm the stric tures we are about to
offer oo some assertions made by the Montreal
‘Gaczette, and reiterated in the Herald, no one
will pretend to find a latent design to throw ob-
stacles in the way of that educational reform for
which our Protestant fellow-citizens are agitat-
ing.

In so far as that agitation 1s simply for Free-
dom of Education, and equality of rights with
Catholics, we approve of it most cordally, for
we recognise therem the assertion of a most im-
portant principle. But unfortunately—so 1t ap-
pears to us—our separated brethren are auming
‘pot at equality of rights, but ascendency ; and
the object of their movement is it seems to obe
tain trom Goveroment, of tbe public domain or
common property—(that is to say common to
Catholics and Protestants)—an efclusive grant

- or endowment for Protestant educational pur-
poses. A grant or endowment of this exclusive
" sort it would be our duty to oppose; and we
. should msist that in all endowments, or appro-
~_priations of public or common property for edu-
.cational purposes that may benceforward be
made, Catholics should, in proportion to their
. numbers, share equally with their Protestant fel-
“Jow-citizens. ‘
The demand for a grant or State endowment
. for Protestant educational purposes, exclusively,
-.15 put forth by our contemporaries on grounds
which it behoves us to scrutinize ngidly, 1 order
to ascertain what sohdity there may be therein.
' The Gazette and Herald for instauce argue,
substance and 1o concert, that already large
grants of the common property, for Catholic
* educational purposes exclusively, have been
made by the State to several of our greal reli-
gwus Corporahons 5 and that therefore Protest-
- ant educatlonal institutions have the right to de-
mand an equivalent in the shape of a State en-
.. dowment for Protestant educational purposes,
exe[uslrely. "The poict 13 thus put by the
o 'Gdz'eiie of the. 4tk 1wst, ;— ,
© It should be borne in mind that out of the common
property :of Lower Oanads, the Sulpicians and the
.' Hemidary ot Quebec have had largeand valuable do-
' maing ‘granted lo them by the French Government,
.- snd confirmed to thein by the Englich, for which tha

- Protestant population: ‘bes pever received aby. equi-
n.lent.-—fdontrenl .Gazeite, (The Italica are our

own.)

- To.this we reply thnt G—
- lst.lThe said Corporate 1 bodles have never had
any domams grented 10.them, out of the &’ com-
mon property of Lowér Canada ;- that is-to say
out of the pubhc lands, property common both

_ toI‘rench’f
o ant.

" 2d. That the sald Corporate bodles have

o never: bad a0y grante of pubhc property for. edu-‘

cational purposes made to" them" elther by the

.| French or by the English Gorernments. . .

3rd. That the said ‘Corporate- bodies - have
never had any grants or gifts of pubhc property.
made to them for any purposes /whatsoever, by
either of the above mentioned Governments ; all
the propérty which they bhold -baving been ac-
quired by them, eitber asa gift from'private in-
dividuals, or by-purchase, that is to say for-a ma-
terial consideration that can be expressed in dol-
lars and cents, -

The only property whrch Enahsh Protestauts
can claim as % common” Canada—tbat is to
say as “ common® both to French and Englsh)
to Catholic and Protestarit—consists in the pro-
perty that remamed public, or unappropriated by
private inthviduals, or private Compames, at the
moment of the cession of Canada by the French
to the British Crown. All else was, and1s
private, not *common® property, in which the
oew comers had, and bave no right to share, and
for which they never had, and pever can have,
the right to claim an equivalent.

The property beld by the Sulpicians of Mont-
real and by the Seminary of Quebec was not
granted to them by the Freoch Government for
educational purposes, as an examipation of their
original title deeds will show. It is true that out
of their revenues, these Corporations do expend
large sums for educational purposes; but they do
so of pure benevolecce, and as the munificent
patrons of education, not being compelled there-
unto by the term- of thelr respective utle deeds.
So clearly was this recogmised by the British
Government, that, at the cession ol Canada by
France, 1t was expressly stipulated by the latter,
and agreed to by the former, that the Sulpicians
might, if they so pleased, sell ail their property
in Canada, and carry the proceeds thereof with
them to France, True; the Sulpictans did not
see fit to avail themselves of their then recog-
pised legal nght, to dispose of their Canadian

-{ property for ‘beir own use ; but ther night to

do so remained intact, and therefore it 1s evident
that they weie not bound to employ their pro-
perty, or any part thereof for educational pur-
poses, since the British Government recoguised
their cight to sell it, and to do as they pleased
with the proceeds.

And in the third place, we plead that the Sul-
picians of Montreal, and the Seminary of Que-
bec never received any grants or free gifts from
the State ; but that their property was acquired
either by donations from private individuals, or
by purchase,—that is to say 1n exchange tor full
money value by them given.

The property of the Seminary of Quebec was
a free and noble gift made to that body by the
illustrious Mgr. de Montmorency Laval.

The property of the Sulpicians of Montreal
was acquired, partly by purchase from ¢ The
Company of the Hundred Associates,” whose

‘enormous debts and liabilities the Sulpicians

charged themselves with ; and partly by a bar-
gain with the French Government, in which the
Sulpicians at an 1mmense cost to themselves, un-
dertook to remove a tribe of Indians then very
troublesome to the public peace, to the Seig-
neurte of the Lake of Two Mountaing, to build
a church, and to erect a fortress to defend the
Colony. 'We may add that in a money poiat of
view this bargain was altogether i favor of the
government, and that the actual price paid by
the Sulpicians for their property far exceeded
its market value at the time the purchase was
made.

. 'We have asserted facts, which are easily sus-
ceptible of verification or of confutation. If of
the latter, we challenge the Gazeite and his col-
Jeagues to confute them. DBut if 1mcapable of
being confuted we respectfully, but at the same
tume as a right, request of the Gazetie to correct
tbe errors of fact into which he bas fallen, and
which ke has publicly circulated, concerning the
origin, and objects of, the property beld by the
Sulpicians of Montreal, and the Seminary ol
Quebec.

A letter produced m the Journal de Quebec,
under date Dec. 17th., announces the sale arn-
val 1n Rome of the Rev. M, Taschereau, Rec-
tor of the Laval Uuiversity. His Lordship the
Bishop of Montreal, reached Rome on Sunday
the 11th ulto., and we regret to learn that our
beloved Bishop had suffered from indispesition.
The Rev. M. Bayle of the Grand Seminary of
Montreal was also in Rome at the date of the
above guoted letter.

Tue St. ALBAN Ramers.—On Saturday
last Mr. Judge Smith delivered judgment on the
point of law raised against his jurisdiction ; and
after a long exposition of his views he decided in
a sense contrary to that in which the same point
of law was declded by M. Coursol.

- After a long, stormy debate io the Cnty Coun-
cil wherein a good deal of temper was exhibited
‘on both sides; 1t was decided by a smal} majority
that ‘the resighation of M. Lamothe, Ch:ef of

the Police, be accepted,

nnd En0llsh, to Cathollcu i’ Protest-‘f /M.

gt for wtuch maly 7a- wise’ man has e:ghed.
This, is in '3 meastre granted to 0s,in, Canada, in
that we enjoy: the :benefits of ; the comments: ‘both,
of the Anglo- Saxon Protestant, ‘and ‘of * the-
French Catholic, press upon . our ‘proposed new.
Constitution. . The former is generally favorab!e
to the Union scheme, elaborated by the - ‘Qiebec
delegates ;- the latter, on- the ‘contrary, ' as it
studies only the peculiar interests, social, na-
tional and religrous, of the French and Catholic
sectlon of our population, 15 loud in its con-
demnation of that Constitution. :

‘M. Rameau bas been long. and favorably
known jn Canada as an honest and intelligent
writer, of sound political views, and sincere
his professions of patriotism and -of religion.—
The opinion of so keen-sighted and impartial an
‘observer of our political agitations, of one so far
removed from the sphere of our paltry and de-
grading party” squabbles, and whom no one can
suspect of any personal or interested motives, of
any hankermg after 2 government situation, or a
share in the public pluader, 1s certainly entitled to
a respectful hearmg—nor is there any great diver-
gence betw;xt his views and those of the Eog-
lish writers, If on the one hand the Anglo-
Sazon Protestant press approves of the Quebec
scheme, it 1s because it sees therein ample assur-
ance for the permnanence and ultimate ascend-
ency of Anglo-Saxon and Protestant principles,
|0 the political as well as in the social order ; if
on the other hand, M. Rameau as strongly con-
demas it, it is for precisely the same reason ag
that for which the other section of the press ac-
cords to it, its meed of praise. Both in this
respect take precisely the same view of the
measure ¢ but that which to the one appearsa
shining merit, to the other appears a glaring de-
fect. In these words, which we extract Irom
M. Rameau’s article upon the subject 1 the
Economiste Francais of the Sthult., we bave
the pith of the matter; the explanation 1o short
both of the favor shown to the Quebec scheme

favor with which it 1s riewed by all who give the
first place in their affections to the conservation
of French Canadian nationality and of Catholi-
city, winch 1s the mainstay of the other, The
practical result of the scheme says M. Rameau
will be this:—

% The Canadians”~ (that s {0 say French Canu.
dian Catholics)—* will be left to struggle single
handed, one against three; and no matter the
energy thnt they may display, they must yield at
laat to their pretended associates sysiematically
leagued against them.”

This is the view of the case takes and ex-
pressed by the Truz WiTxESS, and the secret
of our opposition to a Union of the Provinces
which uader the misnomer of Confederation, will
entall on us all the disadvantages of an mcor-
porating ard bighly centralised or Legislative
Uhgion, leaving us only the expences, the inevit-
able complications, and other disadvantages of a
real Federal Union—inconveniences which will
be so strongly felt that, ere long, we shall all be
glad to exchange the mongrel Union now pro-
prosed to us, for a pure and simple legishtive
Uhnion,n name as well as in fact ; for that State,
one and wdivisible, after swhich democracy and
Jacobimsm are ever bankerng, and with which
Mr. George Brown proposes to endow us,

M. Rameau, in whose batred of centralisation
and of all other democratic tendencies we also
have the honor ot participating, argues as the
True Wirness has ever argued, that if there
is to be a Federation of the British North
American Provinces, the functions of the central
government should be strictly limited ; in a word,
that the functions of the State governments sheuld
be maximised, those of the Central government
minimised :—

"It is of paramouunt] necessity that the federal an-
thority e from the commencement firmly restricted
+ * * It ia true that thereby its importance and
itg strength will be greatly diminished ; but what
great concarn have Cunadians—(tiat is fo suay
French Cunndian Catholics)—ia the greatness or the
future of the heterogeneous confederation. That
which above all does coucern them is their an-

tonomy, is their own existence—even should thege
be purchased at the expence of general debility.”

M. Rameau discusses also the military ques-
tion, arguing with great force that should the
Southerners succeed 1 making zood their inde-
pendence, Canada will be delivered for ever
from all risk of aggression from the Northern
States; and that should the latter succeed in
subduieg the Southerners, Contederation of the
British North American Provinces will avail
nothing against the overwhelmmng miiitary power
ot the North. Of course M. Rameau sees
clearly, as every mas, not a fool by nature has
seen from the outbreak of the cir ivar, that the
conquest of the South means the conquest and
annexation of Canada, or at all event the at-
tempt to conquer and forcibly annex us. |

So mavy and so great in the eyes of M,
Rameau are the evils of the Quebec scheme of
Upton, so certain-the ruin and degradation that
it will ental on the French, and on the eatire
Catholic section of ‘the commuaity, that he hesi-
tates not to say that even annexation with the

* We must distingnish betwixt 8 weak or limited
government, and.& government whoae functions ex.:
tend over pnly a limited area; but Which within that
ares, ia all powerfal.

;no matter what tbe‘ issue of :
'-—-wou]d be. preferable to" the! Union’ of " the

by the Euglish Protestant press, and of the dis- |

“dgain b Féstored;
e present-contest

British North Amerlcan Provicces | now. contem-
plated. Thrs is cer!amly an extreme, ‘a'very
extreme’ vrew, but it ‘shows how strongly M.
Rameau is lmpressed with @ sense of the danger
rmpendxng over his countrymen and co-reh-
glomst .

‘M. Rameau favors the uIea of erectmg Can-
ada 15to an independent State, under the con-
joint protection of France and . England The
theory 1s excellent no doubt, but we do not be-
lieve 1t capable of being reduced to. practice ;
since we are certain that it would never find
favor with a very numerous and powerful politi-
cal party 1a Canada, whose eyes are ever turned
Washington-wards, and the Alpha and Omega of
whose policy 1s, the elimination of Popery, and
Franco-Canadiamsm from our social system, as
beterogeneous elements that impede its harmoni-
ous working, Such a Protectorate as (hat
which M. Rameau contemplates, is no doubt
desirable, and would furnish an excellent solution
of the very difficult problem now presented to
us ; but 1t is, we fear, an impossible solution, and
one that may therefore be dismissed without
further discussion. For the rest M. Rameau
does but reiterate the opinions which bave been
repeatedly, though less forcibly, expressed in the
True WiTNESS, op the subject of the new
Constitution,

-

The Londen Z¢mes discusses at much fength
the terms of the proposed Union of the British
North American Provinces as drawa up by the
delegates at (Quebec. Oa the whole the T%mes
approves of them, and applauds the idea of
union, seeing therein the nrobability of soon get-
ting rid of a perfectly useless, and in case of
war, of a very troublesome wcumbrance. Anpy-
thing that tends—as does the scheme now in con-
teraplation—to bring about an amicable separa-
tion of the North American Colories of Great
Britan from the mother country, will be gladly
hailed by the people of the latter. It 1s for this
reason, aod not because it sees theremn any good
for Lower Canada, or guarantee for its religious
and social institulions, that the ZUmes approves
of the Union scheme ; it looks upon us as g
enough and old enough, to set up io business for
purselves ; and Unaks that the time has arrived
when we should cease to be a burden upon the
head of the family.

The Tumes is therefore no unfriendly critic of
the Quebec scheme, but it is not bliad to its de-
fects, as for mstance the plan for conshituting 2
second chamber for the Central Legislature,—
But this is a mere matter of detail in which we

take no interest, seeing that in the said second
chamber, the States will not be represented at
all, since 1ts members will be the mere nominees;
or puppets ot the central government. Another
objection however urged by the Times strikes
at the very root of the matter, and is identical
jn substance with the objections urged by the

{ TRue WiTNESS aganst any such schenfe of

Union as that which Mr. George Browo and the
Clear Grits of Upper Canada would consent to
accept as a settlement of their exhorbitant claims
on this Provicce, Writing in June last on the
subject of a Federal Union of Colonies or States;
not severally soveieign and independent, we
pointed out one inherent difficulty, which it was
impossible for bunan ingenuity to overcome, and
which ot itself, was an all conclasive reason
against a Federation of subject Provinces :—

 The all important question presents itself who is
to determine what matters are of common interest
and therefore to be legislated fur by the Federal le-
gislature, * * and what matters are gf separate
and local interest, and therefore the subject of State
legislation ? If the settiement of this question ba
left to the Federal legislation the antonomy of the
Province with the smaller population is destroyed,
and its local interests plnced ai the mercy of a hos-
tile majority.t * * Ifit be left to the State legis-
latures to determine what matters fall within their
province the Federal authority is nsughti, and a
Tederal government would be as useless an incum-
brance as the traditional fifth wheel of & coach.’—
True Witness, 24th June, 1864,

Of course, no matter how elaborately the re-

. spective attributes of the two governments or le-

gislatures may be defined, the whole ground can-
not be thereby corered ; cases will be constantly
arising, not provided for or covered by the said
terms, and disputes as to the respective limis of
their functions between the I'ederal legislature
and the State legislatures are inevitable. Tf
in these disputes the former is to be judge 1 its
own cause, its authority 1s absolute and unlimit-
ed, and local legislatures as barriers against
aggression, are but a farce, and may well be dis-
pensed with ; if the latter or local legislatures
are to adjudicate, the Federal or central legisla-
ture 1s practically useless, This was the argu-
ment of the True WITNESS, based on the moral
impossibility of clearly defining the respective
lunits of central and local functions; how far
evenls have Justified our predictions ,mey be
seen from the following comments of the Lon-
don T'mes on the abortive attempt of the Que-
bec delegates Lo assign to each—to Ceatral Lee-
gistature and Local Legistatute — the respec-
tive limits beyond which neither shall be able to

but’ accordmg to ‘such a favorable: critic. as. ‘the

szes theu- best [ but-a. bundle of absurdrtlns H

ST the most” important elnuee"—-(a{l zmporlant
the Truc Witness "called: it 'in’ June--1est)—* in-the
whidle Resolnuons, and ‘unfortonately; by 10 means.
the easieat’ to nnderetand, is'the -gne which defineg
the ‘powers’ ot the centra.l federal : legrela.tnre LES
Londnn Times, A I

" This. unmtelhglblhty is due, not to the dele-
gales, but to the sub_;ect with which . they had to
deal., In attemptmg ‘to ©define the powers” -of
a. government intentionally armed with ‘inde-
ﬁnrte power, they,_attempted the impossible and
therefore failed, They were no luckier when
they attempted to define the powers of the local
legislatures according to the Zimes :—

“Itis exceedingly difficult to construe thene pro.
vigiona. Firat, goneral powers of !egxsle.non are
given in the widest terms to the General Parliament;
then & power Is given .especially to make laws on
thirty-seven subjects, one of thoae being all matters
of & general character not excluervely regerved to
the Local Legislatures. -Nothitg is exclusively re-
gerved to the Local Legwletnree, and it would geem,
therefore, that the effect of this clanse ia to cny the
power of central legislation down to matters of a
general characler—a most vague and ucastisfactory
definition, and one sure, if it be retained, to produce
conflict and confusion. In the same way, what are
matters of & privat? and looal nrture not assigned
to the Generzl Psrliament? We bave failed to
discover any matters of a private and local
nature which are £o assigned, and therefore the
pawer will be lLimited by iBe words private’
aod ‘local;’ so that the effect of these clauges
will be thai, beyord the subjects attributed
to each, ihe Central Legislature will have juris~
juriediction over general maiters, whatever they
are, and the Local Leg:etnre over local matters,
whatever they are ; while it is in the highest degree
doubiful what the Gourts would consider general
and what local, and whether the Central Legislature
has any concnrrnnt jurisdiction over private and
local matters or no.”— Times.

If the Tumes sees the difficolty, the Globe in-
dicates the way out of it. lts idea, which 15
simply ‘the 1dea of Mr. George Brown, and the
Liberal party generally,1s that as the Central
Government will always be strong ewough to
overpower the Jocal governments, and will not
fail to exercise that power, there 13 no danger to
be apprehended {rom the conflicting pretensions
of two rival authorities, The local governments,
under the proposed constitution, will be too
weak, too paltry, and too much under the abso-
lute control of the central government to offer
any serious obstacles to the latter. Tis is how
the Globe, Mr. George Brown’s organ, answers
the objections: —

** The London Times, in drscueemg the resolutions
of the Quebec Conference, raises the ob;ectzon that
they leave a chance for coilision between the general
and local Goveraments.

It would be very'difficult to specify every peasible
subject for either general or local legislation, If
ever 30 long a list were made, we would be gure to
find after & while that something had besn omitted.

‘ Should such a conteat ag the Times soticipates
arise once in 8 number of years, the veto vested in
the general Governmeut would fully enable it to
preveat any of the local Governments from encroach-
ing upon its powers."— Globe,

There 15 certaicly no fear lor the central gov-
ernment ; the strong have nothing to fear from
the weak, and m the projected couostitution am-
ple precaution bas been taken to prevent any en-
croachments by the local govefaments upon the
central government. But who shall protect the
weak against the strong, who shall guarartee the
local govermments, say for immstance the local
government of Lower Canada, agamst the in-
evitable aggressions of the central government ?
This is the one thing above all' others needed : H
and this has therefore been altogether overlook.
ed. The strong, the rich, tbe powerful, have
been filled with good things, armed with ample
powers ; but the weak and needy have been sent
bungry away. The wolf will be fully able to
prevent any ot the lambs from encroaching upon
its lair; but alas! and this we bave pointed
out from the beginning, there is naught 1o prevent
the woif from encroaching at pleasure upon the
pastures of the lamb.

The Globe admits the impossibility of giving a
full definition of th> respective functions, powers
or attributes of the ceatral governmeat and the
local governments. Cases therefore may, in-
deed must, occur, ip which disputes betwixt the
two will arise; the central gorerament which
by its compositisn will be fanatically hostile to
Catholic Lower Canada, will always haye it in
its power to decide upon all cases in dispute, and
to give judgment 1n its own favor ; is it not then
mockery, or something worse than mockery, to
speak of the projected constitution as holding out
any guarantees for Lower Canadian autenomy, or
any safeguard to the peculiar religious and social
institutions of this Catholic Province.

Tur Lower Provinces.—The apposition
in {the Lower.Provmces to the Quebec scheme
of Union is gaong in strength. At P, E. Is.
land a mimsterial crisis has been the consequence,
Mr. Joho Gray, Colonial Secretary, and one of
the delegates has resigued, as bas alse DMs. Pope\/
Att. Geuneral, a person kaoown for s bitter hos-
tility to Catholics, and lis rabid obsceaity in the
Colonial legislature in all debates of a'politico-
religious character. Mr. Palmer another dele~
gate who 1s strongly opposed to centralisation,
will 1t is expected be called upon to frame a Mi-
nistry on anti-Union pnnclples., '

H Lr:s Somnns CANADmNNES.”--The num-
‘bers for September, October, ‘November and
December have come to. band; and contain the
continuation of a very lnteresun artmle by M.

pass. No doubt the delegates did- their best 3.

F, X. Prieur, on the lortunes ot‘ the poht:cal
exiles of 738 m. Austraha. e
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