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- STATE SCHOOLISM.
' 'A Friend to. Education undertakes to refute our
. position—that the duties of the State towards the
- School, are the same as-.are its duties towards the
Church, and that State has no more right to inter-
" fere with education-than with religion. - He argues:

- ‘1. & No country can’be prosperous without an intel-
tigent ‘popitlation.”—Montreal Sun, 1st inst.

2. ¢ Consequently it is the duty of the State to ren-
.der its assistance to an impartial aad general educa-
“tion of those who aretoo poor to obtain it for them-

" selves,?—1b. _ ' )

3. Therefore, the % Friend to Edwcation™ con-
cludes to the desirableness of. a connection be-
tween School and State. Let us see how far his
argument is applicable to the desirableness of a si-
rilar connection between Church and State.

1. No country can be prosperous without a 7efi-
gtous population.

-2, Consequently it is the duly of the State to
render its assistance to an impartial and general reZi-
gtous education of those who are too poor to obtain
it for themselves. _

3. Therefore, as such assistance can be rendered
onlg in virtue of some comnection betwixt Church
and State, it is desirable that some connection be
“maintained. C

© "Now we defy a « Friend to Education” to show
any defect or flaw in oyr logic, to which his own is
not ‘equally obnoxigns. Is ¥ intelligence”—that is,
as he defines it=reading, writing and purely secu-

- lar instruction — necessary to the prosperity of a
‘community? Much more so is religion. * Is a popu-
lation, ignorant of the arts of reading and wriling, dan-
... -gerous to the stability and progress of society? Much
" ‘more S0 is ‘an irreligious, vicious population. - There-
 fore it is more incumbent on the State to render ma-
- terial assistance to” the moral and religious, than to
“-he-merely sécular, education to those of ils subjects,
~«¢ who are tdo poor to obtain it for themselves.”—Q.

E.D. .
. We will go yet: further, and with history as our-
‘witness, we will contend that.the only education
which. causes a country to prosper, is a moral and
religious. education; that a country may prosper—
and that many countries have prospered—a great part
of whose population are, and were, strangers to the
arts of reading, writing and arithmetic—as in Europe
in the middle ages ; but that no country has ever pros-
pered—no matter how ¢ intelligent” its population—

- _[we use “intelligence™ as the « Friend to Educa-
tion” uses the word, to denote merely secular know-
ledge]—unless its population were at the same time
waoral and religions. "The history of the world, we say,
shews that the rise and decay of nations have ever
been coincident with the rise and decay of relégion,
and worality ; though the period of their decline has
often been illustrated by the rapid spread of ¢ intel-
ligence” amongst their peoples. Krom these facts

- we conclude that ¢ intelligence”—as the © Friend
20 Education™ uses the .term—does not, unless ac-
- companied with religion, promote the prosperity of a
country : but that on the contrary, it often has acce-~
lerated, and therefore may accelerate its fall.
We say not this to depreciate, or as if we under-
‘valued the importance 'of, secular education. Our
design is to show that the argument in favor of State
assistance to secular. education—based upon the con-
pection betwixt an- * #ntelligenu”. population and a
¢ prosperous” conotry—is’ af- least as strong in favor
of State assistance. to: religious education ; and that
- -as u religious population is fuly as necessary to the
prosperity of the country as is an “ intelligent™ one,
it is as much the duty of- the State to make material
provision for, and to render its pecuniary. assistauce
to, the spread of religion, and, religious knowledge,
as it is its duty to render assistance to merely secular
education. . - : TR o -
~ But'then, admits our ¢ Friend to Education,” ¢ it
.4 the duty. of the Staté to render its assistance to
an impartial system of education. Here isa point
upon which we shall' most decidedly not differ : and
it ig because: we -contend for “impartialiy,’* that
we insist upon the duty of the State, if it renders its
assi‘tance atall, either to religion or to education,
either to Church or to Schodl, so to render it, as that

.. all ils subjects shall - be, able, without doing violence

to their sincere, even:though: mistaken, conscientious
. eoqvictions, to avail themselves of . that assistance.—
- If you tax us for Schoot or Church purpeses—we say-
. to_the State—give us .in return- for our money,

. Churches or Schools of which we can make use with-

- out doing-violence to our religious scruples, ‘We do

- .notifeel .called. upon to prove that our scruples.are

“well-founded ; for seruples. belong to. the domain.of

conscience, and, in the words of our  Friend o

Edygation,” the State-canuot take coguizance of,
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vally:moral.governiment.of men’s

éonsciences.”?  We cannot’:then: be called.
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iegoti- | upon to plead in defence of our conscientiousireligious,

scruples”before “its ‘Bar. " In-that".we bave th
hive the, right to démand of the Stateto réspecy them.:
"It is thus 'that’ 1be' Dissenter. if England argués
against e irjutice of compelling’ hifn to' pay for a
State Church, and'a State religion, azainst. which he.

| entertains. conscientious religious scruples. . The Dis- .

‘senter : has- 2-good :cause of complaint: against. the

CLE,

‘State—not'in "thatit : makes - provision-for religious
‘purfioses=—but in that it does not make" that proviion
impartially.” 'Nor would his argument be sét aside

i

& imp

1by. the Jenial of the reasonableness of his scruples.

‘The . Presbyterian may be; in.error’ in, renounging

- Episcopacy—his scruples, against Bishops .may:-be
- | most unreasonable—and yet..for .all that it would:be

‘most unjust on - the: part of ‘the British Government
10 tax both Presbyterians -and “Episcopalians indis-
criminately for"the support of an “exclusively Epis-
copal form of religion. In that the Presbyterian
has religious scruples—and not because' his scruples
are reasonable—is the State bound to respect them,
and, if it makes any provision for religion at all, to
make 'it-in 'such a manner that both Presbyterians
and Episcopalians shall be able to avail themselves
thereof. : T
* Now apply this argument to the separate sehool
question- in Canada, as maintained by Catholics,.—
We complain of being compelled to pay for State
Schools, and a State education, against which we
entertain religious scruples. 'We complain not,-that
the State makes provision for educational purposes:—
but that it does not make that provision * impartéal-
Ty —unless ¢ impartiality™ consists in cutting down,
or stretching out,all men’s moral and religious opinions
according to one State standard. INor is our plea
invalidated by the denial, on the part of the friends
of State Scloolism, of the reasonableness of- our
religious scruples. We may be in error in renouncing
Protestant schools, and our scruples against a Me-
thodist Chief Superintendent may be most unrea-
sonable—Yet for all that, it is most unjust on the
part of the Canadian Legislature to tax Catholics
and Protestants indiscriminately, for the support of
an exclusively Non-Catholic system of education.—
Tn that Catholics have religious scruples, and not
because their religious scruples are reasonable-—is
the State bound to respect them; and, if it makes
any provision for education at all, to make it in such
a manner that both Catholics and Protestants shall
be able to avail themselves thereof. . ;
And this can be done only, by giving to Catholics,
Catholic Schools—and to Protestants, Non-Catholic
schools. In other words we must have Separafe
Schools. ' ,

THE CHAMPIONS OF PROTESTANTISM..

. .The old proverb,  when rogues fall out, &e:,”” has.
received a remarkable confirmation during the past
week, in the squabbles of Gavazzi with anothér con-
vert to Protestantism, who rejoices in the style’ and
dignity of André Massena, Baron de Camin, Cheva-
lier of the Legion of Honor, &c., &.” From the
Scotch press we have been enabled to glean the fol-
lowing particulars. - o
The said Baron de Camin, has for some time been
lecturing in the chief cities in Scotland with great
applause, and under the special patronage of the
evangelical clergy, against the “ Horrors of Popery
and the Papal Inquisition.” He had been—so he
declared—an Inquisitor himself, of the Order of St.
Dominie, and was fully versed.-in all-tre mysterics of
the modern Babylon. He was a universal favorite.
He held up to the admiring gaze of the old women
around him, horrid looking machines which he assured
them were “Instruments of Torture;” he tickled
the prurient fancies of the young women with those
smutty stories and obscene jests in which the good
souls so much delight ; and for all he had wondrous
tales, and thrilling experiences, illustrative of Ro-
mish barbarities, and of God’s wonderful dealings,
Who bad been pleased to bring him—the Baron: de
Camin, and Chevalier of the Legion of Honor—oit
of darkness into light—transplanting him into. the
kingdom of His dear Son. - The Baron’s success was
complete ; crowds rushed to ‘hear him,and the money

flowed in a-pace. ;

But the dream was too bright to last. The great
A. Gavazzi looked with a jealous eye on the Baron,
as a poacher on his special preserves. In fact, the
French Baron was a bigger liar, and, if possible,.a

turally he was a greater favorite with the: Protestant
public. It seemss too, that,-in the  early part of his
career, the Baron had sought to increase the intérest

a convert of the great Gavazzi, for whom le. pro-
fessed warm affection as for his spiritual .father .who
had begotten him, and with whom he professed to be
on terms of great intimacy. - These pretensions gave
Gavazzi the opportunity of, as he hoped, dealing a
mortal blow to the reputation of his rival in the art
of gulling the Protestant public. He rashed . into
print, and, through the columns of the Fdinburgh
Guurdian—a Presbyterian paper—and the Glasgow
Ezaminer; proceeded to take .vengeance upon - the
Boron. His letters are beforews, . . * o %
The Ttalian Padre begins by disclaiming any-con-
nection with_ the * so called Baron de Camin,”. who,
he insinuates, is little better "than a rogue, and if a
Chevalier - at all,: not, of .the Legion of Honor, but
of « L*Tndustrie.” - Gavazzi then goes on.to disclaim
.the merit of having been the:  humble tnstruniernt”
—% hands of God,” and 50 on ;- and:repudiateswitlf
scorn the .idea, that he has-any intimacy or. connec-
tion with the pseyda Chevalier. “ After & mére acci-
dental intercourse”—says Gavazzi— I was obliged
to exclude him from my bouse, to save my peace and
my hooor.” Tinally he refers the curious to the |

more obscene blackguard than the Itakian Patriot ; na- |
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Freneh Epibassy, in Lotdon, where ful

Baron. may be easily obtained.
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..-To-these taunts.and accusations.the,

: ‘thie ¢harge of béin gu
anda fiar i e T

_% Of hiim" (Gavazzi)—~the’
=% 1. may say truly that I' have more’ in 'my power to

work‘upgn for his damage, than anjihing he can.pro=-
mulgale against me, if I'cliose o employ it, ' With:

regard to the French Embassy, it it be true thit e
has written. or said that which is prejudicial .10 the
truthfulness 0f my.statements, regarding my  former
position . in France, and my high family. connexions
there—if he 'circulates that.] am not' a nobleman,
neither..an officer ol the Legion of. Honor, he shall
yet lremble for kis eudacify.” " .

. “Thus the * Pos and the Kettle” call one another

world ‘looks on, highly amused at the -squabble  be-
twixt two such “eminent professors,’’ and eagerly
expects still further disclosures. We' all know
how _it is when two . old Billingsgate hags fall out;
and what extraordinary revelations are brought to
light by their zeal to prove one another rogues and
prostitutes.
betwixt the leading champions of Protestantism,
during the course of which we may expect to' learn
the true histories of both. ¢ Memoirs of ravazzi,
by the Baron dé Camin”—and * A Life of the Ba-
ron de Camin, by A. Gavazzi”—will prove, no doubt,

the day. We hope that they may be shortly forth-
coming. '

We publish; as an act of justice to the writer, the
subjoined letter from Mr, D A, Macdonald, on the
subject of his dispute with the Priest of Alexandria, the
details of which we laid before our readers some. weeks
ago. In his letter, it will be seen that Mr. Macdon-
ald denies the charge we brought against him, and
out of which the whole of the subsequent proceed-
ings spramng ; though, in an article from the Cornwall
Constitutional—an article written, if not by Mr.
Macdonald himself, at all events by one of his friends,
and apparently, under his immediate inspiration—the
substantial accuracy of our version of the affair, as
we received it from our Alexandrian eorrespondent,
is fuily confirmed. .

The charge against Mr. Macdonald, as preferred
in the cofumns of the TrRue WrrNESS, amounts to
this—that he—professing himsell a Catholic, and
being a mere layman, who, *however well skilled he
might be, as a miller, or as a retail dealer in groceries
or dry-goods, was most certainly not entitled either by
birth or education to dictate to the men of Glengarry
how they should bring up theic children”—did, im-
mediately after divine service—during the course of
which the people had been .exhorted- from the pulpit
to exercise their rights as freemen, and to fulfil their
.duties.as. Catholies,.by. esfablishing. a.-school where
the faith and morals of their children might be pre-
served from the risk of contamination—summon  the
departing congregation around- him, and, most im-
pertiently, considering his position, did then, and
at the church door, advise his hearers to slight
the exhortations of their pastor, and to set at naught
the commandments of the Catholic Chorch, speaking
by the voice of her Bishops and the Sovereign Pon-
tiff. e, Mr. Macdonald—in the words of the TruE
WiTnESS — denounced: separate schoofs—and ad-
vised his hearers to retain the mixed schaol system;
whilst, in all their Pastorals, and in the decrees of
their Provincial Couneils, ratified by the successor of
St. Peler, mixed schools hare been condemned by the
Bishops of Canada, as altogether dangerous to taith
and morals—and the Catholic laity have been every-
where exhorted to struggle for the support of the
separate schools denounced by Mr. M¢Donald.

‘This was the gist of our accusation ; and how does
Mr. Maedonald meet it? In his letter, he denies
having opposed the Rev. Mr. M‘Lachlan’s plan for
forming a separate Catholic school ; he says:—% I
never opposed Mr. M Lachlan in his attempt ' to
establish a Catholic school.” In the Cornwall Con-
stitutional, o the contrary, we read that, on the oc-
sion alluded to, Mr. Macdonald did most warmly op-
pose Catholic separate schools. He is there repre-
sented as having warned his hearers :—

¢ That, if they wished their childten to grow up in
harmony and good fellowship, free from the bitterness
ot sectarian bigotry, they would shun the separale sys-
tem, so much lauded by the priest, as they would a pes-
lilence.”— Cornuall Constrtulional, ’ :

Of these two contradictory statements, one must
be false 5 we cannot say which—non ngstrum tan-
tas componere lites.  For the credit of the Scotch
Catholics of Glengarry, we trust that the statement

of the public in his bebalf by representing bimself as sof the Clonstitutional is exaggerated ; and that they

did not disgrace themselves, their zame, their country,
-and their religion, by tamely listening to language so
indecent. An Irish Cathelic congregation at least,
would not have submitted to such insolence. - EHad
they been so addressed, in front of St. Patrick’s
Church on a Sunday after Mass, and told to ¢ shun
their Priest’s advice as they would a pestilence,” we
greatly fear that the incautious speaker would soon
have become aware of the toe of an Irishman’s boot
in unpleasant proximity to kis sitting part, even.if a
worse thing did not befall him. . Our Irish friends are
not the men to allow. their Clergy to be wantonly
insulted at the church door by any one; and we hope.
that the Scotchmen of Alexandria are not-altogether
so tame spirited . a3 the Constitutional represents
them. - . e e

The Cornwall .Conslitutional insists -too, that,
from  lés positson” and ¥ business habits” the peo-
ple of Alexandria have always ¢ LOOEED.UP To” Mr.
Macdonald # as their best guide” in all # School mat-
ters.”” This we besitate not -to pronounce false.—
The -men, the Scotch Catholics; of Glengarry, are

Macdonnells, not M‘Sycophants ; they are vot sucha

R
{ the

PRI T OO
y g X Sl . Py . g I.;ar)on -dg'nca"‘
‘| min replies through the: Scottish: Press;;-in.which he.

m. | retorts - npon: Gavazzi ‘rogue.

harsh ‘unscriptural names, whilst® the unevangelical

So, no doubt, will it be in this quarrel

invaluable additions to the Protestant literature of

k-spittles, “as’ ty
 biest” ‘guide-in the
se:hé’has managed
. I’ the ' States,
essor; may be- so

P lick:spitylés

¢

contomptbe, sets
0% any man,’ s {liei
edfication of their children;béca
1o ‘amass money by business habits
the.Alnighty ‘Dollar, ;and its; poss

e B o coat i | worshipped - by the!votaties. of - Manmoi ; ‘but ot s
—the Baron aays in his fejoinder

amongst: honest; trile-liearted ! Scotelr Catholics.—
"Their religion has'tatight them'that #t' s ‘not'a man’s

position as“a merchant, ‘nor his business’ babits'in the

dry-goods’ ‘ling, that can, entitle’ him to be' * Jopked
up o ;" and their.every day’s experience must hyve
shown - them -thet the .acquisition. of . wealth, by no
means-implies the possession of :any estinmable or ho-

‘norable enddnements—either moral or intellectual—
on’ the part “of the acquirer. ‘No—put ‘into plain
.| English—tlre " language of the Cornivall’ Constiy.
tional weans just what the TRuE WirNEss stated
—that . Mr.. Macdonald' fancies himself entitled—on
account of his-business babits, and the doHars he has

accurnulated—to be “Jooked up to” by the Secotch

Catholics of Alexandria’'as * their best guide? ip ali

“scliool matters.”’ - This it may indeed -mean ;- but

we trust that it will not be taken asevidence that our
Scotch {riends are- the sordid, mean 'spirited syco-

phants whom the Cornwall Constitutional describes
as * looking up to” Mr. Macdonald * as their best:
‘guide.” “When Scotchmen do  look up,”" we trmst
they have manly pride enough to'look a litile higher;

and when Catholics do prostrate themselves in wor-

ship, it is before some object nobler than a man of
“ husiness habits.” We say this,not in disparagement

of Mr. Macdonald, but in vindication of - the Scotcly
Catholics of Alexandria, so foully libelled by the
writer in the Cornwall Constitutional—but who, we

trast, will shew at the rext election how unfounded

is the degrading imputation cast upon their honor 25
Scolchmen, and their fidelity as Catlolics,

With these remarks, we publish Mr. Macdonald’s
letter, though we see no reasons for retracting or mo-
difying a single expression” in our article of the 10th
ult.  We still look upon Mr. Macdonald’s conduct,
as most unbecoming. As insolent and overbearing,
in the highest degree, to the people of Alexandriz, to
whom he had the impertinence to set himself up “as
their best guide” in matters pertaining to the educa-
tion'of their -¢hildren~and as unpardonable on the
part of one who professed himsell a Catholic. As
2 ¢ British freeman,” Mr. Macdonald had the right,
no doubt, when, where, and as he pleased, to gire
utterance to his opinions on the separate school sys-
tem; no one, least of all the TrRur WrrnEss, will
attempt to deny this right, or to limit its exercise,—
But we do deny to any man, and to ail men, the right
to play the hypocrite—to profess one thing, and to
practise another. 'We do deny even Mr. Macdon-
ald’s right to call himself a Catholie, whilst stigma-
tising as pestilential the separate school system—
sanctioned by the Church, recommended by the Bi-
ships, and lauded by the priests; we do deny his
right - to set his feet even inside a Catholic church,
when, at the door, he ‘ezhorts his hearers to . shun
the counsels therein given by their legitimate pastors
% as-they would a pestilence ;> in'fine, we do con-
test—his right to profess a religion which he evidently
abhors—and his claiins to be * looked up to” as * their
best guide” by others.. As.a ¢ Brilish freeman,” be
is-at perfect liberty to hold, and give utterance to,
his peculiar opinions. - But, as he cainot hold them
without 7pso facto ceasing to be a Catholic—if he
wishes to be deemed an honest man, if he does not
desire to be “looked down upon’ and despised by
every honest man asa hypocrite—let him, in the
name of common sense, whilst retaining those opi-
nions, renounce his profession of Catholicity, and
' cease to bring scandal upon our holy religion, :—

To the Editor of the True Wilness.

Sir,~I have just beer shown your paper of the 10tk inst.
containing a fierce personal. attack on me, in reference o a
suit for slander, insttuted by me against the Rev. John M-
Lachlan, Catholic Priest of” Alexandria. I do not intend now
to answer your remarks, at any length, astbe strange remance
you have hashed ur has so disguised the matters at issue be-
tween your Rev. client and myself, that they can scarcely bo
recognised by any one acquaintéd with the real facts of the
case. Ishall in a shorttiine, however, procure the necessary
documents &c., to enable me to publish an authentic atate-
ment of the whole affair, including the incidents arising from,
or connected with the original subject of quarrel. T willithen
request you to give insertion in your paper to ‘my version of
the contestation, which I imagine you will not hesitate to do,
on the common principle of fair play towards friend and toe,
which all public journalists profiss to act up to.

Permit me, in the meantime, lo correct one or two inac-
cnracies into which you have fallen, and which require no
confutation by documentary evidence——at least in Glengarry.
In the first place, it is absolutely false that I was < fed” or
¢ educated” by or at the expense either of the Pastors of the
Catholic Church, or any chureh. whatever. But suppose that
I had been, does it fullow that T must exhibit my gratitude by
acting at once contrary to law and the dictates of my con-
science. Such may be your opinion, but it'is not mine. A re-
gards vour sneer aboulthe Chief of Glengarry,” by which
appellation you are plensed to dub me;. you only show By;)u_r
ignorance itr ventwring ‘on such an absund fiction, it
known unto yeu—siace you have mooted s subject 8o impor-
tant—that I do-not belong to the Glengarry' branch of the
sept or clan, and that every man, woman and child in our
county would laugh-at such a pretension on my erl, ag kearti~

ly ag'they do at you for supposing that: b could assert such &
rfectly willing to bie judged by my countrymen sad

clatm.
1 am
the public generally, on the . merits of the dispute between me
and the Rev. John M‘Lachlan; nor willl shrink from the
contest helras forced upon me.: - My objeet was and is-lo pre-
veat hin from illegally and unjustly tyrannising. over my Pro-
testant neighbors, who happen to be’in a ‘minority in the yil-
lege of Alexaundria; exacily. as I would -do’ my ‘utmost to
shield & Catholic ‘minority under similar circumsiances. But
why- should you or your:Reverend instigator attack’ others
through me? Neitlrer my brother, Mr.'J. & Macdonald, mem-
ber for the County, nor I, have ‘ever said: that-we- held the
Catholics of Glengarry. ¢ under our thunib? . But . this filse-
hood is only in character with many similar calumniés arisig
from the same source, . . 77 T e :
.. -In-conclusion, T may as well here State that I never opposed
Mr. MtLeachlan'in s attempt to establish a: Catholic school in
Alexandria, - But I certainly ‘did oppose. his scheme of cor-
verting the Common School of ‘the; village into _a. Catholic
achool, becanse the School-house was erceted.at the joint ex-
.pense of. Catholics and Protestants, and bezause, chietly by his
plan of teaching purely Catholic doctrings-in "his -intend
school, the Prolestants -would . virtiially be- left-iwithout the
means of educating their children at all.”. But ['shall. explain
this and other mauters more fully on a future occasion..
- =¥ " T'am, Your obedient servant,. . |
2L BV AVMACDOBALD-

Montreal, 16ih Nov., 1854,




