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Tﬁe.fﬁlﬁﬁk_lhat the egurse * John Toronto™ has adopt-

ed is well'calculated- to bring *hbout the consumma-

1ion- he ‘so_much dreads. ' If'lie'desiresthis civil vights,

and'those ol his seet, to'be respected, ' he shonld ab-

stain frof il atiacks, 'direct; or indirect, "upoit the
civil. rights of "his*Catholic Tellow-citizens; if he

dreads the adverse'vote of the Catholie members of

the Tegislature ihe shoiild-at’least avoid. wantouly of-
{ending them by: threats of -retaliation ; if he really
«rishes to eonvince it of fhe integrity.of lis intentions,
he should refrain- from- the-dishonest artifices whicl,
for the second -time, we have pointed-out, Andabove
all, if ‘be were .wise he would ‘not éxpose, a3 he lias
done, the rottenness of Protestantism, aid its ulter
inability to sustain :itself, unless upheld by Stateen-
dowments. All that Catholics ask of the State is,
‘non-interference ; they ask mnot the State to give to
-their Ghurch, but only that they be allowed, by their
volunlary contributions, to provide for Ler support;
ihatby Mortmain laws,and other iniquitous enactments,
restraiuts be not put upon their right ro do as they
avill with their own. Not so with Protestants; they
anust have State help, forsooth—government grants,
.or they fall. <« Help us,”. is their cry to the Legis-
fnture ; “give us of the public fumds, or we perish.”
WWhat a melancholy picture of the helplessness of
Protestantism does not this letter of % John Toronto”
give us. MHe estimates—we don’t vouch forthe
truth of his calculations—he estimates the'total va-
fae of the Anglicans’ share of the revenues aceruing
{rom the sale of the lands of the DProvinceat £25,-
(000 ; no great sum it must' be admitted, for the most
numerous,-and the-most wealthy;of the Noun-Catho-
ific sects of Upper Canada. ‘But-should this be with-
drawn—if the Public T'reasury should cease to allow
:this trifling pittance, *the successors of the present
Tncumbents wilf have {o eat their scanty morsel in
thitterness and sorrow ;™ and, % in the meantime, many
-of our people will fall away to Romanism, or Dis-
-sent, and their Llood 1will be on the Tieads of those
ho favor this futal measure®  What means
-4 Tohn Toronto” by this awlul threat?- Is salvation
-only to-be found within the pale of the establishment?
-or'is the Grace of God linited by Acts of Parliament?
"Cidthdlics, we know, are in a bad state, but is there
no'hope for Dissenters 7 Are Methodists, and Pres-
byterians, and Baptists, and all other Non-Catho-
i sectaries, in danger of damnation, that ¢ Jolin T'o-
-ronto” lays their ¢ blood on the heads of those” who
recognise that, to the Colonial Legislature belongs the
sight of deciding how the revenues arising from the
sale-of Colonial Lands shall be appropriated ? ¢ Jolin
Toronto™ is far too severe upon his brother Protest-
ants ; bishops, by Act of Parliament, are not so neces-
wary to salvation as he, in lis vanity, imagines.

‘But why this outery against the robbery of their
~church, on the part of the Anglicans, when by their
own showing, in the pages of our catemporary, the
Lenadian -Churchman, to whose columns we are
indebted for « John Toronto’s” letter, they are not
—their clergy are not—their church is not—entitled
“tn one penny of revenue aceruing from the ¢ Clergy

" Reserves??  These revenues were set apart for the
support of a Pratestant chureh, and of a Profcstant
clergy—and the Canadian Churchman stoutly de-
nies that the Anglican church is, or that its clergy
are, Protestant. Tn the same number of our cotempo-
rary as that in which appears « John Toronto’s™ Jet-
ter, appears also an article from an Anglican, the
purport of which is to show that the * church of

England -openly and palpably rejects the right of.

-privale judgment,” and that it equally disavows the
title of Protestant.  Qur Chareh,” says the writer,
+ has no claim to the epithet Protestant.” Well, be
‘it so; and it follows that it can ¢ have no claim® ta
:an endowment made expressly to a ¢ Protestant”
church; and that, whatever may be done with the
-revenues granted to a Proteslant clergy, no wrong
can thereby be done to the clergy of a church which
disclaims ¢ the epithet Protestant.” We admit the
ingemuity displayed by Anglicans in upholding the
proposition, that ¢ of contraries both may be true ;
‘butwe fancy that it will puzzle even the Canedian
«Churchman to show how his church, which is 70
Protestant, which rejects the “obnosious phrase,”
-can any longer continue to receive funds, set apart
'for the maintenance of a Protestant church, and the
-encauragement of the ¢ Holy Protestant Taith,”
without becoming justly obnoxious to the reproach
of being ar impestor, a robber, and of receiving mo-
ney under false pretences. Perhiaps our eotemporary
will be kind enough to help us out of this dilemma
at present it appears to us that ¢ Qur Chureh” should
be called upnn to disgorge—to restore to their right-
{ul owners—the Protestant curch, and the Protest-
vnt clergy—the sums which it has so long unwar-
rantably, dishonestly indeed, appropriated to its own
- use. Tfthe church of IEngland be not Protestant—and
the Canadian Churchman disclaims the “ obnoxious
epithet”—what interest has it in the disposal of the
“ Clergy Reserves 2’

———

'The Tryr WiTnEsS has no intention of entering
into a controversy with Le Canadien upon the me-
rits, or demerits of the present ministry. The former
Jjournal disclaims, all sympathy, with *les braillards
pharasaiques,” to whom ILe Canadien alludes, or
any hostile intentinns towards the government. Itis
perfectly ready to believé that, individually, there are
many members of the present administration who re-
cognise-the justice of the demands of the Catholics of
Upper Canada, and who would be well pleased to see
tkose demands complied with. But the good inten-
tions of individuals are not the subject of discussion.
"The question is— Ts the ¢ Act Supplementary’ in
its present condition caleulated to relieve the Catlio-
lics of Upper Canada from the burdens imposed upon
them, through the interpretation given to the words
- of the ¢ School, Act? now in forece 7. "The great fault
of that Law is, that it-is ambiguously worded—

that is, that it is susgeptible of two different interpre-
tatiops ; and that, of course, that interpretation,
which is most hostile' to’ Catliolic interests, is the one
ddopted. To remedy this, the one thing needful was,
to avoid, in the * Act Supplemeatary” all arediguity
of language—to draw it vp in the tlearest 1erms ﬁns-'
sible, so as hereafter to leave no power, to men like
Mr. Ryerson, to defeat, by'their dislionest interpre-
tations, th: good intentions of the framers of - the
measure.  With a man like Mr, Ryerson at the head
of the Educational depaitmentof the Upper Pro-
viniee, invested with alinost absolute, and trresponsi-
ble, power; it was-above all things necessary that the
intentions of (he Liegislaturé should be clearly, and
unmistakeably set forth. This has not been done in
the  Act® under discussion ; and it is of this ambi-
guity that we complain. Ambiguity for ambiguity, we

the ambiguily of the < Act Supplementary.”

‘T'wo courses were open to the Ministry to pursue.
They might have declared that the demands of the
Catholics of Upper Canada supporting separate
scliools, for excinplion from all (axation for any other
school purpnses, were unreasonabie ; and bave asserted
“theright of the State to tax Catholics for 2 Nou-Ca-
tholic system of IZdueation. This would have been ex-
[tremely  distasteful to the Catlolie portion of the
community, no donbt; but it would, for that very
reason, have pleased the other party, and would at
least have entitled the Ministry ta the eredit of hold-
ness.  Or, the Ministry might have professed to re-
cognise the justice of the claiis of the Catholic mi-
nority for “ Freedom of Education,” and have em-
bodied the principle in their « Act Supplementary,”
by the simple enactment that, for the future, the sup-
porters of separate schools should be liable to no
taxation for other school purposes whatsoever. This
course, though it would have mortally offended the
Brownites,and « les bracllards pharasaiques,” would
have proved acceptable to the Catholics, who wonld
in return have testified -their readiness to support a
government, honest enough, and bold enough, to le-
gislate upon the principle—¢ "Tlat the majority have
no right to compel the winority te support a-system
-of education to which, the latter are conscienciously
-opposed, anil of which, they can make no use, with-
-out doing violence ta their honest, even if mistaken,
religious convictions,”

But, unfortunately for themselves—ve do not say
unfortunately for Catholics,-because our cause is the
cause of truth and justice, end must ultimately pre-
«ail, in spite of all the despotiz efiorts of a brute ma-
jovity—unfortunately for themsefves, Ministers by
way of offending neither party, have adopled that
most ridicutous of all ridiculous modes of procedure—
‘the vig media. The resu! i- that, without conciliat-
ing the Catholic, they h .ienated the Protestant,
interest. By the TV - | they have provoked the
Glube:; and by the V. clause, which every body
‘knows was a concession to the inlluence of Mr. Ry-
-erson, of wlhom it seems that Ministers are not a little
in awe, they have destroyed all those hopes to which
the 1V clause was caleulated to give rise.

ZLe Canadicn tacitly admits this ambiguity—or sus-
ceptibility to two conflicting interpretations—yhich
the TRUE WiTxESS urged as a reproach agninst the
“ Supplementary Act.” ¢ Charity demands,” says
our cotemporary, that we should await the result
of the discussions, and representations, which may yet
take place on the subject, hefore condemnning tlie
Ministry for mere ambiguity ol language.” On the
contrary, we are inclined to opine that in the circum-
stances “ambiguity of language” is the greatest
fault of whicl the framers of the © Act Supplement-
ary” can be guilty. “ Ambiguity of language,” in
the old Law, has been the cause of all the disputes on
the Sehool Question in Upper Canada ; and the * Act
Supplementary® threatens to perpetuate the disputes
by continuing their canse. Iiven with an iinpartial
Chief Superintendent of Education, “ ambiguity of
language” would be dangerous ; but with a Methodist
like Mr. Ryerson, notorious for his Anti-Catholic pre-
judices, and justly odious to the Catholic population,
because of his insolent demeanor towards their Bishop,
and unjust conduet towards themselves, the least % am-
biguity of language” is,and must be, fatal to the cause
of “Freedom of Education.” If the present go-
vernment will persist in outraging the feelings of Ca-
tholics, by keeping so violent, and unscrupulous, a
partisan as Mr. Ryersen in a situation for which,
above all men, he is unfit, and which he has abused
by trampling upon the rights of his Catlolic fellow-
citizens, they are, at feast, bound (o frame laws, for
his guidance, and our protection, as free from all
“ambiguity of language” as possible. This they
liave not done, and hence our camplaints.

With a very few words Le Canadicn has it in its
power o silence these complaints, if ill founded. He
is, to a certain extent, the organ of the Ministerial
party at Quebec, and is, no doubt, well informed as
to the real intentions of Ministers upon the School
Question, The complaint of the True WrTNESS
is—That from the “ambiguity of language,” of the
# Act Supplementary,” it does not clearly appear to
be the intention of its framers, that Catholics in Up-
per Canada, supporting separate sehools, shall be
exempt from «// taxation for any other school pur-
poses whatsoever. [f ill founded, our cofemporary
can-effectually silence this complaint’in his next issue ;
he has but to say, that it 7s intended to exempt sup-
porters of separate schools from all taxation for any
other school purposes whatsoerer—vhether for the
payment of teathers, purchasing of school sites, or
building, repairing, or defraying the expenses of,
school-houses. . IT this be the intention of Ministers
in bringing forward their ¢ Act Supplementary,” why
don’t they awow it? If it be not their intention, upon
what grounds, would we ask, does Le Canadien ex-
pect us to put confidence in them?

We fully admit the proposition of Le Canadien

would ‘as soon have the ambiguity of the old Law, as;

that; to legistate satisfactorily upon the School Ques-
ion, s¢ as Lo give satisfaction to all parties, is-an ex-
tremely difficult, perlaps an impracticable, task.—
.But the question is not about giving satisfaction, but
!about doing justice. Tt is difficult to legislate indeed ;
‘but it is nof difficult to make an open aml straight-
| forward avowal of intentions.  In this avowal at least
ithere showld be no "“ambiguity eof language.””—
THonesty is the best policy for statesmeny for when
they do not avow the hest, we may always be sure,
especially wlen the interests of the Catholic Church
are concerned, that they entertaivthe very worst, de-
'signs. Al we ask 1herefere is fo know the real in-
tentions of the framers of the * Act Supplementary ;”
if they persist in their * ambiguity -of language,” we
sltall conclnde that-onr suspicions of their wlterior
desigus are well {ounded ; df, on the contrary, they
will speak out frankly, the Trur WiTness will not
be backwards in doing -justice, and in gratefully ac-
knowleldging the obligations which all friends .of
“Treedom of Toducation® are inder to:a Ministry
boldly and frankly defending the principle— that
the majority Lave no right to do violence to the reli-
gious convictions of the minority.”™ "This at least
was the substance of #the very able speech, of M.
Richard’s wpon his moving the second reading of the
“ Act Supplementary,” which we gave last week.—
Tn that specch the honorable gentleman f{ully recog-
nised the prineiple of * I'reedom of Education,” and
asserted the propriety of granting.all that Catholies
desire—e/l indeed that they have a right to ask, viz:
—tbat they shall ‘be -allowed absolute control over
the -education of their own children 3 and that, whilst
they seck not to compel Protestants to pay for the
teaching of Catholicity, they be not compeled to pay
for the teaching of any form of Lrofeslantism, or
‘Non-Catholicity.  Mre. A. G. Richurd’s speech was
manly, and free from all ambiguity ; why should not
his * Act Supplementary,” in which the principle
enunciated in the speech should be embodied, be as
free from ambiguity? In fine, ambiguity is not a
venial sin as Le Curnadien would seem to insinuate;
it isa sign of weakness, and what sin to a Ministry so
unpardonable as weakness? It is a sign too of an in-
tention to deceive somebody, or some party 5 either
the Catholics, or the Protestants~—or, perhaps,both;
and it is Lard to place conlidence where we know
there is the intention to deceive.

ASSAULTING A CATHOLIC PRIEST.

We regret to be obliged to state,that on Monday
last a most wanton and brutal assault was committed
upon the Rev. Mr. Murphy, one of the priests at-
tached to the St. Patrick’s church of this city, while
engaged in the exercise of the sacred functions of
his office ; the perpetrators of the ofience being,
as may be readily supposed, ruffians of the very lowest
class of society. 'I'he Reverend gentleman <s, ow-
ever, we ure happy to say, quite recovered from the
Anjuries he received ; but the feeling of indignation

nof, we fear, allogether subsided. And indeed hadit
{not.been for the exertions of some of our Priests,
the consequences might, we fear, have been most de-

T e

to which this cowardly outrage has given rise, has!

-vithithe lands called the Clergy Reserves, nor dves it
propose, sugeest or recommend their secularisation,—
1 merely abandons a mischievous ¢ Mother-counny®
pilicy, by removing'the last vestizeof Downing-strect
distiost and inter-meddling, and leavingthe local po-
Jinment free tn legislate avcording toits judament upun
a purely loeal matter.  We should hope this freedom
will niot be abused, and that the property of the Pru-
testant Church in Canada will not be diverted for any
purpose, or upon any pretence, [from its legitimate usiz;
but, for Lont Derby, and the Bishop of Exeter, whi
derive a larze income from the spoliation ofthe Ca-
holic Chareh in this country, to talk of sacrilege, and
tolibery, in reference to the supposed alienation of the
Canndian Clergy Reserves, is about as cool a piece of
assurance—we don’t use the phrase offcusively —us
we rernember fo have met with,??

On another page will be found a letter from 1lis
Lordship the Bishop of Birmingham, giving an ac-
count of his arrest, and that of the Very Rev. Pre-
sident of Oscott, for the swn of £4,000. As trosé
tees for property ‘belonging to one of their missions,
His Lordship and the other reverend gentleman, were
shareholders in the Monmouthshire, and Glamorgan-
shire. Bank. 'Chrough great mismanagement this Bank
failed about two years ago, leaving the two ecclosi-
astics responsible for a Jarge sum.  Since then they
lave made every effort to meet their liabilities, part-
ing even with their vestmeuts, butin vain. It wox
then thought that by thrusting (he reverend Prelate
into jail, the amount of the debt would be wrung out of
the Catholic laity ; but it seems that it is not the in-
tention -of the Bishop to permit this; rather than that
his Diocese should suffer loss, e will willingly submis
to the painful process ol passing through the Insul-
vent’s Court.

Amaong the ¢ popular delusions®? of the dayheie is
none more erroneons than that a newspaper is an arti-
cle of spomaneous production, This we would wish
to impress upon e minds of our patrons, particularly
those to whom we forward accouuts. We are subject
to a heavy weekly outlay, aud we hape suhseribers
will remit us their subscription (due) with the leas:
possible delay.

We have not received Lthe Cloustiun Guardian for
several weeks. How is this, {riend Guardian ?

M. & Co., Baltimore— Letter reccived but not ihn
Helropolitan.  Hope it has met with no railroad ace:-
dent.  Yonr request shall be attetded 10 at onr ealiest
couvenience.

The following zentlemen have kindly consented to
act as agents forthe True WiTness :—Grenville, Rev.
M. Byrne; Thorold, Mr. J. Heenanj lsie aux Noiv
and vicinity, M. J, Sherridan,

REMITTANCES RECEIVED.

Quebec, M. Enright, £5; Grenville, Rev. M. Byrue,
L1 188 8d; Norwood, Rev. J. Furrelly, 15s 3 Calife:.-
nia, B. Murphy, 12s 6d ; Free Port, U. 8., A. R. M-
Donald, 12s 6d ; St. Charles, Dr. Leprohon, 125 64 :
Gananoque, Rev. J. Rossiter, 1553 Port Daniel, ',
i Curberry, 6s3d; London, J. G. Norrig, £2 13s 94 ;
Hawksbury, W. Lawlor, 128 6d; N. Lancaster, R.
MsDonald, 10s; St. Johms, T. Busher, 12s 6d; Hu:-

plorable, for no seoner was it known that the Rev.
Mr. DMurphy had been beaten, than lundreds of in-
dignant Irish Catholics rushed to the spot where the
crime was commitied, determined to wreak vengeance
upon the dastardly cowards who dared to insult their
beloved pastor. Tortunately, however, the timely
arvival of two or three Irish Priests prevented them
from carrying their purpose into execution, And no
other damage we believe was done than the breaking
of a few panes of glass in the house from which the
cowardiy assailants of tlie Priest had issved ; and a
moderate kicking inflicted upon one of the ruffians.

Since then, howerver, three of the parties impli-
cated were arrested and held to bail ; but in conse-
quence of the Rev. Mr. Murphy not appearing to
prosecute them, the scoundrels were discharged.—
And bere we sincerely hope the matter will be permit-
ted Lo rest 5 for we verily believe the rascals are not
worthy of further notice, or even a decent thrashing.
Besides, we can assure our Catholic friends, that
every respectable DProtestant in the community con-
demns the act, and regrets its occurrence as much as
we do. And, therefore, we again hope that the peace
and harmony which have hitherto prevailed amongst
us, will not be disturbed by the act of a few worth-
less characters.

We know not upon what authority the statement
wns made last weelt by several of our cotemporaries,
that a clause was to be, or had been, inserted in the
“ Clergy Reserves” Bill, declaring that the property
of the Cathelic Church in Canada was to be consi-
dered equally with the “ Clergy Reserves” the sub-
ject of Colonial legislation. e have looked in vain
for a confirmation of the above assertion throughout
the debates as reported in the Témes, and can find
no autharity for it. On the contrary, we find that
Larl Grey is reported to have spoken as follows,
when touching incidentally upon this very topic—the
right of the Catholic Church in Canada to the pro-
perty it now holds—« Ie did not think the noble
Duke was quite right .in saying that the Catholic
Church would be left on the same footing as the Pro-
testant Church, If the Parliament of Canada, after
secularising the property of the Church of England,
was to deal with the property of the Church of
Rome, the Bill might be on their lordships’ table
for the 30 days prescribed by law, but there was
linle chance of s getting any further.»— T'imes.
The Catholic Standard, though giving a. full report
of the debates, says nothing about this additional
clause; we copy. his views upon this measure as a
fair sample of the opinions of the Catholics of Eng-
land on this disputed question; it will be seen that
they disclaim any desire to secularise :— .

gerford, P. Casey, 63 3d; Duflin’s Creek, J. Rédde:,
1125 6d 3 New Glasgow, Ii, Carry, 3 3d; L’Orignat,
D. Cremin, 6s 3d; Comwall, A. Stuart M<Donald,
125 6d ; St. Andrews, Rev. G. A. Hay, £1 55 T1eu~
ton, J. Sultivan, 85 3d; Bytown, &. Whelan, 6s 34
Peterboro, B. Boyd, 4s 9d.
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Fatar Accrorst.—We are sorry to learn that, o
Satorday last, as the Railroad Train was approacliing
St. John’s from Rouse’s Puint, about two miles from
the former place, it run over the body of a man, who
apparently, had been asleep on the track. The engine
was immediately stopped and the train backed to the
{spot where the body was found—quite dead,  The
‘sufferer was unknown to any one present and wus,
i apparently, a stranger. We have not yet heand the
result of the Coroner’s inquest.— Monlreal flerald, 17
inslani. ‘

A man was found drowned in the Steamboat basin
. yesterday—name unknown.—Ib.

We learn that the Special termn of the Conrt of
Queen’s Bench, whicli was begun at Sherbrooke last
week, for 1the trial of the rinters on the Railroad, wus
abruptly breught to a termination on Monday. M.,
Devlin, counsel for the prisoners, challenged the wlole
array of jurors, ashaving been irregularly summonend:
and the resuit was their discharge, the seiting aside of
the bills already found, and the adjournment of the
Court to the 13th of June, Some of the prisones
were admitted 1o bail, and the rest remain in prison.
A great deal of excitement prevails there.— Sur.

From the same source we learn that the laborers o
the Railrond have struck for higher wages—refusing to
strike a blow for less than 53. per day.—Con. Adrer.

Tre Crors.—We have favorable aceonuts from ‘aur
several correspondents of the Wheat ciops in Upper
Canada. The unusual coldness of the spring has not
been nnfavorable to its growth.— Commercial Adver-
fiser,

AvoTHrRR Munper.—At St. John’s, on Sunday, the
14th inst., a man, of the name of Lilly, killed a wom:n
in an instant, with a blow from a poker. The crime,
it appears, was the result of 2 drunken brawl.—Jb.

A horrible murder was perpetrated on the St. Law-
rence & Atlantic Bailroad, near Sherbrooke, on Mor,~
day the Tth inst. A laberer named James McGee,
was lying in a state of beastly intoxication on the
track, with his face downwards, when another laborer,
named Philip Sullivan, came op and struck him seve.
ral blows on the head with a pick-axe, scattering his
braina. An inquest was immediately held by the
Coroner, M. de Tonnacour, and a verdiet of ¢ wilful
murder > returned acainst Suilivan.. The wretch has.
managed so far to elude the pursuit of justice. OQur
informant states that the means fur appreheniding «
fugitive in that section secmerd to him exceedingly
poor—the authorities being fuinished with no sufficient
detegiive force. - : : : _

[

v - Died. TR
After a short illness, at his residence, English River. ' -
in tlie Seigniory of Beauharnois, on Sth May, (Ascen-

#“The Bill does not directly or indirectly interfere

gion Day,) Mr. John Devine, senr., aged 72 years,’



