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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

We have noth'ng this week to report as to the
progress of Mr. Gladstone’s Irish measure.—
From the Continent of Europe there 15 little of
1pterest to record.

‘Wnter still holds its own, and gives the lie to
the Almanac, which tells us that we are now weil
onin the month of April—though te judge from
the thermometer, and the aspect ot the country,
one would ¢hiok that we were in the middle ol
Janmary. Stull even a Canadian winte: must
come to an end; and we may hope therefore that
in a few weeks more 1t shall bave yielded to the

Yreath of Spring.

EASY LESSONS IN IRISH RISTORY,
FOR THE USE OF THE “ MONTREAL WITNESS.”

To our last we showed oa Protestant authonty,
that down to 1641 the Catbalic Irsh had been
guilty of go acts which can be qualified as * mas-
sacres;” that though for mgh a century they
bad been crushed beneath a cruel Penal Code,
which made the exercise of thesr religion a capi-
tal crime, they bad done nothiog but what in the
opinion of Hallam, they bad a natural right to
do: pothing but what upon far less provocation
Eaglish and Scotch Protestants have dope : and
that the rebellion of 1641, with allits horrors,
was the © consequence” of the cruel penal laws,
andthe tyranmcal spoliations exercised upon the
ancient landed proprietors of Ireland, by the
Eoglish goveroment.

In 1641, the Insh could bear it no longer.—
England was ripe for revolt : Scotland was taking
up arms agasost its king : and 1t seemed that the
day of [reland’s opportunity bad at last dawaed.
With grievances far more serious than those of
eitber the Englsh or the Scotch, the Irish rose
in arms against the aliens who bad robbed them
of tbeir lands, and imposed on them a religion
which they bated. The great rebellion of 1641
broke out ; and as Hallaw says, its primary
 causes’—mind that word Mr. Editor of the
Witness—are to be found :—

¢ip the penal laws as to religion whiok pressed
on almost the whole people, and in the systematio
iniquity whieh despoiled them of their poesessions
TRey conlt not be expected to miss such an occasion
of revolt.’
This revolt broke out with a furious onslaught

on the Scots and Evghsb, n Ulster, in which a
large pumber of these wtruders, and despoilers
of the Irish, were, so it 18 said, put to the sword.
The numbers so slaia in 2 moment of fury, by a
long persecuted race are very uncertam. Ac-
cording to the Protestant historian Warner,
quoted by Hallam as ove *who may perhaps,
upon the whole, be recloned the best modern
awthority,” twelve thousand Protestants are the
o ytmost” that can have lost their lives during
the frst two years of the rebellion, except losses
1n war—and of these  only one third,”’ or say
four thousand, by murder or massacre. Catho-
lic writers contest the trath of Warner’s statis
tics: and contend that though there may bave
been, and probably were wolated acts of blood-
shed, there was no massacre, properly so called
gt all: but it may readdy be admitted—tbat ia
the bour of their power the long persecuted, and
dispossessed Irish Catholics of Ulster may bave
in some measure retaliated upon their Protestant
persecutors and alien apoilers, and given the latter
to taste of the bitter chalice which for mgh a cen-
tury bad been forced down their throats. But
without bazardiog any opinion of our own on the
disputed post—whether there were any mas-
sacres properly so called; and for the sake of
argument admitting that 1» the first two years of
the rebellion some 4,000 Scots and Englsh who
 bad dispossessed the Irish of Ulster of their pro-
perty, were murdered or massacred—we contend
that it was not the work of Catholics generally :
and that the imeting cause was pot rehigious

ate men, made landless and bomeless by alien ad-
venlurers, to recover posseasion, at any cost, of
the property which rightfully belunged to them
and of which they had been wrongfully dispos~
sessed.

'The massacre was not general. It was con-
Gaed to Ulster, and to those other districts ia
which the legitimate proprietors bad been dis~
possessed of their lands, and driven forth to
starve. Lor remember; that in some parls,
¢ the native Irish were not to be admitted as
tepants” even upon the lands belonging to them,
and to their fathers before them. It was, to
use a slang pbrase of lbe day, an agrarian, rather
thay a religious crime,and was loudy condémoed
by the body of the Irish Catholic population.

Again «e quote from Hallsm :—

“It was certainly not toe crime of the Catnolicd
geverally : nor perbaps in the otber provitoes of
[relsnd are they chargeable with more cruelty than
their opponents.”— Hallam's Const. Husl,

For Leland, quoted by Hallam, refers to on-
gioal deposttions m Trimty College, Dublin,
whence it appears that the Scotch soldiers 10
garrison 10 Carrickfergus sallied out 1 January,
when the rebellion was at its height, and slaught
ered a few families of unoffending natives in Jale
Magee.”

Aund agamn in the foot notes ta the chapter of
the Const. Hist. from which we are quoting we
are told cn the authority of Leland and of

Warner, both Protestants, that : —

t: The Catbolic confederates spoke with abhorrence
of tbe Ulster maesacre.”

Agd that :—

* They~the Irigh—behaved in many parts with
bumsnity ; nor indeed do we find frequent instances
of violerce except in those counties where the proprie-
tors had been dirpossessed.”

Thia is the testimony of thewr epemies, and
fully establishes our thesis that the * massacre”
ot 1641, was oot a Catholic crime: that it was
not general all over Ireland, but was lmited to
Ulster and the other districts ia which the right-
ful proprietors had been lately dispossessed of
their lapnds ; that it was condemaed by the Ca-
tholic body : and that 1t must therefore be classed
under the category of agrarian, rather thao of
religious crimes.

Aund this too, 15 the sohtary crime, with which
after a century of Penal Laws, the Catbolics of
Ireland can be reproached even by their most
embittered enemies. The annals of no other op
pressed nation, of no other persecuted people are
s0 pure, or so free from bloody reprisals against
their oppressors.

But it is not our object to defend, or pallate
the rebelhon, and the so called massacre of 1641.
Our thbesis is—that this, the ooe massacre which
preceded the cruel legislation of the post revolu
tonary period, was itselFnot the cause, but the con-
sequence of the still more ancient Penal Laws;
and cannect therefore be urged by aoy one ex-
cept a dunce, or a knave, as an excuse for
therr imposition. For, o the words of Hallam,
the rebellion of 1641, in which the Ulster mas
sacre was aa episode, was the consequence of,—

“ the peunal laws ag to religion, which pressed on
almoat the whols people, and the svatematia iriqaity
which despoiled thex of their possessiona.”—Const.
[ Hist.,c. 18.

T'be atrocities of Cromwell are of course apo-
logtsed tor oy the Eoglish on the grounds of the
great rebellion of 1641, and its concomitants,
But no such plea can be urged, or ever was urged
by statesmen, for the Penal Laws of the post
revolutiopary period, and which were enacted
subsequent to the conquest of Ireland by the
Anglo<Dutch, and to the Treaty of Limerick:
laws wbich it would be 2 waste of time to abuse,
and of which Hallam speaks in these terms :—

{ To bave exterminated the Oatholica by the aword,
or expelled them like the Moriacoes of Spain would
have been little more repugnant to justice and hu-
msanity, but incomparably more politic,

The only excuse that could have been urged for
this crael code, for the wiolation * of the express
stipulations of the Treaty of Limerick, would be
that the Irish Catholics themselves had first
violated its provisions: or bad, by their scts of
violence towards Protestants, absolved the latter
from the obligations it imposed on them as to-
wards Catholics, and furmshed vahd grounds tor
a nigorous course of legislative repression. But
this excuse cannot be urged ; for trom the day of
the sigoing of the Treaty down to the rebeliion
of 98, the Irish vever furnished the slightest
rretext even for the cruel legislation of (he
eighteenth ceotury. This in the most emphatic
language Macaulay asserts : —

4 A riging of the Irishry sgamst the Eoglishry
waa no mors to bs apprebended than s rising of the
women and chilérea againe! the men."~ C, 17, vol,
4 Hut. of England,

To tis in a foct note 1s appended the testi.
mony to the saroe effect of Swift, writing at the
very time when the Penal Code was m force,
and was daiy receiving additional articles. ¢ If
we” the Protestant clergy, so wrote Swift in
1708 on the Sacramental Tests—¢ were unde,
any real fear of the Papists in this kingdom—
Ireland—1t would be bard to thwk us so stupid
as not to be equally appreheosive with others,
since we are likely to be the greater and more
immediate sufferers; but on the contrary, we
look upon them to be altogether as inconsider-
able as the womeu and children.”

Not only, therefore, is it evident that from the

fapaticiam, but the frm determination of desper- !

* That the Treaty was violated Mapanlay admita
in & nate to ¢, 18, 41h vol. of his History of England.

Revolution to the latter end of the XV1IL. cén-
tury there was no real danger of a riang of Irish
Papists ; but it is also evident that amongst.
Protestants in Ireland, and even amongst those
who by their pecular position as members of the
dominact church were most clearly marked out
as tie objects of Papist hostility, no dread &ven,
no apprehension of any massacre, rising or re-
bellion of the Irish Papists was ever entertained.
It 1s therefore manifestly false to pretend, as does
the Watness, that the Penal Laws of the
eighteenth century were tmposed in dread of a
renetition of the sanguinary events ot the first
half of the seventeenth century.

The Witne:s will please notice that in reply-
10g to bis attempted palliation of the Penal Laws
we have advanced nothing of our own ¢ but have
contented ourselves with quoting verbatim from
Protestant histerians—relying on whose testi-
mony, we contend, without fear of refutation—
1st. Tbat the Penal Laws preceded—and were
the cause of aoy acts of retaliation of which the
Irish may bave been guilty against their oppres~
sors 1o the seventeenth century: and 2ad, thap
the Pepal Laws imposed on Catholics in the
eighteenth century, were not so imposed asa
measure of protection to Protestants, or from
aoy fear or apprehension of a risiog, or massacre
of Protestants by Irish Papists—for no such fears
or apprebensions existed even amongst the Pro-
testant clergy in Treland.

The Montreal T¥itness of the Ist iost., al-
luding to the emigration from Lower Canada to
the United States, asks, « What do the clergy
thiok 1t is that their people are fleeing from ?”

How any ose can ask such a question who bas
eyes 1o his head, and knows how to use them—
who will look aroend him oo our snow-covered
fields, on our ice-bound rivers and streams, in
this month of April, wken the earth should be clad
in verdure, apd the air redolent of the sweet
perfumes of fSowers—is to us incomprebensible.
From what 15 1t that in all ages mea have fled,
when they have streamed from the cold inbos-
pitable regions of the North, to the more fertile
and genial plaios of the South ? From what did
the Norsemen flee, who long ceaturies ago,

descended from their fields of almost eternal ice,
and snow, to the garden lands of Europe ?

It1s a law of pature, which \o vain can we hope
to resist or to repeal, that the tide of emigration
will flsw from the coll to the warm climes; fiom
North to South in the Northera Hemisphere, and
from East to vWest on the Continent of America—
where, as they recede from the Atlantic, the
isuthermal hoee steadily advapce to a Iugher
latitude. It 18 from the long wianter, from the
desolation of ice and snow, that Caeadians flee to
more favored lands ; where the winters are shorter,
the summer longer, where spring opens earlier,
and where the cruel blasts of an Arctic wiater
are not felt till later in the autums. 'This 15
what, most reluctantly, French Canadians are
fleeing from ; for they for the most part dearly
love their pative land, and above all its social and
religious institutions.

But alas! the daily mcreasing dificulty of
earning therein their daily bread, a difficulty
which is the result of Canada’s uafortunate chi-
matic conditions—compels the sons of the soil to
abandon the homes of their youth, their fathers
graves, acd the parish church, the sound of whore
bells they so dearly love—to seek in lands to the
south and west of them, the means of sustenance.
Nor is this process of emigration peculiar to
Lower Canada. It 18 at work in the North
Fastern States of the Union, from which for years
past, there has poured a steady stream of emigra
tion towards the more favored districts of the
West. This emigration does not attract so much
attention as does that from Canada, because it
does not iavolve such a rupture of sational, social
and religious ties, as does that of the emigration
of the Catholic Freach Canadian to the Protes
tant Uaited States ; but it 1s none the fess real
for all that, and already its effects are noticeable
1o the dimnution of the native Yankee population,

Bestdes, in Lower Canada. where the practice
of foeticide has not been rased to the digmity of
a npational mstitution, as it has been in the
United States, the population :ncreases in a far
greater ratw than it does amongst the Yankees,
Canadians marry earlier than do the latter, and
their unions are also more prolific ; and in con~
sequence, on the already too mioutely subdinided
soil of Lower Canada, there s no place for this
natural mcrease of tbeir numbers. Agriculture
as a rule,1s but a poorly remunerative occupation
in swch a climate as ours; and of other 1ndus-
tries or manutactures ‘we have but few, brcause,
owing to the exclumve tanff of our neigbbors,
there 18 no market for theiwr products.

Tn these, our physical couditions which oo le.
gislation can modify, and m these alone, are to
be found the causes of the emigration from Lower
Canada ; for our moral coaditions, wherein they
differ from those of the Umted States, are far
supertor to those of the latter,  Life
and property, and the liberty of the indi-
vidal have hLere stronger guarantees. Judge

Lynch has not yet, thaok God! deposed the
mmstera of justice appointed by our Queen ; and

though we have amongst us crime epough to

make us bumble - as - before God, yet when we
contrast our moral condition with :that. of :the
Uoited States, we have abundant reasons to be
thank{ul that we are not as our neighbors are,and
to be loyal ta our institutions. The physical
advanteges of the United States we admit - their
mora! advantages we altogeihier deny.

‘What is savce for the goose is not elways. ac-
cording to Protestant philosopby, sauce for the
gander. Godless edncation, or education in
whict all distinctively Christian  doctrine is
ignored, is a bad sauce for the Hindoo, but a
first rate oee for the Papist.

Godless education is bad for the Hindoo ; so
at least we find it stated iv an article copied by
the Montreal TWitness from avother Protestant
paper, the Christian Advocate, m which the
followinp passaze gccurs:—

Some thirty years ago t'e Indian Goveroment,
under the anspices of Lord Eilenborough, established
a series of godless icstitutions, in which young men
were thoroughly educated and in which Ohristianity
was aentirely ignored. ‘Their minds were gifted and
logical ; they could speak English with elegance nnd
precision ; they sent to Europe for the works of V.l-
taire, Roussenu, Bolingbroke, and Home, and imbibed
their princinles, and became propagandista of their
{nferoal doctrines  Seldom in the world's history has
it ever read such a leason of the effects of godless
education a3 in the recent history of India That ine
carnate fiend, that 8atanic bero of the massacre cf
Qawnpore, Ner.a Sabib was, upoa the best anthority,
educated upon this priociple. He had all the refine-
ment3 of the most finished aud elegant gentleman, bnt
ke bad the heart of a demon ; and to-day tie blood
ot women and invocents cries out from the dust of
India'a palmy plain’ againat the dread folly of divore-
ing intellect from conscience.— [Chrigtian Advocate.

Oa the other bhand, Godless education, or
education 1 which tbe distinctive doctries
of Chrigtianity are ignored, i3 just the
thiog for Ireland and Capada, where there
13 a mixed population of Catholies and Protest-
ants. Thatwhtchio India is loudly denounced as
tbe ¢ dread folly of divorcing intellect from con-
sctence,” is in the case of the frst named coun-
tries extolled as the noblest product of medera
philosophy.

Why this cootradiction? Why should that
be desirable 10 Canada, whick bas produced such
fatal effects in Todia? How shall we account
for this strange inconwistency in the utterances of
our Protestant contemporaries ? v

The ioconsisteacy 1s rather apparent tkan real ;
the solution of the enigma 13 this.

Whilst ia India, the object of the Governmeat
i3 to give such education to its Hindoo subjects
as shall make them docile British subjects, the
great object of the promoters of State education,
whether 10 Ireland or iz Canada, 19 to pervert
Catbolics. But to make the Hindoo a docile
British subject, it is necessary to convert him to
Christianity, and therefore 10 his case edueation
should be relizious. Oa the other hand, itis
eaough if the Catholic be so trammed as to throw
oft s faith, though of course iafidelity, or the
total rejection of Christianity, is the isevitable
consequence ; and therefore (rodiess education,
which generally leaves its subjects wfidels, is an
admirable sauce for cooking the Catholic gander
witbal, though it by no means suits the Hindoo
goose,

Ax the dewil 13 popularly beld to be able :o
quote Scripture for his purpose, so can Pro-
testants umitate very closely tie language of the
Catholic Churcb, when their interests are at
stake. Betwixt the denunciation by the Chiis.
tian Advocate, as quoted by the Moantreal
Witness, of * Godless education;” of * the
dread folly of divorcing intellect from con-
science”—and the condemnatica by the Catholic
Church of the same educational system, as * al-
together dangerous to faith and morals, there is
no substantial difierence. The evangelical
editor is in theory, at one with the Pope, and
Romish Bishops as to the effects of such an edu-
cation, of such a divorce: and (f ia the case of
wixed commumties such as those of Ireland, and
of Canada, he refuse to carry his theories into
practice, and mmist upon the adoption of the
Godless system, of a system # in whrch Chris-
tianity is entirely 1gnored,” 1t is not from any in-
tellectusl defect on bis part; nst from any
doubts as to the consequences of such # divorcing
intellect from conscience ;” but simply because
the consequences which 1n the case of Hindoos
he deprecates, are those which he aims at i the
case of Romenists. Proselytism, no matter
what its advocates assert to the coatrary, is the
great object of all Protestant supporters of
State Schoolism ; and 1f in India their object is
to make Himndoos Christians, 1t 1s enovgh for
their purpose if in Canada they can cransform
Papsts into 1ohidels.

The Edacation Bill for L. Canada has passed.
Whether its authors bave pot been a trifle too
liberal 7 13 a question that presents itself to many
of our contempararies; but as we have po wish
to offer opposition to our local goveroment,
which, if not perfect, 1s better prabably than any
government that would replace it—we simply ac-
cept the measure in the hopes that it may work
well ; that it may remove any jealousy of the
majority, thal the minority of Lower Canada
may bave bitherto entertained : and that it may
promote and perpetuate peace and good will be-
twixt Protestants and Catholics. Should it ac-

complish thie, we sball readily everlook its other

defects.

. We'do'not expect however ‘that -t great I~
berality of-a Catholic majority towards a Protes. .
tant miuority w-this Province, will have the Jeast
eficct in Upper -Canada, or:that it wili in any.
manuer tead to induce the Protestant majority
10 that section to act with liberality, or justice
towards the Catholic * minority.  la this opiniog
Protestant members of our ‘own local legislature
coiacide with us ; for we see that tke Hon Mr,
Ross, in bis remarks vpon the motion for the
second reading of the Bill, expressly asserted
that :—* All krew that 1 Upper Capada the
Roman Catholics were not treated with the same
liberality as Protestants in this Provipce.’

Stll,because the Protestants of Upper Canada
are illiberal and unjust, that it is no reason wiy
we, Catholica ot Liower Canada, stould refrain
from doing what is right. ~This, and perhaps a
trifle more, M. Chaunveau has done ; and hoping .
that our Protestant fellow-subjects will accept
the measure 1 the same liberal spirit as that in
which it was conceived, we flatter ourselves that
all causes of discord betwixt the several elementa
of our mixed community are now, aod for ever re-'
moved.

The Daily News 1s eloquently indignant with
Mr, Gladstone’s Bill for disendowing the Irish
Protestant Church, and asserts in the most ua-
qualified terms the sanctity of ecclesiastical en-
dowments. This would ceme with a beltter grace
from our Protestant contemporary if he had
showa hiwself equally wdigaant at the spoliations
perpetrated upon the Church w Ttaly by the
Piedmontese goverament, and by the revolution-
ists of Spain upon the convents and religicus
establishments of the last named country. Dis-
endowment ia the eyes of the Montreal Daily
News appears wroog only when directed against
Protestant ecclesiastical property : aod though
by oo eloquence * can it be made to appear that
the British Government have any moral right to
divert to other purposes the proceeds of property
bequeathed for the maiotenance of tbe Chureh,”
oo srgument at all appears necessary to prove
the rigbl ot the revolutionary government of
Spain to divert to secular purposes the religious
endowments of that coentry.

The Daly News szems to forget that the
rights of private property are recognised by Dir.
Gladstone, in dealing with the property of the
Irish Protestant Churck. Not ouly does be
propose to leave it in undisturbed possession of
the faurics—the churctes and rathedrals built by
Catbolics—and much ot the property which was
1niguitously bestowed upon it by the State out of
the plunler of the Catholic Church: but he
leaves it 1n possession of all that it bas since cer-
tawly acquired by private endowments, Of the
property accruing from the latter seurce, actually
held by the Establishment, there are reasonable
doubls as to the purport of the donorz: zad
therefore, as it was necessary to lay down sorae
fixed rule for the application of bis prineiple.—
Mr. Gladstone bas assemed that all private en-
dowments sioce the date of the Testoration of
Cobrrles II. were unloubtedly desigoed for the
stpport of the existing Protestant church. Of
all these endowments therefore he proposes to
leave it in undisturbed passession: and only n
those cases in which the intentions of the original
donors are obscure, does he propose to secularise
any portion of the Protestant ecclestas‘ical oro-
perty accrumg from private endowments. How
wide the difference betwixt the tender treatment of
the Irish Protestaot church which the Daily News
8o fiercely denounces—though the greater part
of its property was stolen from the Catholic
Thurch: and the spoliation of the Church m
Italy and Spaw by the Liberals whose acts how-
ever, the Day News contemplates with bland
approval.

What about the latest born of Eugland’s
Penal Laws against Catholics—the Ecclesiastical
Titles Bill? In the analysis of Mr. Gladstone’s
measures for establishing religious liberty and
religious equality in Ireland, we have not seen
any allusion to this very umportant question,—
And yet it 1s ewident that it must be dealt with
in oue way or another. As usual three coursesor
modes of deahing with it present themselves.
Mr. Gladstone may retan the law on the Sta-
tute Book as it stands: or as a second course he
may extend its penal provisions so as to make them
apphicible to all Protestaat ecclesiastics assuming
territorial titles—as for instance ¢ Archbishop of
Dablin,” or ¢ Bishop of Cork.” Or as his
third course he may repeal the law 1 the
ease of Ireland, ia which case he will be soon
obliged to repesl it in the case of England.

No doubt the question will be discussed when
Mr. Gladstone’s Bill 1s before the Committee ;
and no doubt all the Catholic menibers of the
House will insist that as before the Law, Ca-
tholic Bishops in Ireland shall in every respect,
be put on an equal footing with the Protestant
Bishops: that if the State tolerate, or recognice
tbe assumption of territorial titles n the case of
the Iatter, it shall tolerate and recognise n is
official acts the assumption of similar titles by
the former, or Catholic Bishops. If this be not

graoted, Mr. Gladstone’s Bill will be but a de-
lusion, a mockery, and a snare: Protestant As-



