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NEWS OF THE WEEK.
Aitlough two steamers have arrivet! from

Europe since our last, we have nothing newv from
India to report. The European Continental
news is barren of interest. The Governor Ge-
neral who came out by the indian, reached town
on Tuesday; it is rumored that lie brings the
decision of the Imperial authorities on the Seat
of Governient question ; and many of the
Upper Canada journals speak confidently of an
approaching dissolution, and a reconstruction of

the Ministry. On Thursday, the 5th,Lthe Orange-
men of the lUpper Province turned out in force
t commemorate CeciPs bogus gunpowder plot;

but up te the ime et geiag te pmess ire bat! net
heard ofany acts of violence committe! b>'the
vagabonds. No deubIir e shah hmiear cf pleat>'
next week.

BROW4NSON'S REVIEW-OCTOBER 1857.
The following are the contents of the number

before us:-
1. The Primacy of Peter.

Il. The Church and the Constitution.
111. Aspirations cf Nature.
IV. C. J. Cannons Works.
V. Le Vert's Souvenirs of Travel.

VI. British Prepouderauce.
VI. Literary Notices and Criticisms.
Interestmag as are al tthe articles of this Re-

view, we naturally turn to the VI., that on
" British Preponderance," as the vieis of such
a man as Dr. Brovnson upon the mutiny in
India, and the probable results of the contest in
which Great Britain now finds lierself involved, 1
are entilled! to our respectful consideration at least,9
even if on one or twor points ire should happen1
to dissent from is conclusions.1

As a citizen of the United States, it is not to

be expected that the Revicwer should have any
ver> ardent desire for the success of British
arns in the present contest ; and ie have no
doubt that he is quite correct in his assertion
that the real American sentiment"-meaning,
we suppose, the sentiment of that portion of

America which is knovn as the United States-
" rould not be pained to see England lose lier
Indian Empire, and reduced to a second ratet
powrer." But as a Catholic, and as giving the

interests of Christianity the first place in lis af-t
fections, ire doubt not that the learned Doctor

would be pained to see British rulel inidia-
grossly abused as that rule Las often been-over-t
thrown by the agencies now at ivork against it.i
The success of the Sepoys inighît, and no doubt
would, give a great impetus to cotton growing in

the U.nited States; but as the triunmph of Pagan-
,sm, it would operate most disastrously upon the

Chureh in India, and upon our nunerous flourish-

ing Catholia missions, against ivhich the fry of t
hei mtutineers is as strongly directed, as against
the East India Company.

For it is a remaikable fact that, spite oft er

ostility to Catholicity, and lier unceasing effortst

agamnst the Church, British rule Las, by the over-

ruling providence of God, been employed as at
powerful ineans oft upholdinîg, and for propagat-
:ng the principles of, the very religion that she

hates and persecutes at home. Humanlyspeak-.

ng, it is to British rule that ie ire the preserra-1
ion of the Catholic people of Canada froin the
contanmination of the first French revolution ;i
and t isk again la a great mneasure cowing te Brit-

ish influence in Southern Asia, that the CalLolia

mnistionary lhas et laIe years Leen able te precach

te Gospel unmiolested! thîroughouti lte Inîdian

Peniasula. Fer thils ire askc no praise for thme

British Government, and! give ne thanks ho lier

statestmen. It s the Lord's doing, andt! lis mar-

vellous la our eycs ; lt s the wvork cf IHimi WhLo

maketh even the iwratht cf mnan te praise HImî.

And for this reason, if for ne cther, ire as

Catholhies shoeuld ioek upon the triumph cf the

Sceys as an unnmitigated! disaster. Their openiy'
avowred object is the externmination of, net Brit-

ish influence in particular, but et ail European in-

fluence la India ; and lte cause, thceonly' cause

that lte>' assign fer their appeal le armas is their

dread et -Christianity'. Their success therefore

would! be followred immediately b>' the expulsion

cf thic Catholie missionaries, îLe perseculion cf

tHie native Catholic population, and tte relapse
into Paganism o the thousands who have been

already brought to the knowledge of lie true

God. Now there is no true Cathotie wieshould

be wilting te pay such a pice, even for the sake

of mducing England to "a second rate poirer,"

and fsecuring to the Uniteil States the mono-

peiy of the cotton market.

At the same time, no Catholic, wihether a

British subject or a:citizen f :etbà UnitedStates,
will attempt to conceal, or palhate;tbe evils of
British rule in India ; nor do we feel inclined to
question the substantial accuracyo f the ce-
viewe9s assertion that" hIndia was wealthier, the
land better cultivated, and the people less op-
pressed under Mahometan than they have been
under British rulp." The Reviewer does not

indeed cite bis authorities, nor is there much re-
fiance to' be placed on the glowing accounts of-
the historians of the Mogul Empire ; but making
every allowance for the exaggeration of the lat-
ter, there seem to be no reasons to doubt that,
since the commencement of the XVII. century,
the condition of the people of India, and the
productiveness of ils soi have very rnuch dete-
riorated. Indeed, looking at the history of In-
dia since the death of Aurungzebe, we see not
ehow it could have been otherise. For the last

hundred and fifty years, India Las been one vast
battle field; wbereon, at first, the Afghans and
the Mabrattas in the North, the French and
Englisl in the South, contended for mastery>.-
It bas been invaded and ravaged by 'hostile
armies; Nadir Shah alone, is said to have car-
ried off, and from the plunder of Delhi alone, a
sum exceeding in value thirty-two millions of our
money. During the long anarchy consequent
upon the breaking up of the Mogul Empire, and
iwien every chieftain who could rally around bis
standard a gang of Pindarees, or robbers, pro-
claimed himself an independent sovereign and
waged incessant war upon Lis weaker neighbors,
commerce and agriculture must unavoidably have
suffered, as they did in Europe upon the break-
ing up of the Roman Empire; and under the
English, who, taking advantage of that anarchy,
extended their dominion over the country, bring-
ing one by one the petty sovereigns amongst
iwhom it bad been parcelled out, into precarious
subjection, the samte causes have been in opera-
tion, and, no doubt, writh the like results. Even
if ire liad no statistics, no history of India under
the Mogul dynasty, ire should from these facts
conclude that the soil of India was better culti-
vated, and ils people irealthier in the days of
Akbar, Shah Jehan, and Aurungzebe, than in
those of their effete successors of the XVII.
century, or under the rule of a Company of mer-
chants who made irar their trade. When ie
rernember however the cruel persecutions to
whicli the Hindoos were subjected by the great
Aurunîgzebe, who in bis Moslemn zeal for the ex-
tirpation of idolatry, destroyed and polluted the
most splendid of the pagodas of the conquered
race, thereby sowiing the seeds of that bstility
to the Mogul rule whicli is successors reaped,
ire can scarcely admit that "the people were
less oppressed under Mahometan than under Brit-
ish rule," bad and oppressive as the latter bas
undoubtedly often been. The only difference
that ire can perceive betwixt the effects of Mos-
lem and British rule upon the people of India is
tbis-that the former persecuted the religion,
but respected the pockets of its subjects; vhilst
the other emptied the pockets, but respected
the religion of the idolatrous Hindoos. Indeed
it would be unjust toivards the British Govern-
ment to refuse to it the credit-such as it is-
of having ahlvays and everywhere been tolerant of
religious error, of heresy, andofall false doctrine.i
Thus even whilst ils statute book iras stained1
with vile edicts prohibiting the vorship of thei
true God, and inflicting cruel penalties upon the
Catholie priest who at home should presume to
celebrate the sacred mysteries, il was in India
extending its piowerful protection over the licen-
tious rites of Oriental idolatry. To such an
extent iras this favor to idolatry carried, that
the law against obscene paintings and carvingsi
iras expressly relaxed in so far as related to those1
beastly and licentious objects which the 1-lindoos
employ in their fdlthy rites ; and thus the very Go-
vernmnent which, at home, could not endure a
representation of Christ on the Cross, or an

image of the Blessed Virgmn, siniled complacently'
upen the Linghxam and! Yoni cf ils Hlindoo sub-

jects.
WVe think howiever thaI lte Reviewer is in

errer in attribnting the Sepo>' outbreak in Be»-

gai, to lime estortions practised b>' the native taxs

gathers upcn the ryots cf lthe Madras Presidency'.
We thîink se, because lIme mn whoe ferra the
strenghi cf lime Blengai army are net drawna from
the class that lias chiiefi> suferet! b>' thiose ex-
tortions ; and! because betwrixt the hîigh caste
Brahman Sepo>', and! the mniserable ryct, there is
far hess sympathy' than there is betwvixt an ordi-
ar>' Eurepean and! the Icowest class cf animais.
The Brahmman iooks diown' upcn thoese et an in-
fermer caste as upcn beinîgs cf anethmer erder,
wihoma ho touch wouild Le pelilion, and! ho whbom
it xwould Le almest a crime te give a drink cf
wraer-What does lte Brahiman came for the suf-
ferings cf lte loir caste mn, the victims et a
barbarous treatmnent which bas existed la India»
fromi time imnmemoriali? Besides, lanlte mani-
festo put fortL by the Sepoys, wherein they enu-
merate all their grievances, this charge of the
cruel treatment of the ryots.by the native tax
gatherers is not alludet to. The Reviewer for-
gets that, revolting as the use of torture is to the
Christian and European, the Hindoo accepts it as
a matter of course ; and that consequently it does

must postpone till next ieek.

(Y Mr. L. Doran, Henderson's Corners,
Em>ily Post Ollice, is iformed that his paper bas
been regularly posted in the Mentreal office, and
that its non-arrival is attributable to neglect, bad
management, or dishonesty, at some of the inter-
inediate Post Offices.

Tlnot 'excite in the latter the saine feelings of
horror and indignation as those which every
honest ian born in a Christian country srust ex-
perience «hen be hears of it as practised upon
bis fellow-creatures. This by no means di-
minishes the guilt of the British Government in
sanctioning, directly or indirectly, the brutal
practice; but it is a good reason for believing
that the mutiny of the soldiers of the Bengal
army, who have suffered no oppression from that
Government, is not the result of the barbarous
and revolting cruelties inflicted upon another
class of the community, with whiom they have no
sympathy whatsoever.

And it is now also certain that the ryot popu-
lation-the immediate victims of the tax-gather-
ers' barbarities-do not entertain anyvery strong
or general feelings of hostility towards the Bri-
tisb. On the contrary, tbey have hntherto mani-
fested a wonderful sympathy wtlî the latter, and
in many instances have protected them from the
fury of the Sepoys. Numbers of the fugitives
from Delhi, and other places, have been secreted
and aided in their flight by the ryots, altbough
great rewards were offered by the mutineers for
the heads of Europeans, and sanguinary threats
held out against any of the native population who
should harbour or assist them. These are facts,
which cannot be denied, but vhich, it must be
confessed, are not easily reconcileable with the
theory that the mutiny is the result of the cruel-
ties practised upon the ryots. The Sepoys wiho
have not suffered fron those cruelties, iurder ai]
the Europeans they can lay their hands on i the
oppressed ryots risk hife and property to rescue
their oppressors froin te hands of the Sepoys.
We trust that, should British arias be victorious
in India, tins fact se honourable to the ryots may
be remembered in the hour of victory, and that
the lesson of indiscrimating revenge preached by
the Times inay be scouted with abhorrence and
disgust by the British soldier.

The Reviewc vili not suspect us of any de-
sign to palliate the cruelties vhich undoubtedly
have been perpetrated upon the ryots by the na-
tive officiais, or te relieve the East India Coin-
pany of its share of the infany whicb justly at-
taches te all who wink at such inhuinan prac-
tices. It was the duty of the Company to put
a stop to the use of torture ; and thougli no
doubt this would have been a most difficult taskI
-more difficult perhaps than to prevent Hindoo i
widows from burning thenselves-it vas its duty
te attempt it. Until lately no vigorous efforts
seem te have been employed by the British au-
thorities for this purpose ; and upon the princi-
ple that every one is responsible for the acts of
his agent, we hold that they are deserving of all
blame for their culpable indifference te the suf-
ferings of the ryot whom it was their duty to
protect. It may perhaps be argued that the use
of torture, both for police and fiscal purposes, is
a national custoin of immemorial antiquity, and
tiat the Company did not find itself strong
enough te abolish it. This may be true, but in
that case it is clear that the government of In-
dia should be entrusted to stronger bands.

But we would remind the Reviewer that, if
all accounts be true, India is not the only coun-
try in which torture is employed ; and that there
is no moral difference betwixt inflicting physical
pain upon a ryot because lie wilil not pay bis
taxes, and flogging a negro because he vili not
perforin a prescribed amount of work. Now
the latter mode of torture is, if we are not
grossly misinformed, constantly practised by
citizens of the United States upon negroes-
both male and female-with the sanction of the
laws of the land ; and should be looked upon by
the Christian and the freenan with as much ab-
horrence as the not more cruel tortures inflicted
upon Hindoo ryots by the native tax gatherers.
Of course two wrongs do not inake a right ; but
it hardly becomes a citizen of a country which
expressly recognises the use of torture as legal,
te criticise very severely the negflgence and
short comings cf the Britishî Go-vernment, or
rather cf thc Eàst India Company'. Torture
inflicted! upcn a negro is as revolting as torture
inflicted! upon a ryot; te tleg a mnulatte womîan
wvith a cowhîide is as brutal and unmianiy an act,
as is an>' revealed by the " Madras Torture Comn-
mnission" as ihaving been inflicted! upon females ina
India, and the Chîristian freeman should be as

prompt te conden ini the ene case as mn the
otlher. The day must comne sooner or later,
when the negro races cf this Continent wvill risec

up against the wvhites, and renew in the United
States, the horrors cf Cawnpene and Delhi.
God ferbid! that an>' mani should anticipate suchb

an uprising with satisfaction ; but when it dges
ceme, the impartial historia» wvill be compelled
te ackncwledge thiat the negrees liad far better
cause cf complaint against their masters, than
bad! the Sepoys cf the Bengal army against their
officers.

Somne other remianks which we bad! te offer, we

"RzPORT ON EDUCATION IN UPPER CANA-
DA Voit TUE YEÀR 1856."-By the Bey.
.Mr. Ryerson, Cliief Superintendent of Eau-
cation.
The Reverend Mr. Ryerson, is bound to in-

Ilict annually upon the Canadian public bis apo-

logy for the system of "State-Schoolism" of

which he is the main support, and which system
in retur, supports him. It is bis interest, as it
is bis official duty, to sing the praises of " State-
Schoolism," and to decryI "Freedom of Educa-
tion ." and we have therefore no right to expect
that Le should prefer truth te office, or the claims
of justice to bis quarter's salaryI. " There is
nrothing lizke leather," argues the dealer in that
useful comnodity ; and upon the same principle
your salaried Chief Superintendent of Education
maintains that "there is nothing like 'State-
Secoolism.'" Every man stands up for bis oin
trade.

But less prudent than the leather-merchant,
the Rev. Mr. Ryerson is not content- witb a
bare assertion of the superiority of the commo-

dity in which he deals, but very unwisely attempts
te support the claims of " State-Schoohsm" by
what lie calls arguments, but by what to us seens
nothing better than vulgar clap-trap. As for
instance, in the following exposition of the work-
ing of the Upper Canada School Laws:_

" The school system recognises no power in the
Legislature te levy a sixpence tas upon the people
for school purposes, uor auy pwer cu the Govemn-
ment te erect or fumalîli a single school bouse, or cm-
ploy a single teacher, but a simple power in the free-
holders and bouseholders f cah smunicipality and
scheel division ta pro-vide ferrftie schcel edtîcation cf
their children in their own way, and to any extent
they please.'-p. p. b, G.

Now,vere ibis true, no one would have the
slightest cause for dissatisfaction witn the exist-
ing school system of Upper Canada. That

every one should have the power, and bas the na-

tural right, to provide for the school education of

his own cbildren in his own iway, requires surely
no proof ; and if the action of the State was h-
inited te the simple recognition of that power

and that riglit, the only objection that could be

urged vould be, that the State had taken a deal

of unnecessary trouble, to recognise that which

no sane person ever dreamt of callingin question.
If the Upper Canada school systemin erely re-

cognised a " simple power in A, B, and C, to

provide for the education of their own children

in their own way, and te any extent they pleased,"

no Catholie w-ould have a word to say against it.
But our complaint is, that by that systemi, the

State confers upon the aforesaid A, B, and C,
the power te tax D1 and E for the education of
the children of the former ; and that thereby the

State bas diminished the poiwer of the latter-D

and E-" te provide fer the education of their
childre in their own wiay," and lias therefore de-

frauded them of their natural rights as parents.
It P, to this unnatural and iniquitous arrange-
ment, which compels D to pay for a school to
which Le is conscientiously opposed, and te which
in the exercise of bis inalienable rights as a pa-
rent, he does not see fit te send his children, that
ire ebject ; It is of le vrong perpetrated upon
E, vhose ineans of providîng for the education
of his ovn children are dininished la consequence
of his being b'y an unjust and tyrannical lawy com-
pelled te provide for the education of the chil-
dren of A, B, and C, that we, as freenen, con-
plain i and no amnount of sophistical quibbling by
a Chief Superintendent of Education ivil ever
reconcile us to tis iniquitous aid tyrannical out-
rage upon our rights as citizens, and our duties
as parents, or induce us to cease agitating for
tHe repeal of ie arbitrary statutes te which tlîis
unnatural and oppressive arrangement oies its
bemng.

And again, iwe contend that the Chief Super-
intendent of Education is guilty of something
vorse than sophistry ihen le asserts-p. 17-
"thlat the school law places the education of ttec
cildren in tthe hands ofthe people ttemsers."
This is false, for no law is necessary t place the
education of te cbildren there w]here God Hmin-
self bas placed! it--where it wvas biefore an>' schiool
lawis wiere enacted--and whbere it sill woeuld Le
wecre aIl the scool lawis repealed! to-morrow.-~
Whbat the school lawi bas donc is lus-It bas
placed!, or endeavored! te place, the education cf
the chîidren im the hîands cf one portion onily cf
the peopie-those cf the mnajoriy-without re-
ference to the wushes, feelings, and! conscientious

objections cf the other portion cf the peepe--
r.c., thîe minority. It lias taken the education
cf thîe children ef D and! E eut efte HIands cf
D and! E, ho place 1h la the bands cf A, B, and!
C; and bas thereby' robbed! the former cf their
natural, mîaiienable rigt-a right which they'
[hît! immediately' fromt God Himnself, andto l
Whbomn alone the>' are responsible for its cexer-
cise. .

lIt is faIse aise te state, as dees the Rev. Mn.

Ry3erson, on the saine page, "t/hat i"-he
scool law'-" invests thte inhtabitants of eachr
rnunicipality wit/h powers to proide for tthe
education of all thcir cehildren." It does no
sucb thing ; for, as ie have shown above, by
compellîng D and E, parents of limited means,
to provide for the education of the chldren -of
A, B, and C, it deprives the former, to the same
extent, of the power of providing for the educa-
tion of their own children. The law therefore

gives himself airs before his superiors.
We therefore tell the Rev. Mr. Ryerson that

his comments at p. 28 upon the motives which

have induced the Prelates of the Catholic Church
to condenn the existing school systeni of Upper
Canada, are as faIse, as they are univoithy of agentleman, and unbecoming a Government of-
ficial, and public servant ; and though the ob-
jects of bis malice are far beyond is reacb,

takes the educalion of the child out of the bands
of him to whom it bas been committed by' God
Himself,.and limits the powrer of the parent to
provide for the education of bis own chddren
"in bis own way, -and to the extent he pleases."
These are the objections which the friend of
"Freedom of Education" urges against " State-
Schoolism.;" and these objections the Rev. Mr.
Ryerson bas never yet so much as attempted to
meet.

No ; he contents himself with bragging about
wiat he bas done la altogether another ine of
business, and one whichb as nothing to do with
the main question at issue betivxt the advocate
of " Freedom of Education," and the servile
supporter of " State-Schoolism." lHe boasts that
he Las shown that the claims of the "supporters
of separate schools" are :-

Ilinonise t irlu a is grauted te supporters
of dissentient schools in Lowver Canada,au ufrg-
ment of the righits and powers guaranteed te munici-
pailles b>' successive Acts cf Panliament, aud fucea-
sistents ucith a ational systen of publie instruc-
tion."-p- 20.

Nov admitting, for t/e sake of argunent,
that the Rev. Mr. Ryerson bas done ail this-
what then? It does not thence follow that the
demands of the opponents ofI State-Schoolism"
are unjust, unless lie can also show-that it
would be inconsistent with justice to depart from
the precedents of the Lower Canada School
law-a lai for whichi we have never professed
any admiration ; that the "rights and powvers
guaranteed to municipalities by successive Acts
of Parliament" are not themselves repugnant to
the natural rights of the parent, to whom, and not
to the " mnunîicipalities," God lias entrusted the
education of his children; and lastly, that a
"system of national" education is, in a mixed
communmty like ours, reconcileable ivith that res-
pect which is due from the State to the con-
scientious scruples of the bumblest of its citizens.
With those Who recognise the right and duty of
the State to found asystem of national education,
the arguments of the Rev. Mr. Ryerson may
have a certain weight; but to us to ail the friends
of "Freedon of Education," to al wo be-
heve that it is no more the business of the State
to establish a "systcm of national education"
than it is to establisih a "systenm of national
reigion," bthe reverend gentleman's logic must
appear supremely ludicrous.

We must deal vith men and things as they are,
and not as if they were what we wish them to
be. Without therefore disclussing the question
of the abstract desireableness of a "system of
national education," ire content ourselves ivith
recognising the impossibility of any such system
mn a commuaity like ours. This too is now the
opinion of the wiisest statesmen of the British
Empire ; of men iviho have grown grey in the
discussion of questions involving the material and
intellectual progress of the age ; and at tbis con-
clusion must every intelligent man, who loves
justice, and asserts the equality of ail denomina-
tions as before the State, ultimaately arrive. Lord
John Russell noi confesses that his views upon
the Education question have been inuch modified ;
and that le now sees that the religious differ-
ences of the people of Great Britain oppose an
insurmountable barrier to any system of national
education.I " This fact," adds the Tines, "bas
indeed been clear long enough to a great major-
ity of the thinking maen of the country ;" and we
hope that in time, even the addle-pated old io-
men who do our legislation in Canada, will be
able to distinguisi it. In the meantine itl is the
duty of ail friends ofI" Freedom of Education,"
but of Catholics in particular, to strain every
nerve in their opposition to " State-Scioolismn,''
and the insidious attempts of a Methodist Minis-
ter, and a handful of bigoted fanatics, to impose
upon us a Ilsystem of national education." Such
a system is utterly incompatible irith individual
liberty, wilth the rights of the parent, and free-
dom of conscience; and we do trust that the
people of Canada wili never be so vile, so lost
to every sentiment of manly independence, as to
submit le such an inthiction.

With' these remîarks ire d!ismiss our Chmief Su-

perintendent cf Educetien, feeling that ire ai-
mostm owe an apology te our meaders for hav'ing
giveni se mîuch cf eur space te the discumssiea ef
hmis platitudes, and! the exposure cf lis miserable
artifices. One remark cal>' rout! ire make-
and that is, fer the purpese ef remind!ing the
Rev. Mr. Ryersen that Le is a public servant,
and! Las theretere ne night te Le insolent towvards
his masters and! bis betters--to those whoe pa>'
him, feed! and! cilte him» and! bis tamil>'. It is,
we knowr, thme nature et ".Jack-in-oficee" le Le
impertinent, and! for that reasona it is iwell that
'.ackc" shouit! Le snubbed! occasionally', and! put in
mind cf bis preper position. Thene is ne creature
ene feels se strong>y tempted! te kick as your
pamnpered menial riho, p.resuming upon Lis gor-
geons plush inexpressibles, eand emnbroidered! coat,


