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that by makmg-but ,one school '“drstrrct ‘of'the
Bordment ‘Street:: :

' nnnws ‘OF. THD WEEK..

T HE Steamer Atlantzc with' Lwerpool dates to
tlie’ lot.h msta.nt, arrived at New York .on Tues-
day evenulg, rher news is not" fvery unportant

. Trom Spain we hear’ ‘of the fall of the O'Don-

nell admmlstratron, and the ‘return_to power of |
“From, "Naples thiere is nothing new.

N'maez
All thoughts of -an armed: mterfelence with the
"8 ffaifs’ of that 'kingdom ' hy "France’ and Great
Britain; are said to he at‘an end ;and even the re-.
call of the’ Ambassadors will not be msrsted upon.

Rev olntronmy documenfts, ‘exciting the people to
insurrection and :purporting to be signed by a
‘committee on. behalf of the. people and stadents of
Paris, are hemcr e\tensnely circuated through-

out the Itahan ‘peninsula. It is not probable
however that the pohcy of. the French Emperor
will coincide withi'that of 'his'British Allies ; and
‘however accept'v.hle insmrection and civil war
.may -be to the latter, they will meet with little
countenance from Louis. Napoleon.

From Paris we learn that the commercial
‘érisis, about which so much uneasiness has been
felt, is subsiding. - The amount of builion in the
Bank is said to be ‘increasing and the stringent,
but prudent measures adopted to meet the finan-
cial ‘exigencies of the country, were already be-
ginning to bring forth good fiuit. Russia is re-
ported to have '1handoned her pretenslons to the
Isle of Serpents, and to bave given formal notice
for the re-assembling of the Cono-ress of Paris;
to which France and ‘Prussia- hare assented and
-now await only the. concurrence of the British

" govérnment. ' From England the news is devoid
of interest. I S

AN « Inpartial. I’Ag#iré;:?’f would wish us to
explain ‘te him what obstacies exist to the esta-
blishient of Catliolic separate schools in Upper
‘Canaila, from Which ‘the. Protestants of the Lower

‘Province are exempt. ¢ Are not the latter bound, |

as a prelunmary condrtlon to the, erechon of a
sehool, by the ohhgatron of having 20 children of
school age resident, within the district %—and is

not this restriction an. eqmvalent to -those clauses {

-of ‘the Upper* Canada: Schiool Law, which réquire
the co-operation of « ten heads of farmhes—hemg
Treeholders or: householders ? P’ As our respected
‘friend seems not to understand the nature of the
.grievance complamed of by the Catholic minority
“of Upper Canada, we will, at the risk of being
_-tedJous, endeavor to enlwhten him.

' One. great injustice under which our co-reli-
rgrontsts of the'. Upper ‘Province labor is—that
_they’ are oftes, in consequence of the restrictions

of thedaw of 1853, unable to establish a . sepa- |-

rate school at all; and consequently—as it is
only by estahhshmg such schools ‘that they can
"¢laim exemption. from the school taxes imposed
by their wealthier Protestant nelghbors—that they
_f_sull are. obhced to pay for a school system pronoun-
-ced hy the hrghest authorrty, to be dangerous to
'falth and morals, and of ..whicli, as. conscientious
Cathohcs, they cannot avail themselves. Now,
in’ Lower Canada, no such restrictions’ exrst the
Protestant minority: can always estahhsh one se-
.paraie school dlstrrct it least] in every Munici-
pahty, and can thus. always procure. exemption
- rofn all school taxes levied by the Catholic ma-
§ Jomty S
-For instance—if in- two acg]acent school sec-
tions in the Upper Province, there be ewhteen
Catholic heads of families, freeholders, &c—nmc
“in one section and zine in the other—it is im-
possrble for them to-establish a separate school in
_either section. In both therefore they are liable
‘to all school taxes: 1mposed by the Protestant ma-
~jurity ; because'in neither is there the prescribed
number of “ten heads of families ;” and because
* the Catholic minority cannot alter the limits of
“the’ pre-existing school sections, so as to embrace
‘the eighteen heads- of families in one single sec-
',tlon. '
Now, in Lower Canada, the Protestant mi-
" gority. can always—if there be ouly 15 children
~of school-age within, not the school dlstrlcl but
the entxre Mumcxpahty—estahhsh one or more
-separate schools, and by Leepmrr them open for
‘ight months during the year, can claim complete
eremptlon from all schOOl tates levied by their
Catholic neighbors. ' By section 26 of the Act
of 1846, % gy Y. number whatever of the inhabi-
Aants’ of a Mumclpahty,” by merely swml‘ymg
“their dissent to Lhe, qchool Commissioners of their
Municipaltty, can name three Trustees for the
. ;_management ‘of  their - separate schools 3. these
.l.‘rnstees can, clrcumscrrhe thelr own. drssentrent
~echiool dnsl'ncts without™ri :

~regard to'the: hmlts "re

" | the school taxes : unposed by the Catholic ma-

'l

tire., Mumclpahty, ,-aviulmor ‘themselves.of :._the

¢ | ast: quoted provision, the Tristees of Dissentieiit | 6

Schools in. Lower. Canada, are not bound, by’ the
obhgatlon of. harmo- 20-children ‘of a-certain‘age
within their. a;ze dxstnct Of course, in that one
district, they may have as many schools as - they
please ; all, if -1ttended by the ‘preseri ibed num-
ber of children; and Lept open for eight ‘months
i the year, entxtled to share in the General
School - Funds. And thus the. Protestant mi-
‘nority are alwuys able to’ e‘cempt themselves from

jority.

Iere then, without going furthm -we have two
facts. In Lower Camd'l, the Protestant mi-
nouty can, if they please, always escape from
the clutches of their Catholic neighbors; in the
Upper Province, ‘the Catholic .minority can not:

—and mark the consequences. Having; by its
invidious restrictions, made’ the establishment ofa
separate school mzposszblc to the latter, the law
assumes that, because they have not done that
which it has itself made it impossible for them to
do—they have-given their assent to the proceed-
ings of the maJorrty, ‘atid have therefore become
hahle to the rates imposed by Protestants for the
building of Protestant ‘school. houses. = Now, if
Catholics m Upper Canada could always, under
all circumstances, signify their dissent from the
proceedings of the majority, and if they neglected
to avail themselves of that power, there WOllld be
some force in the argument urged by the Journal
de Quebec agrinst the provision of Mr. Bowes’
Bill, exempting Cathalics supporting their own
schools from the obligation of paying for- the
building of the schools of their Protestant neigh-
bors.. But this is not the case. The law pre-
scribes one method, and one method only, by
which the Catholic minority can signify their dis-
sent to’the proceedings of the Protestant - ma-
jority ; and then, by its iniquitous restrictions, to
which there is no counterpart in the Lower Ca-
nada lays, it renders the adoption of this method
of signifying dissent, often, and in many cases—
(always where there are less than “ ten heads of
families” resident in ‘one school district)—an ab- |
solute impossibility. The law has. therefore uno
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W eono-ratulate the .Tam nal de Qucbec upon
the new. hght that bas dawned ;upon him’ during
the - course -of -his contxo\ersy with the "Trus
WirNEss' on’ the School Questxon. In spite of
Lhe ‘declaration‘of his I Ministerial masters, :made
from: then- place’ in Parliament—to tlie " effect,
that it was -not expedient to assimilate the laws
regulating the establishmient’ and- ahmentatmn of
Catholic separate schools in Uppe1 Canada, to
those that obtain for the Protestant separate
schools of the Lower Pronm.e——-he now admits:
"1, That the, Upper Canada Law . exacts- from
the Trustees of . separate schools" that they’ shall
‘have . Separate. school estahhshed withii. .two
‘months of their election—in - default- of which

no restriction analogous. to tlns in the Lower Ca-
nada School Lavws.
‘He admits :— ‘
2. That be can 'see no ohJectlon to a.llowmt=r
the certificate of the Trustees of separate schools
in Upper Canada to suffice  for exemptmo' the
Catholic supporters of those schools from all ad-
ditional taxation for the support of the common
schools of their districts.
He admits:— -

. "That if the Couits of Law in Upper Ca-

section can not devote their school taxes to the
sustentation of the separate school of another
district—to whrch they send their children—the
law should be so modified as to declare that—
any Catholic Lontnhutmg to the support of,and
sendmcr his children to, the separate school: of an
ad_]acent district, shall be exempt from all local
taxation for:the support of the - separate school
And he dlso recognises the justice of exone-

Upper Province from the obligation of testxfymg
to their annual reports upon oath-—seemg that by
the"Amended-Act of 1836, Trustees of separate
schools i m Lower. Canada; have been hhewrse re-
leased from this: obligation. :

right to assume that because a Catholic minority
in a school district has not established ‘a separate
school, it has therefoxe assented to- the school-
building rate xmposed by the Protestant maJonty
For, if there be only nine Cathohc ‘heads. of fa-
milies within that district, ‘the law itself has'made
it ahsolutely 1mposs|ble for the Catholic ‘minority,
no matter how disposed;: o estahhsh such separate
school, and théreby to signify its’ dissent, to. the
proceedlncs of the majority. The object of Mr.,
Bowes® Bill, to which the’ Brshops of Toronto
and Hamilton apply the epithet “ our Bull,”

iniquity”—and by opposing it, the present Minis-.
try bave justly forfeited the respect and confi-
dence of every honest unbought Catholic.

No man can contract an obligation for another,
unless. the latter assents- thereunto. Tkhe Catholic
minority have never assented to, but have always.
protested against, being taxed: for" Protestant
school purposes ;. there is not therefore even the
slightest foundation . for the paltry quibble with

of his masters, in refusing to 'relieve Catholics
from the burdens imposed upon them by an unjust
and infamous law—by means of which, as we have
shown, they are compelled to build, not only the
school houses, ‘but the conventicles, -or meeting-
houses, of their wealthy Protestant neighbors.—
'If we cannot obtain redress from one Ministry,
itis our duty. then to seek it from another ; and
to rest not, day or night, until we have throwu off-
the last badge of the degradmg servitude which
our enemies have imposed, and now seek to per-
petuate, upon us. Nao law, no legislature, can
impose any obligation upon Catholics to contri-
bute toa 2 \Ton-Cathohc system of education, or
religion ; and to Acts of Parhament which ‘enact
such obligations we owe, and need pay no respect.
‘We hope that our ¢ Jinpartial® friend will be
satisfied with this explicit declaration of our sen-
timents upon ¥ State-Schoolism.” :
One other consideration would we most Té-
spectfully submit to our:friend. If the- School
Laws of Upper Canada were as favorable o, the:
establishment of . separate schools, as are ithe’
School Laws of the Lower Province—would. Mr
George Brown, and the enemies of ¢ Freedom
of Education,” oppose a measure tendmo- to. as-
similate the laws of the first-named secnon of
the Province to those of the other?, In the
strenuous opposition affered by the Protestants of |
Upper Canada to Mr. Felton’s amendment, is.
there not,. to ' the- reﬂectmg nnnd abundance.-of
proof that, in the matter of sepdrate schools; the
Catholic. mmorrty of Upper, are not hetter treat-
ed than  OF.&ven so well'h-eated as, are the"Protest—
s |

mohon vas negatwed ‘becanse, rt fis the g

nhed by the qchool Commxssnoners a.nd ,may

intended-as a' remedy for this “so crymg an|

whxch the Journal attempts to'defend the iniquity |

reat.ob- |
7 | Ject of our enemies-to-  put: down” Catholic: se-|

; Heré ' then 2 great ‘step, in advance bas been
garned and it is to be hoped thiat, in process of

time, our r,,otemporary will see’the propriety .of
.granting to the Catholics of : Upper Canada that

full measure of justice which they demand, and

whrch we laid hefore our. readers in our last weel’s
issue... We are'éven not" without hopes that he

‘will ere long be forced to admit that itis ¢ @ cry-

mg tnaquity” to compel Catholics'to ‘build. Pro-
testant 'school and meetmg—houses.

Buit: the question naturally presents xtself—How
isit, it the Journal de- Quebec can see all the
above mentioned -‘defects in the Upper Canada
‘School law, in the month of . October, cand |,
advocate their removal—that he was either blind |
to their existence, or seeing them, determined to
maintain them, inthe months of May and June
last?’ The only solution of this mystery that we
bave yet seen, is that given by the Torpnto C'asz-

lic Citizen of the 12th of June —

i The fate of a wwinistry hung on' g aote, and our
‘nghts were aoffered up as an ecceptable holocaust,”: ...

- Next, the question arises— Will ' M, Cauehon
and his colleagues, immediately upon the meetmg
of - Parliament, introduce 2 Bill to.do away with
those restrictions which the exlstmg Scliool Laws'
of Upper Canada’ impose’ upon the Catholics of
that section of the Province, and whrch Mlms-

soon, never isexpedient, to do nght .or to repair
a wrong. Justice is alwavs expedrent and woe
to him who delaysiit. = |
‘We shall be told, no doubt, that hy takmg ac-
tive steps to redress the admitted wrongs inflicted
upon -the Catholics of Upper Cannda, Ministers
will endanger their official existence, and run the
risk of losing their situations and their quarterly
salaries. Awful however as this catastrophe may
appear in the eyes of  government hacks,”® we

fre

confess that we are perfectly and stoically indif-}

| ferent to it—and .that we ‘have hopes, strong
hopes, even if that great luminary, M. Cauchon,
were to be extinguished to-morrow,and consigned
to his pristine- obscurity; that the:light of the
world would not be” altogether darkencd—that
the earth would still «continue to revolve upon its -
‘axis, and perform’ ‘its accustomed circuit round
‘the sun—and that his. loss would not be severely
felt, even in this small portion’ of the globe, known
as Canada. Tz that petuliar system of corrup-
tion’ -and venality of  which the supporters of the
‘Ministerial & Rehgrous Incorporations Bill® of
last session; are, as it.were, the centre, a change.
of: Mmlstry might, nio doubt, be felt as ‘a.very |
serious calam:ty——as a sort of: relapse into. chaos.

and. ongmal nothmgness 5 but we flatter: ourselvesr o
that the' Catholic: Church, whrch ‘hassg. long with-| "
stoodaswmany tempésts, would strll surnve the }i-

“parate >schools ;and-becausé 1 thiey well lmoﬁ”that ]

-.‘.ll ‘&l}uc‘hr,“
I fdaddhodihad*heen ony’ thenopposrtlon srde ofiithe:

he shonld have seen the ﬁrs

| talents—qualities whose existence we admlt wlnlst
"1 we deplore their: nnsappllcatxon

is upon ‘this all 1mportant tOplc « sclent as- the

‘their election is hull and void ; and -that there is :ﬂmoe

nada have decided that Catholics of one school |

rating the Trustees ol‘ separate schools in the Qhﬂe{l as are. the" Non-Cathohc fellow citizens.

‘t:on i and foj- ‘many a loncr day—now that it"is

the'. eror: of whlch ‘too - many of us then “were’

which . is: set " forth“in. the puhhc letter of their |
'Lordshxps the B:shops ol' Toronto and Hamdton

serves Bill—one to propose, the other’ to second-

‘would bave had at least the effect of awakening

' | Bill to the incredible folly they were perpetratmg

terial -organs themselves admlt?' It is never too:

'« School Question® and the “ Religious Incorpo-

. any school fund:except the - Government Grant.. No.|
such frand is perpetmted on the Protestnnts of)

tsy theiGhireh; svould thesa’ gamer.
e no-doub st} c*e‘ith'dtl’ IV
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' "‘durmv ther 'st_’seshlon"’"and_‘thaf*lf *”I‘Bdl
Mthdlllr, D d

v et e o
amed gentlén}_
posing - it with all his eloquence;and: wrth all hig

“Under-the - ac-
tual state of clrcumstances howe\er, M, Can-
chon, and his’ collean'ue " voted for that infamous
‘measure ; not because in, their hearts:  they “ap-
proved of it—not because they had -any. .doubts |-
as to-its real meaning, or a5 to the slur that'it cast
upon our Catholic Bishops, Priests, and Religious
—not because they were not awvare that it was
conceived .in a spirit. of deadly hostility to the
Chureh, which, they surround with their’ respect
and veneration-_-but_simply becauge they had |
tasted. the sweets of ‘office ; and that. they knew |’
that; to oppose it, would be o run, the. risk..of
bemg “driven- out of their official Eden. That
this_s.50, is clear from the fact, that they dare
not, attempt, even to defend their political action
apon the  Religious Incorporations® Bill,” through
the cqlumns of “the press at their command In
the words of the Catholic Cztz"en, the Journal

|

CLERGY Rnsnnvns ——The funds accrnmg l'rom
these’ lands are now being placed at the dispasal
of the different I ‘\Iumclpahtres throughout the
country. ‘The sutn is, .in. inany instances, very
considerable : in Perth, for instance, as we read
in the' British Standard, “ being equal to- £1
8s'112d for each rate-payer in Perth. _

What is to be done with this large sum of mo-
ney thus placed at the disposal of the Municipali-
ties? Aswe anticipated, and repeatedly pointed
out’ in 1854, when the Clergy ‘Reserves Seculari-
sation Bill was under discussion, the ¢ ery now is—
apply these funds to' common or anti-Cathalic
school . purposes. By the law, .as itat present
stands, these funds are applicable to common, but
are not applicable to any separate school _purposes.
Catholics therefore find - themselves entirely ex-
cluded from fal_l_participation in a fund accruing
from the sale of:public lands; and to the énjoy-
ment of which therefore they are as justly en-

These are the’ first fruits of the absurd suicidal
policy pursued by too many Catholics some three
years ago, -upon the “Clergy Reserves Ques--

too late 19.: retraee our ‘steps; and that the evil
done. ‘¢diidot be' undonewill the friends of
“ Freedom of Education” have to mourn .over

gudty——and for exposing which’ the’ TRUE Wir-
NESs was then, as now, e\posed to the insults and
reproaches of the « covernment hacl-.s" of - the
day.

“Had. there been t\vo, only two honest Gatho--
hcs in the’ House which passed the’ Clergy Re-

lum—the amendment ‘upon’ which -the - TrRuE.
'WITNESS S0, urgently, and s6 often—to the great
disgust of ¢ ministerial Catholics™and . “ govern-.
backs” — insisted - during the ‘summer~ session
‘of 1854-—and the object.of which was t¢ secure
'to! Catholics supporting -separate schools a share
in, proportron to their numbeérs, of . the monies ac-
cruing from the secularised” © Reserves” find—
(vide True" Wrru}:ss, Aug. 11th, 1854)—
would have been brought before the legislature ;
and though it might not have - been -carried, it

Catholic supporters of Mr. Hinck’s Secularzsatron

'in giving their- countenance:: to the promoters of
‘such an unjust and, to Catholic schools; such a
fatal measure.’ ;The Mlnrstry of .the day how--
‘ever knew but 'too -well those with-whom they ||
bad to deal; and by the employment of the
same corrupt influences as those which our present
statesmen knew so well how to; use to cover
their ¢ Tnmcm:ny”—(so the Catkoltc C’ztzzen
once termed jt)—their ¢ Treachery”. upon' the

rations Bill® they contrived to sow disunion
-amongst the Catholic party, and to secure the
support of the venal and the place hunters to
their infamons measure ; a measure desrgned by
its concactors to secure the extinction of sepa-
rate schools, arid which there is too much reason
to fear, will ere long accomplish its end..

Upon this subjeet, and to sbow how completly
‘all our predrchons respectmg the fatal -conse-
quences - of - Mr, Hinck’s ¢ Secularisation Bill”
"have been verified in every partrculm,we copy the.
‘subjoined from the Toronto Mirror of the 24th’
inst. We cannot but regret that he did not, in
1854, protest more energetically against the Bill |
which put in the hands of the Protestant majority of
Upper Canada such a: formrdable weapon against
the separate school system, a5’ that of wh:ch ‘he
now in 1856 so feelingly. complams. Alas !'—it is
now too fate to complain. The iniquity has
been consummatﬁd and the 1n_|ust1ce 15 nOW 1rre-

jparable.. (.
 4th, Dofrandmg Cathol:cs of : l.hen Just shnre of

Lower Ganada

f‘Jonn'F‘an.annr.,[“ e g
Bishop, oj; Hamilton.,

loss—-‘uay—and ﬂounsh none‘the worse. Indeed :

.Pornt,’ ns-susuuned,by, ‘those:, Gla.uses in.

;le\'eued,'o.t $hafollowing sestion 0f the XTY,

irate scliagl avill-be entitled tocreceive qut
 |.gislative grant: only, and;shall pay: o
.thereof, to'such trustees;” .

arising:from their sale,
.purposes of Education. .

‘of' Canada have only themselves to blame,

“the country it is a maxim that if the clergymarg

-of Protestant Envl and;

thevBﬂI;Oﬁrif»ﬁau'biuhnre gy e q,uo:tedxombahnlf of the

iFlrﬁﬁ-;P!lmHuﬁnd oyhich: :depnveq Oatholics;;pf 1oy

Leharesin any LoealiSchool: Fund::-<But jtsis.. ~Specially

A
a1 ' The:Ohief Supcnntendent.shnll therenpon lddls;

| mite, the; .prapqrtzon which thetrustees of =3uch sepg.

of, such: .
the amount

ol

By this; Prmuso the Catholrcrsc];oo 5 n'. depm ol

,of Aapy sharg in any: Funds, the' Clergy - Reservcs, for

instance;;.placed by,Goyernment:at.ile -disposal of

‘the;County Municipplity, or:at.the:disposal
:City. or. Township: Mﬂmclhahtxes posal -of g

-In this we are yps
treated fairly, a8 Catholics. bave; ns much right g
Pmtegtants 10 the..public lands;or! to, 3 ‘any. monies

;md to be nppl opr mtcd to.the

For the above notlced mjustrce the Cathohcs
It
a portion of the” price “which they “must pay fol:
the Juxury of, supportmv M. Hmchs “ Cleruy
Reserves Bdl » :

Srons OF. er}: —AlthoutTh it has heen now
l'nr about ‘three’ centurles dcad and of a. most un-

'savory odor- in-the nostrds of the Christian wol

“jam fwtet”—there are.some sanguine persons
who still pretend to. find 5 swns of hfc” in that
most unswhtly carcass-——the “ Anglican Esta.
hhshment 7" So. bodles, in a'state of rapul de-

'composltlon, have_been known to be violently
| contorted, and even displaced in their coffins, by
: the escape ‘of ‘the gases generated by the process

of corruption. And thus with the State chureh ;

though unmistakeably dead, strange sounds are
occasronally emitted from the decayingjmass,which
to the ignorant seem . signs of life*—signs how-

-'er er of death only, and th'v.t, of the corpse from

whence they issue, it may be said as of Lazarys
—*jam fatet.> Unlike him, however, its re-
surrection is past praying for.

Of these *signs of hl'e,” one of the latest put

on record by the Anglicai press, is the genera-

tion of 2 Protestant Blshop of ‘Westminster ; and

an event which, to the reflecting, 15 a sure sxgn of
the death and rottenness of the State-Church—

for, unless dead and rotten, the State would have
no dominion over it—is heralded in pompous tones
by some of the English'papers. ‘Wiser however
in his" O'eneratron, the London T%mes makes
light of it; and openly. praclaims_his conviction
that a new Protestant Bishop is only a new Pro-
testant humbug. Hear how tlie scorner speaks:

“'There is hardly an event that would be received
with more joy by & large class of Churchmen than
the foundation of a new bishopric. Thé conversion
of all China, a reformation at Rome, or the news that
all the ginshops in London kad been closed, and the
frequentcrs had taken to psalm-smgrng——m o word,
‘any eyent whatever that. might. be considered the
final pufpose of a brshoprrc, would not be so grntrfy-
ing as.the fact of a new bishopric itself. So we'are
10 have'a-Bishop of Westminster. A few years ago
thc “Unir €rsity of Oxford tixed ‘itself to found half
4 dozen new professorships, and. the only real resuli
is & comfortable addmon t0 the incomes of some
hrghly respectable men, ‘We have just a misgiving,
ibat in'a very few, years we shall find everythmg go-
ing on as usual, .and nobody able to point ont. any
‘certain and tengrhle result of 'a new Brshopnc in
Westminster, At present London i3 not a very epis-
‘copal, or-ecclesiastical; ory indeea, religious metropo-

.| 1is... - There-isinot & crty in the word with fewer: out-

avard:and :visible marks' of religion. 1t does strike

-one: continually that to -the :million the Bishop is
-about as inconsiderable a4 .fact ad one:of  the .stars of

~which a good -telescopg will ‘show you: 20,000 in e
squaré inch.- - Yet he professes.to -be the sun -of the
Church system. Let us have more suns,—they are
wanted inii thls atmosphere,-—-but no more telescopm
starg, . . -

Yy ma.kes all the drﬁ'erence whether the new
Brsh0p is to be & name-or a‘thing ; :or, to. speak more
generally, the question now is, what is the episcopal
office to:be for the fature ? The word “bishop” means
superintendent or overseer, and all that is said about
a bishop in Scripture agrees with this definition. But
what is the degree of oversight which a bishop bas,
or can have, over his flocks,—that is, over his clergy
and their flocks in this metropolis? There are dis-
tricts, whole :streets, lancs, and courts, contrining

'wrthm o stone's thtow - the ‘population of whole vil-

lages, which, on inquiry, we have found never to have
been visited by a clergyman. If that very industr-
ovs society the London Gity Mission is to be trusted,
myriadsin this metropolis are in undisturbed hen-
thenism; - They never go fo-church and no clergy-
man' ever:goes -to them.' Nowhere in the world
are there.so many young men and young.women
of the better classes, educated and respectable,
who would think it a great' favor to.have an ocea-
.sional - communication- .with & serious =2nd. sym-
pathetic .clergyman for relief from those greal
-perplexities and troubles that.invade -every  open-

ibg . mind. - The thing - is -an -utter impossibility.
There is no such opportunity - provided. The clergy
may be very busy after their .own fashion—riting
sermonsg, soliciting subscriptions, drawing up reports,
andkeeping. accounts; but- when o man ‘is sent to
the University, solemn]y ordained by a Bishop, and
invested with a pastoral charge, we presume it is to
quelify him for some of that personal communication
necessary .to moral. influence,and improvement. lﬁ
go to the parishioners the pnnshroners will Fon «¢ the
clergyman. A -clergyman, indeed, must .}/
disngreeable man if, with bis vast snperro-«” A &00
and education, ‘he cnnnot win the respect Jod-
will: of simple country folle. The. case cnnuotbe
very different in the metropolis, the population of
which i3 largely -made up- of -rural immigrantsor
their children. : Yet it is: painfully evident that therd
is no such pagtoral -intercourse; between the clergy
and thd working people..:They shun - one another,
and don’t seem.to care for one another,” Now, if this
state of. things.is to continue—if it is to be permitted
‘to continue—contrary to the first principles of the
clerical office, then we have reason on our gide when
wo say that o new Bishop of Westminster will e
not only & costly, but uscless prece of eoclesmst\cal
decoration. —-Timcs

'Only that qur: eharrtablc suggéstions liave been
so often slighted by the ¢’ Samts,” we should re-

commend t.henl—seemg that. they' are doing no-

thing ‘in Lower' Canada—to try -their fortunes
with the « myriads of heathen” in. the metropolis
who: nev er. see a clergy-
man, and whom a clerovyman never sees. Here
is a fair field open toithe F lench Canadran Mis-
sionary Society, which, if in‘earnestin its pro-
l'esswns, rt mll surely occupy thhont delay

Amongst the .passengers by, the steamer Norﬂ&

. Jlmencan was tlie Rev, M. Pare of:the Eveche-

‘The reverend gentleman bas, wé"are" appy 1o

'\'say, returned in’ goodl - health after‘:lns trip to
Europe. . - N




