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time, trouble should fall wpon you, or you
should require .some favor granted, which my:
brother and sister of England may nos have it
in their power to confer, then forges not that in
that hour of need or distress you have periiis-
sion to seck the aid of Louis of France.

With reverent gratitude, for she thought she
might in some way aid her royal mistress
through the monarch, Florence raised to her
lips the hand of le Grand Monarquc, and with
deep cmotion, tultering out her thaoks, fell into
the little train which had accompanied the
royal exiles from St. Germains, and who, baving
made their adicus to King- Louis, prepared to,
return thither.

( To be Continued.)

A LECTURE OY CHRISTIAN FREE SCHOOLS.
BY THME RIGHT REV. RISUOP OF ROCUESTER.

Bishop MfQuaid spoke as follows:— My best
thopks are due to the gentlemen whose invitation
has given me this oppertunity of addressing my
fellow-citizens on the all important question of
4 Christinn Free Schools.”

Some estimate may be formed of the importance
of the subject from the fact that there arein the
State of New York onc million five hundred thou-
sand children of school age; as also from the_ vast
pecuniary interests at stuke, as the Statc alone in its
Public and Normal Schools, Academics, and for edu-
cational purposcs, expends more than ten millions
of dollars aunuaily ; whilst the Universitics, Colleges,
Christian Frec Schools nnd private schools of every
description disburse a sum of moncy runaing into
millions. . )

Pecuniary considerations, however, dwindle into
insigniflicauce when comparison is made with those
higher interests that concern the future welfare,
prosperity and permancnce of our Republican institu-
tions, A people who are to govern themselves need
virtne and morality much more than intellectual
knowledge to appreciate and preserve the forms of
self-government, Hence it is so troly said thata
Republic needs moralaad virtuous citizens.

fufluenced by motives of political sclf-preserva-
tion the various States of the Unjon huave sought
from time to time to devise and establish systems of
common schools for all their children. With the
consent of & majority of the people, common schools
for secular education, as it is called, have been or-
ganized in all the States.

do not hesitate, therefore, to recommend the estab-
| lislanent of schools id which thay may be instructed

by teachers spenking the snwme lapguage with them-
sclves and professing the same faith.”

Gov. Seward speedily gave way bofore the clamor
and misrepresentations that assiled him. His
motives were kind and just; his views were correct;
but he was in advance of the people. .

John C. Spencer, Secretary of State, described by
S. 8. Randall, in his history of the * Common Schocl
System” a5 a remarkable man, possessed of tran.
scendentintelleeinal endowmentsand unimpeachable
moral worth,” * * * possesstd of a mind “ gigantic
in it¢ comprehension and microscopic in its aceur-
acy,” made w report to the Legislature of 1841, iu
which, whilst stating cleary and boldly the difii-
culties of n gencral system of education in a com-
munity divided up into many religious denomina-
tions, guve the only solution that is possible:

®On this principle of what may be termned absolute
non-intervention may we rely to remove all the appar-
ent diffienltivs which surreuud the subject under
consideration. Tn the theory of the Comnmon School
Inw which governs the whole State except the City
of New York, it is fully and entirely maintained ;
and in the administration of that law it is saeredly
observed. No officer among the thousands having
charge of our Common Schools thinks of opposing
by any authoritative divection respecting the nature
or extent of moral or religious instruction to be
given in our schools. 1ts whole contrel is left to
the free and unrestricted action of the people them-
selves in their severnl districts. The practical con-
sequence is that each district suits itself, by having
sucl religious ivstruction in its schoels as is con-
gonial to the opinions of its inhabitants, + =+ *
If there is not entire fullacy in all these vigws—if
the oxperience of twenty-tive years derived from the
school districts of the interior is not wholly worth-
less—then the remedy is plain, practical and simple.
It is by adopting the principle of the organization that
precails in the other parts of the State, which shail leave
such parents as desire to exercise any control over
the emount and description of religious instruction
which shall be given to theic children the oppor-
tunity of doine so. This cun be effected by dupriv-
ing the present system in New York of its character
of universality and exclusiveness, and by opening it
to the action of smaller masses, whose interests and
opinions may be consulted in their schools, so that
every denomination may freely enjoy its ¢ religious
profession’ in the cducation of its youth.”

These wise, statesmaulike, and truly American
views of John (. Spencer had to give way before
the ignorance and religious bigotry then dominunt
in the State. Whenever a time comes for the set-

New York State has as general, broad and iiberai
s¥atem of Public Schools as any other in the Union,
Whilst the system of scheols now existing has many
opponents, some of whom deny the right of the
State to edweate children wity more than to feed and
clathe them, the vast majority concede the right to
the State to impart an intellectual edneation to all
who choose to avail themselves of the boons

There are two points almost universally accepted.
The first is the primary and natural right of parents
to procure for their children the best education they
can, (and no clucation is worth laving that leaves
-out religions culture,) and their daty to guard und
protect the learts and minds of their offspring, in
their years of tender and confiding trustfnlnesg from
every dangcr to morals, virtue and good principles.

The second conceded point is the want of rightin

tiement of the school question upon an equitable
hasis, we shall have to go back to gomething like
what John C. Spencer proposed in 1841. Instead of
Ieaving the control of schools to parents, the State
has stepped in as absolute master, monopolized edu-
cation by levying ten millions of dollars to be used
in its ewn way, in its own schools, driven away al-
most all competition and trampled down unfeelingly
the humble endeavors of poor parents, who, in this
land of freedom and equal rights, presume to cdu-
cate their loved ones with that * amount and descrip-
tion of religious insruction” which conscience tells
them is good, expedient, necessary.

And now that the common school system has
triumplied over every competitor and ten millions

of dollars are annually expended for educational
purposes, what ir the education which the State

the State to intcifere in the rvcligious teaching of | offers itg children?

parents or chiliren, confining itself strictly and
solely to the secular knowledge, and excluding ab-
solutely all religious instruction.

We shall see Lefore the close of this address that

Instruction to answer that question.
ity will not be disputed.

I shall ask two State Superintendents of public
Their author-

Henry S. Randall, in his report to the Legislature

when the State professes to impart an education | in 1854, wrote :—

purely secular and free from all religious teaching

© “In view of the albove fuacts, the position was

she lays claim to do an impossible thing; thatif| early, distinctly, and almost universally taken by
she could give such an education it would be o great | our Statesmen, Lewisintors and prominent friends of
misfortune ta the children, to the family and to the | education—men of the warmest religious zeal, and
State; that the attempi to give it is doing great | belonging to every sect—that religious education
hérm, and inflicts great injustice upon those parents | must be banished from the common schools, and
who are hindered by the interference of the Statel consigned to the family and the church. If felt
from providing for their children the description of | that it was the least oue of which the circumstances

religious training which best enables them to satisfy | admitted.
schools has been limited to that erdinarily included

the dictates of conscience.

Accordingly, the instruction in our

The present system of Public Schools In this State | under the head of intellectual culture, and to_the

professes to oxclude wll religious exercises, Wanre

propagation of those principles of morality in which

often told that this is the American system, and that | all sects, and good men belonging to no scct, can

it is very impertinent for foreigners to wish to bring

equally agree.

The tender conscicnces of all have

raligion into schools aguinat the Ametican iden. So | buen respected. We have seen that even prayer—

far as any system of Public Schools can be said te
have an American iden, the idea will ba found to be
¢ Education bnsed on religious instruction.”

The first schoels cstablished in New York city
and in many places of the State were religiuus de-
neminational schiools, These schools were support-
ed by the churches with which they were connected
and Ly theiv patrons,
part of the daily duties of the cluss rvom,  Theenrly
founders of this liepublic werc not able to under-
stand how they could bring up their children in the
knowledge, love and service of Ged by banishing
the Bible, prayer and religious cxercises of every
kind from the school. Hence roligion was rever-
enced and its duties attended to in all institutions
of learning in the country. The American sysiem
.of education in its incipiency, and for a long while,
was one foundud on Bible teaching and religious
excrcigzes. The preseut system is un-American,
.anti-American,

In the year 1805 some benevolent gentlemen of
New York city, secing that many children did not
attend uny of the Parochial schools, came together
to establish a @ I'ree school for the education of such
poor children as do not belong to or are not provid-
ed for by any religious socicty.” The first schools
.of this new orgunization were putin operation by
the generous contributions of benevolent individuals,
bat their benevolence scon took the form of taxa-
tion, and from helping in the cause of education
they soon ubsorbed, through State support and
generous taxes, all schools of their standard, efec-
tually crushing and driving out of existcnce the
Parochial schools which they had been formed to
agsist. As in the carlier days, n great deal of reli-
gious teaching was given in the schools of the
Public School Society, the various denominations of
the city did not object strenuously to this gradual
.absorption of Parochial schools into the monopely
of the Pablic School system. Indeed the first free
schools provided for the religious instruction of the
children through the instrumentality of the dif-
ferent sectarian denominetions of the city.

Prayer, Bible reading and the singing of religious
hymns formed part of the exercises of the public
schools of New York until 1840, at which time be-
gan the frmous discussion “ on the rights of Catho-
Tics in relation to the public “schoos” Besides, in
those days, the attacks upon Catholics by teachers
.and pupils were frequent and annoying ; the reading
books contnined much that was offensive to Catho-
lics, who, few in number and poor in this world's
_goods, were looked upon almost with contempt and
were barcly tolerated. They had enly a small num-
ber of schools of their own,and perhaps not over five
thousand children in Catholic Bchools in the entire
‘State. I may hero remark that the German cmigra-
tion had scarcely begun at that date.

Before the controversy had got fairly under way,
and before the violent and fanatic bigotry of the
masses had been excited, Gov, Seward in his annual
message to the Legislature, in 1840, inserted these
remarkable words :

¢ The children of foreigners, found in great num-
dbers in our populous cities and towas, and in the
-wicinity of our public works, are tou often deprived

of the advantages of our system of public education,
‘in"consequence of prejudices ariaing from difference
of language or religion. Tt ought never to be for-

that morning and cvening duty which man owes to
his Creator—which c¢ven the pagan and savage do
not withhold from the gods of their blinded devo-
tion—which, conducted in any proper spirit. is no
wwre sectarian than that homage which constantly
goes up from all nature * * * ¢ has been de-
cided by two of our most eminent superintendents

Keligious exereises formed a |as inadmissible as & school exercise within school

hows, and that no pupil’s eunseience or inclination
shall be violated by being compelled to listen to it.
* + <+ » T believe that the holy scriptures,
and especially the portion of them known as
the New Testament, ave proper to be read in schools
by pupils who have attained sufficient literary and
mental culture to understand their import. I be-
licve they may, as a matter of right, be read as a
class-book by those whose parents derire it. But I
am clearly of the opinion that the reading of no
version of them can be forced on those whose con-
science or religion objucts to such version.”

This very year a gentleman residing in one of the
neighboring villages of this county, whose child
had been made to stand outside tne school room,
during the reading of the Bible, because it objected
to that reading, appealed for justice to Mr. Weaver,
the present Snperintendent of Public Instruction,
and received ihe following answer:

¢ Abany, Feb. 11, 1871,

#8ip:—The laws of this State do not require
pupils in the Common Schools to participate in re-
ligious exercises of any kind, and neither teacher
ner trustee has power to compel any pupil to unite
in such exercises. According to the construction of
the law estublished by thé Department many years
ago, the teachiers may ¢ngage in such excreises be-
fore or after school hours, with such pupils as
choose to attend.  See Code of Imstruction, 349, 355.
“ Your obedient servant,
“ Aprast B, Weaver,
¥ Superintendent.”

The New York 77ribune of Nov. 25, 1869, in reply-
ing to an attack of the Episcopalian, would give up
the Bible in New York City, where the law scems
to permit its reading, as the only means of defend-
ing the Cominon School system sagainst the assaults
of Catholics.

As T prefer to tet others speak, it will be pleasant
to hear what a secular newspaper has to say of a
system of education that dispenscs with prayer, the
reading of the Bible except as a class book for its
literary merits, and religious exergises of any kind.

The New York World, Septem®er, 1871, comment-
ing on a remarkable address of Gov. Brown, of Mis-
souri, Beys:

“The truth is that the mistake of means in our
system of educntion arises from a perversion of cnds.
On account of the recency of its establishment our
school mystem answers much more nearly than those
of older ceuntrics to what are considered by the ma-
jority of modern men the chief c¢nd of man in our
time. 'That cud is to get on in life; to make
money, and to gain what money brings. To that
purpose the present system is entirely adequate. *
+ * Human happiness is no longer defined in the
words of the Catechism, ‘to glorify God and to en-
joy him forover) nor even ‘to live through the
whole range of facultics, but to get a fortune. *
= = And our present system of education is thor-
oughly fit to attain it, Te twrn the hearts of the

-gotton thet the public welfare ia ng deeply concerned

Job ;. but until it is done a right system of.education
cannot be established.”

There is & picture of the education furnighed by
the State of New York to its children. It is‘caleu-
lated to show them lhow te get and spend money
and its highest morality is some worldly wisdom
culled from old Pagan authors, or a literary class-
book called the Bible.

have the Christinn people of the State fallen. We
Catholics Dbelicve that they forsook their earlier
system of education to keep us from its advantages
and to hurt our church, They have hurt themselves
as Christiuns and honest men; they bave cmascu-
lated education of all that gives it vitalizing power;
they have helped to place the canker-worm of infi-
delity in the body politic, through the children; we
bave suffered in a pecuniary way, and because, like
good citizens, we sufler when the country sufters.

Let us now examiné the subject under another
aspect. The present system of godless education
bas been fastened on the State by the religious peo-
ple of different denominatious. Surely we shall
find the principle of ©education without religious
instruction” a cardinal one in all the Proistant
churches.

Alus! theory aud practice are not always in ac-
cord. I shall, therefore, be obliged to exhibit to
you the sad spectacle of preaching going onc way,
and practice suiting itself to circumstances.

The preaching of the leading men in the churches
of the country is exceilent,and its application to the
higher classes is the same; they prench differently
to the poor. Here are my anthorities :

Thirty presidents of Americnn colleges af Oberlin,
Olio, assembled to attend the sccond annual meet-
ing of the Central College Association, an orguniza-
tion designed to promote collugiate und higher vdu-
cation, and destined to operate in the Western
States, und I think down as far as Tennessee. Lx-
Prosident Finney—to Americans this gentleman is
well known—addressed the meeting and laid down
the principle that “religion must be taught. 'The
highest judicial authority had decided the Christian
religion te be the religion of the land” At the
closc of the session they passed thice resolutions,
two of which I witl give you:

“Resolved, That we note with pleasure the cvi-
dences of increasing interest in the literary, scienti-
fic, and especially the religious education of the
youth of our land ; believing, as we do, that educa-
tion not Lascd upon Christian truth iy of question-
able value.

% Resolved, That we'commend these interests to
the sympathies, prayers and liberality of Christian
people and congregations, that our schools may be
increasingly useful as fountains not only of sound
instruction but also of earnest, elevated picty.”

I wish yon to notice that the testimonies I am
bringing forward are principally from wen high in
their churches, in charge of colleges and busy in
cducating the children of the wealthy, DBut, if tle
children of the wealthy whose parents have cduca-
tion, have time, have means at home to attend to
their religious instruction, need all the religious
training that is here spoken of by these gentlemcn
and by others, how much more do the children of
the poor, the children of the masses, the children of
the American preople, need it? They who are ga-
thered into our colleges and universities are but a
handful compared with the ‘millions covering the
land that are to be found in our schools and places
of vlementary learning.

(79 be continwed.)
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HOME RULE—XIL
THE UNION DEBATES.

In our last, we left Ireland in a ferment at the
threatened introduction of the projected measure,
for no formal proposal of the Union had yet been
made by the Government ; although the discussion,
which arose out of the moving of the address to the
King, and which lasted twenty-two mortal hours
without intermisston, might really Le considered the.
first Parliamcentary Debate on the subject. The
motion for the address was carried in the afternoon
of the 23rd January, 1709, as we have scen Ly u
majority of one, which could scarcely be looked upen
as a ministerial triumph, considering that Iitt had
privately instructed his agents ut the Castle not to
introduce the Union unless they were sure of a
majority of fifty. Indeed, the result of the division
was everywhere accepted as a victory by the anti-
Unionists. On the following day, when the address,
in Parlinmentary parlance, was reported, the debate
was resumed with the same earnestness of purpose,
and the same determined opposition on the part of
the friends of Ircland. The sitting was of about
cqual duration with that of the preceding one; and,
on the division which fellowed, the Government was
beaten by 111 votes against 106, the latter being
technically supposed to be Irish representatives;
but, in reality, for the most part, the mere nominees
of Government supporters, or the hungry expectants
of ministerial bounty, When the report was ordered
to be read on the 24th January, Sir Laurence Par-
sons (afterwards Lord Rosse) objected to the para-
graph which was understood to refer to an linion,
as pledging the House under a metaphorical expres-
sion to admit the principle of n legislative Union.
He reprehended the Governmeat who bad selected
such a time for the introduction of this # unfortunate
measure,” and denounced the officinl supporters who
had so long assisted the Mipister in resisting the
ciaims of the country. * Yet the independent gen-
tiemen of Ireland” le-said, “in despit: of all the
direct and indireet means which had been employed
to pervert themn on this oceasion, have proyed to the
nation that their present independent Parlinmentary
Constitution was dearer to them than their lives,
and that it was but with their lives that they would
ever swirender it.  There ig not in the werld & more
open, warm-hearted, grateful, and unsuspecting peo-
ple than the people of Ireland. 'This unfortunaty
and ill-advised attemapt, however, must destroy in
them all future confidence towards the Government,
as long as it was constituted of those men who on
that occasion had been so forward to sacrifice the
rights of their country, even though that duy should
put a ¢omplete termination to the fatal project ; for
they might rest assured it was necessary they should
put it down decisively, otherwise that country would
continue in a state of ferment and agitation, every
day morc and more prejudicial to the connexion be-
tween the two kingdoms.”

So important wus considered this speech, and so
damaging to the Government plans, that Lord Cas-
tlerengh immediately rose to disclaim any desire te
re-argue the question so extensively debated on the
preceding day, and in a specious manner he urged
that the paragraph which was objected to implied
nothing more than the rcadiness of the Housc to
enter into the consideration of such measures as
should be most likely to consolidate the strength of
the empire, and did not imply that the House was
specifically pledged to the mcasure of an Union, At
the seme time, he declared that, as he was convinced
the measure was one of great and important advan-
tage, “he weuld never lose sight of it? Ponsonby
replied in a spirited manner, taunting the minister
with “the unconstitutional arts which he had prac-
tised,” and with his inability then to pass thc mea-
sure—thanks to the public virtue and spirit which
had appeared both in and out of Parliament—“no
thanks, however, to the noble lord for not pushing it
now ; for he could not curry it.” '

Mr. Edgeworth, a name familiar in Irish litera-
ture, avowed that, © when first the measure of an
Union wns mentioned, ho was friendly to it ; but,
when he found the sense of the nation againat it, he
changed his determination.”

' An animated debate thon ensued, in which the

Down to these depths of religious degradation |

grandly but vaguely of the benefits that were sure to
follow, cspecially to the hitherto oppressed Catholics,
‘who were thus made use of to deceive and ensnare
some of the so-called leaders of that Lody, and tbose
who sympathised with them ; whilst tue auti-Union-
ists, flushed with the hope of defeating the Minister,
vehemendly reiterated all the legal and constitution-
al objections against the passing of such a measure,
When the result of the debate became known, the
joy of the nation knew no bounds. Printed lists of
the voters were circulated amongst the people, “in
order that they might know their glorious defend-
ors, that cvery honmest man might cugrave their
names and their services on his lieart, and hand
them down to his children’s children;” whilst those
who had voted for the Union were pullicly hooted,
and everywhere treated with the utmost derision and
contempt,

So sanguine of success, however, had beon the
British Minister that, without waiting to bear the
 result of the discussion in Ireland, he had actually
introduced into the two Houscs of Parliament in
England, on the 22nd Jan,, a message from the King
recommending an Union. In the Lords there was
no oppasition ; Lut Sheridan in the Commons made
n vigorous stand for the legislative independenec of
bis native land. Indeed, the high-spirited ard pa-
triotic conduct of Sheridan in all the lengthened and
disleartening debates on this question shounld make
his memory ever dear to Irishmen, although un-
happily all his Drilliant fame as “the dramatist,
orator, minstrel, who ran through each mode of the
lyre, and was master of all)’ is associated with the
glory and greatness of England.

When the address i reply to the King's Message
was meved in the English House of Commons,
Sheridan  suid  “he conceived it inenmbent on
Ministers, before they proposed the discussiou of a
plan of Union to atfer some expiunations with regurd
to the fuilure of the kst solemn adjustinent between
the countrivs, which had heen generally deenmed
final.  There was the stronger reison to expect this
mode of proceeding when the declavation of the
Irish  Parlinment in 1782 was recollected. The
British legislature having acquicsced in this declara-
tion, no other basis of connexion ought to be
adopted.  The people of Treland, who cherished the
pledasing remembrances of that period when inde-
pradence came upon them as it were by surprise,
when-the genius of freedom rested on their jgland,
wonld come to this second adjustment with atemper
which would argue not tranqguility, but disquictude ;
not prosperity, but calamity ; not the suppression of
treason, but the extension and incrense of plots to
multiply and cnsangnine its horrors” How pro-
phetically true was this of the aftitude of Ireland
towards England since 1800, aud of the constant
state of ill-suppressed disaffection in which her
pecple have been seething ever since, is written in
letters of blood. The unfortunate insurrcction of
Emmett in 1803, the abortive attempt of Smith
(rfricn in 1848, and the multiplied Fenian and
other conspiricivs of later years, exhibit Ireland
before the whole world as in « chronic state
of rebellion against the English Governtent, and
the widespread discontent und disatfection of the
prople remains to this day a stauding protest against
the eruel, illegal, and unconstitutional acts by which
her power of sclf-government was corruptly and
forcibly taken away. In  justice to Sheridon's
memory, there is another passago from his speech
on the same occasion, which should never be for-
gotten : “There were topies,” he said, “on which
silence would be unworthy of the mrejesty of truth,
and his country had claims upon him, which he
was not more proud to acknowledge than ready to
Hquidate to the full measure of lis ability” But
there is much in the wise, noble, and patriotic
speech which he uttered in that debate that deserves
to be recorded and re-echoced cven after the lapse of
seventy-two years. Mis predictions of 1799 are the
truths of 1872, “'T'o render an incorperate Union
in any respect a desirable measure,” said this illus-
trious Irishmun to the bigoted English Parliament
of that day, ¥ thie rense of the nation ought to Le
freely manifested in favour of it; but there was no
prospect of obtaining such a concurrence, and an
Union canied by surprise, by intrigue, by fraud,
corruption, or intimidation, would lcave both
countries, with regard to permanency of conuexion
in a situation worse than the present,

. If by such acts they deprived Ireland
of the power of resisting any claims made upon ler,
if thus they wrung from her Lier independence, if
thus they intimidated and corrupted her Parliament
to surrender the people to & foreign jurisdiction, he
would not justify the Irish in a future insurrcection,
but he would say, that the alleged grounds for it
would wear a very different complexion from the
late”  Again, he went on to say, ¥ To the period of
the last solémn adjustment, the great impolicy aml
heinous injustice of the British (fovernment towards
Ireland for 300 yewrs is notorions and avowed."—
Truly, the man whe Lad the pluck to utter such
sentiments in the fuce of the Fnglish Parlinment
of that day, had the spirit of a martyr and the
couritge of a hero; and his last liours deserved the
tribute of a nation’s gratitude, instead of the nig
gardly pittance, dolud ont by a princee's hand, which
was contemptuonsly rejected as it deserved, He
then asks, “Is it reasonable to suppose that a
country, the object of such insult for three centuries,
when at last she had wrung from our tardy justico
that independence which she had a right to claim,
and had obtained commetciul only sixteen years
afterwards, so fir advantages, should forget all pre-
judives, as'to surrender the menns by which she
acquired those advantages—would this be the case
if the free sense of the country were manifested ?°

Again, he asks, what the advocates of Howme Rnle
after the bitter experience of seventy years ask with
increased force and the unanswerable logic of vesults,
#Was the Parliament of England cowapetent or qun-
lified to legislate for the Purliament of Ircland?
Impossible. Every udvaniage of situation favouved
the oney the other wus untitted for governing, or giv-
ing law, by every disadvantage of situntion, and
every dissimilarity of temperand habit. Lord Chan-
cellor Clare said that the English Parliament was
less acquainted with the state of Treland than any
other body of men in the world, How then was (he
Parlinmment of England better fitted to legislate for
Trishmnen than that o#Ireland with its experience.”
Here spoke the sagacious statestinn and the true
patriot, and well would it have been for England
betier still for Ireland, and best of «ll for the empirer
if his wisce counscl had been listened to and followed.
The amendment which he then proposed, however
was of course defeated, because it has always been
the blind policy of English rulers to supposc that
whatever system they choose to adopt towards Ire-
land mmst be the best, becanse it is English, nud
must thercfore be carried at all hazards, and in spite
of every opposition from thos¢ who ave made the
victims ; forgetting or wilfully ignoring the fact that
the character of an old nation cannet Le changed by
Act of Parliament, and that the natural instincts of
rece will inevitably triumph in the end. The tendi-
lions, babits, and aspirations of an ancient high-
spirited people, of such distinctive charncteristics as
the Irish, are not so easily extinguished as some
have idly hoped and imagined to Le possible ; and
the now universally admitted foilure of English
domination, cruelly exercised for 300 years to sub-
due nnd destroy Irish nationality, is the best com-
mentary on this question, ond, nt the game timao, the
strongest condemnation of those who would still
Windly adhero to the vicious and exploded syston
of the past, ’

Of course, whon the question was put to the Eng-
lish House of Commons, Sheridan’s amendment was
rejected; and the Address voted. In the meantime,
however, the Minister received the news from Irc-

- House of Commuons.

Jaauary, ho thought it prudent to be more play,
In that patronising strain, half-chiding ha]f-folr?bh'c
ing, which is semetimes adopted towards mettle AT
children, he graciously condescended to say usrgme
the Parliament of that kingdom had the ri;;],t bt
the power of rejecting ‘ayproposition of that n ad
he did not presume to deny ; yct, convineed Rhure
was that the measure would not ‘only tenq ta‘s
general benefit of the empire of Great Britnino the
would particularly increase the prosperity ang o but
the safety of Ircland, he deeply Inmented th,_\nsure
favourable reception of the scheme in thy I‘."’"
But if the British Parigy 2
should be inclined to fuvour the scheme, he v
propose that its opinion should remain ;'ecordcgmd
a determination by which it wonld abide 18
the dispassionate judgment of the loé-i
Ircland, the future adoption or rejection o
He then drew a highly-coloured picture o
mercial and political advantages that ¢
folluw, and of the " common interest” whic], G
Britain had always felt in the safety of Irelung rea
he threw out artful hints in abundance nlmu't :;1]“1
danger of granting “ full concessions to the Cathol .
nntil this wonderful metamorphosis had tuken ;}lcs
A greater mockery of constitutionsl! forms jg nét“e'
record in history than this pretended appeal to t;m
‘“ dispassionate judgment” of the Irish Parlinme "
when it is beyond controversy that Castlereagh 2
mediately sct in' motion his wicked machine iy
cotruption, scatfeving his lavish bribes on al) lzidof
to buy up the members with unstinted hand, T},,eb
comtuissioners were appointed for bribing memb "
(under the name of compensatior for (e loss ‘n;
their seats, and patronnge). Dr. Duivenan 'L ,?d
Annesley, and Mr. Jameson, distributed h)'- 1 ,ﬁ 4
Castlercagl's appointment and authority ¢ m‘,q-:
and a-half sterling amongst Tords and Commg;;:
Members sold their seats, ritiring in favour of son{ .
small official or nomiuee of the Castle, and the .pl'if'(’
of a single vote was familinrly known, It \‘-lf
8,000/, in money or & civil or military uppoimm(.n:
to the value of 2,000/, per annum ;. whilst some Were
duxtqrous enough to get the money as well as th
appeintments, and in more than one instance those
wheo were bold enough to drive o sturdy bnrgaic
with the Minister received as much as 13 onn?
Peergges were sold and the money applicd for pnr'
chasing geats in the House of Commuons, Chief-
Justice Bushe said: The basest corruption am;
artifice were exerted to promote the Uniop - the
worst passions of the human heart were cntcreli into
the service ; and all the mest depraved fugenuity of
the biman intellect was tortured to devise new con-
trivances of fraud.”  Obscure barristirs, without any
knowledge of law, werc foisted on to the Bench of
Justice; and even the sacred lawn of the piscopac
was made o commodity of Larter ; whilst the mino{-
creatures of corruption were takenn in swarmy and
sent to feed and fatten on the land,  And, as l'q’rrnrds
the “ full concessions to the Calholics” .‘ll‘tfu]}yohe]d
out and dangled Lefore their vision by Pitt the
hypocrisy of the Minister and his satellites is
written in the painful struggles of thirty years fo
that Emancipation which was finally forced from
England at the threat of Civil War, ‘
~—Cutholic Quinion,
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- Hiprrxiers.
IRISH INTELLIGENCE,.
Tur ODovonure, M.P, ox Home RuLe—~1he
O'Donoghue has addressed another letter to the
Cork framiney on the Home Rule question. It iy
mainly a continuation of his arguments in the pre.
vious letter. The document is too long for transfer
to our columny, but the following are the principal
pussages i~ I expeet you to sny what you supposed
would be the effects of Home Rule upon Ireland as
opposed to the existing system and to illustrate
your meaning by coptrasting the Parliamentary
performances of the English members, who may be
designated Flome Rulers, with those of their English
and Scotch collengues. The answer you vouchsafe
is to refer me to a passage in un article you wrote
somc months ago, no doulit w very cloquent pas-
sage, but one which carefully avoids the slightest
reference  to facts, and leaves everything to ihe
imagination. To thoese who suy, Surcly you have a
Church Act,n Land Act, and the promise of an
Lidueation Act, and what more do yon want? Yon
reply, everything that is comprised in the two words
—Xationa) Life. Now, I ask you,do you mean to
affirm seriously and solemmnly, in the face of the
country, that Home Rtule, under the federal arrange-
ments you advocate, will have the cfleet of inves-
ting Ireland with any of the attributes which con-
stitute the national life of a nation? What are
those attributes?  Ave they not universally re.
cognised as being the power of Tevying war, of con-
tracting alliances, conclnding peace, of establishing
treaties of commerce, and doing all the ather acts
incident fo the exercise of such power, Look tothe
United States, your, federal wodel, Dovs Rhode
Island, does Vermont, does Connecticiit——do nny of
them, taken individually, posscss national life? Is
it not pevfeetly plain they do not, auy more than
Ireland would under Home Rule? What is it then
to kay that Home Rule would endow Ireland with
national life? Is it not at the very best o mis
chievous rhetorical flourish, the mcrest buncombe,
the most hollow clap-ttap ? Isitnot to pluce a false
issue before the country 2 When you declare that
what is sought by this agitation s cverything that
is comprised in the two words national life) you use
Innguage that would be perfectly applicable in &
straggle. I believe T am justiticd in mainteining
that the great aim of O’Connell's life was to secure
for Ircland the blessings of good government. "I'his
was his aim as the Emancipator, this it was that
induced him to raise the banner of Nepenl. If 8t
the close of his glorious career he used language
almost identicel with that cmploved at its cont-
mencement, it was beeause he was forced by the
events of his day to the conelusion fhat justice would
not be done by the Impervinl Paelinment. After
Emnncipation e helped the Whigs to carrp the
Rteform Bill of 1831 on the undesstanding that they
were to disendow and disestublish the Irish Protest-
ant Church, and carry certain other mcasures he
deemed of vital importance to Treland, The Whigs
violated their pledges, and O’Connell raiswd the cry
of ‘Repecal’ How often did he for a period give up
the Repeal agitation, and for what purpose ? In an
address to the Irish people prefixed to the reports
of the Precursor Association, and bearing the date
of February 18, 1839, I find the following from the
pen of O'Connell:—7 venture to recommend it to
the consideration of all Kerrymen—if justice shall
be donc us now, we of the present generation nre
bound to submit to the Union. 1f justice shall be
vefused, the Trish people would Lo the busest of
slaves if they did not exert every energy in their
power by legal peacenlle, and constitutional menns
to obtain the Repeal of the Union. Justice or Re-
peal.  We offer the alternative—iwe may be mocke
and derided for the offer—it is mnde in good faith,
and we entertain no doubt, under the blessing of
God, that Ireland will be able, without  crinie an
without a stain, to right herself, unless the British
Parlinment will do her justice ! Such was the de-
liberate declaration of O’Conucll in 1839, * Sir, the
Imperial Parliament has done us justice, and T can-
not entertain the shadow of o doubt that T am wilke
ing in the footsteps of O'Conngll in recommending
my fellow-countrymen—for the sake of their coun
try, for the sake of all who arc dear to them od
earth, in the name of Him who presmdes over the
destinies of nations—to rest satisfied with justice.”
Rivuicwos Fipeuiry oF Taruaxp.—In all their mi-
serier, and in all their oppressions, they bave kepb
virtues and qualities that fit them for & higher o8

nobler condition than any they have filled Sor 1

arliament |




