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“ WhicH FuLry AccouNTs FOR  THE
Mk 1y Tue Cocoa Nur.”—There is one
pecutiarity in the logic of writers of the ILirap-
gelical school whieh can scarcely bave escaped
the notice of those whose fortune, or whose fate
it may have been, to read their lucubrations.—
The pecubiarity to which we allude is the total
absence of all connection betwixt their conclu-
sions and their premises.

Of this peculiarity our evangeiical friend of
the Montreal Witness gives us, ina late issue,
a most [udicrous example. His thesis is, that
% Romanism is demoralising ;7 Lis premises are
that Irislk Catholics, whether in their native Jand,
or abroad, are actuated by a spirit of hostility
towards Protestant Ingland, whilst Irish Protest-
ants “nake few, if any, complaints of English
misrule.” e concludes—¥% the spirit of Irish
Catholics towards England is another proof of
the demoralising tendeney of Romanism.”

It 13 a poor rule that won't work both ways,
and our cotemporary’s logic, if valid against Ro-
wanism in Ireland, may be used with equal jus-
tice and eflicacy against Presbyteranism, and in
favor of Episcopacy, in Scotland. As thus:—

Tuere was a time, and not many centuries
ago, whea the position of the Scotch Fresbyte-
rian towards the Episcopalian was very analogous
to that of the Irish Catholie of the present day
towards Protestantism. The Episcopalian was
one of the favored, the rigid Presbyterian of an
oppressed, class; the former was favorable, the
other bitterly hostle to, and often in arms against,
the Government under whick both lived. Thence
we might conclude ¢ the spirit of the Covepant-
crs of Scotland is another proof of the demoral-
ising teudency of Presbytenanisia.”

This howerer is not our mode of reasoning ;
and without the slightest partiality towards the
doctripal Calvinism, and ecelesizstical theories of
the men whom Claverhouse hunted down: and
cognizant of the fact that 1t was their armed re-
bellion against the civil magsstrate, rather than
their assertion of the independence of the church,

that brought down upon thern the persecution of
' the former—we cannot but sec much to admire
in_ the stubborn valor of the old Scoteh Core-
natfters.  We admire their plucl; as Cathiolics,
we recognise the great truth, which, in spite of
their Irotestantism, they adiered to—viz., that
the Civil Magistrate lius ne rightful jurisdiction
in matters ecclesiastical—an essentially Ultra-
Montane and Popish docirine—aad our respect
lor the laws of logic preveats us from deduciog
from the simple fact of their bostility towards
the Anglican model of Church Government, the
conclusion that the fendency of the doctrines of
the Covenaunters was demoralising.

So applying the same principle to the Irish
Papist, we must confess our inability to detest
the connecting links betwixt toe fact of the Irish
Catholics’ bostility to Eaglish rule, and the de-
duction that the tendency of Romanizm is de-
moralising. Could the ¥4tness show that the
Catliolic people of Ireland were habitually moare
inpure, greater drunkards; and less mindful of the
right's of property, than their Protestant neigh-
bors, there would e a presumption in faver
of the truth of his conclusion. But the con-
trary is the case. The chastity and purity
of the Irish Catholics have been dwelt upon with
a-tonishment by Protestant writers; statistics
show that in proportion to s population Protest-
ant Scotland consumes far more whiskey than
Popish Ireland ; and, deduction made of these
offences which are the result of national and po-
litical antipathies, we hesitate not to say that
there is no part of the British Empire more free
from crimes against person and property, than
in Popish Irelaad. Owing to the peculiar
and uohappy relations subsisting m the Ilatter
countey, betwixt the legal owners, and the actual
cultivators of the soil, betwixt the Celtic Catho-
lic tenant, and his Anglo-Norman or Anglo-Sax-
on Protestant {Landlord, there is m Ireland a
class of crimes, to which England and Scotland
are almost strangers. The superficial observer
mzy attribute this to the tendencies of Roman-
isrn ; the umpartial student of buman nature sees
therein only ‘the natural and inevitable result of
long years of oppression and misrule, and of the
operation of those causes owing to which it bap-

pens at in Ireland, the Tegal owner, and the
cultivator of the soil, are' generally ¢ aliens to one
anothier in blood, in Tanguage, and religion.”
That the Irish Protestan: does not complain
of Brtish misrule, is not to be wondered at j see-
ing that it was for his sake, and for his profit,
that the Catholics of Ireland have been mis-
governed, oppressed and plundered. It wonld
be strange indeed, if he should murmur at a sys-
tem of government inaugurated to secure bis
political and social ascendency ! it would indeed
be a marvellous thing if he did not quietly ac-
quiesce in a state of things which secured for him
the right to treat his Dopish neighbor as a helot !
Not w the ¢ demoralising tendencies of Ro-
manisi,” but in the [enal Laws of Protestant
Great Britain, and m her efforts to impose by
law a bated form of religion and of chureh-gov-

seeret of Trish hostility to England.  Would the
people of Scotland be what they are to-day in
their relations with Engload, il the latter had per-
sisted, and succerded in imposing Episcopacy
upon them 7 and if the Presbyterians of Scotland
lad been treated as the Papists ot Ireland were
treazed during the XVIIT century 7 No, assur-
edly. They would bave been as bitter in their
hatred of England as are the Irish ; and we doubt
much if they wouid have been so patient and
long sullering under oppression. But of this we
are certain, that bad any ooe under such circum-
stances attributed their hostility to England to
the demoralising tendencies of Presbyterianism,
he would have been met with the reply, « Tut!
the chap's o fool”

Wiy the editor of the Toronto Leader should
be a1 such pains to write himself down an ass—
why, if he be a nincompnop, he should proclaim
it to the world from the house-top—we raunot
for the life of us conceive. Why will the un-
fortunate man persist then in writing upon sub-
jects connected with the ecclesiastical discipline
of the Catbolic Church?—of whose doctrines,
practices, and rules, de is as ignoranl as the
beasts that eat grass.

Our addle-headed cotesuporary gravely informs
his readers—many of whom are, we daresay, as
thick-headed as the editor of the ZLeader —that,
according to the ethical system of the Catholic
Church, Lomicide s a less serious offence than
an unwillingness to pay tithes ; and that absolu-
tion [yr the sin of murder is more easily and ex-
peditiusly obtained, than for the crime of mak-
ing a false return of the proceeds of one's cereal
ecrop. In support of this marvellous balderdash,
the yood man of the Leader adduces certain re-
gulations formerly existing, but now obsolete,
and repealed by the First Council of Quebec—
according to whick disputes as to the tithe be-
twixt the priest and any of his parishioners, were
reserved to the Bishop ; whilst no such reserva-
tion e¢wxists in the case of a penitent accusing
himselt in the confessional of the crime of mur-
der—the yriest having jurisdiction in all such
cases a3 10 give or withhoid absolution.

The Leader’s veasoning is beaatiful. When
the wurderer deems that he can obtain the par-
don of beaven, as soon as he shall have obtained
absolution from the priest, he will cease to look up-
on himeelf 2s 2 criminal. This, whilst 10 substance
18 the Leader’s argument against the confessional,
we atiribute rather to the silly ereature’s igno-
rance of the doctrines of the Chureb, than to a
deliberate design o misrepresent those doetrines.
Tor the beoefit of the poor creature therciore,
and n ease s much perturbed spirit, we would
inforin lum, that there s not in the Catholic
Shureh a man, wonaw, or child, of an age to dis-
tinguish betwixt good and evil, who does not
koow, that o absolutioa pronounced by the
priest can Lave any effect waatsoever in deliver-
ing bim, or her, frow tie eternal wrath of an of-
fendzd God, without, on bis, or her, part, a hearty
abhorrence of all sin, a smeere vegrst for having
sinned, and a firm purpose, not only never to sin
again, but also to make amends to all whom he
or she may have injured. The humble and con-
trite heart—which we are told that Grod Himself
does nnt despise—is the one thing needful o the
part of the peniteat—the one thing ndispensidle,
and without swhich the priest’s absolution can but
add to the sinner’s guilt, and the weight of his
condannation. low then, if this be so, —if
this be the substance of the Church’s teachings
—and were it not so would we not be a conviet-
ed liar before all our Catholiz readers, who must
know what they themselves have been laught
from their youth upwards—how can the absolved
murderer cease to look upon his erime with m-
tense horrer 7 how can society be injured by the
sinner’s confession to the priest, and the absolu-
tion which i God’s name, and in virtue of the
authority left by Jesss Christ to his imimsters,
the latter pronounces over the truly penitent 17—
It is almost an insuit to our Catbolic readers to
notive the silly twaddle ot the Leader about the
moral eflects of the Confessional. But then
Protestants are, upon all matters connerted with
Catholicity, so stupid, so inconceivably pig-head-
ed, that we must—if it be possible—speak down
to them, down to the fevel of their very low in-

ernment upen a reluctant people, do we find the |
| desiguated for that purpose.

telligence. Cur readers must remember that, in

! addressing ourselves to Protestunts on subjects in

'thé‘s'upéfnalixﬁi :or'der; and céhhectéd.ﬁith Chris-
tianity, we are speaking to an inferior and de-
graded race, in so far.as these topics are con-
cerned ; and that in charity to them, as towards
our fatlen fellow-creatures, we are bound to adopt
our language to their very imperfect aud limit-
ed capacities. This is why we are obliged, when
arguing with Protestants, to 1osist upon truths,
with which every little Catholic child that plays
in the streets is familiar.

The Leader is not content with parading bis
ignorance with regard to the doctrine of the
Chureb, but he must needs make another display
of his folly with regard to her discipline ; and
reaches the climax of absurdity in an article upan
the appointment of the Chief Pastors of the
Catholic Church ; who, be more than hints, ought
to be named, if not consecrated, by a Colonial
Secretary, or other Imperal official, especially

What makes the folly of the Zeader the more
glaring, 15 the comical result ot the last Whig
Penal Act of the Trmprrial Legislature, known as
the ¢ Ecclesiastical Titles Act,” and designed as
a blosw against the Catholic Hierarchy of Great
Britain and Irelaud. Not only is this Act of
Parliament a dead letter which no Ministry
could enforce, even if it would, or would dars to
enforee, even if it had the wish and the power to
do so; but it is a mockery, a standiog joke
amongst Papists, and a subject of wexbaustible
amusement to them. Its only effect has been to
bring British legislation into disrepute, to make
% Acts of Parhament” coateisptible, and to show
what fools Protestant statesien make of them-
selves when they undertake to legwlate for the
Cathohic Churchi. Is it really possible then, that
now, in the latter part of the XIX. century, the
Leader can beleve, or that its readers can be-
lieve, that the Catholic Church conld be affected
by Acts of Parliament, or that her discipline
could be controlled by a Secretary of State !—
Why ! even Protestants sects bave in maay in-
stances — particularly in the case of “ Zhe
Free Iark” of Scotland —shown bhow futide are
all attempts on the part of the State, to impose
Ministers upon reluctant churches ; and cap the
Leader seriously imagine for one moment that
we, Catholics, would condescend to accept a
Bishiop from the hands of the civil magistrate ?—
And yet, if we may judge by the tone of a late
article in the Leader, and copied, apparently
approvingly, by the Moiitreal Herald, the pro-
position that the appointmeat of our Prelates,
aud spiritual rulers, should be transferred from
Rome, to Downing-street—from the successor of
St. Peter, to the British Govermnent—is once
nore about to be entertained seriously.

And this proposition is supported by one who,
it our mewsory fails not, vpheld the principle now
embodied in our Canadian Statute Book, that it
is desirabie to abolish all semblance even of cou-
nection betwixt Church and State !!!

But suppose tie suggestion of the Leader act-
ed upon, and the appomtment of Cathiolic Bishops
in Canada, vested by Act of Parliament in the
hands of the Celonial Secretary : what would be
the result 7 how far towards the altainment of
its object, would, under such circumstances, the
Leuder have progressed 1

A British Act of DParliament would uot be
binding on the Pope. e therefore would still,
as if no such precious Act existed, continue to
exercise his heaven-derived right of governing
the Catholiz Chureh ; and as if in mockery of
Protestunt legislation would still name whom he
pleased as our Bishops and Pastors. "Lhese
would siill; and in spite of Acts of Parliament,
be reveived by us as ouv sole legilimate spiritual
authorities, {0 whose exhortations alone would
we listen, and from whose hands alone would we
receive, ouwr Clergy. Sull would they continue
to be cur Bishops; just as Ilis Eminence Car-
dinal Wisemnan s, and in spite of all Acts of Par-
limnem to the contrary, will continue to be, the
Archbishop of Westininster, and Primate of
England ; whilst the (Government nomioees—if
indeed there should happen to be found amongst
Catholius, wretches vile enough to accept eccle-
siastical uppointments from the civil magistrates
—would be treated by all honest Cathiolics with

every mark of scorn and contempt; and would
be locked upos as thorough'y shams as a (Go-
verpment Archhishop of Canterbury, or a Goy-
eroment Bishop of Lxeter. An Act of Parlia-
ment could give any scoundrel the title of Bi-
shop ot Montreal ; but it would not secure for him
the respect or obedience—or the pecumary sup-
port of the Catholics of the Diocess ; and see-
ing that our Bishops, as it is, are supported sole-
fy by the voluntary contributions of the latter,
and as their property is the fruit of private dona-
tions—we muci doubt if there would be found
many to covet the empty and ualucrative situn-
tion of a Government Bishop.

But if the Civil magistrate seriously entertains
the project hinted at in the ZLeader, we should
advise him to try his ¢ prentice hand? at cccle-
stastical appointments, whom some of the minor
Protestant sects, and see how they will submit to
such interference with their spiritual officers.—
Before undertaking to [urnish the Catholic
Church with Bishops, « Juck-in-Ofice,” who in-
spires the Leader, would do well to test the ex-
periment of appomting a few Ministers to some of
the P'rotestant congregations in Toronto. If he
succeed there, we shall then be prepared to dis-
cuss the question of allowing him a voice in the
appowtment of Bishops for the Church.

"Tue ProTESTANT REFORM PRess. — The
following is nota bad specimnen of that particular
form of bombast known amongst our Yankee
neighbours us “ Aighferlutin ;” it is taken from
the Bowmanville Statesman—whicl, together
with the Globe, is a leading organ of the ¥ Pro-
testant Reform™ party of Upper Canada:—

Hicueennumin, — #Papist Bishop may impose a
censorship on the meninls who conduct their journals;
but on & free and enlightened Protestant press they
never will ; for free speech and free thought are the
birth right of a Protestant in a Protestant country,
while the Catholics must think by a certain rule,
and articulate ns the Bishop's deeree.”

Not bad ; but the following is better, and may
be taken as a fair specimen of the feelings to-
wards Papists prevalent amongst the © Protestant
Reform® of Uipper Canada, and of the language
habitually indulged in by the followers of Gerrge
Brown against Romanists :—

Provsstany Liperatrry,—“First came the ab-
duction of Misa Starr, followed by burst of indigna-
tion ut the treachery and base viilainy of the Ronish
hierarchy ; and many there wers who qualitied their
declamation by saping—*if it i3 true that Bishop
Charbonnel did se and so, we are dvne with Roman
Catholics. We spoke of the matter as a part of the
system we had been deseribing, and our only wonder
was that the accursed Papal system — with its
Monks, Friars, Nuuws, Jesuits, Priests, Cardinals,
Bishops, Cures, Popes, Nunpneries and Juyuisitions
were so little understood, and that there were profes-
tants who could for a moment doabt the guilt of the
Papal Police ;—for the officers of tue Roman Catholic
Church are not one whit better, or more honorabie
than the spies of Napoleon and the Emperor of Rus-
sia."— Bowmaacille Stafesman.

The propricty and honorable consistency of
au alliance betwixt Catholics and the * Protest-
ant Reform™ party, of wlich the journal publish-
ing the above is a prominent organ, must be con-
spicuous to all men. There is a frankness about
the Dowmanville Statesmar that we admire ;
whilst its admissions, as to the objects of which
its patrons have in view, in advocating  Repre-
sentation by Population,” entitle it to a respecttul
hearing. The Bowmanville Statesman is too
honest to deny the injustice that would be inflict-
ed by that measure upon Lower Canada—seeing
that Upper Canada repudiated it for itself when
its population was less than that of the Catholic
section of the DProviace. [t dues uot thervefore
atlempt to argue ; it makes no appeals to reason ;
and very creditably to itself, deals in no cant-
ing trash about  checks, zuarantees”™ and * in-
tegrity of the wnstitutions of Lower Canade.”
It tells us plainly, that, when the population of
the Upper or Protestant section of the Province
was the less numerous, Upper Canada insisted
upon, and obtamned © Kquality of Representa-
tion;” because that equality was necessary Lo
prevent © Popish Ascendency 3 and now, when
the relative conditions of the two sections of the
DProvince are said to be reversed, and when the
population of the Protestant section is suppased
to be the more numnerous—that the Protestants
of Upper Canada insist upon « Representation by
Population,” in order that inay put down Popery,
and revely as in Irelawd, m the luxuries which
flow from & Protestant Ascendency.”
such a cool upblushing rascality about wur co-

There is

temporary, such a total want of all moral sense, !
and such an utter disregard of justice and fair |

play, that we could take off our hats o the man
m admation of his accomplishments.
tells us without any circomlocution that :—

“Itis urged by the Cutholics that Upper Cana-

dians canzot in justice demund Represeataiion by

Population, because that ut the time of the forma- .
tion of the Union between the two Canadas, the !

Lower Canadiana bad the ajority of population,
but had only the same number of Reprosentatives in
Parlizment a8 Upper Cannda.
had such a majority; but we do not accede o the

Catholics, in the two Canadag at that time, & mu-;
Indeed the Union was |
formed for the very purpose of tuking away from the

jority over the P’rotestants.

Cathioiic majority of Lower Canada the power to in-

sult aud oppress the Drotestant Hritish who dwels,

there ; and by uniting botl Canndug together, it was
sought 1o give Protestantism the ascendency. This
it ‘did for somme time; and that ascendency would
still exist were it not that many Upper Canadians
bave been bribed and bought by the Catholic lnerar-

chy to legislate in their favor, and 1o grany specinl

privilegos.
¢ Had Representation based on Populution boen

grauted to us four years ago, we would not now re- |
quire to advocate a * dissolution of the Union ;" but |
the time has gone by, when Protestanis can with any ¢

degree of honor ally themselves with the papists. I

is iurpoazible to play with fire and not be barnt; and ;

it is just as impossible for any government to receive
aid from the Catholics, without giving five privileges
for every one the Protestants gel. That religious
systew, whose Bishops and clergy come out pablicly
and enjoin ou all their followers s certain poliical

creed, is one whick must not be tolerated in Canada. .
I13 presence in our midst is equal to o black frost i |
in the month of June; and if Protestants wish to re-

tain the privilegea granted them by a Pruieziant

Queen, they must unite to crush out the Papalsys-:

tem. Protestants must now prepare themsaelve for
united action ; for the Papacy must be humbled.

It is clearly the duiy of all Protestants tu unite in’
opposing & system travght with so many dangers o
the political, social and moral well being of this co-
lIony. To-morrow may be too late Lojolier opposition; |
and we hope that all Protestants, ia whatever posi-:

tion to occupy, will at onee strike for Protestant zu-
premacy.

Tn the above we find a complete vindication—

il vindication be needed—of the wisdom of the
Catholic Ilierarchy in giving public expression
to their views on the question of “ Represesta-
tion by Population.” That question is not, as
its advocates, pretend purely a secular question,
and one thercfore with which the Mmister of re-
higion has no business to interfere. It is a poli-
tico-religious rjuestion, or question wm which the
mterests of religion and of the Catholic Church
are, by the showing of its warmest advocates,
deeply interested. And shall we then bear to be
told that, with a question so affecting religion, the

mimsters of religion have no right to meddie ?
that the Catholic Cburch lus no right to resist

Thus he

We grant that they |

the attempt to impose upon her ¢ Protestant As-
cendency 7’ '

TFor this is the avowed object, the ultimate aim.
of all the present political agitation, inaugurated
by the Globe, and the Clear Git organs—and
w which, we blush as we write the words, even
some Catliolics have been found to take an active
part. There isno attempt at disguise ; ¢ Pro.
testant Ascendency” is the end ; “ Representa-
tion by Popaulation,” the ccrtain means to that
end.

And in that ot is s0, we contend that we are-
fully justified in treating as false, and as rank
biypocrisy, Protestant protessions of atlachment
to“civil and religious liberty.”  Iquality for
all denominations, as before the Slate—perfect
equality for the Catholic, as compared with {he
Protestant—is the essential, indisprusable con-
dition of civil and religious hiberty. But where
there is © Ascendency™ of one denomination over
another, there cannot be perfect equality betwixt
them ; therefore in aiming at the establishment of
& Protestant Ascendency,” the Protestant Be-
former approves hitnself the enemy of < civil am
religious liberty.”

And history proves that he is s 5 for we say
it without {ear of contradictivn—Religious liber-
ty is unknown, is indeed impossible, in auy coun-
try where Drotestantsm is in the ascendency ;
and Just in proportion as that ascendency has
been successfully resisted, and overthrown, pre-
cisely in the same degree bave the principles of
civil and religious likerty been advanced. The
swin of the matter therefore is this: that the ad-
vocates of * Representation by Population” are
the advocates of ¥ Protestant  Ascendency ;
whilst the Trur Wirsess in opposing the for-
mer, is contendmg fac religious equality as wel
as for @ Equality of Representation;” and is
therefove fighting in the cause of civil and religi-
aus hberty in both sections of the Province.

N

STATE-SCHOOLISM New Yorg.—We
gather from the New York journals some impor-
tant facts relative 10 the State Sclools. The
N. Y. Freeman’s Journal, of the 10th inst.,
has the tollowing details ;—

Tur S7ate Scunoors.—“ The reopening of these
unsatisfactory establishments in tids Gity, on Mon-
day last, has been the occasion of renewing the old
digpute about reading the Bible in them. The Trus-
tees in snme of the Wards have ordered the teachers
to make no alierations in regard 1o their way of open-
ing the Schools. Oa the other hand, the School
Commiigsioners have, by o majority vote, ordered the
Bible to be read in aif the Schools, aud passed a reso-
lution not fo pay the salavies af any teuchers not
complying with their order.”

Ilexce a pretty row betwixt the Siate School
authorities—a vrow which must tend 10 weaken
the system of State-Schoolism, and may in time
lead to its total overthrow.  Such too is the hope
of owr New Yark cotemporary t—

© Both sides right, and Loth wrong! The one side
vight in insisting that education cannot be separated
from dogmatic inatenction in religion. The other
stde right in saying that Public Schools, being State
jnstitutions, have nothing o do with religious teach-
ings, The troe and only issue from this perplexity
“1a 1o leave education whers it belongs—to parents,
: to voluntary assaciations, private endowments, and
independent corporations,  IMlucation i3 not a fune-
" tion of 1he State. The Staie makes a bad job of ma-
. terial speculations—eife the canals—hbut & worse onc

et i ——

* where sl:e nssumes the proper dities of parents, and
"of privaie, social, or religious benevolence,

“Happy day for the interests of education, when
Cee Sipte ceases o medidie with ity or 10 eonduet it!
Happy refurm, alse, for the tax-payers, wheo they
ae lefl o spend this portion of their money for theln-
rad of puring the Seate wspead i, —N. ¥,

cselves, i

Freemea.

"This is the shortest, and the most practicable,
- even i it be not the best conceivable solution of
the Sclioo] Question,  Leave the care of edu-
cation, fiwe the care of religion—the charge of
the Scliool, as of the Churelr—to the individual
eflocts of Lthe commuity 5 allow every man to
i fend, and physie, w clothe, and cduecare, lis own
children, and to give them their rheharb and cas-
tor ol in due seasou,  As well might the State
| asswme the vight to control Lhe bowels of the child,
vas to direet its edueation ; and prescribe what it
should eat, and what aperients should, in its intes-
" tine broubles, b administered {0 i1, as to exercise
authority over the traiaing of its intellectual fa-
Eduacation, in short, as the N. Y. Iree-
" anase iruly ways—(and herein is summed up the
centire Nchoo! Question)—Education is not a
legitmiee fonction of the State; for it belongs
exclusively o the individual parent and the Fa-
mily. Ui 1his fiest great trath be recognised,
and acted upon, there can be 0o trae < civil and
religions liberty.”

Thare is something more, we can assure the
- Montreal Herall,—(who notices this dispute)—
than < « poent of honor” involved in this dispute
¢ betwixt the Schnol Teachers, and School Com-
" nussioners of New York s and though the read-
~ing of the Bible, is the iimnediate question at issue,
; Yet in that question is contaived the nther (ques-
: tion—""T'o whow does the education of the child
E belong ! ¢ T'o the State or to its parents 1'—
' This s the question, and it cannot be disposed of
: by « sneer ina leading article, or ignored by a
, Canadian public. Itisa question that will come up,
: that nnst come up, 1hat will—however % Jg f-22-
office” may detest the very name of it—that will
make itsell heard, and will insist upon an answer.
. The contest may be prolonged betwixt * State
t Schoutisns” wnd © Freedom of Education 3 but
| we firmly believe, as well as fondly hope, that the
; latter will yet be triumphant.

The Herald may imagine it but a smali thing

. cnlties,



