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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

On Monday, the 9th ult., Lord Jobn Russell in-
troduced bis long-talked of amendment to the Re-
form Bill, the principal features of which are, thatit
proposes considerably to extend the suffrage, by
giving the right of voting to £3 householders in the
boroughs, and o persous paying an annual rent of
£20 in the countics ; it proposes also to give the
right of voting to all persons who pay taxes to the
amount of 40s per annun; boroughs are not {o have
fess than 500 electors, and for that purpose,neighboring
towns are to be united in onc general representation.
"The property qualification for members is to be done
away with, and the oaths administered, previous to
members taking their seats, are to be modified, so as
to admit Jews to send their representatives to Par-
liament. The new Reform Bill is to effect a'great
change in the mode of conducting the enquiry into
cases of alleged corruption, and contested elections ;

it proposes that, upon an address of the Mouse,
based upon any reason, the report of an election, or
of a select, committee, it shall be lawful for the crown
to appoint 2 commission, which shall resort to the
boraugh, where corruption is stated to have occurred,
and to pursue the same system of enquiry as that
which had been adopted, with such great success, at
St. Albans} by this means it was expected that it
would be practicable to procure evidence, suificient
in most cases, to authorise the house to proceed-fo
the disfranchisement of the guilty borough. The Bill
makes a provision for diminishing the number of ficti-
tious votes in Scotland, where it is likewise proposed
to reduce the franchise qualification from £10 to £5.
In Irelard, for which there is a separate Bill, the
counties are to be left as (hey were, but in the
boroughs, it is intended that the qualification shall be
altered from £8 to £5, which will have the effect of
greatly augmenting the number of electors. Mem-
hers of government are no longer to be eompelled to
vacate their seats, upon merely changing office. Such
are the principal features of the measure which Lord
John laid before the house, and- which was objected
1o, as ‘insufficient, by Mr. Hume, because of the
omission of all allusion to the vote by ballot, an
omission that Mr. Berkeley announced Lis intention
of rectifying, if possible, by an amendment, during
the progress of the Bill through the house. _

Sir H. Inglis objected to the continual tinkering of
the constitution, and objected particularly to the
clanse which opened the door of the House to-Jews.

Mr. Rocke urged the necessity of a thorough re-
erm-in the electoral system of Ireland.

After some remarks from other members, leave
was. given to bring in the Bill, the second reading of
which was fixed for Friday, the 27th ult.

In the House of Lords, on the 10th uit., Lord
Roden drew the attention of the bouse to the state
of the disturbed districts in Irelund. As an instance
of the insccurity of life in that country, his Lordship
mentioned a fact that had come to his knowledge :—
Nine gentlemen, out hunting, were seen standing
ftogether, by the side of the cover, and seven out of
the nine had pistols in their pockets. Another noble
Lord asserted that the Tenant League meetings were
at the root of the evil, and that it was the duty of
government to keep a strict watch over them, and
check-their proceedings.  On the same evening, in

" the Fouse of Commons, Mr. Sharman Crawiord
_ obtained leave to.bring in a bill « for the better secur-
ing and regulating the custoin of tenant right, as
practised in the Province of Ulster—to secure com-
pensation to improving tenaats, and to limit the power
of - eviction in certain cases.” Sir George Grey, and
Liord John Russell plainly intimated their intention to
oppose the measure in its subsequent stages, and there
is not the slightest possibility of its passing through
the House of Commens. Irish tenants must, in the
mean {ime, learn to die in patience. The London
correspondent of the Tablet hias the following notice
of the debate :—

#.The tore and temper of the house last night, on the
introductioi of the tenant right question, was extremely
‘disheartening, and left little hope of any practical re-
sult from it, except, indeed, exhibiting ancther evidence
of the radical unreadiness ar unwillingness of Protest-
ant legislators 1o legislate for Catholic Ireland. Mr.
Crawford, of course, was nllowed to speak, and somo
show of respect was exhibited, as, indeed, counld.
searcely be otherwise, seeing the sterling Lonesty of.
his character. But how little he was &isfened to by the
majority is suificiently shown by the tone of the dis-
cussion, and by the carelessobservation of Sir G Grey,.
that he had not lieard a sentence of'tlie speech, whicl
is curious, as the reporters in the gallery, much farther
off, contrived to hear a goodl deal. None are su deal
as those who will not hear; and # is inconvenient to
hear.what it is not intended to answer. Certainly no
one sought to answer the arguments of the mover of
the measure; but it was met by all sorts of excuses
for < shuilling it off,” as Mir. Keogh expressed it; a
fate which it 1s pretty plain awaits it. Mr. Crawford’s
speech was disregarded, and Mr. Keogh’s cavilled at ;
- Mr. Sadleir. was misconstrued and Mr. Moore misre-
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resented. Mr. Bright sneered at, and My, Grattan
langhed at, even wlien he 10ld the honse the shocking
fact, that yon might in some parts of Ireland go sixteen
miles without seeing, not only, man, woman, or child,
but horse, cow, or pig. . Very Janghable, truly, 1tis
true that Mr. Grattan’s action js not classical, nor his
gesticulation graceful ; but he spoke sad {ruths. Such,
however, was the fale which all encountered who de-.
fended the measure. Mr. Bright’s good sense only
elicited seofls, and Mr. Keogh’s clever speech was set
aside as a party attack, simply because it showed up
too strongly the gross iasincerity and inconsistency of
the Prime Minisier’s speeches and conduct, an exposé
under which Lord John winced. There was one speech,
indeed, so short, so striking, and so sensible, and so
stropg, that it could neither be laughed at, sneered at,
scorned, or gel aside; and it made such an impression
by a simple, straightforward, earnest way of stating
the case, that [ who have been soime seventeen yeurs
in the habit of listening to the debates, heartily desire
that Irish members clways spoke so. This was the
speech of Mr. Moore, in which the following passage,
summing up the whole history of the question, made a
more powerf{ul impression, perhaps, than anything said
on the subject :—

¢ About 200 hundred years ago the English people
drove the whole Catholic pupulation of Ireland {rom
every part of the country to the province of Cennaught,
giving them the alternative of Hell, which they did
not, of course, chouse to accept. Since that time the
population have, by the sweat of their brow, and the
labor of their hands, reclaimed a howling wilderness
into fertile land, aad year after year, the landlords
pounced down and grasped the property the tenant had
made, and had driven him generation after generation
into the wilderness again, to dig and to drain, te sweat
and to ‘ail.
you, then, leave it a legal wrong?*”

Delivered in Mr. Moore’s nervous, masculine man-
ner, this passage had an evident effect. But no arguo-
ments nor eloquence could influence an audience
hostile, or yet warse, indifférent. The- ministers hal
actually the impudence to avow that they anly allowed
the introduction of the bill just to let it be ¢ shuffted
out?’.again, Lord- John observing with official inso-
lence that he really did not think ““any good ? eould
result from the measure, and: indicating that he did
not mean totry to produce any other, althoogh previons
ministries and his own have, as Mr. Roche reminded
him on a former night, acdmitted the necessity for some
such measure by introduciug similar ones themeelves!
That is to say, he will neither do what he admits1o be
necessary for the good of Ireland himself, nor allow
others to do it. And then, with official bypocrisy, he
alleged that the bill would not cure allthe evils of
Ireland, as if any one saiil it wonld, or as if that were
any reason why it should not cure some, perhaps the
principel. The Hnme Secretary was not content with
this, but, with a rruculence almost worthg of an
Orangeman, spoke of the #strang arm of the Jaw !’
That 18, the Whigs excite the expectations of the pso-
ple by proposing measures for their benefit: encourage
them to violence by inflammatory speeches when In
opposition ; and when in office withdraw the measures,
leave the grievances of the people unredressed, and
threaten them with coercion ! .

« The tone of the government evidently eacited con-
siderable indignation among the [rish members, who
certainly administered some merited chastisement.
But what care the Ministers for fhet 7 And what good
will it do Ireland ? N

¢ While Sir -George Grey was speaking in- this
eoercive spirit in the Commons, the Ear] of Roden—an
opponent of the people, if not more ferocious, more sin-
cere—was in the Lords appealing for coercive mea-
sures ; and was so pleased and satisfied with the 2sss-
rance he received,that he withdrew his measuren or mo-
tion. So it is come to this ; conlition betweenWhigs and
the Orangemen ; and the basis coercion. And this ia the
substitute for tenant right ; this the answer to outcries
for redress ; this the remedy for wrongs the government
admil to exist, and scornfully refuze to remove/ The

ople of Ireland ask bread, and are coldly refused,
ut are given a stone, or samething as bad, cold iron.”?

In France, the most exciting event has been the
installation of M. de Montalembert at the French
Academy, in the chair of M. Doz. M. Guizot
replied to the address of M. de Montalembert ina
brilliant speech.

Several of the Bishops, amongst whom are men-
tioned the Archbishop of Paris, and the Bishop of
Orleans and Rennes, have renounced, on the part of
their poor Clergy, all share in the plunder of the
Orleans family. With the army also, the decree of
confiscation, although assigning to them a large share
in the spoils, is exceedingly unpopular.

The attempt on the life of the Queen of Spain,
seems to have been attended with more serious eon-
sequences than were at first made public, and so little
reliance can be placed on the bulletins issued by her
‘medical attendants, that it is bard to say if she heat
the present moment out of danger. Telegraphic
despatch announced the convalescence of the Queen
on the 8th ult. The assassin was an ecclesiastic, an
ex-friar of the Franciscan order, 63 years of age;
no motives can be assigned for his conduct—the
wretched man was executed on the 7th ult.

There is vo additional intelligence from the sent of
war at the Cape. It is rumored that Lord Nor-
manby iy to succeed Lord Dalhousie as Governor
Gerneral of India. ‘

Great excitement prevails in New York, upon the
subject of the DMaine Liquor Bill, the provisions of
which, it is proposed, should be extended to the Em-
pire State ; the general opinion seems to be, that the
Law will not be allowed to pass, and if passed, that
it most certainly will be inoperative. The New
York correspondent of the Montreul Gazette, has
the following remarks, the justice of which the warm-
est friends of Temperancze must admit:—

“I may as well assure you at once, that the Maine
Liquor Law cannot pass in this State.  The wholecity
is in a state of exeitement about it, and its framers are
only a few reformed inebriates, wlo, a3 is geuerally
the case, have becoine fanatical un the subject, and a
few women, the wives of druuken brates of husbands;

these last are 1o be pitied iudeed, but the remedy .

should be in punishing habitual drunkards, by incar-
ceraling them iz an. insaue asylum, and taking all
charge of their aflairs out of their hands,. and not in
the enactment of a tyramaical ¢ Sumpluary Law,”

whick could not be-enforced in the most despotic
country on the Europsan Continent, or in Asia.”

{s not that a moralwrong? And will

. RELIGIOUS LIBERTY.

-« Is it religious-liberty,” asks the Mirror, “to
compel parents to send their children to schools
where their religious fzith and morals.would be tam-
pered with, on pain ol sacrificing their just share of
the government grant for education, as well as the
taxes levied upon them for schaol purposes?”

The question, as stated abave by the Mirror, is
the sole question at issuer betwixt the supporters, and
the opponents of the system of compulsory, or State
Education. All admit the importance of education,
but all cannot admit that it is in accordance with the
first principles of justice, or compatible with civil and
religious liberty, that parents should be compelled to
pay for the support of schools to which they are con-
scientiously opposed, and should thereby be robbed of
the means of sending their children to schools, of
whose teachig, they do approve. The question of
the Mzrror.scems so simple—the injustice of the
State, or the Majority, in trampling upon the religious
prejudices—call them so if you will—upon the con-
scientious convictions of the Minority, is so glaring,
that one would think that the bare enunciation of
such an iniquity, would call forth the indignant re-
monstrance of every man in whose bosom the love of
justice, liberty, and common honesty, was not stifled
by sectarian bigotry. But it is not so. Compulsory
State Education is the favorite maxim of modern
liberal governments —the great panacea for all the
social evils which afflict the world. "The ultra-
Protestant applauds it, because he sees therein a
weapon which may be used against the Catholic
Church—the infidel delights in it, and extols its pro-
priety, because he sees clearly how State Education
may be used as an engine for destroying all religions,
and all creeds ; the statesman, or man of the world,
especially advocates it, because of the influence it
throws into the hands of the civil power, the additional
patronage which it begéts, the nice snug berths and
bandsome salaries which spring from its adoptien;
and above all, becanse the State, by getting the con-
trol of the education of the people, can best accom-
plish its ckerished hope of making itself lord over the
Church, and asserting the supremacy of the secular
over the spiritual.

That the child belongs to the State, and that to
the State belongs the right of educating it, though
an nnovation on Christianity,is by no means an original
idea: there is nothing novel about it, for it is an idea
essentinlly Heathen. Protestantism did not originate,
it merely adopted it. Plato,in his visiorary republic, ad-
vocated ; Julian, in his attemptsto abolish Catholicity,
enforced it: the doctrine of State-schoolism, in so
far as it is at variance with original Christianity, with
the Christianity that overthrew the altars of Paganism,
that made the proud barbarian bow the neck beneath
the yoke of Christ, azd laid the foundation of all true
civilisation—in so far only—does it merit the language
applied to it in the School Reports of the Massa-
chusetts Board of Education—*as an -innovation
upon all pre-existing policy and usages since the eom-
mencement of the Christian era;” but whether an
innovation upon the ancient policy of Christianity be
a thing to be proud of, seeing that it is but a relapse
into ancient Pagarism, is a matter more than doubtful.

The argument which the friends of the State, or
compulsory system of Education, put most prominently
forward is,—That, as every member of the State bas
the 7ight to receive education, therefore it is the
duty of the State to take care, that every member of
the State shall receive such an education, as will fit
him to perform his duties as a citizen. Wa do not
know how the gentlemen who advance this argument,
would refute the advocate of compulsory taxation, for
religious purposes; religion, he would argue, is more
necessary than secular education, to fit a man to per-
form his duties as a citizen: every man has a right to
have a religious education, and therefore, upon this
principle, it must be tke duty of the State to provide
every mar with a religion ; or it might be argued, that
as every one has the right to keep his bowels in order,
so therefore it is the duty of the State, to see that
rhubarb, and caster «il, 10 proper quantities, and at
convenient seasons, be administered to all its members;
or, that as every one has the right to set up in business
as a shoemaker, so also it is the duty of the State to
provide all its members with a supply of leather, and
a sufficient stock in trade. The shortest answer to
this favorite argument of the State school men is,
that it is not the dity of the State to furnish all its
members, with all they have a 7ight to: the duty of
the State is, to put no impediment, and to allow. no
one else to put any impediment, in the way of the
exercise of these rights; and our chief objection to
the compulsory, or State system, is, that by compelling
parents to pay for the support of schools, to which in
conscience they cannot send their children, they are
prevented—unless they are rich, and can afford-to pay
for two schools, one of which they make no use of—
from exerciting their inalienable right as parents, the

right of giving such edueation to their children as they

think fit: Put the question of State schools in the fol-
lowing form, and he must be a very liberal Protestant
indeed, who would answer it in the afirmative :—¢ Has
the State, or the Majority of citizens in the State, the
vight to forbid the Minority to educate their children
as they think fit?’ ‘The answer would most likely
be, «“ No, certainly, they have not;”" and. yet, in
practice, the compulsory, or State system, Ims this
effect upon all who are not wealthy enough to pay for

the" support of two schkools: they must either send:

their children to tbe State school, to the jmuninent
risk of their faith, and morals, or be content not to
send their children to school at allj and it is this i
fernal tyranny, that, under the specious pretence of
“ religious liberty,” our liberal Protestants would fain
force upon the Catbolies of Canada.

We will have none of their « religious liberty 2 if
our Protestant fellow citizens want schools for the
education. of their children, they are welcome to

- T
them, but in the name of justice, of cmL
do not let them attempt to force Catholics to Zen;e
t}xm; Cathelies, on their- part, are perfect[; -Y 9[‘.
ling, and perfectly able, to educate thejr o\“vn,c?]-
dren: they neither expect, nor desire, that Protest, o
should be compelled to pay for (he encourageme aI;ms
Popery. Give us the Voluntary Principle, that is n?l "
ask; let every man feed, clothe,and educate Lis "
f;}mlly; or if the State be willing to assist the _o\d\?;.
vidval'to accomplish his duties, we do not declin;ntl .
proffered aid, we only demand that, if given ar g it
shall be given in such a manner, that atholics e
con‘scientiousl}' accept their fair share, and po mr:a_v.'
of it. By the adoption of this principle Catho?’-
and Anglican, Presbyterian and Methodjst wil] blu
enabled to give his children the blessings of’a libe ex
education, without being called upon to do viole::v:t -
to his conscience: the children will he educatecde
each in the religious belief of their parents, ang whery
they go forth into the world, it will-be found that thf:n
will not be less fitted for doing their duty as cit.izs;nsy
because they have not been taught that religious j !
differentism is the first duty of man. -

TRACTS,

)In] thekreport of one of the evang
which take so deep an interest in the welfs
benighted Papists of Lower Canada, x.‘l‘f;r%[?({ :::2
complaint that, the French Canadians are tog mucl
addicted to controversy, and are not sufficjeny) 5 i:
ritually minded — the meaning of which isyﬂflng
simple, and uneducated, as Jean Baptiste is sail to
be, he puts questions to. Colparteurs ang Scripture
readers, which evangelical men find it very hard to
answer, They are most unreasonable men, these
French Canadians; they have the presumpt,inn 0
ask for proof, that a book, which is extensively dis-
tributed by Colporteurs, and actually published l;y
royal authority, is the pure Word of God, as if the
word of the Colporteur, who hawls it for sale, were:
not sufficient evidence of the fact; they are’ very
awlkward customers too, these same Lalitans, and all
the rhetoric of tract-pediars seems to be thrown
away upen them; if a spirit of enquiry is raised
amongst them, it is nat, it seems, exactly the kind of
spirit that our proselytising brethren wish to evoke—
it is not a religious spirit—it is not a spirit which
induces men to walk n2to the conventicle—beeause
they walk out of the Church, but it is rathera spirit,
which prompts those who are animated by it to en-
quire, ¢ by what authority doest thou these thines?™
It is evidently necessary, then, either (hat fresh
{aborers should be sent into the vineyard, or that
the great work of Protestantising the French Cana- :
dians be indefinitely postponed.

We have therefore to congratulate our evangelieak
brethren upon an important accession to their cause, -
in the person of Dr. A. M. Mauriceau of New York,
author of an obscene tract, cailed * The Married
Woman’s Private Medical Cowpanion,” a work,
which professes to teach the most approved method
of infanticide, as practised at the present day in New
York, and other civilised, and highly Protestantised
eommunities, and which is being extensively circu-
lated amongst the ignorant Papists of this country,.
besides being strongly recommended to the attention
of our religious communities, and of the youngladies.
who are committed to their care. Dr. A. M. Ma-
riceau, will prove an invaluable assistant to the tract
distributors, in persuading men to abandon the errors
of Romanismr; the ¢ Dairy Man’s Daughter,” the
% Regenerate Dustman,” and, ¢ Spiritual Sweepings,
or the Sanctified Scavenger”—are all excellent
.evangelical provender in their own way 3 but ltiey do
not carry: conviction with them, as does the traet
issued by the worthy Dr. Mauriceau; he knows how
—to use a vulgar phrase—to knock. the right nail on
the head ; he knows how to persuade men to protest
against the fasts, the asceticism, the seli-denial, and
chastity, which the soul-debasing superstitions of
Popery enjoin: he knows well that, to be suecessful,

elical sacieties,

 the Protestant proselytiser must appeal, not {o man’s

intellect, or to his beart, but (o his lower, or animal
paturej thet men’s lusts plead more powerfuly
against Popery, than.all the tracts issued from Pater-
noster Row, or the most fervent orations delivered
at Exeter Hall; be kuows that the easiest way of
destroying the Papist’s faith is, to commence by cor-
rupting the Papist’s morals, and that no nation ever
was, or ever can be, perfectly Protestantiscd, until
the manoers of its people are thoroughly deprased ;
in fact, Dr. A. M. Mauriceau follows in the fpolsleps-
of the great religious reformers of the sisteentl:
century.

We repeat, that although the subject of our re-
marks may be proselytising on his oswn account and
with a view to. the profits to be derived from the sale
of his tracts, he will prove a most nseful and import-
ant auxiliary to the- societies now occupied In over-
turning the influence of Popery in Canada. Qbscene.
publications, lascivious paintings, and unchaste dis-
courses, are the surest weapons that can be emplﬂfeI
to upset the confessional, and to inspire 2 lrut"
Protestant horror of penance ; to them, more t}mnho
any thing else, must be aitributed the success of L (t;
Reformation. In vain would Luther have preache
against good works, or stuck up theses on the walls
of All-Saints Church nt Wittenberg, if the P“hh'i.
mind had not been well prepared for the reception &
the new doctrines—if the soil on which-the seed fell,
bad not been subjected to a previous ecourse of;ni{;
dressing, so as to enable it to bring for'ﬂf Jf;"
abundantly. Every new religion must Lave its ?"I
the Baptist, and Protestantism had its worthy prcf‘:'fl
sor in the person of the celebrated U_iwch o1
Hutten.® e it was, who may truly be said to have

» TUlrich . Von Hutten, the author of somne, of thc.l.rzm;r:’]'l:
scene worka of the XVI century, was an u..rdgm. ndlm-”u;-l agt
ductrines of the Refermation ; he died in 1523, al the ez;]ilylvl lﬁe‘
of 36 yeary, rotlen with a_loathsome disease, and in i ;

. o o 1o,
Protestant faith lost one of its brightest ornaments, aud relig?
—pure and padeSled—its mesl zeglous chompiom..




