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'NEWS OF THL .WEEK.
No fighting as yet.. On the Danube, the Russian
cohnons are concentrating, whilst the Allies seem to

_ be amusing themselves with reviews, public dinners,

. war in the East, the E

aud much talking., Tke inaction of Admiral Dundas,
% the Black Ses, is marvellous ; he seems to have dis-
cqugred the sccret of being nowhere, when e is
wanted ; and of doing nothing with an immense ex-
perditure of labor. Public opinion in England is
streag against him, and the only cxcuse that can be
offered is, that the Allied Squadronis required as
muchk to protect the Sultan against his Moslem sub-
jects, diszusted by the recent changes, as to defend
“Curkey from the encroachments of the Czar. In
the meantime, the Greek insurrection is spreading,
and is assuming the characteristics of a religious war.
On the ene side, Russia and 1he Cross ; on the other,
Great Britain, France, and the Crescent. It is pro-
bable however that the Russians will find means- to
strike a decisive blow, ere the arrival of the Allies
w the field of action. IExcept as connected with the
uropean news is devoid of in-
terest. : ‘

Streel preaching in the United States has again
led to a serious disturbance. A Drotestant minister
of the name of Orr, who calls himself the « Angel
Gabriel,” and « Trumpeter for the King that is to
come, was delivering one of his usual Anti-Popery
tirudes, in East Boston; on Sunday last. As tlus
took place in apublic tharoughfare,a crowd collected ;
the ¢ T'rumypeler,’? and his friends, then went over to
Chelsea, where, o the open air, and in the. public
streets, they again commenced assailing Irislimen and
Catholies wilh every opprobrious epithet. As this
took place in'a quarter where there are a number of
“Irish Catholics, it is not-wonderfui thata row ensued.
“I'khe Protestants were liowever vastly sunerior in num-

‘bers and organisation ; they drove the Trish from the

ground ; wrecked their houses, destroyed their proper-
ty, and then commenced an attack on the Catholice
Church. One zealous Protestant particularly distin-
guished himself by climbing on to the top of the
Church, and wrenching the Cross from its {astenings
ke cast it to the infuriated Protestant rabble below ;
the [atter with truc Protestant hatred of the Cross of
Chirist soon shivered tlie symbol of man’s redemption
to atoms. The military were called out, and at last
the rioterswere dispersed,  T'he Chelsea civic antho-

- rities ordered the ¢ Angel Gabriel” off, at the com-

mencement of the disturbance, when this worthy Pro-
testant minister took his departure, and has not since
biedn heard of.

Parliament is summoned to meet for the despatch
of business on the 13t June. '

HUE MINERVE ON THE «RESERVES?
QUESTION.

« All the Catholies of Canada, and the whols Pro-
testatt paity, that makes common cause with us in
polilics, are agreed upon the chiel points ot this ques-
Lion, (¢¢ The Clergy Reserves;) they reject all idea of

> .spoliation : they recognise that there is no resemblance

betwixt the ¢ Clergy Reserves,” and the property of
the Catholic Corporations of Lower Canada; and that
the manner in which the Reserves may be disposed of,
will aflord no precedent to justify the spoliation ot the
propurty of the religions cornmunities in Lower Cana-
da.’'—Minerve, 9k insl.
We know not whether our cotemporary be blind
bimself, or whether he be merely seeking to blind
otliers—Ubis readers 5 wha, perliaps, never, or rareiy,
see the aceredited organs of the Protestant political
party, with whom, in this affaiv of the « Clergy Re-
serves” the Ninerve invites its Catholic readers to
act in conecerl.  But certain it is, that the whole, or
nearly the whole, of that Drotestant political party,
sa far from “rejecting all idea of spolialion™—as
the Minerve asserts, openly declare their intention
to attempt, at least, the spoliation ef all Cathelic
endowments; and make no secret that it is solely
for the sake of eflecting this spoliation that they
consent to the ¢ secularisation” of the Reserves.—
We refer our cotemporary to the columns-of his al-
liess—the Alontreal Gazette, the Orange Lily—
the Globe, the DMontreal Witness and the other
‘leading Drotestant and democratic organs of Upper
and Lower Canada. Itis true that the first attack
will be directed, not against the Beclesiastieal Cor-
porations—but.against fithes; these will go first, the
others will speedily share the same fate. Tt will be
noticed that the Minerve carefully abstains, howerver,
from-alluding to tithes, and the cflect which the ¢ se-
cularisation® of the Reserves will have upon this
impor{ant branch of our ecclesiastical revenues.
4]t is much 1o be regretied that some journals,
“Wwithout-mature reflection, have treated this question,

¢ 1 view of the isterests of the Catholic' Chureh; and

I L

-have 4hys provoked.a discussion which. ;i\'!oiulg; other-,

.poor Jack spoke in'his life. It is indeed.much tobe
-| regretted that his- official Yeposeshould'be disturbed

‘an atmosphere impregnated with red tape and seal-,

fwe do not deny—the Zegal right of the Provincial

.unto applying a remedy.

-We: notice our cotemporary chiefly for the sake of

“that wrote the article
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wise have been useless

"There spoke * Jack-in-Office” as.;plainly as-ever

for such a cause, and-that”all Catholic joiirnalists
n're",nu"t‘ cantent toview the « (:llérgyv‘I{_ngyﬁ'gs’f;
question- froin his (Jack’s,) office wiridow, and iLrough’

ing-wax. It must sound strange.n Jack’s.ears to
be told that there are interests; in the.eyes of<Catho-
lies; higher, dearer, and-more sacred, thaw his'; ‘that if.
the interests’ of the Church required it, we' should
‘have no objection to see him, and Lis, blown off irto
infinite space. DBesides, according o Jack, ‘there’
was no occasion for such a. discussion—this question
of—*secularisatien.”™ = - T

“ By no means affects the doelrines and teachings
of the Cathelic Church.?—16, ~ = ~° = - -

. Pardon us, good ¢ Jack-in-Office;” it docs, and
that most vitally. _As we have shewn, {secularisa-
tion™ is only defensible upon the lypothesis that,

from @ Calhlic

the Legislature may lawfully deal with the,question®,
'—thaf of the s Reserves’—¢ but arghes, as he 'says,
' point of wiew.' This i8, ypt will per-
ceive, shirking,lhe méris of the quesiion, and amounts
10’ saying, that,

.desire, and would comie'toif left lo themselves, might
hy'possibility- opérale ogainst Catholics)in time, we.

'(Cathiolics) shionld interfere dnd prevent such decision,

" There is rauch in tlie.:ab'owfe paragraph to'show that
it was 'never written by - a Catholic ; and that the

writer. - At best,’if a Catholic at all, he is one of
those Oran ge Earwtholics, of wliom, of old, (he Great
Dan used to make mince meat, holding them and their

.'principles in abhorrence. Lo o

- According to'the Freeman; the TRur WirNEss
¢ shirks the merils of the question,” decause he dis-
cusses *it from-a “ Catholie point of -view;” "and is
“yungust,” because he deprécates a policy, no matter
how popular amangst Protestunts, which may in time
“ aperate against Catholics.”  Such assertions never

State assistance, in aid of religion, is bad, and should

Priest of Lower Canada to enforce the payment of |
the tithe. ‘T'herc is more then than expediency at '
stake 5 we do indeed know that it will be most inex- ‘
pedient for Catholic interests that the % Reserves” !
should be * secularised 3 but we know also that that
¢ secularisation” will never be eflected until Catholics ;
recognise as true, a principle which the Chureli ‘con-
demns as {alse—viz.,—That the support of religion
should be left entirely to the Voluntary system’; and
that all Stale assistance; 10 aid-of religion, is. cvil.

“ Do - right,” -quotes the Minerve, ¢no .lna;tcr‘
what may bappen.”  We adopt the seatiment, and |
will act by it. Butl we deny that it is'7ight to ¢ se- |
cularise” he Reserves ; - we deny—seeing the great !
want there is in Upper Canada of religious instruc- |
tion for the people—seeing: also the general preva- |
lence of crime and impiety—we deny that it is»ight |
to take away the sole fund that exists for applying a |
remedy to this lamentable moral and spiritual destitu-l
tion, e dely the IMincrve to assign.one reason |
why the # Reserves’” should be ¢ seeularised.?— |
Mind ! 22200 of a majority is not »eason ; for, in God .
only; but never in man, are wi// and reason, one.— |
The onvs probandi, that it is 7ight to “ secularise,”
rests with the Mznerve. o

Finally, the Mincrve taxes us with inconsistency, ]
in having treated the question of the * Reserves”;
ditlerently, two years ago, from what we do now.
Tor this purpose our cotemporary quotes an article |
from the Trur Wirsess of 1852 which so farj
from convicting us of inconsistency shewrs elearly liow |
strictly consistent the TRUE WrrxEss ever hias been
on this question.

_ Weasserted then, as we assert now, that as against
the Imperial Legislature, the right of the Provin-
cial Legislature to legislate for the ¢ Clergy Re-
serves’ was good. :

We admilted then, as we admit now, the legal
right of the Legislature to *¢ secularise ;* but be-
canse we admitted'the legal right then, as we do now,
we did_not then, and do not now, recognise the
right, or rather expediency, of exercising it.

We refrained then from discussing the expediency
of “secularisation,” . because that issue had not then
been raised ; but we, intentionally, and with a view
te the objection of the DMinerve, remarked -that
though admitting that legal right, many might be dis-
posed to contest the expedieney of its exercise. It
is not advisable always lo exercise every legal right.
The Quecn has the right of veto ; the House of Cam-
mons has the right to stop the supplies; but it does
not follow that the one is bound to negative every
Act passed by Parliament ; or the other, to throw the
whole affairs of the nalion into confusion. The strict
exercise of a legal right may oft times involve a great
wrong. ; :

Here is our confession of Faith upon this Reserves
gnestion, whicly, if the MZnerve again thinks fit to at-
tack, we would at least beg of him to state correctly.

We admit, for the sake of argument,—ar rather

I

Legistature to'* secularise® the Reserves.

But we do not admit that there exist any reasons
why thase “ Reserves” should be ¢ secularised ;»
though thare are many and cogent reasons, why they
should not. T :

If badly, or partially distributed, to the undue ad-
vanlage of some denominations, and to the exclusion
of others, we admit the propriety of a new and more
equitable distribution ; which is all that can logically
be deduced from the premises. It is only from the
premises—ithat the State should not give any mate-
rial, or pecuniary assistance, to the cause of religion
and morality —that the propricty of ¢ secularisation®
can be deduced. ! :

And lastly, we contend that—sceing the great re-
ligious destitution that prevails in the Upper Province
—it is not wise o throw away the sole means of there-

The Montreal Freeman of Saturday last eontains
an article, professedly written bya Catholic, in whicl
Ihe writer objects to the policy advocated by the
Trus WiTNESS as mostin accordance with Catho-
lic principles, and most likely to promote Catlolic in-
terests in Canada. Far be it from us to contest the
Freeman’s right to criticise and oppose that policy ;
but we contend that-he should. do so under his true
colors ;5 that he should not assume a Catliolic disguise,
in order the more casily to assail a Catholic argoment.

stripping the mask off him ; for it was no "Catholic
to which-we allude. For in-|
stance, he says 1— ' i B

$The editor of the. T_rtu_é TF’ii,mE_s dues not demj"‘l-hal_'

fell from Catholic lips ; such sentiments. were:never

‘be abolished ; and therefore as a logical consequence, | entertained by a Catholic Leart. el
the State shonld 1io longer give its aid to the Popish ; :

“We “shirk the merits of the question”—and, &e-

cawusg we discuss it from n ‘¢ Catholic point of view I"

Why, bless the man, what dees he mean? If indeed,
he believed the Catholic Chureh to be the true
Chureh, and her teachiag the only sure guide on all
questions -wherein the interests of religion and mo-
rality were eoncerned, e would knew, that the % Ca-
tholic,” is the onfy, * point of view” from whence
the merits of tho question can begliscerned ; and;that
it is only by discussing thie question, asseen from that
“ point of view,” that its real * iwerits” can be pro-
perly discussed at all. -Instead of accusing us of
“shirking the merits® of the question, because we
discussed it from such a “ point of vicw,” Jie would,

if a Catholi¢, nad deemed us in error, have blamed |-
| us, for that, enjoying such an excellent stand point,:

we Dhad nevertheless failed to perceive and appreciate
those merits; he would have found the cause of our
error,not in our choice of * a point of view,” but in
our own distorted organs of . vision, unable to profit
by the advantages of our position.  No, no, Mr.
Lreeman ; your speech betrays yon—* et logueln
tue mantfestum te facit.” Your “ We Catholics,”?
is but a {limsy disguise, which the first breath of air
blows asunder. Beneath your Catholic lion’s skin,
we plainly see your Protestant ears; and your very
questionable attempt at a Popish roar, endsin the me-
lancholy, but most unmistakable bray of the conven-
ticle. Itisin vain for you to altempt passing your-
self off as.a Papist. ‘

And it is < aengust,” argues our cotemporary, to
oppose “ secularisation,’” because, in time, such a mea-
sure may possibly ¢ operate against Catholics.” Were
the writer a Catholic, he would know that all that
operates, or may, by any possibility, operate, against
Cathelic interests, is evil, and therefore of the devil,
and therefore most justly to be opposed. But here
we hear the sonorous bray of our unmasked opponent ;
there it gods, lion's skin and all, and the noble erea-
ture stands before us in all his beauty. Translated
from a 'bray of Protestant indignation, inta plain ¥ng-
lish, this is the meaning of the Freeman’s complaint
of injustice against Lhe ''RUE WITNESS.

e means—ihat it is # unjust” for the Catholic to
prefer religion to politics, Churel to party—and thus
to make every thing subservient to the interests of
Caltholicity—that it 15 unjust” thus to prefer the in-
terests of a particular scct, to the general interests of
the whole community. )

We can understand this language in the mouth of
an avowed Protestant ; but it is absurd when coming
from a pretended Catholic, who professes to believe
that the Catholic Chureh is_(rod’s Kingdom upon
earth; and that the only trie policy cousists in ex-
tending, consolidating, and perpetvating that King-
dom—whose interests are identical with the true in-
terests of the whole community—and which interests
thercfore, cannot be promoted without at the sane
time, and thereby, securing the gencral well being of
all mankind. The Catliolic cannot conceive of God’s
Kingdom upon earth being too powerful, too prosper-
ous, or {00 widcly extended ; he cannot for an instant
admit the possibility even .of their being any inter-
ists distinct from those of that Kingdom ; or that any
claims, no matter how numerously supported, should
for oneinstant be allowed to come incompetition with
the claims of the Church.  Lhe policy of the Catho-’
lic is—¢ The Chureh.” :

Lither the Catholie Churcliis what she. professes
to be; orshe is not. Il she be, then she is God’s
Kingdom upon earth ; and that policy only is sound,
which tends 1o promote and perpetuate her power,
her influence, and ber dominion everall men,  [f she
be not altegether what she pretends to be, then is she
an impostor; and the sooner all inen renounce her,
and become even as “qze,” of the Montreal Frec-
man, the betler. : ,

Qur colemporary says:— :

1t were gnod Catholie poliey to act so as 10 retain
the friendshi
nada.”

Yes; most assuredly, if the old Reform party be
sincere in its attachmment to the Catholic Chureli j—
if: its chief policy be to promote the power of God’s
Kingdom uvpon earth. But, otherwise—no—decid-
edly-—no ; for the viendship of the enemies of God’s
Charch is hostility to God; and it is good Catholic
policy 1o act 50 as to retain the friendship of 'God ;
but to retain this friendship, we must, above all lll‘ings,
be faithful and ohedient-to His Church, and avoid all
alliance with IIis -cnemies, -and -rebels against ITis
Kingdom. _ : SR

In conchision, we would remark to the Freeman :

1. That it is not true that the question of {he Re-

{ serves “concerns Catholies.alone.”  But il it were,

then Cathalics shoufd be exliorted to obserre a,strict

becanse the decision the . Protestants’

This, I think, is.not ]usl”. The [talics ‘are'o‘dr_:i‘)’\yn;‘

“e’(Catliolics)” of thé Montreal Ireeniun, is'but:
‘a’feeble attempt t conceal the Protestantisti’of . the:

p of tke old Reform paity of Upper Ca-{

neufrality ; and, if. they-did not th
their influence -against.  secularisation ” at least-{
‘abstain carefully from saying, or db'ing anything to ¢ °
1 A . ; » Y le.
; .tgll-m.me.:p:questlon m-,whxch,\according‘to the Fye
m‘,m';ilhely'hi'e' in no'wisé copcerned. =~ . - -
22 We'Would ‘alsg call the attention of our rotem
oraty to the fact—admited by the leading Protest.
it . Seculirising” journals of Upper Canady.—
that ;the. party in- favor of * secularisation® amop st
Protestants: is-“ a miserable handful hardly .,‘,,-,,55/
reckoning ;7 whilst  the great majority of the Praj
testunt population ¢ Upper Canada are opposed ¢
| “:sacularisation.’ —Bathurst Courier. °
8 'We would conclude, by remarking—that—,
Catholies"should 'be entirely neutral in aaquestion li:
which’ tliey are iuno wise concerned, and shol leave
its decision to Protestants alone, who, according to
| the Freéman, are alons interested therein—ani, aq
| the % great ‘majority of .the Protestant populmim; o.f
‘Upper Canada is opposed to ¢secularisation’ _fhe
advice given to Catlolics, by the Ireeman, ang
other " Secularisers” of Lower Canada, that tley
should, hy their votes, aid in imposing « secﬁ!aric;{}_
tion” upon {he adverse Protestant inajoritr, is ;!ot
ouly manifestly inconsistent with their assertions, ha¢
‘the ¢ Clerpy Reserves question concerns Prote:’tnnlq
alone®-—but is also 2 monstrous outrago upon the I‘i;
beral principles of government which (l\ey pvoﬁl:_q,»~
njnst, impolitic, and eminently anti-Catholic,

row the weight of

We copy from the Toronto Mirror :~—
| The regular monthly meeting of the Toronto @arke-
lic Institute took place on the eveniug of Monttay lag
"and we must e.\‘:ipress our extreme 1egret (hat indispo-,
sition prevented our attendance. Ve are happy 10
learn that there was a large attendance of Mew bers
and that the atmost unanimity prevailed. v

His Lordship the Bizhop presided, and several of
the Catholic pastors of the city were in attendnace,

His Lordzhip, after thanking the: Association for the
honor conferred upon him in his unanimons appoint-
ment as President, and for his cordial reception an that
oceasion, ealled the particular attention of the meetjny
to the'Report recently fusnished by the Board of Trus.
tees of the Catholic Separate Schools of this city. Thia
able doenment was minutely reviewed by hiz Lord-
stip, and the excellence and soperiority of the system
of edueation inculeated, were distinetly pointed ont,

The obstacles which bigotry and prejudice conii-
nually raise agafust the beneficial application of the
School Laws, were enumerated and traced to the
vague and undefined terms employed in the Supple-
mentary Act of Jast session. Language capable of
distortion and misdirection should never be employed
in legislation, particnlarly on subjects of such vitl
interest, and where adverse pattics arc on ihe walch
tur an apportunity of perverting the law from its direct
and legitimate object. The remedy proposed by his
Lordship was clear and explicit, and it proper means
are applied, we may expect its early adoption by the
Legislature, The demand is jusl and imperative, and
must not e withkeld, . -

That part of the Report which shows the deficiency
in numbers, in aceommodation and school apparatus,
received particnlar autention, and plainand practicable
remedies were snggested for adoption.

At the conclosion of his Lordship’s comprehensive
and instructive address the following resolution was
unanimonsly adopted :—

That this Tnstitute cordially concurs in the views expressad
by His Lordship the Bishop on the necessity of patting our
Chthalic Schno& in & more etlicient state, by aflording addi-
tional accommadation to both Teachers and Pupils; and s
-eltieet this object we ;pledge, ourselves to collvet, by means o
Subscriptions, o sumn sufliciest o carry his views o effeer,
and name the following gentlemen as collectors : =1}, K. Feo-
han, Thomas Hays, Angis Macdonnell, J. P, De la Iaye, Jas.
Hallinan, S. G. Lyan, P. Doyle, J. McCurry, . Mullen, and
C. Robertson, : |

-The following Resolution was also passed aiter
some discussion, with only two dissentients; d

That the Catholi¢ Tnstitute of T'oronte pledges itself to of-
pose by all constitutional muans the re-clection of the preeent
Ministry and of nuiy of their suppnrtcrs, it at the next Session
ol the Provincial Varliament full justice is not dune to the Ca-
tholies of Western Cannda, with regard to the free working of
therr Sepiirate Schools; and that this Institte invokes the
syipathy and assistance of their fellow Catholics in Eastern
Canada to promete this abject.

Our friends and coreligicnists of Upper Canada
may be perfectly assured of our earncst sympathy
with them, and of our readiness to co-operate with
them, in delivering the Catholics of the Western ro-
vince [rom the galling yoke which Drotestant intole-
rance has imposed upon them. The demaud, of our
friends are very simple, and very just. They demand,
that Government assistance shall be afforded (o Ca-
tholic sehools, {0 the same extent as it is afforded to
Non-Cathelic scliools ; this they have the right to
ask; and (his itis our; duty—Catlolics of Lower
Canada, enjoying as we do IFreedom of Leligion and
Lducation—1o insist upon, for our unjustly treated
bretiren. At the coming general election will be
the proper time to enforce our claims ; the - question
of Education should be made a test question ; and n2
candidate should receive 4 Catholic vote whao will not
pledge himself to use every means in his power, as 2
member of the Legislature, to secure to the Catho-
lics of Upper Canada the enjoyment of their just
rights in the matter of education.

But who are the enemies whom (he Catholies of
Uppér Canada have most to dread? ~What party i
it that is most hostile to them, and fo their claims ?-—_—
We hesitate not to answer—7The Democratic, or Li-
beral, party—as its members call themselves in defi-
ance of common sense. The real encmics of 'ree-
dom of Catholic Iducation are your Radical, soz-
disant, « Voluntaries™ in Religion, and ¢ Secular-
isers.” Nay with them, one mative which incites to
“secularisation™ 'is the certainty that it will be a
casy matter to put. down Popish « Separate Suhoo]_s
when once they shall have succeeded in secularis-
mg” the Resérves. The best and surest way for Ca-
thelics to maintain and perfuct their system of Sepa-
rate Education; is fo oppose with afl their power: the
success of the darling plan of Mister George Jirown,
and his fellow-worknien of the TIoly Protestant Al-
fange. - .

The two questi

ons—of (he ¥ Clérgy Reserves,” and



