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' NEWS OF THE WEEK.'
Tug North, -American arrived -at Quebec on
Wednesday with four days later news. Parlia-
mesit has been further prorogued to. the 13th No-
vember ; the Central American question was again
eici'ting public attention; .in other respeets there
is-nothing of interest from Great Britian.

. From the Continent we. have rumors of prevail-
mg discontent in France, and a consequent pro-
jected increase in the garrison of that city. The
Anglo-l‘rench expedition to Naples had not sail-
ed ; though the British squadron had Ieft Gibral-
tar for lhe Mediterranean. The King of Na-
ples will, it is'said, be supported heartily by his
aub_;ects in case of an attack being made upon his

~ dominions ; and it is hinted that Louis Napoleon
would be right glad to settle matters amicably
throuah the intervention of the Sovereign Pon-
ﬁﬁ‘- .

As the day for the election of President draws
pear, the excitement in the United States in-
creases. 'The late elections in Pennsylvania are
thought to to be decisive in favor of the Buchan-
an candidate, and fatal to the prospects of the
Yremonters,

PROTESTANT MISSIONS,

We published lately some extracts from a re-
markable article which appeared in the fast num-
ber of the Westminster Review, which, in spite
of the Montreal Witness, we still contend is the
leading, and most ably conducted, Protestant pe-
riodical in the British Empire—upon the subject
of © Missions ;» with the object—firstly, of show-
ing, by D'rotestant testimony, that Protestant
missions had invariably been productive of more
evil than good ;—and secondly, of indicating the
causes to which these lamentable failures were at-
tributable. By so doing, we have provoked the
strictures of the Quebec Gasette and the Moni-
real Witness; and with the last-named journal,
apparently laid ourselves open to the suspicion of
sympathising with the peculiar religious views of
the Westminsier Review ; to whose charge our
evangelical cotemporary lays a fearful array of
enormities ; amongst which “ infidelity” and ¢ gra-
taitous slamh.rs” are per"apa the most conspicu-
ous. '

It is not for us to take up the cudcre]s in de-
fence of the Westminster Reviewer’s trutbfuluess ;
only this would we remark—If the testimony
of Protestant against Protestant is open to the
suspicion of partiality and prejudice, because of

the mutual jealousies of the different Protestant|

sects—a fortiori, must the testimony of Protest-
ant against Catholic be liable to the same objec-
Lion ; ?f, because of his opposition to Methodism
and Calumsm, the Westminster Reviewer is an
unretiable authority whee treating of their moral
cffects ‘upon their respectwe professors—how
much ‘more must not Methodists and Calvinists
be unworthy of credit, when taking up their pa-
rable against Popery. To the Catholic, the re-
ligious doctrines of the Westminster Revicwer
must of course be exceedingly cbnoxious ; but,
at the worst, they are not so dishonoring to the
Creator, as are those of Calun, whose God is
but an Omnipotent Devil ; nor is there in them
anything to prevent their holder from being a
perfectly credible witness in the natural order.
“But the facts. s0 dlscredxtable to Protestant
missions; related i the Westminster Reyiew, are
not given on the Reviewer’s authority ; but . on
that- ol' modern Protestant travellers, and " well
known iwriters—such as Communder Wilkes of
the United States Navy ,—Captam Beechey,
R.N. ;—Bayard Taylor, author of a work on
& .Indm, China, and Japan;”—H. Melville,author
£ & Omoo >—Miss Martioeau ; all TProtestants,
t:.at is, Non-Catholics—all agreeing in the main,
2 to the effects of Protestant missions; but, ac-
cording to the Montreal Witness, becanse they
cannot mouth his particular ¢ Shibboleth,” or re-
peat_ his_peculiar formula of orlhodoxy, all “«Ji-
centious. ‘travellers, enemies of - the missionaries,”
and “averse to Godliness.” It'will be seen that
our cotemporary bas a very simple and. wholesale
way of d:scredmng an unfavorable witness; he
-puts him down as an infidel, and therefore expects
us to conclude that he must be a liar,
‘The Montreal Witness should stick to this
process, ‘a3 better adajted to liis intellectual ca-
libre, than the following attempt at argument :—

#The whole case, however, can be dlsposed of in
A very summary manuer.’ The samo argument which
serves 1o prove: to infidels ‘the “credibility of Gospel
history, ‘namely, the absurdily there is in-gupposing
that . the smeced writers could have either deceived
taemselves,” or attempted: succesufnlly o deceive
others, by bearing testmmny 10 évents- wlncb never
gecurred,-can:alzo bé uvsedin: mference‘ ta Protestant
missiona, L We have the reporis ‘of missiobariés - pub-

the, palf of, the iwriter.as. to .the nature of the
proofs :which establish the credibility of the Gos-
pe] nauatne——-(not dootnne,s)——-we will endesvor
to- show its. fallae) K '

“The Gospel narrative is credible, because at-

tested by eye witnesses who could not be deceived,
nor deceivers, upon the points therein related ;
and because it was uncontradicted by cotempo-
raries—who-had the best means of knowing whe-
ther the facts therein stated were false or true—
and whose interest it was to establish that they
were false. :
" The witnesses {o the truth of the Gospel nar-
rative could not be themselves deceived ; for the
events therein related were of such a nature as to
preclude the possibility of deception. When
they tell us that they saw one man rise from the
dead, after having been three days in the grave
—that they saw another, immediately and com-
pletely cured of a severe bodily disease of long
standing—they testify to facts upon which, as
falling directly under the cognisance of their na-
tural faculties, it was impessible that they were
themselves deceived.

Neither could they have been deceivers; for
they had not only no earthly interest in telling
their marvellous story, but every possible induce-
ment to refrain from publishing it. The witnesses
to Christ’s Resurrection knew that toil, persecu-
tions and imprisonments, stripes and a cruel death,
were their inevitable fate, if they persisted in
their marrative; but that case, worldly honors,
and the faver of the great ones of their nation,
would be theirs, if they would but retract. Yet
not one 'retracted; all persisted, even unto the
death, in testilying to the truth of the Resurrec-
tion of Christ erucified—a fact upon which it
was impossible that they could have been them-
selves deceived. So with all the other events
recorded in the Gospel narrative.

And the truth of their story was not impugned
by their cotemporaries, whose interest it was to
impugn it. Neither Jews nor Pagans denied the
fact of the marvels recorded by the Gospel his-
torians. They admitted the facts ; but attributed
them to demoniacal influences, and the arts of
magie. ‘We have therefore the strongest of rea-
sons for believing that the events recorded in the
Gospel narratives did occur.

But 'in the case of the ¢ Reports” of modern
Protestant Missionaries, all these reasons which
compel us to yield our assent to the hgstorical
truth of the New ‘Lestament are wanting,

In the first place, the events recorded in the
said « ¢ Reports” are of such a nature that it is
very possible—nay, exceedingly probable—that
the witnesses thereunto are themselves, in many
instances, deceived.

In the second place, the said witnesses have
the strongest. worldly motives to deceive others ;
because, so.far from being thereby exposed to per-
secution, it is only by impressing upon the minds of
their hearers that their missions to the heathen are
prospering, that they can expect to draw their an-
nual or quartedy salaries from the various mis-
sionary societies of ‘which tbey are the paid
agents,

In ‘the third place, their glowing accounts of
the state .of their converts are nvariably con-
tradicted by cotemporary writers, who have vi-
sited their missions, and who can have no inter-
est whatever either in their success or their
failure.

The facts test:ﬁed to by Protestant missionaries,
as establishing the success of their efforts to con-
vert the heatben, are, for the most part, not cog-
nisable by their patural faculties. They tell us
that the beart of such and such a Chief has been
touched by Divine grace—and that’ the Spirit
has done great thmtrs amongst his young men—
that ng Holtey- Pokey, bas become a new
creature in the Lord—aond ‘that his.prime wminis-
ter, Wankey-Fum, in spité of occasional back-
slidings, and an inveteraté - habit of making 2
beast of himself with liquor, is undoubtedly a
“ vessel of election.”” Statements such as these
form the staple of Protestant Missionary “ Re-

port;” and without imputing dishonesty to the

writers, we may surely refuse to give any credit
to them ; seeing that the witnesses themselves have
no possible meins of knowing with certajnty the
spiritual-state of their nominal converts because
such knowledge is not- atthinable by means of
their natural faculties. Upon this set of facts
the stsxonarxes mpay therefore be themselves
deceived. -

Or sometimes we may « *ead of a general smash
amoggst the idols; that some horrid monster
with an unpronounceable narme, and 2 head as big
as a puncheon, has beea broken up for firewood ;
that its former -owner has douned the bnfumated

smutty features within the recesses of a ¢ poke,”
or’ coalscultle bcrmet Here' are a set of facts,

garment, whllst his’ !‘avonte wife conceals her .

-tion: of :the: statements, of:.thnﬁmw,:and gires.them: 3 of

a.nd that  they. bave { ;.

some of .qur- new; steam’ !'nga es 5 but we are not
therefore’ prepared ‘to draw the inference” that
souls. have been won to- Chnst. 'To d;sbeheve in
a hideous’ combmatmn of wood featliers, - and
shark’s teeth is one tlung——and avery. ahgrt inter-
course with-the ‘crew of a'whaler, or of" ‘a4 man-of-
war’s jolly. béat, will suffice to shake. the confi-
dence of the'South Sea Islanders in their idols ;
to believe in the Lord Jesus Christ, and to keep
His Commandments, is another. Now the fact
is, that in the South Sea Islands, the destruction
of idolatry—or at all events of its open and
visible practice—uwas generally the work, not of
the Missionaries, ‘but of the first white discover-
ers. Upon this point we cannot however do
better -than quote the words of the Rev. Mr.
Cheever, himself-an American Prolestant Mis-
sionary of the evangelical type, and author of a
work on Polynesia, knowo as % The Island
World of the: Pacific. After dilaling upon
the immorality of the first visitors to the natives
of Polynesia, he goes on to say :—

#1n the providence of God, however, the loosences,
the utter sbandonment, and practical infidelity of
those who stopped among them hed one good effect.
1t was to undermino the power of the idol-priesthood,
and to Joosen the oppre:szon of the 7abus, They, the
foreigners were seen. to ert forbidden food on fabu-
days, to pay no sacrifices to the Gods, and habitually
10 break the tabua with impunity. The natives na-
turally reasoned upon this—it cannot te so fatal as
the priests tell v, to violate the tabus; the foreign-
ers do not die when they break them; why should
we?'—p. 86,

“ An incidental good effect of the very profligacy,
so depraving, of abanddned foreigners at the Hawalian
Island3, undoubtedly was to induce the natives to
abandon the system of idolatry and tabus; and it is
at the present time o notable and world known fact,
a3 it was then o strangely providential, that while
the first American misgionaries were upon the high
seas on their way to the islands in 1815 to try what
scoffers called a novel experiment of knight-errant
humasnity, the idol gods were digowned, their temples
burned, the great wall of tabus broken :down, and
the wa' prepared, so far as that went, for the recep-
tion of the true God."—pp, 88, 89,

The destrucion of idolatry 18 therefore evi-
dently not due to the missionaries ; and thus whilst
we admit the other set of facts adduced by them
—we do not find thereiu any proof of the suc-
cess of their missions.

The Protestznt missionaries have also every
conceivable inducement held out to them to de-
ceive others, with glowing accounts of the con-
version of the heathen.. Not coly do they ex-
pose themselves to ) no ‘risk of persecut:on by so
doing ; but their daily bread, their comfortable
luxunous homes, the 'silk dresses and gorgeous
bonnets of their wives and daughters, depend
upon their success in unpressmg upon their pul-

Tible countrymen in Fugland and the United

States that their missions are bearing abundance
of fruit, The miscionaries therefore, as inter-
ested parties, are incompetent as witnesses. Not
only they .may be themselves deceived, but they
may also be deceivers.

And that they are'so, we bave not only the
positive testimony of -all disinterested traveliers
who have visited their missions, but occasionally,
the valuable, because reluctant admissions of the
missionaries themselves. The great seat of mo-
dern Protestant missions, are the Islands of the
Pacific ; and it 15 2 fact, that the natives of these
islands are rapidly disappearing—not because
their supply of food has diminished, or become
more difficult of access—but simply because of
their incredible and:indescribable immorality. Ia
the words of the Rev. Mr. Cheever—* certain
it is, they ave dyingoff fast, roiten with dis-
ease.” This one fact is conclusive as to the moral,
as well as the physleal depravity, of - ‘the converts
made by . Protestant : Missionaries; ~-Theré is
therefore no “ absurdity in supposing” ' that the
writers of Protestant ¢ Missionary Reports”
are, sometimes, themselves deceived—often de-
ceivers—and always very unreliable witnesses as
to the success of  Protestant Missions.”

How far the editor of the TruE WITNESS is
justly obnoxious to fhe reproach incessantly
urged against him, by the Journal de Quebec, of
haviag dragrred the pames of the Prelates of
Upper Canada into a” newspaper discussion, vrill
be apparent from the subjoined document, which
was published during the course of the past sum-
mer by the Toromto Mirror, and the True
Wirness ; and which—with episcopal sunction,
—we again publish; as aconclusive answer o the

following inuendoes which appeared in the Jowur-
nal de Quebec of the 16th inst,
Our cotemporary asserts—that =—

“With the object of diverting public attention, hc
(the Truz Wirness) tried to make it nppear that his
csuse is
ronto and of Hamilton."

 We regret that the editor of the Trug WirNESH—
who is never backwards in giving lessons to othecs—
hes not comprebended how unbecoming it is thus to
cast the names of two members of our cjpisco 4 into
the roidst of & newspaper discussion.
felt that the field of journalism daes nat olfec & pro-
per battle field for Bishops ; and that in wishing #s he |
does, to hold them responsible for hia own writngy, -
he has been guilty of a temerity which these respeet-
sble Prelates may of their charity pacdon, becaase he
knows no belter—but in which, &3 # Gatholic jour-
nalist he should not have indulged himaelf." '

For all reply to the above bilderdash we pub-
lish—and as we said above, with express episco-
wal sanction—the following document from their -

lizhed regulacly in: profuston, wnid-from all iquArterd
of the’ globe,s a.nd cvery ong of them is in contredxc-
SON e AESE

for which,:as: commg within: the range.of ‘their
fatural factlties, - we mll take the M:ssxonanes

that of their Lordships  the Bishops of To-'

He should have | ‘
{ quthority. the names of the blahops of Upper

Liordships -the. B;shops of .Upper Canada ;. and‘
. which at their- express request, was publ:shed in -

“Felton
150 S v TYal
amendment on

RIS ER

“wrl ; o ‘voted for hns‘,

KEN=—-IR . ly'wthe faIse,r o7 3
iated relative 1o Your.aoble move in thé School queds
tion, we beg éclare, that—in the Bill first  inteo-
duced by Mr, BowWes—in the notice diatributed onithe
124h° inst to tho ‘members of the House—and .other do-
cuments trusted 10 your. -high sense of gustloe-—you
Lave, not_only the claim of the Bozrd of the Roman
Catholic School Trustees elected by the Roman Cs-
tholica of Toronto, but you have also 7ue TEN CaTho-
10 Bigriors oF CaNADA, re-cchoed by several organs
of the press in Upper and Lower. Canads, inp BVEN
BY THB FORMER EDITOR OF THE Joirnal de’ Quebec: you
have the claims of the tens of thousnnds of Catholica
who in 1853-65, from Upper and Lower Canade, tho
Archb:shops, and Bishops at their head, petitioned the
Parlinmon} in order to obtain for the Roman Catho-
lica of Upper Canada equal rights of freedom of edu-
cation, and whose petitions still stand in all their
force, aslong gs it is evident for any man of candor
that the Separato Behool Bill of 1855, AcainsT WiHICH
Biysor8 AND THE PRES5"PROTESTED. WITH ALL THEIR
ENERGY, i8 contaminated with the six infamous shac-
kles, mentioned by the Toroato Mirrer of the 6th inat.,
and wh:eh are 38 follows :—

« 1gt. So as to exclude Catholic eupporters of se-
parate Schools from the municipal nszcasment, for
school purposes, which right is8 granted to the Pro-
teatanta of Lower Canads.

#2nd. Mainieining an annual notification, very dif-
ficult in s widely acttled country, and even in the
cities; which notification is not required from the
Protestants of Lower Ganada.

#3rd. Containing the tyrannicel obligation for
Catholics to contribute to Protestant Schools, school-
‘bousés nnd libraries, No such contribution is demond-
ed from the Protestants of Lower Canads.

¢ 4th. Defrauding OCatholicy of their jnst share of
any Bchool fund, except the Government grant. XNo
such fraud i pe:petra.ted on the Protestanta of Lower
Cauada.

“ 5th, Annulling uw clection of &chool Trustecs
when their Seperate School is not esteblished in two
raonths. Mo auch frivglous end vexatious enactment
cxiats in tho Protestant Separnte School Law of Lower
Canada.

“ gth Rendering doubtfal the right of Catholics to
apply their achool texes to the Scparate School of a
neighbouring Eection, This is the wmos! imquitous
elause in the whole Bill, for by it Catholics about Toron-
lo, Ardjule. Guelpk, &c‘have been taxed fwice; once
for their own Scbools and oxnce for Protestant ones,
No such infamy as this is tolerated in regnrd to the
Protestants of Lower Canada.

t Therefore Dear Sir, by supporting ovs Bill, and
defending the honoura.ble position you and other
members took in the House on the 5th of May and
12th of June, you cannot but deserve the highest con-
sideration and the deepest gratxtudc of one half of the
population of the Province.”

1 Aw. M. D. D Caarnouner,
Bishop of Toronto.
t Joun FarmeLy,
Bishop of Hamilton.

From the above it is clear :—

1. That thé Trux WrirNEss has not dragged
the nawes of the Catholic Bishops of Upper
‘Canada into a newspaper discussion on the school
question ; but that these Right Reverend Pre-
lates themselves have proprio motu, come forward,
through the columans of the press, to make known
their grievances to the public; and that the
Trur Wrrness in citing them as his authority,
‘has only acted in accordance with their express
wishes and we may add their reiterated injunc-
tigns.

2. That. whether we]l orill founded the com-
plaints urged in the columns of the Trug Wrt-
wEss against the Upper Canada School Law of
1855, are not his, but the Bishops’, complaints ;
that they have “ protested with all their energy”
against that measure, which M. Cauchon and his
ministerial ‘friends support; and that they look
upon Mr. Bowes' Bill,” which M. Cauchon, op-
poses, as their Bill—¢ Our- Bil/l"—they callit.

3. That we have merely republished, at their
Lordships® request, and in their very words, the
said complaints ; and that in ridiculing them, and
treating the said complaiots as false or unfound-
ed, the Journal de Quebsc is in reality, casting
aspersions upon those whom he professes to sur-
round with bis veneratior and respect.

4. That the cause which we have bad the
bonor to advocate—rvery imperfectly we admit—
is, n_oi our cause, but that of their Lordships the
Bishops of Upper Canada; that in suppressing
their public letter, and the complaints therein
urged against the present School Law of Upper
Canada, the Journal de Quebec has been gunlty
of the “ Suppressio veri;” and that in insinu-

| ating that the True WirNess . has introduced

the names of the above mentioned Prelates into
a newspaper controversy without authority, and
with the object of diverting public attention
from the real question at issue, he—the Journal
de Quebec—bas been guilly of the “ suggestio
falsi.”. He knows well that—though the editor
of the Trux Wirness, and he alone, is respon-
sible for the snanner n which the discussion has

‘pér Canada are responsible, and openly avow
themselves responsible, for the malter or sub-
stance thereof ; for it is they, who, by their pub-
lic documents given to the world by their express
authority, through the columns of the newspaper
press, have furnished us with that matter. We

‘This 'we trust will suffize to show the utter
falsity of the JournaZ de Quebsoc’s insinuations
| against thé TRUE WrrnESE ; to clear the latter
from all suspicion of haviny dregged, twithout

{ Canuda into a newspaper discu:sion ; and to prove
j that the Journul de Quedec. in delfending the
. conduct of his viinisterial patrons on the Sehool
| question, is carrying on a war of insults and re-
,pm.\cheb agamst those w
his respect and veneraticn

have but reiterated their com, }hmu, and enume- |
rated their grievances—and in their own words.

hom he surrou:ids'_ﬁthz
—but whose.. letter.

" published by ns above, he dires ;wt-—-we s'\) it
' | Trustees, and as these Trusteea could always ex-

'-reply to-‘one-or " two of his- remarksin - the isse
he fron': wh:c’b

bagdict iy %

froih ohic “'rve*have alreaayq ']:eg'_ s
._Thewcomp amt urged seyizus agamst,fhe actuat

O

sch ol'aw g "’Upyer Canada—that ‘the; Cathohe

mmonty ; are'thereby debarred ffom the r)ght of
conshmtmg their, own schoo! dnstncts ‘whilst that
rxght s fully, accoraed to the Pro €5t t'mmonty
in thie Liower: Pruvmce—-xs no-“new gnevance i
bat . nasf‘pomted out by, ‘the. Bwhops of Upper
Canada long ago; and  was pubhshed by us‘in owr
issue of the 27th ‘of . June, last.”. Nether is the
peculiar permission. ‘granted to the Trustees of
Separate Schools in'Upper Canada to receive into
their schools, children from other schools districts,
any compensation for this injustice ; for though
it enables the Trustees of Separate Schools in
one district to secure the required school attend-
ance of 15 children—yet it does not exempt the
parents resident in one school district in which
there is nio Catholic schaol, who send their chil-
dren .to the separate school of another district
—from all taxation or assessment for the Protes-
tant school of the district in which they reside,

and to which as Catholics they cannot send lheu-
children. And thus 1t often kappens—as point-
ed out by their Lordships the Biskops of Toronts
and Hamilton—that Catholic parents * Agve been
taxed twice®—once for the support of the
school in another district to which they do send
their children, to which they pay school fees,
and to which they ought to be allowed to pay the
whole sum taken out of their pockets by the
State for school purposes; and again, for the
support of a Protestant school to which they do
20t send their children, situated in the district
in which they reside, but in which perhaps there
is not the required number of Catholic heads of
families to establish a separate school. Now
what their Lordships ask, is, that, to the Catho-
lics of Upper Canada, as to the Protesiants of
Lower Canada, the right be secured by law, of
constituting their own school districts as they
please ; or at all events, that Catholic parents
sending their children to the Catholic separate
school of anotber district, shall, upon paying to
the Trustees of the latter the full amount which
the law exacts from them for school purposes, be
exempted from all taxation or assessment for tle
support of the Protestant school of the district
in which they reside, but which they cannot as
conscientions Catholies, allow their children 1o
attend.

With reference to-the case at Ste. Foy, al-
luded to by our cotemporary, we know nothing,
save through his columns ; and he must pardon us
if we place but little reliance on any thing he says.
If however the facts be as stated by him—if a
Protestant minority were compelied by a Cathe-
dlic majority in Lower Canada to contribute,
against their will to the erection of a Catholic-
school-bouse, we have no hesitation in saying
that an injustice was perpetrated upon the form-
er; and that the Lower Canadian Law requires
altenng Under no circumstances should Ca-
tholics be able to tax Protestants, or Protestants
to tax Catholics, for either 'school or church pur-
poses. O

In reply to another questnon addressed to us by
the Jowrnal—how is it that the TruE WiTNEss
‘pretends that the Trustees of dissentient schools,
availing themselves, with respect to the distribu-
tion of the school funds, of the 26th section of
‘the Act of 1846, instead of the 18th section of
the Act of 1849, were also at liberty to consti-
‘tute their own ‘schoo] districts, seeing that that
privilege was only granted by the last-named
Act 1—we would remark, that,in virtue of the 26th
section of the former Act, Trustees of separate
schools had full power to constitute their school
districts as they pleased. For, after prescribing
the mode of procedure for the. election of said
Trustees, it provides that, they—

“ghal] have the same powers, and be subject to the
arme duties as School Commissioners, but for ke
management of those schools only which shall beun-
der their control,"—(That ig, they shall have noright
‘to interfere with the mnnagement of schools under
_the control of tho Schoe! Jommissioners.)

To ascertain therefore the power of the Dis-
sentient Trustees iu virtue ‘of the Act of 1846,
we have but to ascertain what were the powers
of the School Commissioners.  Now, by section

18th of the Act of 1846, it is enacted that the

been carried on betwixt us—the - Bishops of Up- -saxd Commissioners

W Mpy at their discretion alter the limits of school
districts already cxisting, and eréet new ones from
time to time, ’

But, as we have, shown, for the management
of schools under their own control, the Trustecs
of separate schools had, in virtuc of the Act of
1846, the same “ powers™ as had “the School
Commusloners therefore they also bad the pow-

¥ {0 alter at Uieir discretion the limits of exist-
ing -school ‘districts, and to erect new ones j ir
other words, “ to constitute’ tbeu' own school dis-
triets,”—Q.E.D. Lo o

As a corollary, which flows from the provisions
‘of the Lower Canada’ Iaw, securing to Trustees
of Dissentient : Schools the right ‘to limit  their
own Sch:ol dutnct,s, we should remark this—viz.
that the clauses requiring in every-school district
a certain’ number of chxldren ‘of schnol age, offer-
ed no obstacles Lo the estabhshmc'nt by Protest-
‘ants, of separate schools in Lower’ Canada. . F ory
as any numbu‘ of them could-always - elect. their

advisedly—lay belore his readers.

llavmg JUallﬁei ouraehea

-

peraonally, we. wxll :

‘tend -the limits: of ‘their school dlstnct to uuy



