4 b

egert 4 P

Pif R WH p T A s N

-y
A

LT PRWITLE I3

-

]

AN, 22, 1858,

. NEWS.OF THE WEEK. .

¥ would seem, from the news brought By the
_ steamer of the 1st inst., that Sir Colio Camp-

" bell is not yet in possessiog,of Lucknow, which

. .. js still held by a considerable body of the muti-
© neers.

The Commander-in-Chief was waiting
to be reinforced, and as troops were daily arriv-
ing, it was expected that he would soom be.in suf-
ficient force to commence active operations
against the enemy. Ample details will be found
on our sixth page.

The commercial intelligence is more favorable
than any that has been received for some time,
and it was hoped that the.storm had blown over.
There is litte of importance from the Continent
of Europe ; only the Liberals of Sardima, irri-
tated at the result of the late elections, and the
great accession of force to the Catholic party,
are, it is said, about to introduce some new libe-
ral law for checking the moral influence of the
clergy, to whom, of course, as is the case with
most liberals, they are strongly opposed. France
it is said, has determined upon hostilities with the
Chinese ; and it was expected that the forces of
Great Britain and France would conjointly gt-
tack the City of Canton.

Our elections being now concluded, there can
be no doubt that there will, upon the whole, be a
large majority in favor of the « Ins.” In the
Upper Province, the ¢ Outs” bave a majority ;
but this is more than counterbalanced by the
number of members holding decidedly ¢ In”
principles, who have been returned for Lower
Canada. The organs on both sides are there-
fore warmly discussing the ¢ double majority”
system, and whether the present # fn” party
will be able to gevern Upper Canada with only
a Lower Canada majority. The ¢ Ins” contend
that the © double majority” system is a sbam, un-
known to, and repugnant to the spirit of the
Union ; but so low is the general opinion of the
honesty of Canadian statesmen generally, whe-
ther they belong to the great party of the * Ins,”
or to the other great party, that of the ¢ Outs,”
that very little importance can be attached to
any declaration of principles by either. In the
mean time, the really important questions of the
day—those in which the most sacred interests of
Catholicity, and the fundamental principles of
civil and religious liberty are involved—are pru-
dently ignored by both # Zns™ and « Outs,” as
of no consequence whatever ; and the only thing
that can be predicated with any certainty from
the constitution of our present legislature is, that
it will prove itself more unwilling to do justice
1o Catholics than did the last ; and that all hopes,
of shaking off the degrading shackles of State-
Schoolism are at an end.

THE [RISH CATHOLICS OF MONTREAL AND
THEIR DETRACTORS.

« The Irish Catholics of Montreal," gays the Cana-
dien of the 13th inst,, “have committed the strange

_-fault of voting for the friends of Mr. Geo. Brown,

whilst the Irish Catholics of Toronto gupported the
Ministerial candidates.”

In so far as the Insh Catholics of Montreal
are concerned, this statement of our Quebec co-
temporary is directly contrary to truth. * The
Irish Catholics of Montreal” voted for Mr. M-
Gee; and, politically speaking, Mr. M‘Gee is
no friend or supporter, but an opponent of Mr.
George Brown. They voted also, many of them
at least, for M. Dorion ; and we have no reason
to believe that that gentleman is, any more than
is Mr. M‘Gee, a friend or supporter of Mr.
George Brown, or the Clear Grits of Upper
Canada ; although both are no doubt, on many
points, opposed to the policy of the present Mi-
pistry. It is by no means however a logical con-
sequence of that oppositio’h, that either are sup-
porters of Clear-Grit-ism.

So far from voting for the friends of Mr. Geo.
Brown, the lrish -Catholics of Montreal voted
directly against them 5 and it was because they’

* did so, that they opposed the candidature of M.

Cartier, and the Ministerialists. Who are, in a
political sense, the friends of Mr. Geo. Brown?
The men, of course, who voted with him in Par-
liament on those great politico-religious ques-
tions, wherein the rights and interests of Catho-
lics are mosg directly concerned. Now, turning
to the division list upon the greal test question
—+ Should the Catholic minority of Upper Ca-
pada be placed, with reference to their separate
schools, in the same position as are the Protest-

* ant minority of Lower Canada ?’—we find that,

the last time this question was brought before
the House, MM. Cartier, Alleyn, and the Mi-
pisterialists generally, voted with Mr. George
Brown, and must therefore be included amongst
the latter’s political friends and supporters;—
whilst M. Dorion voted against MIM. Cartier,
Brown, and Alleys, for which he received the
public thanks of His Lordship the Bishop of To-

- ronto ; and this vote therefore, fully justifies us in

classing him not amongst the friends, but—upon
politico-religious questions—amongst the oppo-

_ pents of Mr. George Brown ; whose real [riends

—those to whom he is indebted for all his power

Wi, |

o oppress-and insult the. Gatbolic minority of U.
Canada'are " such~ persons as MM: Cartier,
Alleyn, aid the other Ministerialists, ‘who voted
with bim, and ‘against 'abco:glin'g. to _.‘theljcatho'.

lics of the. Upper Province; the same privileges
| in the matter of education as have been accord-

ed to the Protestants of the Lower. -

This simple fact then should exonerate the
Irish Catholics of Montreal from the odious im-
putation of having voted for the friends of Mr.
George Brown; whilst another fact, that our
policy has been strictly in accordance with the
views and wishes of the Irish Catholics of Up-
per Canada, as expressed in the ¢ Resolutions”
of their Catholic Institutes, and in the columns
of their public journals, suffices to acquit us of
having been guilty of any fault as against our co-
religionists in Upper Canada. What we have
done, we did at their own urgent and reiterated
request ; and for the policy which we have fol-
lowed, and its consequences, not we, but they
are responsible ; because they solemnly pledged
themselves, and hefore God, to adopt it for them-
selves, and urged its adoption upon the Catholics
of Lower Canada. It is then the height of in-
gratitude to reproach us for having, at great per-
sonal sacrifices, honestly and faithfully endeavor-
ed to carry out the identical policy adopted, and
urged upon us, by the Irish Catholics of Upper
Canada.

"That policy was, as we have repeatedly shewn,
opposition, “ Ly all constitutional means, tothe
re-election of the present Ministry, and of any
of their supporters ; and having once adopted
that policy, how could we, we ask—without mak-
ing ourselves the scorn of all honest men, with-
out making ourselves a very bye word for incon-
sistency, and without proclaiming ourselves, as
either blustering fools, or canting hypocrites—
how could we, we ask, give our support to the
very men whom we bad solemuly, and publicly
pledged ourselves to “oppose by all constitu-
tional means? 1f the Canadien tells us that
that policy is unsound, or impracticable, we re-
ply that the Catholies of Upper Canada should
liave thought of that before earnesfly urging
it upon us; but, having once done this, it
is impossible for them to assign any reason
whatever for onr deliberate violation of a solemn
pledge—which we have reasons for believing was
not taken, in the first instance, without the know-
ledge and sanction of the highest ecclesiastical
authorities—and which bas not, that we know of,
been repealed or rescinded by any subsequent
¢ Resolutions.” '

Our only fault then, if fault we have been
guilty of, is—that we have too faithfully adhered
to a line of policy, traced out for us by the Irish
Catholic Institutes of Upper Canada, and by
them urged upon us. This fact, the Canadien,
and others, who like curs yelp in concert against
us, keep carefully, but most dishonestly, out of
sight. And yet in those ¢ Resolutions” of the
Catholic Tnstitutes of Upper Canada * are-to be
found the entire explanation, and the full justifi-
cation, of the part acted by the Irish Catholics
of Montreal at the late election. Even—and it
is with shame as Catholics that we write it—
even the very journals of Upper Canada, which
once laid before their readers those high sound-
ing “ Resolutions,” and solemnly pledged them-
selves to adhere to them, have not so much as
alluded to them during the late electoral strug-
gle; whilst we—we, who regardless of all per-
sonal cotsequences, having no private interests
to serve, and actuated solely by an ardent desire
to respond to the piteous appeal of our coreli-
gionists of the Upper Province—are reproached
for our fidelity ; and our constancy to principle,
and our regard for a pledge not lightly made, are
urged against vs as a “ fault!” The fertile brain
aof the novelist never devised a story wore im-
probable than this ; and yet this story is strictly
true. The bitterest satirist of human nature
never charged even his Yahoos with such an ex-
cess of meanness, impudence, and rank ingrath
tude. .

Thus then we have shown :—

1. That it is false that the Irish Catholics of
Montreal voted for the friends of Mr. George
Brown.

2. That the men who supported MM, Cartier,
Alleyu, and those Ministerialists who voted writh
Mr. Brown, against the motion to place the
Catholics of Upper Canada in the same position
with regard to their separate schools as are the
Protestants of Lower Canada, are justly liable
to the imputation of having voted for the friends
of Mr. George Brown. And—

3. That for the policy pursued by the Irish
Catholics of Montreal in * Bpposing by all con-
stitutional means” the re-election of the present
Ministry, and of anf of their supporters, the
Irish Catholics of Upper Canada generaily, and
of Toronto in particular, are responsible; be
cause they not only solemnly, and before God,
pledged themselves to adopt it for themselves,
but earnestly, and with many invocations of our
aid and sympathy, urged its adoption upon the
Catholics of the Lower Province.

It remains for us only to shew that the policy
urged upon us by the Catholic Institutes of U.
Canada—that policy whick, with great personal
sacrifices, we, in Montreal, have carried out,

and with which we are now reproached as witha
“istrange. fault’~was the policy openly advo-:
éated by the Catholis press of Toronto, “and in:

language, to say-the least, as:strong as any ever

used by the TRue WirNESs of Montreal, We
copy from différent numbers of the Toronto Mir-
ror for' June and July 1856, which we strongly
recommend to the attention of the Toronto Afr-
ror for January 1858 :—

WHAT THE ‘ MIRROR” THINKS OF THE ROUGES AND
THE MINISTRY.

" Y% Porimicarl. Prenonexa.—We bebold, on the left
sido of the House, at the present moment, / young,
and destined to bo a powerful party, whom their op-
ponents heve stigmatised with the opprobrious name
of the Rouges—compozed (say these model Ministe-
rial Conservatives) of socialists and infidels whose
only desireis to persecute religion and its ministers ;
here they are voting consistently for the principle of
equal rights te Catholics s well as Protestanls, and
using their utmost cndeavors {o convince their allies
amongst the Reformers of Upper Cuanuda of the injus-
tice of their wicws on the Separate School question ;
achile on the other hand, we have their opponents about
the Trensury benches claiming all the eredif jor since-
ity or sound political views {o be found on the banks of
tile St. Lawrence, absolutely sefting their fuces egainst
the pruyer of the Bishap of Toronlo und his people for
relicf from the odious penul law of °55! One fora
paltry Queen’s Counselship, and another for a Scig-
norinl Tenure Commissionership, and another for
some ‘‘good thing” in prospective, lend their aid to
rivet the fetters upon the Catholie parents of Upper
Canadn, telling hy every word and sction that they
must be compelled to look on in utter helplessness,
while their children float down the stream of infidel
cducation, to be carried away into the abyss of an
unhappy eternity! JAnd yet these latier will stand up
and declare that they wre the best friends of Cutholics
and {heir religion! These men, whose only aim since
they rejected Br. Fellon's motion, has been lo hold firm
to the principle of * mulual accommodalion” out of the
public chest—these men, we say, are they who brand the
undefiled of affice or public plunder, as socialisls and
infidels, and endearor lo hoodwink the penple of Lower
Canada into the belicf that they are the only disinter-
ested canservators of the public liberties.

#They have eaten of the unclear thing; but
theirs is not yet the case of callous iniquity; they
bave & conscience (such as it is) which stings with
remorseless virulence; they must seek to satisfy it
with excuses,

1t ig truly remarkable indeed, what excuses men
will seek out to justify their conduct when they first
begin to wander from the right path. A man who
commits an error from sheer disregard for the rules
of justice, i3 prone to act and spenk boidly; buta
man who takes the first dishonorable step under the
influence of cowardice or avarice, looks arcund him,
and selecting & number of petty quibbles, arranges
them together, fondly hoping to present those whom
he hag betrayed with a solid reason. We have often
observed this amongst politicians, but we scarcely
ever remember to have witnessed it in & more strik-
ing manner than is now exhibited on the ministerial
benches, by some of the soi-disan? Liberals in the
present Assembly.

U If these gentlemen had been sent to Parlinment

with no other object in view than the accomplish-
ment of their own petty ends, or the sustentation of
a road in one place or arailway in another, or if they
had not been pledged individualiy and collectively
to do us justice on the question of Separate Schools,
we should be prepared for the course they sre at pre-
sent pursuing., If Mr. O'Farrell, at the hustingsin
Lotbiniere, bad informed our compatriots that he
only solicited their votes that he might advance his
owa private interests by supporting a goveroment
against bhis conscience on some absurd plea of expe-
diency : if Mr. Caunchon bad declared within the
water clogds of the glarious falls of Montmorenci
that the first time £1,250 per annum [the salary of a
minigter of the Crown,] became endangered, he
would vote against a motion for equal rights: or if
Mr. Cartier had made similar statements before the
hardy islanders of Vercheres, how, we ask, would
Mr. O'Farrell, Mr. Cauchon, or Mr. Cartier have
fared? Would one single man of them occupy a
-seat in the Legislature at this moment? Would one
of the many insults heaped upon Prelates of the Ce-
tholic Church within the last few seeks have been
attempted ? Let him answer yea who can!
¢ But thus rollg the retrograde wheel of s once
honest and powerful party. Thua whines and whis-
pers, the powerful voices that once roused the French
Canadian race to deeds of heroism and glory!”
Again :—
YThe charge of ultraism, violence, imprudence,
exagperation and vain-glorious boasting, (for all
these are implied) never was mede against Any men
with less reason than agninst the three Bishopsof
the Western section of Upper Canade. Bishop de
Charbonrel's sympathies are well known to be with
the poor, suffering, and humble people; the liberal-
ity of his theological views are matter of notariety
everywhere ; and it is weil koown that even before
the Council of Quebec, he was censured for having
assisted at the laying of the Foundation Stone of the
Normal School. Besides, the Hor. F. Hincks highly
approved of his moderation in ’53, while in 1855 the
zealous and holy Bishop of Kingston wrote himself
to the Government that Dr. Ryerson’s voice ought
not to be regarded in preference to his; and that if
equal rights are not conceded ‘surely the Ministry
cannot blame us for being displeased with them, and
consequently for being determined to use every con-
stitutional means in our power to prevent fheir fu-
ture return to Parliamént!! [Just whal the Irish
Cutholics of Montreal kave donc.)

‘ But why sesk to rebut such a senscless charge?
Does not any man at all converssnt with the doc-
trine or discipline of that Church of which these
prelates are rulers, know and feel that they dare not
act otherwise? Can we not see that canon after
canon, decree after, decree, Council after Council,
oblige them not to lose 8 day or an hour in exposing
the villainy of men whom even Protestants at a dig-
tance, much less Catholics at the capital, perceive
to have betrayed and violated their oft-repeated
pledpes, and to be intent only upon holding on to
tke public plunder for & few years longer, despite of
their protestations to the contrary? How, we ask,
dare any Catholic Bishop falter in his duty, or tempo-
rize for the sake of keeping any set of men in office,
in tbis semi-Catholic and Celtic country, with the
sentence of the National Council of Baltimore before
him, sigoed. as it is by Siz Archbishops, Twenty-
Jour DBishops, and Tuo Vicars-Apostolic of the
United States ? ’

 For the especial benefit of the Crown Lands Com-
missioner and his new organ, we beg to submit that
a dignitary of Quebec (who, he will comprehend,)
h}x;s written to Bishop de Cbarboonel, speaking
thus :— . '

%¢] cannot belisve that Mr. Cauchon is opposing
the Bill of Mr. Bowes. It would be foo crying an
iniguity! 1f hon. members think or say, to excul-
pate themselves, that you go too far, they must be-
long 1o, or hold it from, those false brethren who are
found everywhere !!!

0t And yet these men, with this same Cauchon at
their hoad, baving mounted into power with the Se-
parate School question as 8 stalking horse, not only
destroyed the Bil) of 1ast session, but refose to reme-
dy their own misdecds even now after Mr. Brown's
defeat; and prompt too, their mouth-piece to fabri-
cate for them this vile and flimey excuse, while they
laugh to scorn in their gilded saloons and upon their
Brussels carpets the * Irish Paddies” that are fools
enough to helieve them !

¢t Once for all, countrymen, mack them well) 1f
they wero ever honeat men (which many think doubt-
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ful) pelf and place have utierly changed them. - They
care_no more about Separate Schools than they do
about, the feelifigs or.sentiments of their'advocates.
The 'question ‘was & convenient rallying ery. for a
time, but they are prepared to throw it aside, having
once served their purpose. They will promise any-
thing, nay they will swear anything to secure their
election for the moment ; but depend upon it, fellow
liberals, all they want or all they require iz four
years more to suck the life-blood of the nation, and
by trebling taxes and imposing upon us an armed
police, to drive the country &s another heartless fac-
tion did in 1837, to the verge of revolution. Jway
with the tyrants'then ! And may Heaven send us &
few honest men.

Again, speaking upon the responsibility of the
members of the present Ministry for the public
sanction: given to Orangeism by Sir Edmund
Head, we find the following remarks:—

# Since the ministry, and not the Governor, are re-
sponsible for this misdeed, they must answer for it in
Parliament and at the hustings.

¥ By the way, it incidentally occurs to us to ask
how Mr. O°'Farrell will justify before the men of Lot-
binjere, his continuing any longer to support a Go-
vernment guilty of an offence thus heinous?

% Not only for this, but for the rejection of Mr.
Felton’s motion, and for other iniquities and robbe-
ries which we shall shortly bring to light, the present
compact are doomed, let who may succeed them.”

Tt is indeed amusing to contrast the Toronto
Alirror of *56 with the Toronto Mirror of *58 ;
but we have not space to-day for further ex-
tracts. Only we would ask of our cotemporary,
what steps he has taken to redeem his pledge to
“make the Ministry answer at the hustings”’
for their conduct on the 12th of July, 1856 1—
whilst to our readers we would put this question
— To what is it owing that the TRuE WITNESS
and the Toronto [ifZr7or, which, some eighteen
months ago, were at one upon all the politico-
religious questions of the day, and which advo-
cated the same policy of opposition at the hust-
ings, towards the Ministry and their supporters
——are now upon these same questions diametri-
cally opposed to one another? Either one or
the other has changed its policy ; is it then the
True Wirness or the ‘Toronto firror that is
guilty ?

With one word to the Canadien we will con-
clude this, the last explanation that we intend to
offer of our action during the late election. We
were taught—it was one of our earliest lessons
—to be very careful how we made a promise or
a threat § but, that having once made one, we
were bound either to earry it out, or die in the at-
tempt. To this simple rule we have still ad-
hered ; and our “strange fault”—we believe that
it is a very “strange” one in Canada—consists
in this, that we have been faithful to principle,
and have never, from first to last, swerved one
hair’s breadth from the the path which we had
pledged ourselves to follow. One request we
have to make to our cotemporary ; 1t is the first
that we ever made him, and will probably be
the last. It is this—That in justice to us, and for
the information of his readers, he will publish the
¢ Resolutions of the Catholic Institutes of Up-
per Canada,” which he will find in the Taus
WirNEss of the 1st inst., as the explanation of
the opposition offered to the present Ministry, and
their supporters, by the Irish Catholic voters of
Montreal. ‘

The Journal de Quebee still contends, in spite
of the evidence givenin the “ Report of the
Legislative Assembly” which we published some
few weeks ago, that we have been guilty of ma-
ligning the French Canadian emigrants to the
United States, in representing them as, for the
most part, casting aside their religion and their
distinctive nationality the moment they get be-
yond the reach of the sound of the bells of their
parish church. ¢ Nothing”—says our Quebec
cotemporary—+ that the True Witness can ex-
tract from this Repos¢ can excuse him for having
so grossly insulted the Canadians as he has done,
and for having pretended that, in general, they
abandon their religion as soon as they lose sight
of their Canadian steeples.” We contend on
the contrary, that the said Report fully bears
out our statements, and confirms every one of
our assertions as to the degraded condition—both
wmoral and physical — of the « Yankeefied”
French Canadian. Where for instance—and
we challenge our Quebec cotemporary to reply
—where is the substantial difference betwixt the
statements of the True WiTNESS, and the evi-
dence before the Legislative Assembly of 1he
Rev. M. Marquis? We place the two pas-
sages side by side.

True Witness,of Dec. 18th  Evideyce of Rev, M. Mar~
185%. quis, before the Legisla-

Y Such is too ofter the  live Jssembly.
case with the majority of  “Im a moral point of
those who emigrate from view we canrot draw too
J.ower Canads to the U. dark a picture of the de-
Sfatea,........who, having plorable condition of most
lost the sound of their of the Canadian emi-
parish bells with their grants in the U. States.
constant summonsd to When they haveoncepassed
prayer, lose alao all sense the Lires, they consider
of their obligations as themselves to be freed
Catholics, all memory of from the restraint of all
religious Quties, and con- laws, human and divine;
form themselves moral- and most readily fall into
Iy and physically to the ihe vices of the peaple
Liabits and customs of the among whom they live.”
semi-heathen population ~—p. 29,
of the neighboring repub-
lic.

Now unless we have done that which the Rev.
M. Marquis affirms cannot be done, we bave not
drawn “too dark a picture” of the moral and
physical condition of most of the French Cana-
dian emigrants to the United States ; and unless
the Journal de Quebec can point out some sub-

stantial difference betwixt our assertion and that

of the above named reverend gentleman respect-
ing- bis " fellow-countrymién- whii :thiey* have
once, passed.. the' Lines” -and got, beyond: the
reach-of their church bells:with their daily: sum-
mons to prayer; it has novalid grounds for accus-
ing us of having “ grossly insulted” the French
Canadians. o i S

There are also we are happy to know many
Frerch Canadians, warm patriots and devout
Catholics, who fully endorse every word that we
have uttered upon the subject,and with us mourn
over the evils which Yankee emigration yearly
inflicts on this noble country. "We received, for
instance, a day or two age a letter upon this sub-
ject from a French Canadian geatleman, who
has had personal experience of the moral effects
of that emigration upon lus fellow-countrymen’;
and who does us the honor of writing to us in
the following terms :—

. “Dpar Sie—It i3 strange to sce that a man ip
whose veins no French blood flows, better under-
stands our interests, and our nationa!l honor, than do
those who have incessantly an their lips, and in their
columns, the pompous words ¢ our beautiful country—
our holy religion.! When in your paper of the 6th of
November last, you drew so faithful a picture, even
if humiliating for us, of the deplorable state of de-
gradation, physically, and above all morally, of our
unbappy French Canadian emigrants in the United
States, I was far from believing that some persons,
and journals, who set themselves up, after a sort, ay
the defenders of our nationality and our religion,
would dare to take you to task—oseraient. vous jeter
la picrre. Assuredly, every one who is truly attached
to his country and religion, will be on your side.—
They who bave had opportunitics of watching the
Yankeefied French Canadians closely, and who are
willing to nct honestly, will certainly not accuse you
of oxaggeration. Baisides, weie the conclusive proofg
which you have laid before the Journal de Quebec not
sufficient for kim, Lie has but toinquire of the country
clergy, whether their best parishivners—whether the
young men most remarkable for their purity and edify-
ing conduct—are those who return to their native
hearths, after having pessed, I do not say five or six,
but one or two years in the United States.

$ There are amongst these unfortunate young men
residing amongst the Yankees, some who renounce not
only tbeir religion and their nationality, but who Yan«
keefy their very names. Thus, for instance: one of
our young iads leaves lLis parish twith the name of
Michel Roi. Well, a few years afterwards he returns,
and he is no longer Michel Roi, but Michael King—
and thus with other names. I speak of whatI have
secn with my own eyes, and heard with my own ears,

I adqd of course that there are, as has before beep
stated, honorable exceptions—but these I believe to
be rare. Iamno prophet ; but before fifteen years are
over, it will be scen that they who have best un-
derstood the interests of Canedians, have not been
amongst those who are ever loudly ringing the changes
on the words—* our dear and. lovely country-—our holy
religion.!

“T bave 1be honor to be, Sir,
' Your obedient servant,
% HipPOCRATES,
“ 8t. Urbain, 7th Jan., 1858.”

With these remarks, we intend to drop the
controversy with the Journal de Quebec. No
one who knows us, no one who has done us the
honor of reading the TRUE WirNEss, will sus-
pect us of any intention to insult our French Ca-
nadian fellow-citizens, or to outrage their national
sentiments. No; in calling attention to, and
dwelling upon the undoubted evils of emigration
to the United States we bad but one object in
view—an object in which every true patriot and
Catholic, should warmly sympathise. It, we say,
should be the object of every man to exert him-
self to prevent that deplorable emigration. For
this purpose, the Legislature should be pressingly
urged—to remove all obstacles to the settlement
of new districts—to facilitate to the intending
farmer, the acquisition of a good homestead, with
a good title—and to open up good roads through
the bush, in order to enable the settler to bring
his produce to market. For this purpose too,
every man who has to any extent the ear of the
public, should incessantly and urgently press upon
our French Canadian youth the almost inevitahle
ruin, moral and physical, that awaits them in the
United States. He should, in so far as God has
given bim the means, strive to dissipate the illu-
sion under which too many of our good halitans
still Iabor, to the effect that the United States is
an El Dorado, aland of promise flowing with
milk and honey, and in which a certain fortune
awaits the enterprising adventurer. In an espe-
cial manner is it the duty of the French Cana-
dian Catholic journalist to put his fellow-coun-
trymen and coreligionists on their guard against
the dangers of Yankee emigration ; and to exert
all ns influence to check the further spread of a
monstrous delusion which is daily inflicting evil
incalculable upon the materjal interests of Lower
Canada, and which yearly robs the Church of
thousands of the little ones whom she has reared
on her maternal bosom, and nourished with her
life-giving sacraments. If through a paltry jea-
lousy, or spite against the TRue WirnEss, the
Journal de Quecbec is unfaithful tg his bigh mis-
sion-as a Canadian and Catholic journalist, he
need not expect that we will consent to hold our
peace, or will refrain from expressing our con-
tempt and loathing for the apostate, or ¥ Yan-
kecfied French Canadian”—one; we repent 1t, of
the most pitiable disgusting objects that crawls

~upon the face of this fair earth. '

The Minerve of Saturday last complains of
the repeated insults to which Catholic clergymen
are exposed from the pupils of the High School,
Beaver Hall. This is not the first time that
complaints of a similar nature have been made;
but we trust, now that the attention of the autho-
rities of the institution has been called to the
subject, that the gentlemen connected with the
High Schoo} will hasten 1o put an end to the im-
proper practices complained of. o




