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MONTREAL, FRIDAY, JUNE 4, 1858,

NEWS OF THEE WEEK. )

The Jndian brings dates to the 19thult, " The
‘debate on Mr. Cardwell>s motion of censure on
the Ministry had not concluded when she sailed.
The news from the Continent ‘is unimportant.
The Neapolitan Government had positively re-
fused wmdemnity in the case of the English engi-
peers, In India nothing decisive bad occurred.

“We are happy to have it in our power to an-
pounce the arrival m the Indéian, of His Lord-
ship the Bishop of Toronto. The news of the
safe return of their beloved relate, will we are
sure, be hailed with joy by the Catholics of his
own Diocese in particular, and by all the faithful
throughout the conatry.

Eccresiasticar.—The following Parochial
changes have lately been made in the Diocess of
Montreal, in consequence of tbe deaths of the
Rererend M. Archambault, V.G., and Cure
of Vaudreuil, and of the Reverend M. Filio-
trault, Cuze of L’Isle du Pads :—

The Rev. M. Brassard has been removed
from the Parish of Catean du Laec, to that of
Vaudreuil.

The Rev. M. Dufour has been transferred
from the Parish of St. Zotique, to that of
Coteau du Lac.

The Rev. M. Lasnier, from the Parish of Ste.
Anpe du Bout De L'Isle to St. Zotique.

The Rev. M. Chevrefils from the Diocess of
St. Hyacinlhe, to the Parish of Ste. Anne.

The Rev. M. Archambault from the Parish
of St. Janvier, to that of I’Isle du Pads.

The Rev. M. Penauit from the Vicariat of
Vaudreuil, to the Parish of St. Janvier,

On Saturday last, His Lordship the Bishop of
Montreal, conferred in the Chapel attached to
the Bishopric, Orders on the undermentioned ec-
elesiastics :— -

Deacon’s Orders were conferred upon M. M.
Joseph N. Lamarque — Louis Casaubon, and
Thomas Dagenais—all of the Diocess of Mon-
treal. 'The following were ordained Sub-Dea-

cons :—

M. M. Alex. Gravel, Jos. T. Parent, 8. E.
Duprats, of the Diocess of Montreal ; James
Quing, of Burlington, and James O'Donohoe, of
Toronto. The following were admtted to
Minor Orders :—

M. M. P. Dequire, L. A. Dequey, 1. S.
L'Heureux, J. A. Vinet, M. Lavallee, 1. O.
Remillard, P. E. Lussier, G. Jannotte, P.
Mazurette. G. E, Viger, of Montreal, and G.
Leclaire, of Kingston. The lollowing received
the Tonsure:— .

M.M. F. Martin, J. Saune, H. Germain,
J. Bonnican, of Montreal; C. G. Levermaon,
of Hamilton ; and N. T. Bannan, of Boston,
P e

Diep—At the Providence Convent, on Sun-
day, the 30th ult., Sister Laurent, deeply regret-
ed by all the members of the Community. The
poor to whom she ministered will pray for the

repose of her soul.
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PROVINCIAL PARLTAMENT.

LecisLATivE AsSEMBLY.—On Thursday the
27th ult., the House was taken uwp with the
frauds practised at the Iate elections, Mr.
Cameron brought torward a petition from
numerous electors at Essex, calling for enquiry
into the conduct of certain Deputy Returning
* Officers. M. McKellar saw no reason why the
Quebec election frauds should not be investigat-
ed. Mr. Toley remarked that every case of
fraud established at the Bar of the House had
been in the case of Ministerial members, aod at-
tacked the government for not having the Que-
bec election investigated at the Bar. Attorney
General McDonald asserted that there was no
petition before the Iouse alleging specific acts
of fraud in the Quebec election, and that there
was no *fraud appareat on the face of the poll
book. Mr. Alleyn objected to continual allu-
sions to bhis clection matters, and said that
5,000 names recorded in the poll book were not
included in the summing up by the returning offi-
cer. Finally it was agreed that several of the
deputy returning officers be ordered to attend at
the Bar of the House. The Russeliand Mon-
tréal elections were then discussed amidst much
tumult, and with many appeals against the
Speaker’s decisions.  Mr. Fellowes was ordered
to atténd in bis place 1 the House on Tuesday,
1st June. ‘ e

‘On_ Friday the 28th, Mr. Dorion expressed

his :desire -for an investigation of the election |

frauds, which he had already brought under the
notice-of the Liegislative Assembly. . It could be

proved that the Government candidates at Mon-.
treal went to-the officers of the Custom House; and-
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the same-infiuence: was -
‘those men, for the most part, resided-out:of the
‘eitysi~ In' more: ‘than'- one-third - of lhé'_-l;bwgr

o f_:Caifl;;a‘dg:.",;exef:_iﬁns; frauds had ' ‘been " practised

which"should cause them to be sét aside.. Mr.

S Lorangér here broke 'in with « hat's a. nice

compliment:® . Mr. Dorion-continued, ¢ 1¢'s
trvie ' though, ‘and. you ‘shirk - inquiry™ Mr.
Loranger denied the prevalence of the frauds ;
these Mr. Dorion ‘re-affirmed, and moved. that

return of John Rose, Esq., for Montreal ~which
petitivn had been rejected by the Speaker be-
‘cause of some informality—be referred to the
Standing Committee on DPrivileges and Elec-
tions. This was opposed by Attorney General
McDonald, and an animated, nof to say violent
debate, ensued. The words of Mr. "MeGee
having been quoted by Mr. Rose in proof of the
good order that eharacterized the last Montreal
election, the former gentleman rose to explain.
He was rather surprised, he said, at baving been
cited as an authority, and expressed his desire
for investigation, for wneh he would give all the
facilities in his power. With regard to undue
Ministerial influence he adduced some facts.—
We quote fromn the report in the Toronte Colo-
nist :—

It wag felt that it was no trifle, and that, were the
allegations established, two men on the treasury
benches would be found unfit for their positions, A
more serious charge could not have been adduced
sgainet any individuals, If justice was vindicated
in the person of & poor devil like the late member for
Lotbiniero, surely it was necessary in the case of
men holding the highest places in the land. Such
men were not to-be allowed to escape on mere tech-
tnicalities, If the vice of corruption was to be eradi-
csated, take the men of mark, and ioflict upon them
the moat condign punishment, Don't let them lake
-the miserable creature, without means and without
friends. No word of indignation bad been uttered
on the other side at the charge of corruption. The
charge of violence alone had been repudiated, and
perbaps, as he had already snid, with troth, But
bribery and corruptios, he believed, could be proved.
He believed, also, that the charge of employing bul-
lies, and of removing persons from their offices conld
be established. (* Name.”) There was Butler, of
the canal office— '

Solicitor General ROSE—This is the first time [
ever heard of it.  When wns he removed ?

Mr. McGEE—Imimediately before the Easter re-
cess. Then there was Mr. Devlin, s rising young
lawyer, removed from some office which he held in
connection ssith the prosecution of persons guilty of
breaches of the excise law. The indignation of the
highest legal officer in Lower Canadaalso fell on the
head of a poor fellow employed in carrying the let-
ters from one place to another in the county of Ver-
cheres. In conclusion, he expressed his willingpess

to have the fallest iavestigation into his conduct at
the election.

The facts alleged by Mr. McGee were not
contradicted ; and Mr. Galt then proposed an
amendment to Mr. Dorion’s motion, whereupon
the debate was resumed with renewed acrimony,
during which the following passage of arms gc-
curred betwixt Mr. Loranger and Mr. McGee.
‘We again copy from the Colonist :—

Mr. LORANGER, reforring to the contemptible
munner in which Mr, McGee had spoken of the late
sitting member for Lotbiniere, remarked that he saw
no difference between that poor * devil” and the poor
** devil® known a3 the junior member for Montreal.
The honorable member, ever since he bad been in the
House~—where he was, not, ke would not eay, by the
grace of God, but by the grace of the long purse of &
rich friend—had availed himself of every opportunity
of attacking his colleagues,

Mr. McGEE said he was not there from any such
cause. No rich or poor friend had paid one single
sixpence of & bill of his. Countrymen of his own
might have interested ibemeselves for him, but they
had not lignidated any of hia bills.

Mr. LORANGER understood this perfectiy.. His
(Mr. McGeo's) friends bad not paid any of kis bills,
for he had not had any to foot; but, nevertheless,
those friends had defrayed the cost of his election,
They had run up bills—and pretty heavy ones, too—
and hud paid them to secore the hon. member's re-
turn, The member for Montreal bad argued that the
Spenker had given a bad decision. But admitting,
for the sake of argument, the decision wns not sound,
had the hon. gentleman ehown that the law gave
any appeal 7 No, and he knew there was no appeal.
Wag the House, then, to take the irregular course
proposed, because the hon. member, notwithstanding
hig sizteen years experience ag & lawyer, had com-
mitted a mistake which was fatsl to the interests of
his client?

Mr. M‘Kenzie then alluded to the 4 Howard”
corfespondence which excited so much attention
during the late Montreal election. This called
out M. Cartier, * You don’t know all alout
that ; youw'll know presently.” Mr. M‘Ken-
zie replied tbat the Ministry were afraid of hav-
ing the matter referred to a committee. He wish-
ed to know “ aZl about it and what was meant
by the expression, “ offe» him—that is Mr. M-
Gee~—u place wn the country.® M. Cartier
spoke at length, giving himself the highest char-
acter for integrity, honesty, and the possession of
all manner of “Jon princpes; he was opposed.
to veferring the petition against his Ministerial
colleague to the select Committee, and deprecat-
all further inquiry into the alleged frauds of the
Montreal election.  After a few more speeches
the House divided, when by a majority of 57
against 47 Mr. Galt's ameadment was rejected ;
and a najority of 58 against 46 dealt in a simi-
lar mauner with M. Dorion’s original motion.
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. Trﬁ: Ryerson Fravpns.—The Zoronto Co-

| Jonist (Ministerial) gives the following explana-

tion of the Rev. Mr. Ryerson’s % Bank Ac-

| count? :— .

. % Dr. Ryerson has laid before the Committes of
Accounts a reply to the charge that he has received
£1500, or other.large sum, in the form of interest up.
on bank deposits -of public money belonging to the
LEducational Department. The reverend gentleman's
defence :is chazacteristically verbose, and relates
rather:to generalities than specific facts.  Headmits,

however, tiiat he' feoeived £1375 193 9d—we give tho
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curacy’of his departmental accounts, and she,econp-

‘mental dutics. , He. pleads unscquaintance, with this
mattet of ititérest on public deposits until introduced
to.it, during 8 fgreign tour ¢ to restore sinking en-
‘ergies,’ by. bis deputy, Hodgins; but afterwards
justifies’it on the gronnd tuat; after many years the
Government naderpaid him for hig services,and that
he'is really entitled to a better reward thanp Canada

tary punctuslity and precision he refers to his andi-
tor-clerk, and finglly.appeals to_the Earl of Elgin in
proof of the “crown and glory” which he—the re-
vérend superintendent—has gucceeded in placing
upon  our institutions.’” - : _

It wi!l thus be seen that the reverex_),d gentle-
man admits the fact, that he has been. in the ha-

expression “ of conveying”—to his owa use the
interest upon sums of public monies entrusted to
his charge as Chief Superintendent of Educa-
tion; but he excuses this mode of “ convey-
ancing® upon the plea that his services to the
State bave been great, and his legal remunera-
tion but smalt. How. far a merchant would allow
this plea oa the part of a clerk in bis store, con~
victed of having helped himself to a portion of
the contents of the till, we caonol say ; but we
do not think that it would be adinitted as valid.

Such too seems to be the opinion of the Pro-

testanl press—both Ministerialist and Anti-Mi-
nisterialist—and of both sectio ns of the Province,
whose unapimity upon the * R yerson Frauds” is
indeed wonderful. Ministerialists, as the To-
ronto Colonist, and Montreal Gazette, Anti-
“Ministerialists like the Globe and Montreal Her-
ald, unite cordially in coudemuning the conduet
of the Reverend Superintendent, as a disgrace
to our country, and a scandal to that religion of
which the government official calls himself a
Mipister, The Globe more than insinuates~—
with how much of truth we pretend not to de-
cide—that the Ministry have been for some time
cognisant of the Chief Superintendent’s frauds,
and that an ® Order in Cougcil was passed re-
quiring restitution of the money” by him dis-
honestly appropriated to his own uses. This
% Order in Council” was, however, never put in
force; but, according to the G'lobe, was probably
“ heid over him”—the Rev. Mr. Ryerson— as
a means of influencing his course in political mat-
ters; for we find that, some time last fall, im-
mediately before the elections took place, Dr.
Ryerson had communication with two members
of the government, who promised, as we are told

the money as an extra allowance for services ret-
dered. The election took place soon afterwards,
and Dr. Ryerson publicly exerted his influence
on behalf of at least one member of the Govern-
ment, and probably for others, in which bis hand
was not so distinctly scen, The case we refer
to was that of Mr. Morrison in South Ontario.
A letter in behalf of that gentleman was actually
printed for general circulation, and Dr. Ryerson
wrote specially 1o an influential gentleman in
Tickering with the same object in view.” The
Globe tbus suns up:—

{4 We add no more to thy picture which these facls
present. We have cometo a frightful pass in Cana-
da whea such things take place, and we only trust
that the grievous spectacle of a Christian Siinister,
and a high official, appropriating to his own usc that
which mauifestly belongs to the public, and the sanc-
ticn given to his conduct by the Executive, will
awake the people of Canada to a eonze of the danger
in which they stand."—Globe, 29¢h ult,

The Montreal Herald of Tuesday last, in
like manner, criticises the Reverend Superintend-
ent’s conduct, and thus tears o pieces the paltry
defence by that worthy set up, for his knavish
appropiation of public monies :—

Tus CoMMiTTEE 0N PUBLIC ACCOUNTE—1HE RYER-
0N APPROPRIATIONS AND THE DBABY PAYMENTS.—
We publish this morning two documents aid before
the Conmittee oh Public Accounts, to which we
would invite the attention of our readers, The first
of these ia Dr. Ryerson's reply to the chargo of his
having received and appropriated {o his own private
purposes, some £1500 of interest, from time to time
accruing on balances of the public money, belong-
iag to the Educational Department, and left in de-
posit at the credit of that Department, in the Upper
Canada Bank. In mentioning this charge, some few
days ago, we expressed our regret thatit had been,
made, and our hope that-—as he said he could—the
Rev. official would, in the explanation he promised,
satisfy the yublic that it srose from some misappre-
hension ; and that he had kept bis hands free, as the
catechism has it, from any such sordid infringement
of the spirit, if not of the letter, of the cighth com-
mandment. Our disappofatment, thcn, we need not
&y, is proportionately great to find that, in his pro-
miged reply, when dennded of the mass of irrelevant
sad wordy gpeclul-pleadings in which ke hag thought
proper to surround it, we have not only o confession
of Dr. Ryerson's guilt, but which we cannot help
designating as an impudent nttempt to ever-ride one
of the first principles of morslity, and to justify his
" picking and stealing,” first on the ground of ihe
inadequacy of his salary, of £500 a-year, to provide
for the support of his family, in these timea of ** in-
creased and unprecedcated dearness of living ;" and
secondly, on the plea that, in the performance of his
duties, a3 head of the Educational Depariment, he
had “ established and matured s system that has
already saved the couniry many thousands of
pounda.” "It i3, indeed, painful and melancholy to
contemplate such a& man, not only yiclding to
temptetion, but perversely attempting fo justify a
plain and palpable peculation of the pnblic funds,
intrusted to him as the liead of & public department,
The charge brought against Dr. Ryerson was not
thnt be had neglected to perform the duties of his
office ;- and, therefore, apart from the extreme bad
taste of his own sclf-laudations, bis plea of his- zeal
and efficiency in tho performance of those duties,
cannot be accepted as any excuse, or evon pallia-
tion of his guilt. Then, as to his aalary; if £600 a-
year was insufficient—and we are inclided to think
it waa,—he should bave applied for an increase,
which-we have reason to believo would not have
been denied him; bat for's man with £500 a-year—
and that man a clergyman~to plead nocessity as a
justification .of dishonesty, is: presuming upon the

charity—wo might say the gullibility—ot the public

has accorded tohim. . For evidence as to his mone- |. -

‘bit of appropriating—or to use a more elegant

he alleges, that he should be permitted to keep |-

:10 61 pEtent -unexampled;at least:in iour experitnce!.
“Hpd, Dr.. Ryerson;#frankly:owaed:his: error; and 're;
paidabe. money;mhiglihe hadso impropérly.atistract-
68 from; the .public.purae;. the country, we:feal:satis:
fied, would. heve; gladly ‘forgiven him'; and ~would
have-attributed: that-error to a.want: of iconsideration
and judgment, and not of principle-and/morality, ou
‘his part. Aa it is; we take. it for granted he hag
.made up his.mind to follow Mr, Auderson’s éxample;
and the sooner he does 80, the better do we_consider
it will be for the Educational Department in Uppor
Canada.—Montreal Herald. o

‘The Montroal Gazette
strain :— TR
‘Doaror RyzrsoN aAxp tne Gouwirres on Pusuic
Accounts.—We publish to-day Dr. Ryerson's answer
to the Committée of Public Accounts; and we do so
with very decp regret. We could not Lave believed
that Dr. Ryerson could have been guilty. of such 2n
act ashe admits; and still less that he could have
deferded it by such lIanguage a8 many readers will
be pained to find in other columas. .

Dr. Ryerson, a3 i his custom, states bis case with
very tedious amplification ; but the short of it is that
he took, between the years 1851 and 1855, the sum of
£1,375 193, 9d., which had accrued 28 interest on pub-
lic moneys whicl: ke had in charge, and which he
placed in tho Bank of Canada. He had no title
whatever to bt interest any more than be had to
the principal, or any other property of his neigh-
bor, and his taking it was nothing more or less
tbarn & breach of public trust and an act of embezxzle-
ment. i

It is painful to write in this strain of s mun in the
position of the Rev. Dr. Ryerson,—of a man whose
services have been of great public benefit,—of u man
whose character we had thought was beyord re-
proach; but our duty us public journalists compels
us fo speak the truth, | o

His long defence, that he was underpaid_for his
services, and was entitled to more than the amount
of this interest money, is an aggravation of his seri-
ons offence. If he werc underpaid for his services,
and wo do not wish to question his statement in this
particular, he ought to have demanded increase of
salary; and if he could not have obtained that, he
wag not bound to have retained his office. Hereisa
specimen of doctrine which he lays down :—

¢ Though [ used not only official cheques for public
gchool moneis but a distinct form of official cheque
for cack branch of the School Fund which 1 had to
pay out, yet as distinction was iado in the deposits
between public and private moneys ; and I felt my-
gelf no more obliged to recount for any allowance
the Bank was pleased 10 make on such deposits than
to szccount for any ather privale money ; and I felt
not a little surprised when, in 1856, several months
after the bank had ceased making me any allowance
on balances of money ai my credit, I was called mpon
to- account for such sllowance, which I regarded as
my own."” -

One feels agtounded at reading such doctrize from
a mou in the position of Dr, Ryerson. He wounld be
insuited if we attributed it to gross iguorance, yet
that is the most charitable account 10 which itcan be
placed. He once delivered a lectuze or public edu-
cation, in which he dilated on the ignorance of a por-
tion of the press, eaying it was melancholy that men
shonld undertake to teach olhers who were not them-
selves instrncted. Per contra, we will venture to
say that smong the whole class of editors he would
find it difficult to discover onc not possessing & bet-
ter appreciation of meum and fuum than the above
extract displays; and let us hope a more honest ap-
preciation, when a quostion should arise of lining
their own pockets with money not belonging to them.
There is nd better established principle of right
and Jaw than that a man may uot, who is in 2 fidu-
ciary position, on any pretence whatever, malke any
private profit whatever from the trust committod to
him ; and eo jealous is the law in this particular that
it would not be-allowed, even if the trust were to
benefit from the operation, as numevrous cages in the
books prove. It ike contrary of this doctrine were
to prevail, great injusiice has been done 1o Mr. An-
derson, and Mr.' Bovres could not be asked to disgorge
the ten thongand pounds in the Toronto decbeature
job, The land in fine would become full of pecula-
tion and jobbing, and men occupying the position of
Finance Minister, or otherwise having to handle the
public moneys, might in u faw years, or even in one
year, become rich trom making use of their position,
or obtaining inte€rest from sums placed in their hands.
If the principle wera once admitted, there would be
no end of the extent to which jobbing might be car-
ried on. )

The only circumstance in Dr. Ryerson's case,
which at the first sight might scem to go in mitiga-
tion, is his statement in the paragraph of his defence
which be numbers 3. He says he applied to the In-
spector General in December, 1856, te ask him whe-
ther he waa not justly entitled to the £1,375 19s, 9d.
allowed by the Bank, aseeverating at the same time
that he ¥ would rather sustain any loss {ban receive
directly or indirectly & penny which wus not in ac-
cordance with law as well ag with justice, This is
all very well, but unfortunately for him the state-
ment was mnde one year afler he had iulen the money
whick did not belong fo htm; and we should fauncy
from the meanner in which it was made, in an cttempt
to bring about & recurrence of ihe good times. 1tis
all very well to become virtuous uffer the act, That
is a phase of character often witnessed by the habi-
}tues of courts, but it i3 not a mitigation of offence.
i And Dr. Ryerson, when be made kis statement, had
actually disgraced himself, a3 well as merited dismis-
eal, and onght to have been immediatciy made to
disgerge.

Ho says he received no answer two his letter. In
that case the Inspector General wus guilly of great
neglect. But az order of Council iz spoken of by
the Committee, which we understand was passed,
ordering bhim to refund, That he alleges be did not
recoive ; and this point needs further clucidation.
Dr. Ryerson's statement i3 not free frorc incousistency.
He says in the extract which we quote above he
““wag called o account for such allowance.” How
or by whom? Was it by the Governmont?

The Government may have considered that simply
ordering him to refund was sufficient in view of the
particular circumstances of the case and the great
services which he Las undoubtedly rendered to the
countiry ; but then we require to have explained why
the order in Council was kept back, if Dr. Ryeraon’s
statement is true. We should bave no objection to
his receiving the fullest value for his services:; but
we have resolved that we will sternly do our duty in
denouncing snd pntting down jobbing and undue
use of official position for private gain, wherever
they appear. At all costs, or whoever is sacrificed,
the public departments must be kept pure; and if
the Rev. Chief Superintendent of Schools for Upper
Cananda, thinks that ke has had administered to him
in thesc remarks, & too scvere measure of justice, we
can simply say that we can never consent to punish
or expose the offences of an Anderson or & Bovwes,
andlet 8 Ryorson go.—Monireal Gazetle.

It now remains only to see what action the
Government will take in the premises, and whe-
ther the surmises of the Globe be true, that the
Executive give their sanction to the gross frauds
lately laid before the public. Of ‘the fact—the
appropriation to his own use of monies, the pro-
perty of the public—there can be no doubt ; for
overwhelmed by the mass of testimony, the pec-
cant official himself admits it. Of the validity
of his plea—that he considered himself underpaid
for his services, and so helped himself out of the
puhlic purse, to the yum to which be considered
himself entitled—the meanest intelligence is ca-

follows in a similar
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ult: defines his ‘position, "and the pasition {hat he
would fain seeihis Catholic fellow-citizens oe-
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“Qur position must be-one ot ‘accommodaticn,
neither too high-toned - mor too' ‘exclusive.  If we
assume a ptand of uncompromising exaction—meet-
ing with little outside sympathy, wo should bé com-
pelled to degenerate to a faction, bound by no- tio
with the interests of any other class in the commu-
pity. ~This . position would be- deplorable. " CUrr 'in.’
terests are to merge into the ress of the community
—to male their interests ours—and, conversely opra
theirs. But to isolate ourselves'as & class—to hate
no individuality wilth the interests of the country,
to be an imperium in imperio, is & doctrine which:is
written in the degradation and degeneracy of thou-
sands of our countrymen in the United States. Then
it is self-evident, that to burst this isolation Wwa must
identify ourselves with some party—on & common
-platform of mutuel concession. This union to be
honorable and politic must be one of principle—
principle in that extension in which itis possible
tor exclusively Catholic interests to mest endurance
and support. But, as Catholics, we cannot find in
the country that party which will agsimilate itself
to ug, in all our views and politics. ' Thers then re-
muins only for us the alternative of becoming an
alien faction, having no sympathy with the social
intercsts of the country; or a partizanship of com-
promise and concession—to endure ‘and tolerate as
wo hope to be endurod and tolerated —if we would
hold a firm grasp with principle on tho-one'hand, to
bo prepared to relax a little our prejudices on’the
other. Such is the political relation in which wa
stand to the country at this moment.”

Divested of the yerbiage in which our cotem-
porary dlelights to envelop his meaning, his advice
amounts to this—That, since as unfortunately we
can find no party with whoum, as Catholics, we can
unite, we must abandon a ‘portion of our Catho-
licity, in order that we may * identify ourselves
with some party,” and that ve méy be -endured
and tolerated. What, or how much of our dis-
tinctive Catbolicity, we are to throw overboard,
our cotemporary does not deign to inform us..

With this advice we need scarcely add that
we dissent tn toto. In the first place, we can
conceive nothing more injurious to the highest
interests of Catholicity—nothing more dishonor-
ing to Catholics themselves—than for Catholics
to “ identify themselves with any party.”® In
the second place, we cannot admit that on tliose
great questions whereon Catholics are unfortu-
nately at issue with their Protestant fellow-citi-
zens, the former are justifiable in making any
compromise—no matier for what object—whick
involves a sacrifice of principle ; and thirdly, we
protest against the covert insinuation of the Ci-
tizen, that it is * our prejudices,” as muel as our
Catholic “ principles,” that tend to keep the Ca-
tholic body in a state of isolation from the Pro-
testant portion of the community. '

By « identifying themselves with any party™
in the State, Catholics would make themselves,
and conscequently their Church, responsible for all
the -errors and faults committed by that party
with which they bad identified themselves. Now
there never was, there is not, and there never
will be, any political party, either immaculate or
infallible ; there capnot therefore be any party
with which it wauld be either prudent or honar-
able for Catliolics “ to identfy themselves.”’—
The Churceh, in a word, is Catholic ; and her
children therefore cannot—without ceasing to be
as their mother, Catholic—identify themselves
with a “party ;” for party is tae opposite, or
contradictory, of Catholic. This truth seems so
self-evident that we are almost ashamed to insist
upon it with our readers. '

And again, those questions whereon Cathélics
are al issue with their Protestant fellow-citizens,
are questions, not of ¢ prejudices,” not of details
merely, but of “ prmciple.”. But when a prin-
ciple is at stake—no matter what the conse-
quences-—no natter what the immediate results
of “ uncompromising exaction”—no true hearted
Catholic, no honorable man, will for a moment
entertain the idea of compromise or concession.
Man has nothing to do with the “ consequences”
of u rigid and inflexible adherence to true princi-
ples. Consequences are in the hands of God;
al} that man bas to do 1s to perform strictly bis
duty, there where God has placed him, come what
may. It was but a slight thing, a mere insigni-
ficant concession or compromise, that was de-
manded of the early Christians. To throw a
grain or two of incense upon the coals before the
statue of an Emperor ; or some trifle of a similar
nature. This done, they might “ merge into the
mass of ihe community,” and practise all the
rites of their religion without interference from
the Roman authorities. But had the early Chris-
tiaus been animated with the spirit that speaks
by the mouth of the Toronto Citizen, where
now would be the noble army of martyrs?

No! as eitizens, we ask nothing but what we .
have the right to ask ; nothing but wlhiat as loyal
children of the Catholic Church itis our bounden.
duty to iasist upon. We can therefore make no
compromise, no concession ; for we bave no right
Lo abandon our duties. ’

No! as Catliolics we should above all things
prize the honor of our spiritnal mother; and .as
her children, we cannot therefore * identify our-
selves” wilh any political party in Canada. Not
with the. ‘Rowuges, * Cléar Grits,” ‘or/  Out™,

party certainly; for they, in many instances, pro= - ‘



