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PEBRUADY—1865.

iday, 3—58. Viocent and Anastesius, MM,
g;;nrdy;y. 3—5t. Andrew Corano, B. C.
Sunday, 5—Fifth after Epiphany, St. Agatha, V.M.
Monday, 6—St. Titas, B.C.
Tuesday, 7—St. Romnald, Ab.
Wednesdsy, § —St. John of Matha, C.
Thauraday, 8--5t. Raymond of Peaaafort, C.

The % Forty Hours” Adoration of the Blessed
Sacrament will commence as follows :—

Friday, 3—5t. Ignatius, Cotean du Lac.
Sunday, 6—St. Urbain. .
Tuesday, T- -Convent of Ste. Elizabeth,
Thursday, 9—St. Scholastique,

NEWS OF THE WEEK

The Encyclical of the Holy Fatber bas fallen
like a shell into the midst of the revolutionary
hordes ; they may pretend to disregard’ 1t as a
mere brutum fulmen, but in their heart. of
bearts they are frightened, and their ranks are 1
disorder. Of this the best evidence is the action
of the French Government which bas prohibited
the Bishops and clergy of the Catholic Church
;o France from communicating, or expounding to
their flocks the most important portions of the
Letter—ihase wheremn God’s Vicar on earth
singles out for coademnation the most prominent
and most popular theological, social and political
errors of the day. This condemnation, says the
French Minister of Justice, cannot be published,
s pecanse it contains propositions contrary to the
principles on which the Constitution of the Em-
pise reposes: in other words that ¢ Constitution
reposes” on principles concemned by God’s Viear
oo earth. Tant pis pour Emmre.

A house that is bmlt on sand will fall; a Con-
stitution that reposes on error and heresy must
be but of short duration. This French officials,
this all the partisans of the Revolution of which
Louis Napoleon 1s the crowned head, and Plon-
Plon the prophet, keenly feel; and hence their
conslernation as the Holy Father deals bis vig-
orous blows “to the principles on whick the
Constitution of the Empire repeses.” Poor
short-sighted mostals! they think tosilence the
vaice of God, and of eternal truth by their thea-
trical thunder, and to arrest the arm of Ommpo-
tence by their puny Imperial Edicts. The jest-
ing couplet of the eighteenth century,

u De par le Roj, defense & Dien
Da faire mirscle ex ce liea,”

Thas become the serious policy of Imperial Frasce
in the nineteenth !

* Tt 15 France however, not the Church, the
Fuwperor, not the Pope, that will be the loser by
this action, Heaven and earth shall pass away
— Jack in office” himself, dreadful to think,
shall be brought low, so that Tus place shall know
him no more. But God’s Word spoken by the
mouth of His Vicor on earth shall not pass away 3
and the truth shall yet live whben  Jack,” and
Ius glories, and his gorgeous gold-laced breeches
shall have become corruption, and toolishness, and
2 heap of obscene rage.

In this crisis it is a consolation to jearn thbat
1he Bishops of France are true fo themselves
and to their Cburch. Contrary to the expecta-
tions and prophecies of the Laberal press, they
have spoken out in the accents of ireemen, and
of the Pastors of God’s flock* The old serwile
Gelhican element has been burat out of them by
the retributory and purifying fames of the Revo-
lution 5 and the French Clergy of to-day bear
xio fesemblance to those fawnwngand courtier
Prelates of 1682 who by their famous Declara-
tion established tbat principle of tbe . subordina-
tivn of the Chureb to the State, which the Li-
beral statesman of 1789 only pushed to its logi-
calconclusion. The Clergy of the last named
"epoch- nobly- expiated in the dungeon, in the
-stuwking hold of the convict ship, and on the
scafiold the servility of their predecessors ;and the
If‘_reﬁa;b Clergy ot to-lay, who bave given to the
Church so many gloricus martyrs and confessors
are'not Jikely to relapse into the errors of the
era,of Liovis Quatorze.. - ‘

- Pirét’ we bave the Archbishop of Cambra;
boldly remosstratiog: with, the Miaister of Jus.
¢e’on his Edict:; the absurdity.as well as the
injstice of ; which'are. ably insisted upon by 'the
courageous Prelate.-

The.Encyclical, be pomts
out) Tay dlready bedi

lready Bedii "made Ko to the public
roughout the Empire ; and every body, Jew,

.| Protestant and s infidely i

‘tHereon, with one exveption-—the Priest; ‘Minis-

 ters of all 1eligious sects are at hberty to hold up

tion of their respective’ congregations ; but the
Catholic Bishop must not read them to his flock;
neither may he vindicate the head of his religion
from the misrepresentations and calumaies of his
enemies. This ‘is rehgious liberty under the
Empire. Bis Grace continuest— .

% Phat the restriotive measure signified to me by
your Exzcellency astonishes and saddens me, all the
more that the diffcsion of the most. anti-Christian
doctrices weets in our time with less obstacle. 1In
our day everybody is at liberty, as much and as often
a3 he pleases, to deay the existence of God Himgelf]
tnd to propagats atheism in writings to which he may
give all the publicity he desires. Is it too much to
ask for the same Iatitude for Cstholic teachicg # The
prohibition imposed by your Excellenoy with regard
to the Encyclical and itz aunex is characterized by &
gravity of an exceptional charactar, which escapes

line, but to doctrinal inatruction proceeding from the
Supreme Pontiff, No doubt, in certain circumatances
and in certain countries impedimenta may be offered
to the communications of the Vicar of Jesus Christ
with the fajthfu! whom he has the miseion to instruct
snd direct throughout the world ; bat nowhere, snd
in no case, should human Governmenis deprive his
words of the power 10 bind the conscience, or releaze
the Bisheps from the obligation of 1ransmitting, es
much a8 in them lies, his inetructions 1o the faithful
of their diaceses”

Other members of the French Hierarchy,
amongst others the Bishop of Montauban, have
addressed the French officials oo the same sub-
Ject, thus practically -refuting ihe insinuations of
the London 7umes, and of the Irench Ltseraj
press, (o the effect that the Clergy of the present
day are still tainted with the virus of Gallican-
ism.

European politics are devoid of interest, save
that a quarrel betwixt Austria and Prussia seems
to be brewing. Victor Emmanvel is daily grow-
g in unpopularity, and on leaving the theatre
Jately he was, we are happy to see by the Times’
Turin carrespondence, loudly and generally bissed

a:t“hhgrly{;to;ﬁ‘siﬂm.ﬁn.t.: . 1ean
{from voting a loud.ahd empbatie " Nay;” upon

| thie words of ‘thé Pope to the ridicule and execra-. : o should it'c efo ‘
' . The Courrier du- Canada s of a different

no owe, It applies not merely to a matter of discip--

tholic: legislatorite’ vo

sucb?a question; should it come: before him. - .:

opmion ;- and- concludes that though upon prinei-
ple the -Caibolic legislator is  bound “to vote:
agq;nét‘:attributing to the local legslatures the
‘cogaizance of divorce questions, he 1s at liberty
to vote for attributing the cognizance of divorce
questions to the central legislature;” provided
only, that he speak agawmst divorce, and write
against divorce in general, and that he make decla-:
ration that he intends to upbold sound ecclesias-
tieal principles, and always to vote in the central
Parliament against the exercise by that body of
the attribute which by lis present vote be agrees
to confer uponst. “ Here Tommy,” says Papas
“here’s 2 drum for you; but mind you don’t
beat it, or make a noise with it, for if you do, T’ll
take 1t away fram you.” Such is the advice of
the Courrier du Canada to his co-religionists ;
but he forgets to add that when they shall bave
aided in creating this * central government,”
and when 1o this therr creature- they sball have
once given the right of taking cognizance of
divorce questions, 1t will be oo longer in their
power to take back, or even to restrict the use
of, their dangerous gift. Our Parliamentary
Tommy if you try to take his nice divorce drum
from Bim, will prove restive, and kick your shins,
so that you will be fain to submt to the hideous
music. It would have been better for the peace
of the house if Papa had refused to give Tomay
the dram in the first instance.

That we be not accused or suspected of cari-
caturing or distorting either the logic or the
ethics of our contemporary, we will let bim speak
for bimself. The Courrier du Canadaputs,
and answers the following question :—

% ¢ What then ig the projsct of confederation which

by the audience.

Notking of importapce 1 2 isilitary point of
view Yas occurred since our last. Peace rumors
gam strength, and Mr. Blair’s mission is said to
have been crowned with success. Meantime,
Gold at New York stands at about 212,

We confess that we do not understand our
contemporary the Courrier du Canada on the
question of Divorce. It seems to us tbathe de-
fends the thesis: That it would be unlawful, im-
moral, and contrary to Catiolic faith, to vole
for attributing to the Jocal legislatures of the
proposed new goiernment, tke authority te le-
gislate either on tbe question of Marriage, or that
of Divorce, because the sa doing would be a re-
coguition ot the right of a civil tribunal to legis-
late vpon Marriage, and of the possible legiti-
maey of Divorce; but that it is not immoral,
unlawful, or contrary to Catholic Faith to vote
for giving to the central government—though
also a mere civil tribunal—the right to legislate
on these questions, Marriage and Divorce.
Having quoted the decrees of the Couneil of
Trent on the subject, and established the pria-
ciples, that the night to adjudicate on Matri-
monial causes belongs to ecclesiastical judges
exclumively ; and that the authority to legislate
or adjudicate upon, in the sense of legalising,
Dirorce, belongs and can of right belong to no
tribunal on earth—the Cowrrier du Canada
thus continues his argument :— '

% Therefore, ull those who io the Confederation
question bave wiched to elaim for the legislulure uf
Lower Canady, o: the local legislatures, the atiribute
of taking cognizance of diverce qaestions, have com-
mitted a radicnl error 1n claiming for these Parlia-
merts a right which no Perliments may arrogate to
themselves, and the usurpation of which eutsils the
penalty ot anathema; they are theretore bound to
abandon tbat opinion as comtrary to the Holy
Canons."— Courrier du Cunada,

Excellently well argued ; but the argument
would be ¢f exactly the same character,and of
precisely the same force, if, for the words which
we have ventured to ltalicise in the above para-
graph, we were to substitute the words “ cestéral
or federal legislature.” 'Thus it would read :

# Therefore all those whbo in the Confederation
question have wished to claim for the cenlral or
federal lewislature, the sttribute of taking cogniz.
ance of divorce questions, have committed & radical
error in claiming for that Parliament & right which
no Parliament may arrogate to itself, and the usaor-
pation of which entzils the penalty of anathema ;
they are therefore bound to abandon thal opinion as
contraty to the Holy Canons.’— Truc Witness,

If the arguaent of the Courrier du Canada
is good, that of the True WiTNESS 18 as good §
if the first is conclusive as 1o the duty of the
Catholic legislator, were he by his position called
upon to vote % Yea o» Nay™ upon the question
of according the attribute of taking cognizance
of divorce guestions to the flocal legislatures;
so also the second is equally conclusive as to the
daty of every honest and couscienticus Catholic
legielator who by his position may be called upon
to vote either ¥ Yea or Nay™ upon the ques-
tion of according the attnbute of taking cogniz-
ance of divorce questions to the central legisla-
ture. The. principle at issue in the one case 13
the same as the principle’atsue in the other; to
wit—That under no conceivabie circumstaaces
con it ever be lawful for a Catholic legislatar
directly or indirectly to accord to, or recogaise
1, @y civil tribunal whatsoever, the right of
taking: coguizance of diveree questions.. Not to

attributes this righs"— (¢rat of legalising Divores)—
 to the federal goveroment?

%It ig & ugarpation on the part of the civil power
imposed on a Catholic minority by &« Protestant ma-
jority. It is &n evil i1bat we canmot prevent. No
error then on the part of those who reluctantly suffer
that 111.”

Yes ; but how would the case stand were Ca-
tholics by their votes, or by their silence formally
to sanction a * project of confederation which at-
tributes tke right of legalising divorce to the fe-
deral government 7’ How would it be if the Ca-
tholic minority were to vote with the Protestant
majority for giving to this yet to be created fede-
ral government, the right of taking cogvizance of
divorce questions? How, were the Catholic
‘minority not to exert themselves to the ulmost
extent of thew legal and constlitutional rights to
prevent the evil 7 Insuch 2 case there would be
no © wsurpation™ oun the part of the civil power
imposed or a Catholic mmority by a Protestant
majority, because the former would bave formally
and explicitly assented thereunto; and under
such circumstances, the Catholic fegislator would
pot be free from guilt, because he would not
have done all in his power to prevent the eril.—
The plea of the Courrter is vahd for those orly
who neither by their votes, nor by tbeir equally
culpable but far more cowardly silence, sanction
or ratifly the usurpation meditated by tbe civil
power. The Courrier continves bis questions
and answers :— )

¢ 1y is asked again—* But should we vote against
the project of confederntion becanse of thas article ?
Are we obliged thereunto?

% No: for in voting for the project, and that arti-
cle, we would ndmit no falss doctrine; we should
simply autheniicate (comstaler) the fact” — [what
Sact?}; * *Fat vae same lime it mast be affirmed in the
press, and in the debates by the voice of the leading
Catholic orators, that we mean fo reserve intaci
[suuver] the principle prociaimed by the Ohurch, to
wit—that ecclesiastical judges alone have the right
to take cognizance of marriage questions [¢ vircw/o] ;
and that moreover we iatend always to vote in the
Federal Government against the naurped right.”

But how could Catholics, unless they wished
to make Protestants langh at them, dare to ecall
that * usurped” which they, Catholes, them-
selves bad voted for giring to, or conferring
upon the yet to be created federal govern-
ment? For—and berein les the whole pith of
the matter—there is in the case before us no
queation whatever of authenticaling or of recog-
nizing a fact, & qui on constale tout sumplemernt
le fait,” as the Courrier pretends. The lede-
ral legislature as yet is not, does not exist ; and
of that which does not exist, nothng, no facts,
o attributes whatsoever, can be predicated. —
The question 1s, not ® what are;” but * what
shall be 1 the rights, lunctions and attributes
of a civil tribunal npot yet existing, but which
with the aid of Catholic votes 1t 13 only propesed
to call into existence ; and it yet remans for the
people of the several Provinces, for Catholics as
well as Protestants, Lo determine, Ist., * whe-
ther 'such a tribunal ever shall be at al} ;’—
and 2nd, * what shall be the pature and extent
of its attributes.”” ‘The measure for which Ca-
tholics are about to be called on to vote, and for
which according to the Courrier, they may in
all 1ategrity of conscience vate, 18 not a measure
declaratory, but enactory; a measure which
gives to a civil tribunal which it also proposes to’
creale—(and which 2s con-existing cannot be

"% 'The fact is thas the sttribate cf taking cogoil
zance of divorce questions is aclually exercised by
tbe existiag local'or ‘Provincial legislatntes, though

save bis country, not:to -save the universe, vﬁ"pn‘x
destruction would 1t be lawful, or Tess thaua

Oatholica heve, never recogmised the right of those
bodies so to act. o S

et ady “functions’

ivorce ;“a”'measure

out asserting, by implication;ithat to civil tribugals
belongs the right to-adjudicate upon Matrimonial
causes, and that in certain cases a civil tribunal
may grant 2 Divorce, . Now these two-proposi-
tions are  both formally condemned 'by - the

| Church : . the first by the Couacil of Treat ; the

second 1n the late Encyelical of the Soveregn.
Pontiff, God's Vicar on earth. o
So at least the question presents itself to us, for
the reason above insisted upon, and especially be-
cause there 15 an essential moral difference " be-
twixt submitting reluctantly to ap evil which we
have done our best, but have been unable, to
prevent ; and in takiog an active part in creating
that evil, or bringing it upon ourselves. IDid this:
federal legislature esist actually ; were it assert-
ed of it that it did possess the attribute or right
of taking cognizance of Divorce questions ; and
were this fact called in quastion—we could un-
derstand what the Cowurrzer means when he
speaks of the Catbolic legislator being only call-
ed upon to “ recognize the fact—constater tout
simplement le fuit® But the federal legisla-
ture does not exist ; and it is for our Catholic
representatives to determune, not  sohat are,”’
but “ swhat shail be” the functions, rights, and
legal attributes of she civil tribunal which they
are asked to assist in creatidg or calling into be-
ing. Viewed through 4 Catholic achromatic
telescope—one in which the rays of truth are not
distorted by passing through a parly, or vicious
refracting medmm —the questios which we are

now discussing with the Courrier du Canada
presents itself therefore wm the follewing shape
and color,—

% Cun the Catholic legialator conscientiously vote
for, or refrain from voting agajost, & measure which
proposes to creale or call into being a certain civil
tribuual ; and which explicitly gives fo or confers upon
that eivil tribunal the right to ladjudicate upon Ma-
trimonial causes, and to legalise Divnroe 17

This, and no other, is the question at issue.

We read in the Gazrtie of the 27th ult, as
under, with refereace to the demal by us given
to the assertion made by, or at all events made
in the columns of our coutemporary, respecting
the origin and objects of the property held by
the Seminary of Quebec and the Sulpiciaus of

Montreal :—

¢ The very first moment we see the denial which be
makes we repreduce it in our columns, in accordance
with a principle which we bave always held, lies ay
the basis of all homorable jourmaiism.”—3}lontreal
Guzelle, 27th ult,

Relyag vpon this pledge to reproduce our
denial, the moment ke sces it, and the good faith
of the Glazette—we lay before bis eyes our de-
nial of the assertion that appeared w his columas
to the effect that the estates beld by the Semi-
nary of Quebec, and by the Sulpicians of Mont-
real, were given or granied to those bodies by
the French Government, out of the comunon pro.
perty, for educational purposes :—

¢ The Sulpiciane of Montreal—and the Semiaary of
Quebec never received any grants, or free gifta from
the State: their property wae acquired, either by
dopations from private individuals, or by purchase—
that 18 to say in exchange for full money value by
them given.

v The property of the Seminary of Qucbee was »
free and noble gift made to that body by the illus.
tricus Mgr. de Montmorency, Laval.

i The .property of the Sulpicians of Montreal wag
acquired, partly by purchase from ' The Compuny of

i The Hundred Associcles’ whose enormons debte and

linbilities the Sulpicians charged themeelves with ;
and partly by a hargain with the French Govern-
ment, in which the Sulpicians, at an immenge cost to
themselves, undertook to remove a tribe of Indians
ihen very troublesome (o the public peacs, to the
Seigneurie of the Lake of the Two Mouniains, to
build a8 caurch, aund to erect a fortress to defend ths
Colony ——T7ue Wilness, 1315 ult.

This is all that we would ask of the Gazcite
to reproduce ; and if the facts be not as by us
stated, it will be very easy for him, or bis cor-
respondent tc refute us. i tis cannol be done,
we trust that the ® principie™ which the Gazaite
“ hasever held as lywg at the basis of all honor-
able journalism™ will prompt him 10 retract lus
assertions as publicly as he made them.

We would also direct the attention of the
Gazetle to a passage in the Fourth commun:-
cated article i bis columps, on the subject of
Protestant Education, which appears 10 his issue
of Friday last, and which shows, coaclusively,
that in 1803, no public provision or eadowment
out of the aomamon property had been made for
educational purposes; either Catholic or Protest-
aot. A Coemmittee baving at that time been
named to consider the best means of obtaining
an educatiopal grant or endowment, reported as
follows : —

“ For nothing can be more ceriaim than that the
Province does noj at present afford the means of
giving even the rodiments of libera! education,unless
one or two private undertakinga limi‘ed in their plan,
aod unoertaia in their duration may be considered
ag puch.”— Fide Gazelle, 2Tvh nlt.

Had the Committee on Education of 1803
believed that the estates of the Seminary of
Quebec, and of tbe Sulpicians of Montreal; were
held aa free graats of common property, made by
the Freach Goverament to those bodies for edu-
cational purpases, 1t would. certainly not have re-
ported o the terms given above. It is certain,
we say, that in 1803, when. the origin and the
objects "of the property in' question ‘miist -have
been well kaowa to the Brilish Government, the

whalsoe he legalinight 1o, adjudicate: upon |
Marrigge;and” to”legahse

therefore'for which_:no Jegislator ‘ean_vote with- |

ment, ‘as apvl=_'equ§v§lgnt '.f_or':"'e't'lﬁ_callonal -endow”
ments already received by ‘Catholic' institutious,

of 1t.

. In the case of Burley at Toronto, the Judges
have decided 1a favor of the extradition of the
‘prisoner.  An Alien Act of a2 very stringeng
character has been Jaid before the Provincial

ment will be transferred to Ottawa during the
covrse of ‘the year. Judge Coursol bas been
suspendeil pending an investigation mto - his con-
dact with respect to the St. Alban Raiders,
The publication of the Ottawa Tribune (Ca-

subscriptions. ‘There has been almosta panic at
Ringston and other cities about a rumored raid
upon the banks,

The Cathohe Young Mens® Society beg to
acknowledge with thanks the receipt of a very
valuable dooation of books, and $5 towards their
Labrary Fund, from the Hon. Thos. Ryap,—
And also four volumes of Rollin’s Abcient His-
tory from Blr. Gregory Lindley.

———

Epucartion.—Qur friends in Upper Caanada
are up and stitring in the cause of Freedom of
Education, incited thereunto no doubt in part by
the action of the Protestant mnority of Lower
Canada, Certainly it is not for us to take the
initiative 10 any such movement, or to dictate to
the Catholics of Upper Canada how they should
act ; butit seems to us that we are bound to the
best of our abikties to second their exertions,
and to wsist that our Parllamentary representa-
tives shall interfere as actively on behalf o the
Catholic minority of Upper Cznada, as the re-
presentatives of that section of tho Province will
no doubt interfere on beialf of the Protestant
minority of s section. Wb these remarks
we lay before our readers the report of the steps
taken in Toranto by tue friends of the gocd
cause, 10 whomn and which we heartily bid God
speed :—

A meeting of Catholics was hald on tbe evening
of the 19:th of Janwery, in she Ricbmond Sirest
School House, for the purpose of teking into copsj-
deration the moet speedy and effectual means of
bringing before Legizlatare the justice of their ¢laim
to the same privileges that may be granted to the
Protestant minority of Lower Canads, in the evem
of Confederation,

Mr W J Nacdonell occapied the Chair; Mr J G
Moglan acted ae Secretiry. Among those present
were, the Very Rev J F Jamot, Rev ' P Rooney,
Meesrs Shes, Guinane, Stock, Hayes, Doyle, O'Neill,
Graham, Banar, Witsor, Muldoon, Hylaud, Cosgrove
Marvin, and others. !

Mc M Hayes stated the object of the meeting to be
that of taking into consideratior the state of Catholie
eduncation in Upper Canads, with the view of procar-
jng the same privileges as those at present enjoyed or
which may be granied to the Protestant minority of
Lower Canada.

The following resclution wae proposed by Mr J
Stoclk, seconded by Mr P Doyle :

¢ Wherens, the educational privileges of the Cathgo-
lic and Protestast minenties in Upper and Lower
Caneda are proposed 1o be guaranteed by the General
Qoverntent, in view af Confederation, the Oathotics
of Upper Canada deem it just to themselves, to de-
mard the eame rights and privileges thaimay be

fore, be it

“ Regolved—That na Execative Comuwitte, con-
sisting of Very Rev J F Jamot, Rev I P Rooney
Messrs. Hayes, Stock, iMacdoonell, Moylan, Ro-
bertson, and O’Neil, with power to add to their num-
ber, be appointed to take the necessary atepa to urge
upon the Governmens the juslice of equslizing the
educational righ's of the wicoritiss in both sections
of the Province.”—Carried.

Mr A Muldoon, seconded by Mr Guinane, moved
the followiog Resolution: )

# Whereas, the Proteatants of Lower Uanada en-
Joy many and jmportant privileges, which the Og.
tholics of Upper Canada sre disaliowed—viz., a
University, Normal School, numerous endowed A’cs-
demies aod Grammar Sobools; nearly foor times
ths amount of money Which i3 granted by the Legis.
iatare for the purpose of Cathalic edncation io Upper
Carnda, therofore be it
_ " Resvlved -- That the Execulive Uommittee be
ipstructad to draw up & Meworial praying for the
same privileges for the Catholic minority of Upper
Oanrda ; and that they toke immedinte steps to have
vhe same Submitted to and endorsod by the Cathiglics
of Upper Oacada.” )

Moved by Mr Joubn Shea, and meconded by A'r
Boner,

* Thg'. the Commiitee draw up, at once, their
memoria), and submit it to His Lordship Bishep
Lynch fer approval, and take measures for obtaining
subsequently the signatures of tho Ouatholicz of
Western Canada thereto.”~Carried,

Mr Jobn Shen, on motion, then took the COheir,
when a vots of thanks was returned to the former
Chairman.

Pureuant to the instructions given m a foregoing
resolution, the Committee drafted the following

Memorial of the Catholics of Upper Gannda to the
_Execut'lv:e and the two branches of the Legislatnre
in Parliament assembled, respeeting the Edusation
of tke Catholic minority.

Boueny Sarwera:

That importans politicul changes boing contem-
plated ln the existing form of Gorercment, your
meraorisliats beg leave woust respectfully to spproach
your august body, to ssk for the Catholic minority
of Upper Oanada, the same privileges which may be
gracted by the General Government to the Protest-
ant minority of Lower Cauada in the event of &
Coofederation of the British North American Pro-
vinces, . .

Your memorialists, in submitting .this claim o
your Honorable body, are actuated by no other
motives than those diotsted by a sense of Justice,
and parental right. They are impreased with the
-conviction that, the Parliament of the country, hav-
ing already rocognised.thé right of Catholics to Se-
parate Suhgols— iu defereucs 1o the necessity of com-
bining religions instruction with secular education,
and baving also conceded the same rights 1o the
Protestants ‘of . Lower Canada— will not.deny them
those .advauntages which would place them, on an
equslity — &0 regarda the oducation of their childrin

- ;vith their Proteatant fellow aubjects in Lower Os-
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The grounds urged by, the teapective min
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legislature. It is said that the seat of Govern-

accorded to the Protestants of Lower Canada ; there.-

ine of rla"rgu_‘mep‘t' ép?-‘---a'dppl__éd m !bef'Gazeue
for an exclusive Prdteatant  educhtional” endo~ - -

was iidknovyn-_to'tbe' Committee of: the Executive
Cousgil, or they would have availed themselves

tholic) has been given up : cause non-payment of




