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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

arliament was prorogned by 1Ier Majesty in per-
son ou the 12ih ult. Mr. Speoner’s last attack on
the Maynooth endowment was a decided failure.—
The British Government has encugh difficulties to
coniend with abroad, without provoking the hostility
of its Catlalic subjects at home.

The Allies in the Baltic have, it seems, at last
struck a decided blow, On the 7th and 8th ult., the
French and British troops landed in farce on the
Tsland of Aland, and after some hard fighting made
themselves masters of the strong foriress of Boomer-
sund on the 16th. 'T'wo thousand Russian prisoners
are said to be amongst the frunits of this victory ; the
French loss is put down at 160 men killed. From
the seat of war in the South, we Lave nothing new.
The heads of the Austrian cofumns were on the point
of entering Wallachia. .

On 'Tuesday next will commence our Capadian
Parliamentary campaign.

THE QUEBEC COLONIST AND THE
TRUE WITNESS.

- 1 to elicit the truth be the sole lepitimate end of
eontrovarsy, wonld it not be well for the Quebee Co-
loniist to confine himself strictly to the question at
issue, betwixt him and the True WitNEss 7—that
question being:—

« Js, or,i5 not, Mr. Hinek’s Bill”—/or the settle-
ment of the Clergy Reserves question— so worded
as to prohibit the County Municipal Councils from
appropriating one farthing of the funds, aceruing
from the secularised Clergy Reserves, to Catholic
separate schoo!l purposes 7” -

~‘I'he Trur Wirness affirmed that it 7s; and sup-
ported his position :— "

1st. By a comparison of the provisions of Mr.

~ Hincks’ Bill, with those of the at present existing
. School Laws. By the former, the application of
the funds aceruing from the secularised Reserves, is
restricted to purposes to which tle funds of the
-County Municipalities are at present applicable ; by
the latter, the funds of the Couniy Municipalities
* are not applicable to Cathulic separate schoot pur-
~poses ; therefore we concluded that, according to Mr.
JHincks’® Bill, the funds accruing from the secularised

Lieserves are not applicuble to Catholic separate.
school purposes,aithough they are applicable to Non-
Cautholic school purposes: :

2d. We supported our position by an exteact from
Mr. Hincks’ speech—as reported in his confidential
organ, the Toronto Leader—in which the framer of
the Bill in question, was represented as boasting
that, the aforesaid funds, once given over to the

* Municipalities, « could not be applicd to scctarian
purposes.” Now every body knows that, amongst
s Liberal” Protestants, Catholic separate schools
are invariably styled ¢sectarian;” just as the Ca-
tholic Church in communion with the Apostolic See
is styled the « Romisk” Church.

8d. We cited the language of the Toronto Leader,
the Ministerial organ of Upper Canada, to the effect,
that, Mr. Hincks” Bill was so drawn up as to probi-

* bit sectarian schools sharing in any appropriation of

“the funds accruing from the secularised Clergy Re-;

server. Now, itis a legitimafe presumption that
the Toronto Leader is well acquainted with the views
of the framers of the said Bill.

Oun the other hand, the Quebec Colon?st, contends
that Mr. [iocks’ Bifl is 220t so worded, as to probibit
‘Catholic Separate schools from sharing in any appro-
priations from the funds in question, Having given
our arguments, in support of our position, it is but
fair that we should allow the Quebec Colonzst to be
heard in reply, and in support of his position. We

" copy from the Colonist of the 20th ult., in reply to
the Trur WiTNess of the 18th. -

. We will not split hairs with the Tuse Wirxess
in arguing upon the school question; our doing so
wounfd not edify our readers no more than a discussion
with him bandying the same %kind of expressions he
makes use of so freely. When the Schiool Question
somies up, we will be found at cur post ready to do
battle for Catholic rights, and the equality and free-
dom of education.’> * -* * * ‘ ¢

« The Tnue WiTnEss says—¢ in order to enabie oor
readers to decide between the T'avk Witness and the
- Quebec Colonist, we place side by side, extraets fram
- our Quebec colemporary of the 1fth -inst., and from
the Toronlo Leader, the Ministerial organ of Upper
Canada.” What do we care about the Toronfo Leader,
trare than the Trur Wirness-does about the JMunireal
Gazetle, or'the Torouto. Globe? Notas much. Isit
siot as ridiculous for the True WiTxess to endeavor
to make. us respansible {or the writings of a paper
~ published in Upper Canada, supported by Protestants,
= owned by Protestants, and edited by Protestante.’’—
- The Quebec Colenist should have added—and the avowed

expanent of Mr. Hincles? palicy—+ as it would be for us.
to make the T'ure Wrrness responsible for the publi-
cations and views of the Monlreal Gazetle edited by.
Mr. J. M. Feries of indecent notoriety, or of the
Globe, edited by Mr. Geurge . Brown, according to onr
coutemporary, as honest a politician as Mr. Hincks®.
—Arcades ambo, i, e.—% both of whom are as warin
opponents of the Minixtry as the True Wrrness. Of
course we difler from the Leader in the way we regard
this question, though we are not prepared to endurse
the statement ol the Trur Wrrness that in speaking
.of sectarian schouls, Catbulic schools are necessarily
painted a1”—what then do Protestants in general, and
Mr. Hincks 1o particalar, mean by seclarian schools
in Upper Canada, if not Catholic separate schools ?
—¢und however mich the Leader may enunciate the
views of members of the Government from Upper
Canada, or may be prepared to sustain them in carry-
ing any measuse, having for its object or having the

} effect of preventiug freedom of education to Catholies

in Upper Canada, it is a diflerent affair with vs, and
the Gevernment may conat upon cur uncompromising
hestility 10 any such measule, when, and wherever
it may be introduced, in every way that we can make
such opposition available.”?— Quebec Colanist.

Now, after a careful perusal of two columns of
verbioge, we have been unable to detect another pas-
sage, in whicl the Quebec Colonist attempts either

to relute our arguments, or to sustain his position,on

the ONLY question actually at issue betwixt the Co-
lonist and the True Wityess. ¢ Js—or is not—
Mr. Hincks’ Bill so worded as to exclude Catholic
separate schools in Upper Canada from any partici-
pation in the funds accruing from the secularised
Clerey Reserves 1

We leave the case in the hands of our readers:
appealing to {heir cool judgment, and leaving it to
them to decide—whether the arguments of the ‘"rUE
Wiryess, or those of the Quebec Colonist, the
more resemble those of an honest man, who, consci-
ons of baving tratl on his side, and courting the most
rigarous enquiry, scorns Lo distract attention from the
ONE question at issue, by the mtroduction of imper-
tinent and utterly ircelesant matter; by their verdiet
we are content to abide. Lither the True WiTNESS,
or the Quebec Colonist, must be attempting to de-
ceive them- most egregiously, on a simple but most
noportant matter of fact, palpable to the meanest
intelligence.

We have not space at our command this week to
go over the grave charges which our cotemporary
brings against the True Wirxess. Yet, though
in no wise connected with the subject matter in dis-
pute betwixt us—viz—(he cffects of Mr. Iincks’
Bil upon the separate school system of Upper Ca-
nada—we may venfure to promise a reply o them in
our next. ‘T'o one clarge, that of having prevented
the election of an Irish Catliolic inember for Mon-
treal—* one with whom Catholic interests would be
safe”—a communication from B. Devlin, Esq., which
will be found in another column,is a sufficient answer.
Mr. Devlin is the only Trish Catholic whose name
we ever lieard mentioned in conpection with the re-
presentation of Montreal during the late elections;
and he acquits us of all interference with his views.
It was indeed rumored in May last, that Mr. Idincks
intended to send us up one of his clerks from his of-
fice in Quebec, to be made an M, P. P. of: butthe
proposition was so prepostercus, such 2n insult to the
good sense and independence of the electors of Mon-
treal, that it was laughed down at once, without the
necessily of any interference on the part of the
Troe Wrrwess. Lvery ane felt that, though the
gentleman alluded to was a most “amiable and exem-
plary person in private life, “ Catholic interests would
not be safe” in bis hands, because of his subordinate
position, because in the House he would be a mere
puppet, in the hands of his employer—Mr. Tlincks—
the avowed enemy of Catholic Freedom of Education,
and who expressly declares that hie will have no po-
litical connection with Calholics who are under the
influence of the Bishops of the Catholic Church,

But we are falling into the errar which we con-
demn in cur cotemporary: that of wandering from
the question. Stick to that we beg of you Mr. Co-
lonist ; and remember that the matter in dispute
betwixt us is—not the Terrebonne election, the Ga-
vazzi riots, nor the captivity of Smith O'Brien ; but
simply this—* Does Mr. Hincks® Bill exclude Catho-
lic separate schools in Upper Canada from all share
in the funds accruing from the secularised Clergy
Reserves 17

¢ Nou de vi, neque esede, fice venenho
?ed lis e.sl mihi .de lribu.!. cnpellia

Tu Cannas, Mithridaticumque bellum

Tt perjuria Punici furoris

1] . L L] .

Magna voeo sonas v ¢ M

Jum dic Pustuine de tribus capellis.” . :
~—Nlars. I, vi. Ep, 19.

WIHAT THEY THINK IN UPPER
CANADA.

We continue to lay before our readers, extracts
from our Catholic cotemporaries of Upper Canada.
Jt will be seen that the Catholics of Toronto enter-
tain opinions, respeeling the conduct of the Lower
Canadian press, very similar to those on the same
subject enunciated by the T'Rue Wirness. We
cougratulate our brethren in the Upper Province in
having such able and independent advocates as the
Catholic Citizen and the Otlawe Tribune ; bath
journals merit, and we trust may obtain, the hearty
support of Irishnen and Catholics.

Under the caption * Danger from Within,” the
Cutholic Cilizen wriles as.(ollows :—

“We-are still of opinion that sufficient healthy ele-
ment has been introduced into-the new Honse to gua-
rantee the cenainty of the same measure of justice
being meted out 10° Catholics :n the Upper Provinee
which is measured to Prolestants on the matter of
Lducation in Lower Canada ;—to speak more plainly,
we believe that a majority of the House previous to
their election, avowed their sense of ihe .justice of the

claiwns preferred by U, C. Cathiofics, and shat the.

ouly.danger;to be apprehended is that, now that Mr.
Hincks has thrown off the . mask and openly avowed,
his hostility, journals avowedly claiming 10 -uphold
Catholic interests, ave found hase enough to abandon

have declared their hoslility to that which the Catholic
Church holds necessary lor the maintenauce and se-
curity of the faith. "

# The immediate result-of this policy will be, 1that
very many members who owe their seats to Catholic
votes, in the Upper Province, vojes -only given with
the guarantee of supporting Catholic elaims, may now
contend that in supportiug Mr. Hincks’s measures,
(these measures being advocated by journals profess-
edly in the Catholic interest,) they are not forfeiting
their pledges. . This excase, too, nray be urged with
considerable plausibility ; and il the claims of Catho-
lics, and their demands for justice are disregarded,
we broadly assert that, to the adhesion of such jonnals
us the Monlreal Freeman, La Minerve, the Quebec
Colonist, Le Canadien, and we grieve to say, our To-
ronfo Mirror (whom we woukl fain have excluded
from this sad list) 10 the Hineks policy, will the griev-
ous frustration of Catholic hopes alone be aitribotable.

¢ In bright and honarable contrast to those journals
stand the Monireal True Wilness, and our new cotem -
porary, The Otiawa Iribune. We may remark with

respect 10 the opposition now made to the Ministry by
the furmer of these journals, thal professedly uol a po-
litical paper, except when Catholic inleresis were con-
cerned, ils present vigorous tone and action iu rele-
rence to palitico-religious questions has oniy been
called forth by the urgem necessity of the case.

¢ The style in which the %ue Wilness handles the
defanlters from troth and the right cause is one well
calculated to show to them the shame aud disgrace
which must inevitably follow the coutse they are pur-
suing ; and our cotempurary has, besides, lost no
lime in expressing his condemnation of Mr. Hincks’
oulrageous violation of principle and justice,

¢ A lew extracts will, however, do mare te prove to
our readers the vigor of the True Wilness’s anicles
than any mere praise.—We accordingly subjoin
some i—

The writer liere gives some extracts from the
True Witness.

“ For outspoken sentiments such as these, the True
IPitness hias drawn upon itself the ire of the hireling
guasi Catholic press of Montreal and Quebec; itis
pleasing, however, 1o know that this abuse is produc-
live of good, inasmuch as such abuse tends ouly ta
raise, if possible, the True IWiimess still higher in
public estimation.

 We enlirely concur with cur esteemed cotempn-
rary, that justice canonly be obtained through the
advocacy of an independent Catliolic press.

“ We have beea accused of misunderstanding Mr.
Hiueks as {0 his opinious on Separate Schools ; but in
answer to the aceusation, we can only observe.that if
such be the case the honerable gentlemuu expressed
himself in terme sufficiently ambiguons to mystify the
True Witness, the Ottawe Tribune, and ow selves, and
;," proof of this we submit an extract from the {74-

une ;—

¢ A similar trinmph might just as well have been
secured by the Reformers in Toronto, Bytewn; and
othier places ; and the absence of a tiiumph in these
places was owing to the unfortunate circumstance that
there had not been nnanimity in tae Reform ranks.

¢ For instance, he had been upposed 1o Separate
Schogls, as his friend, the Postraster General could
bear witness; but hie had been unable 1w prevent the
existence of Separate Schools.’—Zwo exlracts from
Hinck's Speech at London.

“¢ What a triumph it would have been to the Re-
tormers of Bytown, to secure the return of a supporter
of Francis Hincks, the man who, to gain an extension
of power, avows his past vpposition 1o Separate Sehools,
when he ever publicly and privately before preteaded
to favor them. Mr. Hincks exposes his reai charac-
ter. We wish those Catholie journals in the Minis-
terial service to justify their conduet in suppertling
him. [{the Cathaolic body threugh Canada West
acted like those of Bytown and Teronto, Mr. Hincks
would have little chance of making capital out of his
new professions.’— Ottawa Tribune.

¢ Wa heartily endorse the sentiments contained in
the last sentence of the above, and believe that Mr.
Hincks, thrown overboard by the Catholics of the
Provinee of Cauada, wonld be politically dead in
twenty-four hours.?’— Culholic Cilizen.

In justice to the Toronto Mirror, whom the
Clitizen seems inclined to suspect of a servile ad-
herence to the © Hincks™ policy, we must say that
in his issue of the 25th ult. the Mirror takes a de-
cided stand against that policy : and frankly accepts
the policy advocated hy the Citizen, the Tribune,
and the True WITNESS, viz., opposition to any and
every Ministry, irrespective of party-names, that
does not make * justice to Catliolics” part of its
Ministerial programme. It will be seen, tuo, that
the Mirror agrees with the True WirNESS in at-
tributing the present iniquitons school system of
Upper Canada, 1o the # consummate skill” of the
“ leader of the present Ministry ;”*and to the fact
that Dr. Ryerson Las been hitherto allowed supreme
cantrol tn all matters pertaining to education :—

¢ That is exactly a question for a Catholic mind :
Shall the parent be at liberty to have his child instrue-
ted in the principles of religion and morality, or must
he acquiesce in a system of jufidelity «eas by Low
Established 7 Viewed in this light, is it not a mon-
strous propositien %o think that any Legislature could
pass a measure so yrannical, or refuse to recognise
the just claims of their opponents 2 In Lower Canada,
where the great majority are Caiholics, the Protestants
enjoy the libernty of eduedling youth in their own faith,
and receive their share of the public allowance for
edneational purposes; but in Upper Canada, where
Catholics offer 10 be content with about one half of
what is Iheir due, they haveto endure perennial oppo-
sition. Perhaps one reason for 1this anomalous stale
of things is the fact, thal the generality of Protestants
do not fully nnderstand the nature of the Catholie
claims, for it must be remembered that great eflorls
have been made 1o mislead them. = Another may also
be found in the consummale skill displayed by the
leader of the present Ministry, in changing his former
position on this qpestion, and allowing Mr. Ryerson

-ta gel in a measure most oppressive in.ils operation,

Now, both these reusons can, in our opinion, be easily
obviated ; the first, by plasing the just demands of the
Catholie, fairly before the public, with their firm de-

termination to seek for justice ; and the lalter, by the

principle, and to continue to support the men who |,

simple statemect thatin future, Catholics will notsop-

Lnort-or.put faith in any party not pledsed to establish

freedom - of cqnscience-and freedom of education.”—
. ToronloMirror, S o

The Mirror is'right ; this is the only safe ground
for Catholics to occupy ; the oaly ground upon which
they can give battle with any reasonable prospects of
success. The party with whom Catholics have been
long in the habit of co-operating, lave become a0
confident: of success, that they no longer think it
worth while to conciliate their former allies, or to
disguise their hostility to Catholic claims. In that
they call themselves—¢ Liberals”—t Reforiners®—
they think that they have a right to count on the sap-
port of Catholic voters, They may yet find them-
selves mistaken. '

Tndeed it cannot too often be repeated, or bronght
before the notice of the Catholic public, that, though
all Protestant parties would persecute Catholies if
they could, their most dangerous enemies are to be
found amongst the * soi-disent” Protestant % Re-
formers ;”” who are not even at the pains of conceal-
ing their animosity towards us. Mr. Hincks, their
leader, is “ opposed to separate schools;” and their
orgaus of the press plainly tell us :— '

“That on rio subject affecting the general intesonts
of the people of Upper Canada, are the ¢ Reformers’
of the Province sogenerally agreed as in condemning
the Sectaiian school principle.”’— Lambton Observer.

From the Protestant “ Liberals” then, ! it is elear
that we have nothing to hope. They have had undis-
puted possession of 1he reins of Goverpment for se-
veral years, and during that period what have we
gained 7 what has been won to the canse of Freedom
of Education? 'They have given us the « Act Sup-
plementary” at thie instigation of the Rev. Mr, Ry-
erson 3 for which “we give them all the thanks that
they deserve when we pronounce that measure— a
snare and a mockery.”” Tle spirit of Protestant
democracy is one of bitter hostility to Catholicity.
Everywhere it is the same. Tn Badey, in England,
in the United States, and in Canada, a Protestaat
“ Liberal” means the enemy of the Church. For
a season, and whilst hie has some object in view, he
may disguise this hatred; but sooner or later the
mask must fall, and the malignity of Protestant
“ Liberalism” be exposed to sight.

¢ The Roman Catholin Clergy have no eacizl affechons ;
they are ernel-hearted, and have a crirel natire against afl
beings of mankind.”? (Lowud c/wers.? “ Don’t call yourselvem
priests, Roman Catholic Clergy: call yoursclves murderers,
(Applause) < The Romish Clergy are a Clergy of blood anéd
slaughter; THEY ARE FHE SOULS OF SATAN, THE Sour ow
1iE Devin mmseLy”? (Enthusiustic cheering.) —Gavassi'e
Lectures, June, 1853,

At a meeting of the City Council, held last week,
His Honor the Mayor congratuled the public on the
disappearance of the epidemic from which we have
suffered so severely. Ilis Hosor acknowledged. in
glowing terms, the assistance hie bad received from
the Clergy and religious institutions :—

[ should be doing violence to my feelings, and
great injustice to the clergy of this eity, on the present
oceasion, were [ not 1o bear witness to their zealons
efforts to suceor the poor and sick duriny the pesti-
lence. At its outbreak, I was visited by His Lord-
ship the Anglican Bishop, to confler upon the best
means of allevialing the distress of the sufTerers. Hia
Lordship keenly felt the misery and want to which
the city was exposed. His Lordship, the Roman Ca-
tholie Bishop, alsn called on me several times, offer-
ing all possible assistance. He had been round the
Catholic institntions, enjoining them to open thel:
doors to all who might apply, irrespective of creed or
race, and rigidly fo respect the religious predilections
of the pntienls., These most philanthropic injanctions
were, 1 know personally, fully carried out. His
Lordship also requested me to slatu that the Sisters of
Charity were prepared to assume the daties of nurses,
when and where required, and also wished me 10 in-
form the officers of the Monireal General Hospital,
that it their assistance was wanted, it had only tv be
imimated w0 them. Fifty beds were put aside for
cholera patients in the Hetel Dieu Hospital, and a
whole ward consigned 1o the same beneficent purpose
in the St. Patrick’s Huspital. His Lordship likewisa
assered me that, if required, he would convert the
large school-house near his late palace, into a Cholers
Hospital, and furthermore, requested me to represent
to the Corporation, that he was at all times prepared:
10 co-operate with il, in carrying out every measura
that would tend to usefulness, during the epidemic.—
The Reverend gentlemen of the Semioary were in-~
cessant in their attendance upon the sick, advising
aud cheering the desponding, and prollering assist-"
ence toall alike.. The devotion of the Sisters of Cha-
ritv to the sick and dertitute of all classes was most
admirable—at all hours, aud at all places, thess in-
comparable women were seen dispensing suceor and
consolation, and petforming the most menial service
ofientimes in places which ordinary individuals world
shun with horyor,”?

The Mayor then-alladed to the very extraordinary
conduct of the Managers of the Montreal General-
Haspital, at the connnencement of the disease:—
‘I have also great pleasure in stating thus pablicly,.
that the Gevernors of 'the Montreal General Hospitat
ditd not persist in their intention of excluding cholera.
palients, as they had intimaled.” .

Trom this it would appear that the Managers of
this public institution, supported in a great ineasure-
by a grant of money {rom the Government, harba-
rously refused admittance to Cholera patients. Out of
this disgraceful and inhuman resolution they were at
length shamed by the conduct of the Bishop of .
Montreal, and of the much-abused Sisters of Cha-
rity, who Leroically offered to expose themnselves, to
the risk—not of contagion, disease, and death, for,
for these thiey care not—hut of the brutal, nnmanly,
insults which the attendants and Managers of the
Montreal General Hospital are so fond of offering to
the Catholic religions who attend that Institution’;
and the long-continved repetition of which led to the
establishment of a St. Patrick’ Flospital, where the
fever-stricken might be allowed to die in peace, and
where the Priests of God’s Church might adiminister




