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NEWS. OF THE WEEK.

Since the declarations of T.ord: Derby.in. the
iords, and of BIr. D’Israeli, in the House of Com-
mons, the proceedings in Parliament have lost much
»f their inferest.  The Army and Nayy, Iistimates,
aud the Bill for providing for an. effectual system of
National Defence will, most probably, be passed
without much opposition, and the country will then be
cailed upon to decide upon. the great question of
Trotection upon Corn.

The 24 April was named as the day for the elec-
iton of a successor 1o the late lamented Archbishop of
Dublin, The Catholic Clergy of the diocese seléct
three of 1heir number, whose names are laid before
the holy Tather, who decides upon the merits of the
resuective candidates 3 the whole number entitled. to
vote is stated at fifty-four.

In France every thing remains quiet. An extraor-
dinary decree, not to exceed three lines, is spoken of
as destined to surprise the world, no less by its brevity
thau by the importance of its contents. Speculation
is on the alert, to discover what this mystericus an-
nouncement may mean.

"T'he State Legislatore of New York has rejected
the Maine Liquor Lasw, by a majority of 69-to 45.

—-1

SPIRITUAL DESPOTISM.

#The active opEosition which Kossuth, his mission,
and the cause of Ireedom as represented by Hungary,
tuve encountered from the Catholies of this colntry,
especially the naturalized Irish and.-the priests, has
opened thie eyes of many. to the inherent repugnance
between Democeracy and - Papal authority — Natioral
Era.

The above extract from a Protestant paper of the
Vinited States, we copy froman article in the Afont-
real TVitness, headed Spiritual Despotism.  The
writer seems to think, that the hostility of Catholics
io I<ossuth, 1o his mission, and to the cause of {ree-
dom as represented by Hungary, coupled with the
approval which the majority of Catholics have mani-
fested towards.the political conduct of Louis Napo-
leon, is. a clear proof, that Papal Authority cannot
co-exist with Democracy.; that the two principles
are essentially opposed - to- one anaother, and that no
trae Catholic can ve, heart and soul; a Democrat, in
the modern acceptation of that term. Tortunate
would it be, if our Protestant brethren would always
{ovm as correct an estimate of the tendencies of
Catbolicity, as las.the writer in the Nytional Era ;
be bas done us poor Papists justice, and no more
than justice: Caitholies are opposed to Kossuth, to
his mussion, and to the cause of freedom as repre-
sented by Iungary; modern Democracy is irrecon-
cifeabie with submission to Papal, and indeed to any
other, authority, and, therefore, as. our cotemporary
voncludes, a true Catholic cannot be a Democrat,
in the modern acceplation of the term.

But it .does not: follow, that because a Catholic is
not a Democrat, that be is.opposed-to true liberty,
or that be is friendly to Despotism. Oug the contra-
vy, sceing that Democracy and Liberty are not only,
not identical, but are utterly irreconcileable principles,
that Democeracy, wherever it has been triumphant,
has always been, and always must be, fatal to free-
dom, it is but a legitimate conclusion frein: the
premises—that Catholicity is favoruble to liberty,
necavse it-is hostile to modern Democracy, that is—
to the vilest and most degrading tyranny under which
mankind has ever groaned; no—if Catholicity were
friendly to Democracy, she would, indeed, be what
hier encmies represent her——the foe of), freedon, and
the enemy of the human race.

When Protestants hear Cathelies professing them-
sulves to be friendly to civil and religious. liberty,
tiey immediately conclude, that by the same words,
Catholics. mean the same things as they do them-
selves: hence, as it is well known that Catholics are
not friendly to civil and religious liberty in the ordi-
nary Protestant. acceptation of the words, we are
often set down by our separated brethren as hypo-
erites, and as ashamed of, and therefore, trying to
disguise, our true principles, under the mask of liberal
phrases; the whole misunderstanding arises from the
totally different meanings that Protestants and Catho-
lics attach to the word liberty : -the liberty of the one,
being the bondage, of the other, .

Were a Catholic called upan_ te.give.a precise
definition of liberty, he would define it as submission
o legitimate authority. In. the. moral. order—to
consist in submission to God, and:to- ITis Church; in
the civif order—in obedience to.the legitimate au-
thorities ; by this definition, the Catholic would at
once show, that, not enly he dees not believe autho-
rity and liberty to be incompatible, but that he
mukes the very essence of liberty te consist in sub-
mission (o authority—in other words—in order.

I'he Protestant, on the other hand, will generally
define liberty by negatives. Liberty, as he under-.|

‘theories.

stands it, consists in the negation of -authority, in the

absence of control, as {ar as he himself is concerned,

but in. the right of coercing and controlling others—
or, asit has been not unaptly expressed; «in the
right- of walloping his own nigger.” In, the civil
order it means’ with, him, political power; in, the
moral* order, the right to accept or reject God’s
revelalion to man, as he thinks fit, apd the right to
coerce and persecute the Catholic Church, Thus,
whilst according to the Catholic, idea of liberty, the
[ree spirits in Heaven, are these alone, who persisted
in their allegiance.to,God; and in submissipn to His
Divine autherily, the: Protestant must look.upon them
as the abject slaves.of an absolute despot, and weep
over the defeat of- ¢ the cause of freedom, as repre-
sented by the devil. and his angels.,” With these
radically different ideas of the essence of true free-
dom, we can understand how it is that: Catholics may

be the friends of civil and religious liberty, in their.sense-
of the words,and yet actively opposed to the freedom

thatis represented by Kossuth, Meazzini, by the Swiss
Radicals, and the cut-throats of modern. Rome.—
Catholics, we are told, are actively. opposed to Kos-
suth, to lis mission, and to the cause of freedom, as
represented by ITungary; it. is.true. They are
opposed to Iiossuth, becavse they believe him to be
neither a great, nor a good tnan—because they know
him to be the cenemy and- reviler of their Church,
and of their religion—because they know that be has
been publicly accused, in the face af all Europe, by
men high in station,and worthy of credit—Dby the best
and bravest of his own countrymen, of dishonest
praclices, whick would defile a galley slave; and
because, thus publicly accused, I ossuth has never yet
dared to clallenge investigation, or attenpted to
clear-his character. They are opposed to his mission,
because his mission, if successful, would. have the
effect of plunging their country into war. with the
powers of Europe, with whom it.is the policy, as it is
the duty of America to-maintain . peace-—because his
mission is to make of the great- American nation a
Propaganda of revolution. and insurrection, to.convert

lier children into brigands and marauders, and to get

up another piraticall Cuban expedition, on a larger
scale. They are opposed to the “cause of freedom
as represerted-by. Hungary,” because that.cause was
in reality the cause of tyranny and oppression—be-
cause. the cause of freedom, in Hungary, was werely
the attempt of about four millions Magyars, to retain
in slavery about double that number of thejr fellow
creatures, of Sclavonic and. Croatian crigin,an attempt
which Austria, justly arnd humanely overruled—be-
cause, in fact, the cause of freedom in Hungary, was
only the assertion ‘on.the part of the Magyars, of
their right to “wallop their own niggers.” The
% cause of freedom as represented by Hungary,” is a
mighty pretty cause to speak about; its exterior is
fair at a_distance, but it won’t bear toc,close an in-
spection ; it reminds one of the face of Mis. Ilarris,
as described by Mrs. Gamp, “quite like an angel’s
face, which but for pimples it would. have been.”
Unfortunately for the cause of freedom as repre-

seated by Hungary,”* the pimpies are very numerous ;

indeed, we might alimost say that they amount to
blotches.

With regard to Louis Napoleon, and the revolution
or coup d’état of the 2nd December, Catholics may
and do hold very different opinions; but upon one
point all are agreed—that, whatever may lave been
the motives of the President, the result has been
favorable to the cause of order, and, therefore, of true
freedom; that the revolution of December, 1831, has
anticipated the horrors that threatened Europe from
the revolution of May, 1852. We may thus thank-
fully accept the act, without blindly approving of the
actor, orattempting to palliate some of his measures—
such, for instance, as the decrees confiscating the
Orleans preperty. We may accept the harsh rule of
Louis Napoleon, without looking upon it as the best
of all imaginable goversments, but simply, as the only
govermment practicable in, France at the present
moment, thanks to the Democrats and Revolutionists,
who, by destroying respect for authority, have rendered
liberty impossible, and left France no third alternative
betwixt anarchy and Cesarism—betwixt the soldier
and the mob. We may admit that.the government
of the bayonet is had, but cven. the government of
the bayonet is better than no. govertment at all, and
thus, whilst.regretting that any country should be re-
duced to such an. alternative, we. may consistently
rejoice, and give God thanks, that Ile, in Eis merey,
has been pleased, even by such weans, to restrain the
passioas of furious ard bloodthirsty Socialists.

STATE SCHOOLISM:

Whilst many of our Protestant cotempararics daily,
tri-weekly, or weekly, as the case may be, make the
welkin ring with denunciations of the horrors in store
for Canada, from.an ssm.-that does not yet exist,
videlicet Sgate Churchisim, we bave, from -time to
time, exclaimed- against- the gross injustice that is
actually. inllicted upon. the Catholics of Upper
Canada, through the operation of the infamous sys-
tem of State Schoolism that at present prevails.in that
portion of the Province. Tortunately for us, our
opponents make, our task aa easy cue; their eloquent
denunciations against State Church-ism, by merely
substituting the word. School: for that of Church,
furnish us with incontrovertible arguments against
State Schoolism, whilst their bigotry abundantly sup-
plies us with facts and “instances,™ in support of our
As a specimen of the operation of these
State School lays, in, Upper Canada, and of the,
manner in which Lhe rights of Catholics, as. citizens,
ard as parents, are systemulicajly vioiated, the fol-
lowing statement, for which.we ave indebted . to the
Toronto Mirror of the 2nd ult., will afford us a
striking example :—

Mr. Maurice Carroll is a Catholic, resident at

Greorgetown, Tsquessing, Upper Canada,_and s

apparently surrounded by a highly. liberal and intel-
ligent Protestant aeighborhood. Tn virtue of the
ngper‘Canada Schiool'law, Mr. Carroll’s Protestant
neighbors, being the majority, cempel: him to pay: for
the support of a State Schiool; of which- the control
is given.to a retired, or half-pay. Methodist preacher ;

and which—as he is compelled-to pay for this State |-

School, and has no choice between sending his child-
ren,to.it, or not sending them to sehool at all—Mr,
€arroll lins, hitherto, allowed his five sons-te attend,
having first, as'was his duty as a parent; warned them
not to participate in.any act of religious worship, or
instruction, with the. Protestant. pupils, and. told the
teacher, that he, as their father, would not allow his
childrento read the government version of the Bible,
which cvery. Catholic looks upon (whether with or
without cause is of no. consequence,) as a corrupt and
matilatedy version. Now, considering that in this
Priest-ridden sectior of the Province, where Catho-
li¢cs. are in the majority, Protestants are by law
allowed to have their separate schools, supported by
a fair share of the money received by local taxation,

and of the government grants; it is bad enough, in’

all conscience, that the same privilege—or rather,
bare act of justice—should not be conferred upon the
Catholic minority in Upper Canada ; it is bad enough,
that Catholic parents should be compelied to. pay for
schools, and yet have no schools given to them, save
schools to which they cannot send. their children,
witliout exposing them to the risk. of having their
faith and merals contaminated; if not entirely sub-
verted. But this.is not- all: for it scems that not
only are Catholic parents not allowed to have sepa-
rate schools for their children, but that the Trustees
of the State Schools have given orders that the
Callolic chitdren be compelled to jein in the devo-
tions and religious instructions of the Protestant
pupils.  We will give Mr. Carroll’s own statement:

“GHaving five children attending the Georgetown Mixed
Sehool, the five all being under thirleen yearsof age, and over
five, | first cantioned the oldest of them to watch over the rest,
and'to tell the teacher I would not allow them to read the
school Testament. He insisted they should, but yet they dil
not do so. The worthy master being, as I understand, once a
Methodist divine, he still retains his piety or yet gross absurdi-
ties. On one morning, the oldest of my children told me that
on refusing to tead the Testanent they were all compelledto
join in evening prayer. On hearing this, I went to one of the

rustees, and told him he would much oblige me if he told the
teacher to allow my children to withdraw from school when he
begins his rehigious ceremonies, He got entaged at once upon
my making this civil and simple request,, and told me I shoull-
see the master about that, o—would 1 not wish to ask fora
Messing on my children, when leaving school? My reply was
—not from him or them; however, I'went to the ‘master and
asked him for the smine privilege as [ have stated before, which
ke half consented to grant. Betore one hour went round, the
inaster was with me, and told me he should 1ake back aguin
his premise from me, as the Trustce§ came to him and repri-
manded hitn for giving any such privilege, and as the school
was under their control, they would not allow any such cou-
duct carried on there.? :

So much for religious liberty, where Protestants
have the upper hand.

It would be a waste of time and words, it would
be-an insult to the common sense of our readers, to
attempt to prove the injustice of this.conduet, on the
part of the State Sehool Trustees. TIt.requires no
labored argument to demonstrate thata taw which puts
iL into the power of. Protestants.to compel Catliolic
children to. assist at devotions, which,the latter look
upon, not only as not pleasiag to God, but as exceed-
ingly.offensive to Him, is an unjust and iniquitous law,
and ane, therefore, that must be abclished. Instead,
therefore, of wasting time in_ arguing against such an
unjust law, we would rather take counsel to see liow
its repeal may be effected, or, failing in.that, how its
provisions may be most effectually resisted.

The grievance complained of is—that Catholics
are compelted to pay for Protestant schools. Tle
remedy demanded . is—that if government compels
Catholics to pay scliool rates, it shall grant to them
the Yight of separate schools in Upper Canada, just
as the Protestant minority enjoy the right of having
separate schools in Lower Canada. The question for
consideration is—How are Catholics to obtain the
Justice that they demand ? Perhaps we might obtain
an answer to this question, by seeing how Protestants
would act in similar circumstances, if they were the
aggrieved parties.

Let us suppose that, in Lower Canada, Protestant

parents were compelled, by law, to. pay for the sup-

port of schools under the control of Catholic ‘Trus-
tees, and taught by Cathalic Clergymen ; that being
teo poor to..pay for two set. of schools, these Pro-
testant parents were-thus compelled, by law, either to
send their children.to Catholic schools, or not-tosend
them to school at all: let us suppose, also, that »eing
thus compelled-to sead their children to these Catlio-
lic schoois, these, Protestant fathers and-mothers
should discover that, not only was the belief of their
children exposed to considerable danger, by their
continual association with Catholics, but that the
Trustees and masters compelied them to read Catho-
lic books of devotion, and to assist at acts of Catholic
worslip; we shall then have imagined a state of
alfairs in Lower, preciscly analogous to that of which
Mr. Carroll-complains, as existing in Upper, Canada.
What, we ask, vuder such circumstances, would be
the conduct. of our DProtestant fellow-citizens?
Tirstly, we are certain, that the members of all the dif-
ferent Drotestant sects, forgetting their mutual anta-
gonism, and remembering only.their commeon hateed of
Catholicity, would join together as one man, to resist
such an outrage upon their rights as citizens, and-as
parents ; and that they would - proclaim, in plain but
energetic language, their determination no, longes to
submit to it ; secondly, that they would endeavor to
obtain redress from the Legistature,by bringing (0. bear
upon that body, every influence. within theic power ;
thirdly, that if they could. not obtain.redress, by
quiet and legal ineans, that they would take it—that
is—that they would refuse to pay one farthing of
school rates, and thus render it impossible to levy
them, except at the point of the bayonet—a mode of
procedure which no government would long dare to.

enforee, Yes,we have no doubt, that if the Protest-. !

—

anfsof:_ Lower Canada were-the victims of_th:\
tyranaical enactments, as those to which the Cflm&
lies of Upper Canada have long been subjex:ted:1 t]t[]‘
Legislature. would soon he glad to-repeal” op a’ |
them, forced thereunto, if not by a sense of jusli::ze"d
least by the dread of bloodshed, and civil disturbane .
- Such would be the conduct of Protestants, Iunlcles:
conduqt _Catilolics may find somethine not \mwor'l}ﬂu
of }he:r imitation—and firstly, the ne:essity of Un‘l v
Wxthout distinction-of politics, or of orjgip Catl}?nh
lies should unite themselves together, with ’thef i,
determination to obtain a revision of the Schlcl;g::
Laws of Upper Canada, legally, peacefully, if possi

ble, but, above all, to obtain that revision, no mnt{l:
at what cost, or at what hazards. If the Leuislat'ue”
should persist in refusing their demand fc:u":‘justicre
(an event not likely to occurif the Catholics, both :f
Upper and Lower Canada, will byt unite, to shiow

thew strength, and their firm resolve to maintaip, iy
\ , in-

tact, the first principles of civil and religious liberfy :

but if it should—then the only resource lof( wjj be
an “ Anti Schoot Rate League,” in.imitation of lhe
great « Anti Corn Law League,” by means of whicE
Cobden.compelled a reluctant Parliamient to listentq
the people’s cry for untaxed bread. Shall Catholiey
be less zealous for their religion, than the men of*
Manchester are for their cotlons and their calicoes?
Shall they not, in the cause of Free Educatiog be;;
bold as the advocates of Free "Frade? and caa l]le;
doubt, that il they use the same means, accompasicd
with fervent prayer to the Throne of Grace for ek,
—for this, after all, is the Catholic’s greal reliance_l_-
can they doubt, we say, that cqual suecess will crow,
their efforts ?

Union, then, amongst all Catholics, is the first ro-
quisite.—Unity of design, that all may thoroughiy
understand what work they have to do ;—ugit y o?nc-.
tion, that the work may be by all well and fully accor-
plished.  Already, throughout both Provinces, the
Catholic Institute is in existence, formed \ritl; the
avowed object of watching over, and defending the
rights of Catholies from all aggression; in thess
Institutes we possess the machinery for the requisit
organisation ; through them, the Catholics of one pars
of the country may: be made acquainted with the wants.
and necessities- of alt their brethren ; by means of
them, they can be brought to work together, as one
man, for one common object ; and what object more
worthy their attention than to procure freedom of
education for. their brethren in Upper Canada?

Treedom of education—the right to have the schools,
for which Catholics are compelled to pay, exclusively
under Catholic control—is all that we demand. e
demand it, not as Catholics, but as citizens—not as
holders of peculiar dogmas, but as rate-payers: we
demand good money’s worth fer our good money, and
we demand nothing for ourselves that we do not de-
sire to sce accordett to our Protestant fellow-citizens.
Many of these, we Lknow, will join with us in our

dewmand: for separate or Free Schuols ; the authorities

of the Church of Ingland have declared, thatit s
expedient that all lawful methods should be adopted
to move the Legislature to make separate grants for
the support of Clurel of England schools; amd the
members of many other sects (as indeed must al
honest men not Dblinded by the cant of modern libe-.
ralism,) freely admit the justice of our demands, and
recognise that it is as gross a.violation of true civil,
and religious liberty, to compel a Catholic to pay for
the support of Protestant State Schools, asitis to con-
pel the Dissenters in England to pay for the support of
the ministers ofa State Church j indeed, common sense
shows that no argument can be employed in favor of
State Schoolisin, or National Tducation, that cannot
be urged with still greater foree, in favor of Staw
Churchism, or National Religion. As Catholics, we
are willing to obey the law, to accept the system ol
State, Schoolism, in spite of its defects, provided that
it be not used agaiust us as a sword in the hands of
the proselytiser; provided that we are allowed to
have our separate schools, in which, nnder the super-
intendence of the Church, the doctrines of the
Church may be imparted to the pupils; upon these

conditions only, can we accept State Schoolism.

Give us, we demand of the government, our separate
schools—or else allow us to fali back upon the volun-
tary system; but separate sclools, or no separate
schools, it. is. well. that Catholics should declare,
“temperately and moderately,” as the Blirror says:
but at the same time clearly and fearlessly, their de-
fermination no longer to pay. Protestants for pervert-
ing their children. ‘

We subjoin the letter of his Lordship the Bishop
of. "Toronto, to Mr. Carroll, highly approving ol

Lis conduct as a dutiful son of the Church:—
Toronto, 3rd Aprily 1852

My Dear Sir,~Let veur Bishop bless you and your family
for your judicious, noble, paternal, wad quite Catholie canduct
in the very painful emergency mentioned in your letter to the
Editor of ‘the Mirror.

You sent 15 school five children of: yoms from 5 to 13 yeart
old. Eonorto your zeal for instruction, dear sie; and fet every
father do the same, by steady, induystrions, and temperate habits,
and our part of the Province will deserve to be the Upper one.

You_ sent your five children to the mixed sehool of Georse-
town, but with the precation of a seatinel and a watchworl.
Honor to the simplicity of the-dove, eoinbined with the pru-
dance of the serpent—honor to vourtolerance and wisdom ; yo!
thonght that a mixed schoul, true 1o the law—true to puble
speeches, pamphiets, and reporis, though a very !ﬂCUl"P";‘"’
system of educaion, is still betlor than no school at all. * But
vou thought, too, that there were dangers in mixed .school-*—
danger-in the tencher—ianger in the books—danger in the hi -
low-pupils—dangereven in religions exercises ; wnd you thoug lt
to guand your dear little ones_aguinst all those dangers. ]‘
every hend of family, having areligious persiasion, do 1 "i
same; and, at least, religion! shall be respected in our mixe
schools, nnd-they shall not ba ‘schools in which cvery dei!"';‘.'.'
aation is langhed at in its turn—schools of sceptic mt ".-
ferentisim and infidelity ; and weavill not sce here, ns dsewhere
Nothingarians, becoming more and more numerous,. 83 '_'l.""‘
stated i every census; and the hierarchy of our Cathalie.
Church will toferate the cducational, or rather the instructivil.
machinery 3 and Catholic children and parents, though miin
with mixed schools, will -be admitted to the Sneramonts, 1"']",'.
vided,.that a1 home, as in the chyrches, religions instructon oo
carefully zttended to ; beeause, botly parents aud children m::
cqually bound Lo the preservation of faith and n}Ol‘“lS.‘“’;‘," ":l:_
immedinte danger, and to the aegurrement of Catholic knov=
edge, and practices of piety; and becanse seeulnr iNSEUCHON,
witheut religion, is u calamity, instend of being a blessing-..



