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As the editor of the True WiTnEss will be
absent from town for a few days, it is requested
that al} communications intended for his exclu-
sive perusal, and not requiring an immediate an-
swer, may be marked ouiside ¢ PRIVATE.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

By the arvival of the Hungarian, we have
been put in possession of Enghsh and Irish papers.
The news is not very important. Irom the seat
of war, there i¢ nothing interesting to report.—
Up to the latest dates, there bad been no battle.
It 1s said that arms have been sent to Hungary,
and that the Hungarians abroad are indefatigable
in their exertions lo create a diversion in favor
of the Irench.

The Prussian Chambers closed with a remark-
abie speech from the Prince Regent. He de-
clared that Prussia was determined to maintain

the basis of European public right, the balance of
pawer in Europe, and the national interests of

{rermany.

An angry correspondence, says the London
Advergiser, is going on between the French and
Eneclish Governnents, in consequence of the
perh»sion given by the latter for Austrian ves-
toke shelter under the guas of Malta.
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‘o reply to aur request of the 13th ult. to
v Toronio Freeman to define ¢ clearly and
uiamnbigtiously,” the terms by Lim stipulated on
-+ Sichool fuesticn, with those to whom he
wiles us 1o give our political allegiance—our

catenporary writes as under i—

W shall be very explicit ou this joint; fest, how-
¢ver. premising that, we bare had no understanding
Wiy with any pares, ot with any individval of
on thiz or any other subject. The views

\he Frecman—uowever feeble their ex-

rn—are founded npon the deen conviciion, we
fwz: Cathiolic Educatien is the inalicnable and
szble right of Casbalics, under whatever form
of G ocernment they exizt,  This eanviction is not the
seawth of a vear or 1WO; it isA the settled privciple
of cur life. ) '

o feve fari OUT :, which we ouoete from the

wen of the 11l Feoruary c—
sWe lake our stand under the banner of Eduea-
b Religion, acil we demand for Catholic
equal righis, equal privileges, eyual {acilities
. Protestant Schools)”
ing enuniernted onr ret;':':s'.-mcn_:':', cmlzmcing
duy even awore than the Comamitiee of Alex-
adrianced—whose _Pethinf_\ me: the approval
; e dierarchy andthe Trns Witnrse—we made the
lywing a.ﬂirmsgtion -
nix nlone i3 the comditio staf qua e that we
cer cease 10 agitate’ 1 and again: f These will
he precise terms of the compromize.’ ) )
i (o toring ave sl the same ;) our stead i3 still
wrier the banoer of Education with Religien. OQur
zand for Catholic Schoots, eqm_xl rizhi2, equal pri-
and equnl facilities, with the Protestant
shall, with God's help, be «7 unliinching
+ PBrowsn-Dorion or any other administration,
33 been under a Carder-Macdonald., This is
. this our declaration of principle,
< and nnsmbigaensly’ expressed”
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Naw, iy 56 far a3 the Frecman alone is con-
cerued, the abote is guite swrfactory.  But, as

to every alliance, there must be two parties, we i

<l want 1o know what the  Liberal” party of

Tner Canada, and the political tfollowers ofl
[ A . ) . . 1e ie Al e 1 v
Geovae Brown, have agreed to grant on the | questions and we mvoke bis aid and the aid of

CF e sapport of the Cathalic veiel Iave !1
they publicly expressed their assent to the terms
© steadation propo:mded by the Frecman ¢ and |
! N

o the faithfd performance on

(2N
_aven guarant ;
mprte, of the eonditions of the treaty with |

If they have,

weet L eur sevarate saiools ! !
ad it tesides thmy are prepared 1o give \wf
viaally satisfactory guarantzes on all the other |
ol
;aredd, nay shall be delizhted, to enter ato a

e treaty of athance with them: without ex-

sious Guestions of the day—we are |

sl

2 anv terins of stipufation as to 1he mcre |
wonbar qnestions, sech By those to whicl in af
But if—1

et issue the Freriran atluded.
- the ather band—if, ax we firmly Lelieve, the
o (e Grits? have not as yet publicly ex-!
pressed their fuli and upqualified arcepration of |
the - cars propounded by the Freguegn ; af they .
iven no guarantecs, or pledges, for their
thetence to thuse terns; and for their -

Lave
airhy
cerupiovs regard, for the rights and bonor of !
aur religions institutions of all kinds, and for the |
E:_-z.,-.-r;st;:' of Lower Canada—thern indeed, we re-
peat, it would be mest hmpolitic, and ost d;s-z
tenorable for us, on our side, 1o ratify any treaty f
af altiance hetwixt curselves and those whom we |
save byt too good reasons for still losking upon

2¢ our eneiies | a3 the enemics of the race, the

grazt majority !
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funauage and the rebgion of the

osd (Question—as the condition, strs qud non |

tequally advantageous to both contracting par-

; any political alliance, to which we will be a con-

of the people of Lower Canada, and as the ene-
mies of Catholic schools in the Upper Province.
The Freeman will therefore peceive that his re-
ply, which defines merely his demands ; and does
not mention what the other party to the pro-
posed alliance are prepared to concede, is by no
means an answer to our question. I'or, as we
said before, there must be two parties to every
treaty ; and on that point upon which we mainly
desire to be informed—riz., what the ¢ Liberal®
Protestant party have stipulated to grant—the
Freeman says not one little word. His demands,
lis terms, are excellent ; less it would be un-
worthy of us to ask for, or accept; butas yet
we see no signs to induce us to believe that those
demands have been acceded to, those terms ac-
cepted, by the other party to the alliance. Now
until they have been publicly and unconditionally
acceded to, and accepted by the latter, its alli-
ance with the former 1s impossible without dere-
liction of principle on the part of Catholics.

‘We regret that our U. Canadian cotemporary
still repudiates, or appears to repudiate, the only
alliance to which the TrRue WITNESS can ever
become an assenting party—viz, an alhance of
the Catholics of Upper Canada, with the Catho-
lics of the Lower Province. We trust Lhowever
that, upon this point, the latter misunderstands
the drift of the Freemanr’s argument ; as the
latter certainly misunderstands us, when he ac-
cuses us of injustice towards him on the School
Question. 'We recognise cheerfully s able and
consistent advocacy of that important question ;
but we repeat, nevertheless, that in those
series of articles by him devoted to the discus-
sion of political alliances, that question has been
entirely ignored ; whilst—as it seemed to us—
an updue importance was given to merely secu-
lar questions — that is questions involving mere
material interests only —such as questions of
finance, retrenchment of public expenditure,
clearing forests, and topics of a kindred nature.
This was the gist of our charge against the Iree-
sman j that in his discussions as to the prudence
or imprudence of a, certain political alliance with
a party that has hitherto distinguished itself by
its hostility to Catholic Schools, and ¢ Freedom
of Education,” he never discussed that alliance
with reference to its immediate effects upon the
Schoo! Question.  This we repeat ; but we re-
peat also, n justice to the Freemain, that m his
others articles, or when not treating of the subject
of political alhances, no one las more ably or
more conclusively bandled the School Question,
thar has our respected] Toronto colempo-
rary.

Let us not then bandy hard words; but seek
rather, by common means, and harmeny of ac-
tion, to obtain a common end. We earnestly
desire to see perfect ¥ Freedom of Education®
established in Upper Capada ; to have the Ca-
tholic Scheols of that section of the DProvince,
established upon a satisfactery footing; and to
see a check placed upon the progress of Orange-
jsm. We desire in like manner, and with equal
earuestness, that the autonomy of Liower Canada
be preserved, which can be done only by main-
taining ¢ Equality of Representation” betwixt
the two sections of the Province ; and we desire
also that the rights and honor of all our charit-
able, educational, and religious institutions, be
scrupulously respected.  This is the Alpha and
Oinega of the policy of the True WiTNESS;
comprising, as the Freeman will see, two poli-
tico-religious questions—the School Question and
the Orange Question—in which his section of
the Province is more immediately interested ;
and comprising in like manner two other politi-
co-religious questions—the Representation QQues-
tion and the Question of Relizious Incorpora-
tions—in which J.ower Canada is the more di-
rectly concerned. We offer him our aid to pro-
cure a satisfactory settlement of the first two

bis Cutholic friends in Upper Canada for the
furtherance of our Lower Canadiar policy. We
propound these four questions as the base of the
Cutholic alliance, which we would desire to see
accepted througzhout Canada; finnly convinerd
as we are, that the terms are just, honorable, and

ties ; wiilst we are also Bemiy convinced that,
only by a just, honorable, and mutually advan-
tageous union, or alliance betwixt ali the mem-
bers of the hody Cathohe, can its interests be
promoted, or 1fs vitalily maintained.

We hare now, we hope, done justice to the
Freeman., e have explained our views, and
stated the tarms, or conditions, sine gua swon, of

seuting party. To those terms we invite the Free-
man to give his adberence 5 or else to point out
wherein they are oppesed—not to the materinl
interests of this nan, or that man, of this purty
or that party ;: but—to the honor and interesis of
the Catholic Church in Canada. We trust that
this is 2 matter that inay be discussed in a friendly
spirit betwist us ; for we assure toe Freeman,
that it is our most anxious wish that there should
be o il-feeling, no jealousies, betwixt two jour-
nals, which, if true to their mission, and docile
to their Church, must ever be of ooe mind, and
of one heart. In one point we are delighted to

cord with the TRuE WiTNESS ; and that is with
regard to Mr. George Brown; of whom it now
speaks in the same terms as those that we bave
ever employed towards that individual : —

“ Mr. Brown has now had a fair teial. He was left
unembarrassed during the Session to fulfi! the pro-
mises of triumph which he beld out to his friends
sinco last August. He bas failed to keep his word.’
— Toronto Freeman, 20th ult. '

‘Thus detected, exposed, denounced as false,
and abandoned by men of all parties, we hope
that we have nearly heard the last of George
Brown and of the Brown alliance. The only
marvel with us is, that amongst Catholics, there
ever were to be found any, sifiple enough to be-
lieve, that Mr. George Brown, after the fairest
trial, would even prove anything but what the
Freeman now admits him to be: a man altoge-
ther unworthy ot credit, because “ he Las failed
to keep his word ;” and therefore a disgrace to
every man, and to every party with whom he
bas been, or ever may be, connected.

"The Catholic journalist’s position is, in some
respects, by no means an enviable one, if he be
faithful to his mission. Ie must, if worthy of
his position, be entirely independent ; independ-
ent of all Ministerial influences on the one hand,
and of all popular influences on the other. Itis
certain that in bis career, if honestly followed, he
must raake for himself many enemes j it is doubt-
ful whether he shall ever gain a single friend.

His position differs essentially from that of the
secular journalist. It is the object, and to a
certain extent, it is the mission of the latter to
follow, rather than to lead or form public opin-
ion: to collect into one focus the scattered rays
of that opinion, and then to reflect them thus
concentrated. Iis highest authority is the « con-
census generalts” of maskind, or rather of that
portion of it to which he addresses bimself ; and
in consequence, his business it is to study the
tastes, or opinions of his readers ; and to be more
careful to please, than to tell the truth, when the
truth is, as is too often the case, unpalat-
able.

It is the mission of the Catholic journalist on
the contrary to guide, r.ot to follow, public opin-
1013 5 to form it, and not to reflect it; to look to
the unalterable teachings of the Church, as to his
sole authority, as to what is right and to be ap-
proved, and as to what is wrong, and therefore
to e condemned.  He must above all be care-
ful to speak the truth, the whole truth, and noth-
ing but the truth; and that with a perfect in-
difference as to whom, or how many, he may offend
by so doing. Thus the truly conscientious and
consistent Catholic journalist need never expect
to be popular; though if honest and consistent
he will in the long run, compel the respect even
of those whose prejudices he opposes.

We are therefore by no means surprised at the
offence that has been taken by some of our read-
ers, at our article of the 20th ult,; wherem we
expressed strongly our opinions, as to the injustice
of giving to Protestant Upper Canada a number
of representatives in the Legislature greater than
that accorded to Catholic Lower Canada; and
as to the impolicy, or rather the suicidal policy,
of those Catholics who countenance, even m ap-
pearance, the agitation for that measure raised
by the © Lilerals” of the Anglo-Saxon section
of the Drovince; and wherein we frankly de-
clared that we could not but look upon, and
treat, every man as “ our political enemy,” who
directly or indirectly, took part in that agitation ; |
or who, to the utmost limits of lus political influ-
ence did not oppose it, as hostile to the interests
of the Church, and the autonomy of Lower Can-
ada. This trank expression of opinion—an opin-
ion we wmay observe en passant, that has seen
no reasons to change, or modify—has as we an-
ticipated, raised amongst a certain class of our
readers a storm of indiguation against us; ex-
pressing itseif in the form of a request from some,
for the immediate erasure of their names from
our subscription lisl; and on the part of others,
in the form of an active and incessant denuncia-
tion of the Trur WiTNESS, as the enemy, not
wdeed of truth, nor yvet of the interests of Lower
Canada, or of the Catholic Church, but, of the
junior member for Montreal. This is the head
and front of our offending ; that, in our eyes,
French Canadian Nationality, the claims of jus-
tice, and the highest interests of our religion, are
of more importanze than the re-electton of A,
McGee for this city. “Thisis the charge urged
against us in the streets and in the market-place ;
repeated from house to louse, and carried from
door to door.  To this charge we offer no de-
fence ; but at once, and without one word of ex-
planation or apology, plead ¢ Guwty” in the
most liberal sense of the term.

But when—as by some we have been—we are
taxed with having been actuated in our course,
and inspired in our policy of opposition to ¢ 1le-
presentation by Population,” by metives of hos-
tility, or ill-will towards Mr, M‘Gee, or by any
desire to injure him in the opinions of his con-
stituents, we enter a plea of « Vot Guilty,” and
undertake to establish our innocence of that
charge, at least, by proof irrefragable. Long
ere Mr. M‘Gee was Member for Montreal, years
before it was ever deemed that lie was to be-

had expressed precisely the same opinions as to
the injustice and impolicy of ¢ Representation’
by Population ;” and in language at least as
strong as that which we made use of in our last
article upon that question, had denounced that
measure and all its supporters. This is a proof,
we say, which no one can contest—1st—that in
its oppesition to  Representation by Population,”
the TRur WiTNESs las not been actuated by
hostility towards Mr. MGee; and 2nd—that
this journal is, and always has been, perfectly
consistent ; that it has never varied oune hair’s
breadth from its original policy ; and that it is
to-day, what 1t was in the beginning, and swhat,
we can assure all our readers, it shall be to the
last day of its existence: the uncompromising
opponent of * Representation by Population,”
and of all public men who give the slightest sem-
blance even of countenance to that, in so far as
Catholics are interested, most impolitic, and, in
so far as Lower Canada is concerned, most un-
Just measure. Perhaps, if the truth were fully
told, which never is the case, it would appear
that it is our very consistency, undeviating ad-
herence to principle, regardless alike of whom
we may please, or of whom we may offend, that
has given deepest and hitterest offence ; that it
is because we will not sacrifice one jota of our
principles on the altar of any political idol, that
we are to-day charged with the crime of politi-
cal sacrilege, and denounced as contemners of
the popular divinity,

Tn support of our consistency, and therefore of
the absence of any hostility on our part towards
Mr. M‘Gee, in our unqualified condemnation of
the latter’s advoeacy of ¢ Representation by Po-
pulation,” we will content ourselves hy referring
our readers, to the TRUE WiTxess of the 3ist
August, 1855: an epoch when certainly no ill-
will towards Mr. M‘Gee could have actuated us ;
as at that time no ose dreamt that he would ever
be in any manner mixed up with Canadian poli-
tics. We make one or two extracts from the
TrUE WITNESS of that date; and we ask our
readers who may feel disposed to question the
propriety of our course, and of our present po-
licy, to show us some 7eason why we should not
denounce “ Representation by Population™ as
strongly, and as unreservedly again, in the mounth
of May 1859, as we did in the month of August
18351 YWhat was truth then, is truth now ;—
the TrveE Wrrsess, if worthy of his name,
must therefore be the same to-day, that he was
four years ago. t{ow then, in henor, could we,
or why in the name of consistency should we,
bave allowed that same policy, and the abetiors
of that policy, which, and whom, we warmly de-
nounced in 1835, 1o pass unnoticed, unrebuked,
m 18531 Do our readers then really deswe
that the ‘Crue Wirxess should make sacrifice
of bis principles, cast away his consistency and
integrity, and subside into a meve time-server,
and a parasite 7 We will not allow ourselves to
believe that they do desire it ; and even if they
do desire it, we take this opportunity of assuring
them respectfully, but in all sincerity, that they
kave imagined a vain liing, and will find them-
selves most egregiously disappointed.

Here now are our opinions as to the policy of
“ Depresentation by Population,” and its abet-
tors, as expressed in the Taur \WiTxess of the
3Ist August, 1855 ; and we ask again why we
should not entertain, and give public expression
to, the same omnions in May 1859, when by one
of our own representatives the same question is
again brought prominently beflore the poblic 7—
We pause for a reply ; but expect that we shall
have to wait for one for a long time, for a very
long time indeed.

Speaking of the arguments of the Glele, and
put forward by Mr. (z. Brown, then and as now,
the hitter enemy of aur religion—1we ohserved:

i Being translated, and purged of cant, the lan-
guage of the Globe, and bis colleagues”—(amongst
whom we then certainly never expected to reckon a
Member of Parliament returned by the Irish Catlio-
lics of Montreal as their representative)—< umounts
to this——That it 1z expedient to put down French
Canadianism and Rowanism in Lower Cannda, by
an Anglo-Saxon and Irotestant majority from the
Upper Province ; and that for this purpose, it iz ne-
cessary to give to the latter a greater number of
votes than to the former. Thusdo the Liberals of
Upper Canada hope that they will be able to seize
upon the property of the Catholiz Church, break
down our Altars, burn our Convents, and turn the
Sisters of Charity adrilt upon the world. Ticze are
the designs and aspirations of Upper Canada Iro-
testant Liberalizm ; and ! Representation by Popnla-
tion’ is the means ty which it proposes to carry iis
designa into execntion.” —Frae Witness, 21st Auguat,
185h.

Having shown the injustice towards Lower
Canada implied in © Representation by Popula-
tion,”> we proceeded to show the folly, we may
say the wickeduess, of which the Catholics of
Upper Canada would be guilty in giving the
slightest counterance to the advocates of that
measure :—

aln

¢ Perbaps,” we argued, ““ no poriion of our Cana-
dian population is so deeply interested in resisting
the aggressive demands of the Protestant Liberal
party, as are the Catholics of Upper Canada; for
they will inevitably be the irst and greatest suffer-
ers by the meditated change in the Representative
system. Give a Protestant and Upper Canadian ma-
jority in Parlinment, and the fate of their separate
school system will at once be decided ; Freedom of
Educelion will be but an empty name.”"—1b.

We showed that in so far as tbe Catholics of
Upper Canada were represented at all in Parlia-
ment, it was, not by the wembers for their re-

see that the Freeman is at last entirely in ac-!

come a citizen of Canada, the TRuE WiTNRSS

from Lower Canada, but for whom the Catholie

‘minority of the Upper Province would be depriv-

ed of all voice in the Halls of the Legislature,—
So literally is this the case that Mr. M<Gee in
his late speech admitted it when he pointed out
that in consequence of the waat of any real re-
presentatives of their own in Parliament, the Cq-
tholics of Upper Canada had been compelled to
entrust to lum, a Lower Canadian member, thejy
petitions praying for justice on the Schoqt Ques-.
tion. How, then, we argued in 1835, ang we
argue now, can Catholics be so silly, or so yp-
principled, as to cauntenance a measure whicl,
if carried, would but diminish the relative numbe;
of their own representatives ?

Tinally we quoted the Protestant press of
Montreal, as evidence that even in the eyes of
Protestants, the agitation for ¢ Representatioq by
Population® was primarily an anti-Catholic move-
ment; and indeed but a repetition in Canaly
of that anti-Catholic and anti-Celtic agitation
then raging in the United States under the name
of ¢ Know-Notiungism.” Thus the Commer-
clal Advertiser described it in the fo!lowing
terms :(— ‘

“The object of the Globe is avowedly to seek in
the question of Representation, a means of overwhelm.
ing the nationality of the mujority of Lower Unnydg
and an offensive weapon against the Church of Romg.
1t is & Know-Nothing movement urged with like a.rgu:
ments, and to be productive of like results.— Con.
mercial Advertiser, August 1855,

We have thus shown that in opposing the
movements for ¢ Representation by Population,”
and denouncing as our ¥ political enemies” jts
abettors—we are merely doing in 1839, what we
did in 1835 ; end that our consistency isa proof
that it is not hostility towards Mr. M¢Gee that has
provoked our earnest condemnation of his pet
measure—of that measure whereby Mr, G.
Brown hopes to enslave Lower Canada, and put
down Romanism. If we have spoken against the
former, it is because we could not consistentiy
with our duty fo ourselves, to our Catholic read-
ers, and the interests of the Church, allow our
representative—the man chosen by us to defend
these interests—swithout rebuke, to put info the
hands of our inveterate enemy, Mr. G. Browp,
“an offensive weapon against the Churely of
Rome ; and because we would not as Catholics
and citizens of Lower Canada, tolerate a Knozw-
Nothing agitation against our civil and religious
liberties, against the nationality of TFrench Cana-
dians, and against our common Church and re-
ligious institutions. "T'lus is our answer to those
who attribute to us unworthy motives, because
we speak the same language and pursue identical-
ly the sane course in 1859, as that which we
spoxe and followed in 1833,

And if we have always been faithiu! 1o our
old principles, so also we firmly believe has it
been with the great wajoriy of the Irish Cuatho-
lics of Montreal, and indeed of Canada, spite of
the noisy efforts made by a few disappointed
place-hunters to cry down the 'nue Wirxess.
We firmly believe that the Irish Catholic body
throughout the Drovince is still as strongly op-
posed as ever to  Representation by Popula-
tion 5 and that Irish Catholics will neither sup-
port any man in his agitation for that measure—
nor allow him to advocate it in the name of
300,000 Trish Catholics of whom he styles him-
self the representative.  They are not so blind
to their own interests; they are not so deal to
the voice of honor, or 50 lost in their allegiance
to their Clurch,as in the words of the Com-
mercial ddvertiser—ta put & an gffensive wea-
pom against the Church of Rome” into the
hands of Mr. G. Brown ; and believiag this, we
can confidently appeal 10 them for their support
against the advocates of © Representation by o~
pulation.”

In the absence of the editor of the True
Wirxess, who never publishes any of the gooil
things that ore so often said of him, the writer
of these few lines having a knowledge of the un-
serapulous and cowardly efforts which a few in-
dividuals in this City are wmaking to impair the
usefulness of that journal—deems it a duty to
cali the attention of the misguided few to the
following notice of the T'rRvr WiTNEss, and i
bigh-minded editor.  The article is taken from
the New York Tallct—a paper publshed hy
the Messrs, Sadlier——and is, if the writer is not
much mistaken, the production of our gifted and
distinguished countrywowan, Mrs, Sudlier.

The picture, it will be perceived, is well drawn ;
but the Catholic reader, who is net a stranger to
the Trur Wrrxess, will unhesitatingly admit
that it 1s not too highly colored. As the writer
in the Tublel justly remarks, thereis no one lay-
man in Canada who is uiore respected by the
Catholic Hierarchy. o himt we owe a debt of
gratitude which we never can repay; for it may
be traly said, that there 1s not this day living a
Catholic journalist more devoted to the true in-
terests of his co-religionists, than is George 1.
Cilerk.

And yet this is the man whom a few persons,
calling themselves Irish Catholics, would, if they
could, banish for ever from amongst us. It is,
however, due to the friends of the Tave Wir-
NESS o state, that, notwithstanding that the

petty agitators have been bard at work, parti=

spective districts, but, by the Catholic members ' stlurly during the last five or six weeks, to crush




