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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION.

T.he obsei\ ations contained in the followm0, pa°*es 
were printed and circulated a few weeks after the 
appearance of the Pastoral of the Roman Catholic Hierarchy, in August of the last year. The views 
they have afforded to many persons unacquainted with the principles on which the system of National 
Education is founded, and the steps which led to its 
establishment, have been considered of such value 
that the writer has been advised that a reissue of them 
would be of service. He has accordingly complied 
with the request of friends to republish the letter 
signed “ A l ie n u s ,” which was addressed to the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland in September last ; and as 
many persons think it but lost time to read anonymous 
productions, he appears in this second edition with his real name and address.

In submitting these views a second time to public 
consideration, it may not be out of place to call atten
tion briefly to the history of State education in this country.

hile the relations subsisting between the early English settlers and the natives of this kingdom were 
as frequently of a warlike as of an amicable nature, 
it was the policy of England, as appears by the restric
tions contained in the Statute of Kilkenny, to dis
countenance rather than to promote the education of 
the Irish people. It appears, accordingly, that from 
the year 1369 to 1537, this policy of separating the 
English from the Irish inhabitants prevailed. In the 
year last mentioned, however, when a Parliament was summoned in Ireland to confer the title of King of 
this country on Henry VIII., the policy acted on in
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former reigns was so far departed from, that an Act 
was passed, the 28 lien. VIII. ch. 15, to provide for 
the education of the Irish people. It was entitled 
“ An Act for the English Order, Habite, and Lan- 
“ guage.” This statute enjoins the bishops and ordin
aries to impose a corporal oath on all rectors and 
vicars at their induction, obliging them to keep 
schools within their respective parishes. It imposed 
penalties on both bishops and incumbents for neglect 
of performance of this duty ; on the bishop, £ 3  6s. 8d.; 
on the clerk for the first offence, 6s. 8d. ; for the 
second, 20s. ; and for the third, deprivation of his 
benefice. The form of the oath is as follows :—

“ I ------ will teach or cause to be taught, an Eng-
“ lish school within the said rectory (or vicarage) of
“ ------ , as the law in this case requires. So help me,
“ God.”

It appears that this Act was not attended with the 
desired success in promoting the education of the Irish 
people, for in 1570, forty-three years after its passing, 
it was found necessary to resort once more to the 
Legislature, and to enact the 12 Eliz. ch. 1, the pre
amble of which recites, that “ the ignorance of the 
“ people proceedeth only of lack of good bringing up 
“ of the youth in public or private schools.” By this 
Statute free schools are directed to be established 
in every diocese throughout Ireland, and (1st sec
tion) “ the Lord Deputy or Governors for the time 
“ being, shall appoint to and for every schoolmaster 
“ such yearly stipend as he, with the advice of the 
“ Council, shall think proper ; whereof the ordinaries 
“ shall bear yearly fo r  ever the one-third part, and the 
“parsons, vicars, prebendaries and other ecclesiastical 
“persons of the same diocese, shall p a y  yearly fo r  ever 
“ the other two parts.” By the second section Crown 
livings are expressly charged with this payment.

These two enactments have not become obsolete, 
although manifestly insufficient to provide for the 
education of the people. The operation of the former



of them, the Statute of Henry, is shown in the First 
Report issued by the Commissioners, who in pur
suance of an address of the House of Commons to the Crown, in the year 1824, had been appointed to 
Inquire into and Report on the State of Education 
in Ireland. From this Report, which bears date the 
30th of May, 1825, it appears (page 7) that in 1,242 benefices, only 782 of those parochial schools were in 
existence, and that the contributions of the clergy 
towards their support, amounted only to the sum "of £3,299 19s. 4d.

The smallness of this amount is thus accounted for in the Eleventh Report (dated November 2, 1810,) of 
former Commissioners, appointed in 1806, in which 
they state their views as to the obligation and work
ing of the 28 Hen. V III. ch. 15, in the following terms :—

“ Though the Act of Henry VIII. ordains that 
“ every incumbent should keep, or cause to be kept, 
“ a school in his parish, yet there is no regulation 
“ made therein of the stipend to be paid by the clergy- 
“ man to the master ; but we find that a custom has 
“ universally prevailed, although we cannot trace the 
“ period of its commencement, for incumbents in 
“ whose parishes schools are kept, to allow the master “ forty shillings per annum ; and whenever this small 
“ stipend, utterly inadequate at present, is paid by 
“ the clergyman to a schoolmaster, the school is con- “ sidered as a parish school.”

In the Fourteenth Report of these Commissioners, 
dated 30th October, 1812, taking up the subject of 
the parochial schools, they state as follows:—

“ For the support of the masters of the schools, in 
“ a manner adequate to the objects of their institu- “ tion, it is impossible to look to the contributions of 
“ the clergy alone, notwithstanding that it would be 
“ highly expedient that these contributions should be 
“ paid more regularly and to a greater extent than 
“ has been heretofore usual. It might not, it is sub-
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“ mitted, be deemed unreasonable that they should 
“ be rated at a sum not exceeding 2 per cent, of their 
“ respective incomes, to be ascertained by the bishops 
“ in such manner as would be deemed most expedient. 
“ In aid of which we submit, lay impropriators should 
“ be made liable as they are at present for diocesan 
“ schools.”It is obvious from these reports that the parochial 
schools intended by the Statute of Henry VIII. must 
have ended in failure from the omission in the Act 
of having any fixed or ascertained amount of charge 
imposed on the incumbents, and must have thrown 
on the public treasury the burden of their support, if  
the duty of educating the people should ever seriously 
have become an object of State policy. The removal 
of civil disabilities by the passing of the Emancipation 
Act, and the reform of Parliament following shortly 
after, removed the obstacles which had so long ob
structed the education of the people of Ireland, and 
paved the way for the establishment of the system 
which is now, happily, one of the institutions of the 
country.A system of education, now thirty years in exist
ence, affording secular instruction of the best kind at 
the same time that it makes provision for the reli
gious training of the youth of the country by their 
respective pastors, and secures the most perfect liberty 
of conscience and the right of parents to have their 
children brought up in their peculiar religious doc
trines, may be considered to have lived down the 
opposition by which at its outset it had been encoun
tered. When the thirst for knowledge which has 
at all times characterized the people of this country, 
the establishment of the Queen’s Colleges, and the 
throwing open to the talents of the unfriended, yet 
educated, youtli the emoluments of office and station 
which the system of competitive examination affords, 
are taken into account, it can hardly be doubted that 
the plan of education so liberally provided by the
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State is placed on a foundation too secure to be shaken 
by the efforts of extreme parties to give effect to their peculiar views, however conscientiously entertained 
and enforced. Accessions and adhesions to its prin
ciples, and acknowledgements of its efficacy from 
personages whose weight of character is admitted, and the purity and integrity of whose motives are 
undoubted, are the best encouragement to persevere in a system which aims at combining the too dis
cordant elements of Irish society in that harmony 
which it becomes good subjects and citizens to culti
vate, and which it is obvious must be utterly hopeless 
in any system of separate or denominational educa
tion, such as that claimed by the memorial addressed 
to the Government by the Roman Catholic Hierarchy 
last year.It seems to be a conviction in the public mind that 
so important a function of Government as the educa
tion of the people should be deliberately settled by 
the interference of the Legislature. The absence of 
an Act of Parliament to sanction the oft-repeated sug
gestions of Committees of that branch of the Legisla
ture which so liberally provides the means of educat
ing the people, has the effect of encouraging expectations that Governments, some time or other, may be 
induced to yield to the pressure brought to bear 011 
them, from time to time, by extreme parties, for a 
change in the system in accordance with their own peculiar views. And it should not be forgotten, that 
some such measure had been suggested by the Com
missioners of 1806 in their Fourteenth Report, dated 
in October, 1812. An Act of Parliament, settling 
the principles 011 which the education of the people 
should be based, and providing, agreeably to the 
practice of the National Board at present, that while secular instruction should be afforded to all of the 
youth of the kingdom, without religious distinction, 
the most entire facilities should be secured for their 
being trained in their respective religious professions



v i i i

by the pastors of those churches to whose ministra
tions they belong. A t the present clay, however 
people may be found to differ as to creeds and formu
laries, there is an entire unanimity of opinion that 
that education is incomplete, nay mischievous, which 
is not based on religion, and which does not provide 
the fullest opportunities for its inculcation.

Such an Act as the foregoing observations contem
plate, would give to a system of National Education 
that stability which the assailants of the plan now so 
long in existence imagine it is devoid of, and the want 
of which is so well calculated to provoke attacks.

And since both Government and Parliament have 
interposed their authority in the matter of education, 
and considering the defect noticed in the Statute of 
Henry VIII., above referred to, it seems anomalous, 
if  not unjust, to leave the obligation of the oath re
quired by that Act still in force. To require bishops 
to impose, and incumbents to take an oath which in 
many, if not most cases, they are unable to perform, 
is placing a stumbling-block and a rock of offence in 
the way of tender consciences. The repeal of the 
Statute of Henry on this account alone would seem 
to be indispensably necessary.

15, Mountpleasant-square, Dublin, 
August, 1860.



L E T T E R
TO THE

EIGHT HON. EDWARD CARDWELL, M.P.,
&c., &c., &c.,

CHIEF SECRETARY FOR IRELAND.

S i r ,
_ T h e  National System of Education in Ireland is on its trial at the bar of public opinion. It has 

been arraigned by personages whose station and cha
racter are considered to add weight to the charges 
which they deem it their duty to bring forward. 
Permit one utterly unconnected, now or heretofore, 
with the Board to whom the conduct of that system 
has been intrusted, and who, from former employ
ment in a department of the public service which 
afforded a very extensive range of observation, has 
had the amplest opportunities of witnessing its beneficial effects, to enter a plea for the greatest boon 
which has ever been conferred by the imperial 
Government of these kingdoms on the people of Ireland.

You have been addressed, Sir, by a body of men, 
the Catholic Hierarchy of Ireland, whose position 
entitles them to have their representations received 
and considered with that serious attention which 
there is no doubt they will receive at the hands of 
the present Government, and which it would be the 
duty of any persons holding the reins of Government
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for the time being to afford. Of the various and 
unconnected topics comprised in the document sub
mitted to the decision of Her Majesty’s advisers, 
differing as they do in degree and importance, that 
which proposes a change in the system of National 
Education obviously ranks the highest, and demands 
a paramount share of attention. Proportioned to 
the importance of the interests involved in the ques
tion, is the anxiety with which the public awaits the 
decision at which the Government and the Legisla
ture shall eventually arrive in their treatment of this 
the most vital of subjects which can engage their 
attention.

The writer of these observations remembers—the 
time is not so remote— when such was the state of 
education in Ireland, that the books used in the 
schools frequented by the children of the poorer 
classes consisted of the histories of noted highway
men, celebrated courtesans, and such other indifferent 
characters. Works of this description formed, for the 
most part, the staple of the education of the people, 
to the manifest injury of “ faith and morals.” Had 
the object been to brutalize the minds of the rising 
generation, and train them to the pursuit and prac
tice of crime and outrage of every description, no 
more successful method could have been devised. 
This derelict condition of the humbler classes of 
society, in respect to education, at length aroused the 
attention of the philanthropist and statesman, and 
lias led to the adoption of a system which, however 
successful in the eyes of the wise and good of every 
creed, is now impugned and pronounced so dangerous 
to the faith and morals of the bulk of the people, that 
a demand for its rejection is seriously pressed on the 
attention of the Government, after an experience of 
more than a quarter of a century of the blessings it 
has conferred on those for whose benefit it was insti
tuted, and of the advantages which have accrued in 
consequence to the peace and order of society.



COMMISSIONS IN 1806 ANI) 1824 TO INQUIRE INTO THE 
STATE OF EDUCATION IN IRELAND.

The system or scheme of National Education from 
which such great advantage has accrued to both 
Government and people for so long a period, has been the result of the recommendations of various 
Commissions and Committees of the House of Com
mons appointed at different times. Upwards of fifty 
years ago, namely in 1806, a Commission was nominated to inquire into the whole state of education in 
schools of public or charitable foundation in Ireland. 
At the period of the appointment of this Commission 
the only means in the power of the poorer classes of this kingdom to have their children educated, was to 
have recourse to the schools of the Kildare-place Society, the condition on which instruction was im
parted in these being, that the Sacred Scriptures 
should be used as a school book. The failure of such 
a plan as a means of general or united education 
was not long in making itself apparent, and it soon 
arrested the notice of the Commissioners. These 
gentlemen were occupied for a period of six years in discharging their important duties, and reporting, 
from time to time, the results of their inquiries. In 
the Fourteenth of those Reports, which was the last, 
and which bears date the 30th October, 1812, they 
state as follows :—

“ The poverty of the lower classes of the people, which limits 
the recompense of the teachers to low rates of remuneration, and 
holds out no temptation to a better class to undertake the office of 
instructors, produces effects if possible still worse, by incapacitating 
them from purchasing books fit for children to read, whence it fre
quently happens that instead of being improved by religious and 
moral instruction, their minds are corrupted by books calculated to 
incite to lawless and profligate adventure, and to lead to dissension 
or disloyalty.”

T1 lc Commissioners also state in this Report that 
they have applied their efforts to the framing of a 
system, which, while it shall afford the opportunities
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of education to every description of the lower classes 
of the people, may at the same time, by keeping clear 
of all interference with the particular religious tenets 
of any, induce the whole to receive its benefits as one 
undivided body, under one and the same system, and 
in the same establishments.

They further add, that they indulge the more con
fident expectation that the people would accept such 
a system of education, if all interference with the 
particular religious tenets of those who are to receive 
it, should, in the first instance, be unequivocally dis
claimed and effectually guarded against. This they 
hold to be so essential, that they express their unani
mous opinion—

“ That no such plan, however w isely and unexceptionably con- 
trived in other respects, can be carried into effectual execution in 
this country, unless it be explicitly avowed and clearly understood, 
as its leading principle, that no attempt shall be made to influence 
or disturb the peculiar religious tenets of any sect or description of 
Christians.”

The Commissioners whose names are appended 
to this remarkable document were—his Grace Dr. 
Stuart, the Lord Primate of Ireland ; Dr. Broderick, 
Archbishop of Cashel; Dr. Verschoyle, Bishop of 
Killala ; Thomas Elrington, Provost of Trinity Col
lege ; Richard Lovell Edgeworth ; James Whitelaw, 
l l .d . ; and John Leslie Foster.

This recommendation, although proceeding from 
individuals whose zeal for the interests of the Church 
as by law established could admit of no doubt, was 
not acted on. It sought to convince and propitiate 
the Kildare-place Society, but the time was not 
favourable. Catholic Emancipation and reform of 
Parliament, without which the voice of public opi
nion could not make itself effectually heard in the 
Legislature, were as yet hidden in the uncertain 
future ; and the pressure from without, which has 
since become a recognised element in politics, was 
wanting. Grants continued to be made by Parlia-



ment to the Kildare-place Socicty for the education 
of the poor of Ireland. These grants were adminis
tered according to the principles of that Socicty, which were at direct variance with the recommenda
tions of the Commissioners who made their Report, 
as already mentioned, in 1812. The question of edu
cation, nevertheless, continued, although fitfully, to 
force itself on the public attention ; and in 1824, in consequence of an address of the House of Commons, 
Commissioners were again appointed, who were or
dered to report to His Majesty the King on the best 
means of extending to all classes the benefits of edu
cation. The Commissioners were—Thomas Frank- 
land Lewis, John Leslie Foster, William Grant, J. Glassford, and Anthony Richard Blake.

These Commissioners made nine reports, in general concurring with the views of the original Commis
sioners. In 1828 the reports of both these sets of 
Commissioners were referred to a Select Committee of the House of Commons, who, on the 19th of May 
in that year, reported their opinion—

“ That for the purpose of carrying into effect the combined literary 
and the separate religious education of the scholars, the course of 
study for four fixed days in the week should be exclusively moral 
and literary ; and that of the two remaining days, one was to be 
appropriated solely to the separate religious instruction of the Pro
testant children, the other for the separate religious instruction of 
those of the Roman Catholic communion. The whole of the separate 
religious instruction to be given under the superintendence of the 
clergy of the respective communions. That copies of the New  
Testament and other religious books be provided for the use of the 
children, to be read in schools at such times of separate instruction 
only, and under the direction of the respective clergymen— the 
Established Version for Protestants, and that published with the 
approval of the Roman Catholic Bishops, for the children of their 
communion.”

They conclude by stating that their plan is founded on the principles laid down in 1812 and 1824 by the 
Commissioners of Inquiry, but that it carries those 
principles into effect more strictly than had been as 
yet suggested. And they hope that, if adopted by
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the House, their recommendation will satisfy moderate 
and rational men of all opinions, it being their object 
to discover a mode in which the combined education 
of Protestant and Catholic might be carried on, rest
ing on religious instruction, but free from the sus
picion of proselytism. They consider that this plan 
cannot be objected to as disconnecting religion from 
morality and learning ; it, on the contrary, binding 
both together indissolubly, and uniting them in the 
principles of sound policy, good faith, and Christian 
charity.

Citing with approbation the advice of the Commis
sioners of 1812, condemnatory of the practice of the 
Irish clergy in their endeavours to proselytize, they 
agreed to the following resolution :—

“  R e s o l v e d ,— That it is of the utmost importance to bring together 
children of the different religious persuasions in Ireland for the 
purpose of instructing them in the general subjects of moral and 
literary knowledge, and providing facilities for their religious in
struction separately, when differences of creeds render it impracti
cable for them to receive religious instruction together.”

LETTER OF LORD STANLEY (EARL OF DERBY) THE
FOUNDATION OF THE NATIONAL SYSTEM OF EDUCA
TION.
This interesting subject was again taken into con

sideration by the Select Committee appointed' to 
Inquire into the State of the Poor of Ireland in 1830, 
who, in their Report, express their hope, that no 
further time will be lost in giving to the public the 
benefit of the expensive and long protracted inquiries 
of the Commissioners of 1806 and 1824, and the re
commendations of the Select Committee of 1828, which 
was ordered to be reprinted. In accordance with 
these oft-repeated suggestions and demands, the letter 
of Lord Stanley, then Chief Secretary, dated 31st 
October, 1831, and addressed to the Duke of Leinster, 
was issued. It is regarded as the Magna Charta of 
the Board of Education in Ireland, that being the
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designation given to it in the evidence of Mr. Blake, 
one of the Commissioners, before the Select Committee of the House of Commons in 1834.

In that letter the principles on which the present 
Board of Education was established, and on which 
alone any system of education to be administered and 
controlled by the supreme authority of the State, as distinct from, and independent of, the Church, can 
hope to be successful, are unfolded with clearness and 
precision. The noble Lord, addressing the Duke of 
Leinster, and, through his Grace, the public at large, states, that His Majesty's Government having deter
mined to empower the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland to 
constitute a Board for the superintendence of a system 
of National Education ; and Parliament having sanc
tioned the advance of a sum of money for its support 
as an experiment, it was the intention of the Lord 
Lieutenant to appoint his Grace, if  he consented, the 
President of the new Board. Explaining the motives 
of the Government in taking this step, and referring 
to the recommendations contained in the Report made 
in 1812 by the Commissioners of Inquiry, who, his Lordship states, thought they had discovered, in the 
Kildare-place Society, a superintending authority capable of administering the grants voted by Parliament 
for the education of the people, he observes that 
the Government was of opinion, that, while giving full 
credit to the purity of the motives by which that 
Society was actuated, their principles were calculated 
to defeat their avowed objects, by their determination 
to enforce, in all their schools, the reading of the 
Holy Scriptures without note or comment. After 
referring to the proceedings and recommendations of 
the various Commissions and Committees (already 
cited), his Lordship observes—

“ That for the success of the undertaking much must depend upon 
the character of the individuals who compose the Board, and upon 
the security thereby afforded to the country, that while the interests 
of religion are not overlooked, the most scrupulous care should be
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taken not to interfere with the peculiar tenets of any description of 
Christian pupils.”

After detailing the description of persons from whom 
applications for aid may be received and allowed, his 
Lordship states that the schools should be kept open 
for a certain number of hours, on four or five days of 
the week, for moral and literary education only; and 
that the remaining one or two days be set apart for 
giving, separately, such religious education to the 
children as may be approved of by the clergy of the 
respective persuasions ; and that the Board should 
permit and encourage the clergy to give such religious 
instruction, either before, or after, the ordinary school- 
hours, on other days of the week.

Such are the leading features of this wisely-con
ceived letter. The system which it announced was 
intrusted to a Board which comprised, besides the 
Chairman, the two Archbishops of the Protestant and 
Catholic Churches, and laymen of high position in 
society of the different persuasions from which appli
cations might be expected to be made, for the children 
of their respective communions. It continued to be 
administered on the principle of non-interference with 
the religious opinions of those who were to partake of 
its benefits ; and the only opposition it encountered 
was from such of the clergy of the Established Church 
as were in declared hostility to its principle. It was 
hailed as a boon by the wise, the moderate, and the 
good, of all shades of party and opinions— bishops 
and dignitaries of the Catholic Church undertook, 
cheerfully, to associate themselves with the nobility 
and gentry of different persuasions in carrying into 
effect its salutary provisions— and the children of the 
humbler classes of the people, in hundreds of thou
sands, have, since its establishment, participated in the 
inestimable blessing of a system of education which 
had never before, since the revival of letters, been 
witnessed in Ireland.
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APPROVAL OF TIIE SYSTEM OF NATIONAL EDUCATION BY
THE LATE RIGHT REV. DR. DOYLE, ROMAN CATHOLIC
BISHOP OF KILDARE AND LEIGHLIN.
The satisfaction with which this blessing was hailed 

by one oi the most enlightened and zealous prelates of his church—a predecessor of those who now appear 
as its most strenuous opponents— deserves a record 
here. On a question which must eventually be decided by a sound and well judging public opinion, the 
views of the late Right Rev. Doctor Doyle must command attention. In his circular to his clergy, on the 
announcement of the National System of Education dated Carlow, December 26th, 1831, he says :__

“ You have been made acquainted with an outline of the plan or 
terms on which the funds placed by Parliament at the disposal of 
the Lord Lieutenant to promote the education of the children of the Irish people, will be dispensed.

“ These terms had been long sought for, and have at length, with 
much difficulty, been obtained. They are not, perhaps, the very 
best which could have been devised, but they are well suited to the 
especial circumstances of this distracted country. They provide for 
the religious instruction of children by their respective pastors, or 
persons appointed for that purpose by them, as often as those pastors may deem it necessary.

The Commissioners claim to have control over the books to be 
used in schools. This appears an assumption from which evil as 
well as good might follow. It is good that useless or immoral books 
be utterly, and by authority, excluded. This precaution is idle in 
our regard, but it may not be so elsewhere ; and ‘ Law,’ says tlio 
Apostle, ‘ is placed not for the just man, but the unjust.’

" This assumption would produce evil, if the Commissioners 
sought to corrupt the education of the Irish people. We defy them 
to do so, even if they were so minded, but they are not. Their 
purpose is upright; their views are to promote education, religious 
as well as literary, and to preserve full and entire freedom of conscience.

“ The lesson on Christian charity, which the Commissioners wish 
to have inculcated, is one dear to our hearts. I hope they will have 
it printed as a heading to all their spelling and reading lessons, and 
placed as a frontispiece to all their books.”

The lesson on Christian charity, so highly approved 
of by Bishop Doyle, and recommended to be printedu
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in all their school-books, the Commissioners require to 
be hung up conspicuously in each of their schools. 
It, was the composition of Dr. Whately, Archbishop 
of Dublin, and was submitted by him for the consul- 
eration and adoption of the Board, ii they thought 
it suitable. His Grace did not attend the Board on 
the day on which it was to be considered, in order 
that they might be at the more perfect liberty to ex
amine it, and to modify or reject it if they thought 
proper. On reading the draft of the lesson, Dr. 
Murray, the Catholic Archbishop, immediately pro
posed its adoption, and it was accordingly most cor
dially and unanimously adopted. Such were the 
prelates of the Catholic Church who hailed and pro
moted the system of National Education in Ireland. 
Were they less zealous for the interests of religion, 
less vigilant guardians of the faith or morals of their 
flocks, or less abounding in Christian charity than 
their successors ? Let the Catholic laity answer the 
question, for to them it is addressed.

OPPOSITION o f  t h e  r o m a n  c a t h o l ic  a r c h b is h o p  a n d
CLERGY OF TUAM TO THE SYSTEM.

The system of National Education thus wisely con- 
ceived, and liberally and beneficially carried out, 
sustained and approved by prelates of the Catholic 
Church, whose vigilance in guarding the faith and 
morals of their flocks could not be questioned, was 
destined, in a quarter of the kingdom where its appli
cation was most needed, to receive a check. In their 
Sixth Report the Commissioners state, that thirteen 
clergymen of the Catholic communion, patrons of 
schools, acting under the orders of the Roman Catho
lic Archbishop of Tuam, their superior, ceased their 
connexion with the Board. I heir determination to 
deprive the children of their flocks of the benefits 
afforded by the system of National Education is thus 
expressed, and states, it will be seen, no reasons



beyond their mere will, or rather that of their superior, for their resolution :—
“ We, the undersigned, feeling that the system of National Educa

tion, as at present constituted, can never enjoy the confidence of the 
Irish people, and considering the abuses that have been proved in 
the allocation of the funds intrusted to that body, do hereby, in con
ference assembled, withdraw ourselves from any further connexion 
with the Board of Education ; and we request the Secretary to sig
nify to the Commissioners, that we shall entertain no further communication or connexion with them.”

No instance of “ the abuses” referred to having 
been cited, and as there can be no doubt of the will
ingness of the subscribers to adduce them, if they 
had any existence, the inference is irresistible, that 
they existed only in their own imagination. Their 
prediction that the system of education, from which 
they expressed their determination to withdraw, could 
never enjoy the confidence of the Irish people, is dis. 
posed of by the fact, that at the period in question, 
(the year 1838), the numbers of the children in 
attendance 011 the National Schools, amounted to 
205,000 ; while for the year ended 31st December, 
1857, the last to which the accounts reach, the num
bers were 770,473, an increase nearly fourfold.

PRINCIPLE OF THE NATIONAL BOARD AS TO RELIGIOUS
INSTRUCTION.

In their Report for the year 1838, the Commissioners, scrupulously adhering to the suggestions of 
the Commissioners of 1806 and 1824, and of the 
Select Committee of the House of Commons in 1828, 
and insisted on in the letter of October, 1831, by Lord 
Stanley, state their principle as to religious instruc
tion to be the same as that laid down for education in 
workhouses by the Irish Poor Relief Act, 1 & 2 Vic., 
cap. 56, sec. 49, which is as follows:—

“ That no order of the Commissioners, nor any by-law, shall oblige 
any inmate of any workhouse to attend or be present at any reli-
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crious service which may be celebrated in a mode contrary to the 
religious principles of such inmate ; nor shall authorize the educa
tion of any child in such workhouse in any religious creed other 
than that professed by the parents, or surviving parent, of such 
child, and to which such parents or parent shall object; or in the 
case of an orphan, to which the guardian, godfather or godmother 
shall object ; provided that it shall be lawful for any regular min
ister of the religious persuasion of such inmate, at all times of the 
day, on the request of such inmate, to visit such workhouse, for the 
purpose of affording religious assistance to such inmate, and also for 
the purpose of instructing his child or children in the principles of 
his religion.”

The Commissioners of Education whose names are 
appended to the Report were the Duke of Leinster, 
the Archbishop of Dublin, Dr. Whately, Archbishop 
M urray , Dr. Sadleir, the Provost of Trinity College, 
Anthony Richard Blake, Robert Holmes, Richard 
Wilson Greene, Sir Patrick (now Lord) Bellew, and 
Pooley Shuldham Henry. And, that the interests of 
the rising generation of the Catholic community were 
carefully consulted by those individuals whose names 
appear in italics in the foregoing list, cannot admit of 
doubt.The principle of the Board was clearly and unmis
takably laid down, shortly after their appointment, in 
the case of the Temple Meeting-house School, for 
which aid was solicited from the Commissioners, and 
the practice of which was thus stated in the applica
tion made for assistance. That the school opened at 
ten, and closed at three o’clock ; that the attention of 
the pupils was confined until two each day to the 
usual literary instruction ; that the books used were 
those formerly supplied by the Kildare-place Society; 
that the last hour is employed in reading and instruc
tion in the Holy Scriptures, by such pupils as are 
advanced to an Old and New Testament class, if per
mitted by their parents to join in such an exercise ; 
that those who are not so advanced, or who are not 
permitted by their parents to read the Word of God, 
may either pursue the usual routine oi business ol the 
school, or retire, if they please.



This communication having been laid before the 
Board, they instructed the Secretary, whose letter 
bears date 25th July, 1833, to state in reply, that the Commissioners having considered the application, 
desire to say, that the regulations of the school appear to them to agree in principle with those by 
which they are governed. The Secretary adds :—

 ̂ “ The rule, that the hours from two to three of each day, except 
Saturday, shall be employed in reading and instruction in the Holy 
Scriptures, is quite compatible with the regulations of the Commis
sioners, provided that such children only as are directed by their 
parents to attend be then allowed to continue in the school, and that 
all others do then retire. And with regard to the exercise on Satur
day, it is also compatible with their rules,provided that those children 
only shall attend upon that day whose parents direct that they shall 
joi?i in reading or receiving instruction in  the H oly Scriptures, so that 
an opportunity be thus afforded fo r  all others to receive such religious 
instruction at that time as their parents or guardians shall provide 

fo r  them
A similar course was adopted seven years later, in 

1840, in the case of the Correen School, in the county 
of Antrim, on the application to the then Lord Lieu
tenant, the Earl Fortescue, made by a deputation from 
the Synod of Ulster, when such members of the Board 
of Education as were able to be present, attended at 
His Excellency’s desire.

It is obvious, that these regulations of the Commis
sioners of Education, based as they are on the statutable provision of the Irish Poor Relief Act in respect 
of religious instruction, were intended to secure com
plete parental control and authority over the educa
tion of the children that might frequent their schools. 
As, however, cases might, and did, occur where chil
dren attended at religious instruction afforded by teachers or managers professing a different creed from 
that of the parents, the Commissioners, jealously guarding against such undue interference with the rights of 
parents, took means to apply a further security. In 
their Twenty-first Report, that for the year 1854, page 
22, they inform His Excellency the Earl of Carlisle,
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that they deemed it expedient to revise their rules, 
and to submit them, when revised, for His Excellency’s 
sanction. The following are the rules respecting re
ligious instruction, and the maintenance of the author-O  7 mity of parents and guardians, which have been so 
sanctioned, and it seems hardly possible to devise any 
better calculated to secure that object. After (in 
section 14,) stating that patrons, 'managers, and 
teachers are not required to exclude any children from 
any religious instruction given in the school, it de
volving on parents or guardians who object to such 
instruction, to adopt measures to prevent their chil
dren being present thereat, they, in section 15, thus 
further express their views :—

“ Sec. 15. Patrons, managers, and teachers are not to use any 
means, directly or indirectly, to induce children to attend any reli
gious instruction contrary to the wishes of their parents or guar
dians. The Commissioners will regard such interference as opposed 
to the whole spirit of the system of National Education.

“ 16. I f  any child of a religious persuasion different from that of 
the teacher of any National School, attend during the time or times 
set apart for religious instruction given by such teacher, it shall be 
his or her duty, on the first attendance of every such child during 
the time for such religious instruction given by such teacher forth- 
with  to notify the same to the parent or guardian of such child, on 
and by a form to be furnished by the Commissioners.

“ 17. The teachers are required to keep a record of the names of 
the children to whose parents they have sent the printed form of 
notification.

“ 18. The registry kept in each school, according to the form fur
nished by the Commissioners, must show the religious denomination 
of each child on the school roll.”

TESTIMONY OF THE VERY REV. DEAN MEYLER IN 
APPROVAL OF THE PRINCIPLE OF THE BOARD.

Such are the safeguards for the protection of “ faith 
and morals,” devised by the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland. Are they deficient, or have 
they failed to answer the p\irpose for which they were 
framed ? Hear the unimpeachable testimony on this 
head of the Very Rev. Dean Meyler, a member of the



Board, conveyed, in the following convincing terms, 
to his own parishioners within this city, and which is 
extracted from the columns of the Evening Post, of the 4th August, 1859 :—

“ As I  have the honour to be a Commissioner of the National Sys
tem of Education, and as you have intrusted to my care your chil
dren, who are instructed according to its rules, I feel it a duty to 
satisfy your minds on this all-important subject, which I hope to ac
complish by now declaring, that in a religious point of view our 
Board shines forth as non-interfering with religious liberty more con
spicuously than in any other department or characteristic of its multitudinous duties.”

This is the character of the Board of Education, 
given by an ecclesiastic personally cognizant of its 
rules and practice, and may be fairly set off against 
the condemnation of the system by the eight-and- 
twenty prelates who signed the pastoral. It supple- 
ments very appropriately, in 1859, the testimony 
borne to the value of the system, by the zeal and interest in its diffusion evinced by that lamented pre
late, the predecessor of the apostolic delegate, whose latest public act, it is believed, was his attendance at 
a meeting of the Board, an effort on his part which 
he might have been fairly excused from making, 
when it is known that the venerable and venerated 
archbishop was then in his eighty-third year.

But the opposition of the Catholic hierarchy is not 
limited to the Schools of the National Board : the 
Queen’s Colleges come in for their share of condem
nation as well, and with a seeming reluctance they thus express their censure :— “ We cannot but declare 
that the said system (the Queen's Colleges), has sig
nally failed, notwithstanding the enormous expenses 
entailed by it on the country.” And they then sug
gest that in place of “ the present useless, expensive, 
and noxious system,” the Government should give 
over to themselves, the Cork and Galway Colleges, 
leaving Belfast to the Presbyterians, and Trinity Col
lege to the Protestants.

In the same document, which flippantly enough
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pronounces the Queen’s Colleges, scarcely seven years 
open, a failure, an apology is made for the notorious 
and admitted failure of the Catholic University in the 
following terms :— “ True it is that it as yet has not 
had a success commensurate to our ardent wishes, and 
that from one cause or another, it has had difficulties 
to encounter. But a university, be it remembered, is 
the work of time ; and what great institution of the 
kind has ever been founded but what has had difficul
ties upon difficulties to encounter.”

No doubt : but if a university is a work of time, the 
well-wishers of the Queen’s Colleges and University 
may reasonably entertain the hope that, notwithstand
ing their condemnation by the bishops and Court of 
Rome, these tender plants might thrive and bring 
forth fruit in due season.

SUPPOSED ANALOGY BETWEEN THE PRACTICE OF THE 
COMMITTEE OF COUNCIL ON ENGLISH EDUCATION 
AND THE DENOMINATIONAL SYSTEM CLAIMED IN 
IRELAND.
The demand of the bishops for the separate educa

tion of the Catholic youth of Ireland in secular know
ledge, is based on the analogy supposed to be afforded 
by the practice of the Committee of Council on Edu
cation in England. In the resolutions contained in 
their pastoral they observe, that “ the concession of 
grants for exclusively Catholic schools in Great Bri
tain is conclusive evidence of the fairness of the claim 
to a grant being made for Catholic schools in Ireland.” 
Let us examine this argument, on which so much 
stress is laid, and see how far it .supports the claim 
now put forward.

To be of any validity this pretended analogy should 
be perfect in all its parts. If the circumstances which 
were in existence in England when the State first 
made grants in aid of private contributions for the 
promotion of education, were found to prevail in Ire



land, the argument that a like course ought to be pur
sued in the latter country would not be without 
great weight ; and it would be difficult for the 
Legislature or the Government to evade its force. 
But the circumstances of the two countries were 
widely different. In England, various schools connected with the several religious sects in that king
dom, were long in existence, affording secu lar educa
tion and religious instruction, in accordance with 
their peculiar views and principles, to the children of 
their respective communities. It would have been hopeless, if  not absurd, to expect that the leading 
members of these communities would consent to have 
their schools placed under government control, or 
adopt the views of the bishops and clergy of the 
Establishment in the regulation of them, in^regard to 
religious teaching, as the condition of their receiving 
a part of the public money in aid of private contiT- butions. If the State, then, felt bound to afford them 
such assistance as by Lord Stanley’s letter it had resolved to give in Ireland a year at least before the 
first grant in aid was given in England, it must have 
been on their own terms. In Ireland, on the other 
hand, the ground was clear. Neither schools— at least 
any deserving the name, if we except those'of the lvil- 
dare-place Society— nor private contributions were in existence, and 110 difficulties presented themselves to 
the establishment of a system of united education 
but such as arose from the zeal of the greater number 
of the Established clergy, who, like their brethren in 
England, contended that the Bible should be made a 
school book, and religious instruction imparted 
according to the peculiar doctrines of the Established 
Church. If the State, then, whose first and most im
perative obligation it is to instruct and educate those whom it might be its duty to restrain and punish, felt 
that it could not adopt the views of the Church party 
in England, 110 more could it yield to the represen
tations of the Irish clergy ; but if, under the weight
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of the responsibility with which it was burdened, it 
refused to accede to the views of both these parties, 
how can it be expected to yield to the demands now 
put forward by the Court of Rome, through its legate 
and bishops?

It is not a little surprising how the authors of the 
pastoral overlook the difficulties in their way which 
to everybody else are so obvious. ' Are their eyes 
closed to the increasing agitation against the May- 
nooth grant in the sister kingdom ? And what pros
pect have they of establishing a number of little 
Maynooths throughout this kingdom, under such 
circumstances? But the shrewd and able heads by 
which this pastoral was conceived and launched, knew 
as well as any, the hopelessness of their appeal, which, 
nevertheless, may not be the less valuable on that ac
count, as demands which can be easily conceded often 
lose their value on that very account, a good perma
nent grievance being of so much more importance.

The pastoral, inspired by the Court of Rome, 
as it is indeed avowed, is intended rather for the 
meridian of the Eternal City than for that of Dublin 
or London. This is manifest from its allusion to the 
political condition of the States of the Church at the 
present time, a topic which could have no necessary 
connexion with the subject of Irish education, any 
more than with the tenure of land or the administration 
of Poor Laws— subjects, no doubt, very interesting to 
the people of this country, and very deserving of the 
attention of the Legislature.

Whether that portion of the appeal shall be suc
cessful, which recommends the people to press their 
representatives to make the concession of separate 
education the condition of their support of the party in 
power, or rather of whatever party may bid highest for 
their support, remains to be seen. But even this half 
threat, or half bribe, may prove to be abortive. The 
results of the late election in this country show clearly 
enough that this shaft has no point, and that no re



liance can be placed, by either of the great parties contending for power in England, on the Irish vote, or 
the constituencies by which it is returned.

But besides the difference in the circumstances of 
England and Ireland just referred to, as preventing the adoption of the same system of educational treat
ment in both countries, it ought not to be kept out of 
view that England and Ireland required, from motives 
of sound policy, a very different management. In England, the various sects into which its people are 
divided in respect of religious views, are, as regards 
their relation to the State, one. Their long enjoy
ment of the inestimable blessing of civil and religious 
liberty has moulded them into an united people. In 
Ireland, distracted by political as well as religious 
discord, the subjects of the same crown had not been 
restored to equality of civil rights, when the subject 
of education was pressed on the attention of Parlia
ment. In such circumstances it must have been the 
duty of wise statesmen, no matter of what party, to 
use all the means in their power, in the education of 
the rising generation, towards the promotion of har
mony and union among all parties. Could this have 
been accomplished by separate or denominational 
education ? The Select Committee of the House of 
Commons, in 1828, have shown by their resolution 
that, in their opinion, it could not ; and every succeed
ing Government has been so fully convinced of the 
soundness of the principle of united education, that 
all attempts to induce them to abandon it have hitherto proved fruitless.
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ANSWER TO TIIE OBJECTION THAT THE IRISH SYSTEM

IS A SEPARATE ONE.
But it is alleged by some of its opponents, that the 

system of Irish National Education, though pretend
ing to be an united, is, in practice, to a great extent, 
a separate system, and therefore a failure. The 
answer to this objection is obvious and easy. It is to 
be found in the circumstances of the population being 
unequally distributed in point of creed throughout 
the kingdom. If, to fulfil the conditions of a perfect 
definition of united education, it were necessary that 
children of different religious persuasions should be 
found in the same school wherever a school had been 
established, the thing would be, in many instances, 
an impossibility. That is not the true test of united 
education, and certainly not what was contemplated 
in Lord Stanley’s letter. AYhat was really designed, 
it is obvious, was a system which would not exclude 
children of any denomination, but which would admit, 
without doing violence to conscience, those of what
ever creed who may choose to obtain the benefits of 
education. And this is what the system of the Na
tional Board in Ireland does.

In the Eighteenth Report of the Commissioners, 
that for the year 1851, sec. 61, the returns furnished 
by the managers of the various schools deriving, aid 
from the Board are thus stated :—

Out of a total of 491,927 children, there were of the—  
Established Church, . . . 24,684
Presbyterians, . . . . 40,G18
Other Protestant Dissenters, . . 1,908

Total, . 67,210
This is about one-seventh of the whole, and seems 

a fair proportion, the Protestant poor probably not 
exceeding that amount of the same class throughout 
Ireland ; and there is no reason to suppose that these 
proportions have altered since the foregoing return was made.



CHARGE OF PROSELYTISM ANSWERED AND REFUTED.

Proselytism is complained of. What has the State 
to answer for in this respect? Theoretically Protest
ant, it has since Emancipation at least, been practi
cally indifferent to the profession of any particular 
creed. The determination of each successive Liberal government to repair in a single generation the 
wrongs inflicted on Catholics for centuries, would 
seem to encourage proselytism in a direction the very 
contrary to that dreaded and complained of by the 
bishops. The State can point to the bench, where we behold seven Catholic judges out of twelve, which 
seven may become eight before the year is out, for the 
present law officers do not yield to their co-religion
ists on the bench in talent or character, and must 
occupy the vacant seats whenever the occasion for 
their promotion may arise, and this while the Catholic 
practitioners at the bar do not exceed a tenth of the 
whole! Since Lord John Russell’s appointment as 
prime minister in 1846, six of the seven Catholic judges 
have been appointed, to say nothing of chairmanships, 
police or stipendiary magistrates, clerkships of the crown, &c. Catholics have been so considered in the 
distribution of government favours, that many Pro
testants look on their own creed as a discouragement, 
if not a disqualification. The case is, of course, 
reversed in those rare and transient instances, when, 
in the chapter of accidents, a Conservative govern
ment, which knows so well how to take care of its 
friends, turns up. This much may dispose of govern
ment proselytism.

But it may be said that the complaint is made 
against the acts and practices of private individuals, managers of the schools in connexion with the Na
tional Board, and that they avail themselves of their 
positions, to undermine the faith, and corrupt the 
morals, of such Catholic children as may attend the 
schools. What a serious charge is here brought



against the pastors of those on whom this process of 
proselytism is alleged to be exercised. Why do not 
the Catholic clergy exert their influence on the 
parents, and cause them to withdraw their children 
at the period of religious instruction, as they are at 
perfect liberty by the rules of the Board to do?

The clergy have this power in their own hands, and 
on their own principles it would be thfeir duty to exer
cise it. If they are supine in this respect, the fault 
is their own, and they cannot expect that a Protest
ant manager of a school should cast such a reflection 
on his own teaching as would be implied in his 
turning out a Catholic child at the time of religious 
instruction, any more than a clergyman of the Church 
of Rome could be expected to inform a Protestant 
pupil, that he was about to give instruction which 
was not fit for him to hear. The process of exclusion 
must and can only, without violation of conscience, 
be left to the parents or guardians ; and what can be 
devised more effectual for the purpose than the rules 
of the Board hereinbefore mentioned. If a system of 
united education is to be persevered in, it seems diffi
cult, if  not impossible, to imagine any better.

EXCLUSIVE TEACHING A STEP TO EXCLUSIVE DEALING.
SYNOD OF THURLES.

Iii the last century, education for the Catholic 
community was proscribed. By the Statutes of 
9 Will. III., ch. 1, and 8 Anne, ch. 3, it was made a 
transportable offence in a Roman Catholic to act as 
a schoolmaster, or as assistant to one, or even as 
tutor in a private family ; and if the party convicted 
of such offence returned before the expiration of his 
sentence, he was liable on conviction to the penalties 
of high treason. These odious and revolting statutes 
were swept away by an independent Irish Parliament 
in 1782. The present century inaugurated a Union 
which Avas tardily consummated by the Act of
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Emancipation, and the system of National Education, 
against which the present outcry is raised. Is Parliament now prepared to take a leap in the dark, and 
exchange a system which aims at making us an united 
people, for the proposed separate and exclusive one which can only end in producing a repeal worse than 
that of the legislative—a repeal of the moral and 
social union that should bind together the subjects of the same sovereign ?

For there can be little doubt that exclusive teaching is but a step to exclusive dealing, a doc
trine which has been broached before now. This 
is the vista opened to us by the demand for sepa
rate education. But there are already indications 
that the laity repudiate so mischievous and fatal a 
scheme; they will not stand the pressure sought to be put upon them by the Cullens and MacHales 
of the present day, opposed, as it is, to the mild 
yoke of the Murrays and Doyles of the past; 
and they will the rather hesitate to believe that the 
present apparent unanimity of the bishops is real, 
when they bear in mind the well-known fact, that the 
decrees of the Synod of Thurles in 1850, condemning 
the Queen’s Colleges, were carried by a casting vote, 
and that even to bring the division to this point, it 
was found necessary to call in the aid of the Abbot 
of Mount Melleray, Signor F. Bruno, who affixes his 
signature as “privilegio admissus;" so that the apostolic legate would have been unable to carry his point, 
had he n ot resorted to the assistance of the superior 
of an order of regulars which renounces all commu
nication with the outer world, and whose episcopal 
functions, if  he had any, were confined to the monks of his own convent.

The Synod of Thurles, while condemning the Queen’s Colleges, did not go so far as to break alto
gether with the Board of Education ; they only prescribed that a book should be kept in each of the 
schools, in which the names and religion of Catholic



pupils should be entered, and that the teachers should 
be bound to prevent the attendance of Catholics at 
any religious exercises held by a Protestant minister, 
or any other than one who should be approved of by 
a Catholic pastor ; they insisted, also, that Catholics 
must not be instructed by a Protestant in any subject 
relating to history, religion, or morals.. These cautions, 
they say, being premised, and being carried into effect 
by the Commissioners, it will, they add, be further 
necessary to observe a more equitable proportion in 
the appointment of Catholic Commissioners than has 
hitherto prevailed, as while they are far inferior in 
point of numbers to the Protestants on the Board, by 
far the greater number of the children for whose 
education it has been constituted, are Catholics.—  
(Sect. 8, 9, on the National Schools).Some of these suggestions, or rather demands, have 
been acceded to, as will have been already seen in 
the former part of this letter, in which the securities 
against interference with the religion of the pupils 
are detailed.
IMPROVEMENT SUGGESTED IN THE CONSTITUTION OF

THE COMMISSION.
All cavil, or room for cavil, as to the relative 

numbers of Catholic or other Commissioners, would 
be removed, if a notion, generally prevalent, that 
the Commissioners should consist of three paid mem
bers, were carried into effect. It was the sugges
tion of the Royal Commissioners of 180G, as stated 
in their Fourteenth Report, that a Board of Commis
sioners should be appointed under the authority of 
Parliament, and the time seems to have arrived when 
the Legislature should interfere to place the system 011 
a firmer and more satisfactory footing. By the pro
posed arrangement, the three great bodies into which 
the people of this country are, in point of religion, 
divided, would thus be represented ; and it seems,



certainly, an anomaly, that while the religious con
cerns of some 50,000 paupers are guarded by an Act 
of Parliament, the only action of the Legislature in 
the case of near 800,000 of the children of the country, outside workhouses, should consist in only 
voting the annual grant for their education. Another 
anomaly is, that while the Poor Law Board requires 
three paid Commissioners to transact its affairs, that of Education, a much higher and more important 
department of the State, should have only one.

To conclude: if Lord John Russell, nine years ago, 
did not hesitate to peril his administration in main
taining the prerogatives of his Sovereign against the 
aggression of the Court of Rome, it would be hard to 
discover in the events which have occurred in this 
kingdom in the interval, any thing to induce Lord Palmerston, or any other minister, to sacrifice such 
an important part of the same prerogatives as that which vests in the Crown, the education of the sub
ject. In that period have been witnessed re-unions 
in various parts of Ireland, at which the loyal usage 
of proposing the health of the Queen of these realms 
has been deliberately and disloyally omitted, or if 
proposed, proposed only after that of a foreign prince. 
In the face of such manifestations, and of many others 
of a similar kind too numerous to be mentioned, it 
will be hard to discover any thing in the tenor of the 
Pastoral or Memorial of the Roman Catholic Hier
archy which would induce any minister enjoying the confidence of his Sovereign to comply with its de
mands. The advice offered to the laity, to put the 
screw on their representatives, to make the concession 
of the demands in the pastoral the condition of their 
support of any government, shows the low estimate 
of English political morality entertained at the Vati
can. Political exigencies are, no doubt, very strin
gent, and require occasionally great sacrifices ; there 
is one sacrifice, however, which it is to be hoped none 
of the statesmen who lead the two great parties of
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English politicians are prepared to make, and that is, 
the giving up to ecclesiastics deriving their authority 
from, and owing allegiance to, a foreign state, a con
trol over the secular education of the people of this 
country. With that most important part of education 
which concerns their eternal interests, governments 
while they afford the most complete freedom to all, 
have not, and, in our day at least, do' not claim the 
right to interfere. The day for prescribing in matters 
of religion or interfering with the rights of conscience 
has gone by never to return.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,

Your obedient Servant,
JOHN O’DONOGHUE,



P O S T S C R I P T .

T h e  long-expected debate on Irish National Educa
tion has taken place. The result is now before the 
public. To the friends who have so long and anx
iously observed the attacks made from opposite quar
ters on a system which combined in its support the wise and the moderate of all creeds, that result is 
eminently satisfactory. While upholding in its inte
grity the principle of united education, the Govern
ment has not hesitated to declare that they are ready 
to adopt such improvements in its administration as 
are calculated to obviate reasonable objections and to 
increase the efficiency of the system. Among these is 
deserving of notice the promise of the Chief Secretary 
to improve the constitution of the Board by estab
lishing an equality between the representatives of the 
religious bodies into which the people are divided. 
As the plan of an unpaid Commission is to be re- 
tained, this was but fair ; and after the high and well- 
merited tribute to the fairness and impartiality of the 
Resident Commissioner borne by the Right Honour
able Mr. More O’Ferrall, whose zeal for the interests of the Catholic community is undoubted, no well- 
grounded cause of complaint can any longer exist as 
to the structure of the Board. Mr. O’Ferrall’s testi
mony to the character of Mr. Macdonnell, that “ he 
had been acquainted with that gentleman more than 
thirty years, and knew him to be one of the most honourable, pure, and upright men in Ireland,” may 
be well thought to outweigh that of the nameless 
detractors who have in vain endeavoured to create a 
contrary impression. »Another improvement promised by the Govern-
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ment, that of a revision of the books used in the 
National Schools, and introducing subjects of a more 
peculiarly Irish interest than had been heretofore in 
use, is calculated to supply a want that had been long 
felt and complained of. The chequered history of 
Ireland— and what country is there whose history 
is not chequered ?— presents, notwithstanding, many 
points of importance which an Irish' student should 
not be ignorant of. The long-continued antagonism 
of Scotland and England is not thought to p r _ n t  
insuperable obstacles to teaching to Scotsmen the 
history of their country. Why a contrary practice 
should prevail with respect to the people of Ireland 
may be fairly questioned. It must, nevertheless, be 
admitted, that, in entering on this path, care must be 
taken to avoid the pitfalls with which it is so abundantly strewn.

After all, an Irish education may be “ racy of the 
soil,” and an Irishman may be thought not to love 
his country the less, if he deem it inconsistent with 
the prosperity of that country or the happiness of its 
people to evoke those passions by which it has been 
agitated in bygone centuries. To ignore Irish history 
in a system of National Education savours of the 
absurd, and a departure from the practice is not a 
little creditable to the minister who has charge of the 
interests of this portion of the Empire,
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