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on the deferred payment system, The Chief Surveyor, it is
said, was sent up expressly to report on this Jand, and he
reported that it was not fit for eultivation,

Now it strikes us that the men who are residing on the
apot, and bave had years of experience in the locality, ought
fo be better qualified than a racing official from Dunedin to
decide as to its capabilities, Be this as it may, these men
are satisfied to settle on this land ; and it certainly is strange
that in & country such ss this, where millions of Acres are
lying uncultivated, and in which our politicians unanimously
declare their earnest desire for settlement, these men are not
permitted to purchase or rent a few hundred acres of the
waste lands on which they happen to be residing.

But stranger still is this fact: that on the same run the
Government sets apart 2,500 aeres of shingle under the
deferred paymeut system, an acre of which, we heliave, no
man can be found to take up. Why is it that Jand not it for
the plough is offered fur settlement, and that the land the
people want is refused them? As we snid before, we cannot
say for a certainty ; but there are those who think that the
Government is more the friend of the large proprietor or
runholder than of the small proprietor, and that it con-
sequently so admiuisters the law as to give the capitalist an
undue advantage. Nor are these Iatter without grounds for
their opinion.  What has been said above as to the Bhingle
Bloek, coupled with the impossibility of men securing the
freeholds and leaseholds they want, and that would just suit
them, rendars the opinion very probable.

But there is another reason, and not a bad one. Our
Superintendent has now an Executive of his own choice, one
that thinks and feels with him, one that acts armordously
with him.  He and they, it must be supposed, share each
other’s opinions. f, then, the Superintendent is in favor of
a few large landed pruprictors, as in the home country, it
must naturally be supposed that the members of the present
Exzecutive are of the same mind. Again, if the Superintendent
s$hioks that a small number of large lunded proprietors is
really necessary for the good of the country, we must, of
course, suppose his own closen Executive is of the same
opinion ; and consequently, both ke and they cannot be very
azalous in administering the laws so as to raise UP & NIMNOErOUs
small proprietary. We do not affirm that they may not hold
such an opinion eonscientiousty, or that they may not be able
%0 advance strong reasons in support of it ; but what we say
is this, that if they do hold this doctrins as te large pro-
prietors, they are very unfit men to be entrusted with the
administration of our land laws,

Now, we have lately come across a volume coutuining the
Votes and Proceodings of the 21st Session of the Provincial
Council of Otago, 1865-6, and have found in the Appendix,
P 2Vi, a number of resolations on the land question, as given
wotice of by Mr Macixprew, November 90, The preambis
$o these resolutions is very remarkable, and is deserving o1
special notice at this time,

Mr Mae ANDREW, then a member of the Council, says :—
“ Whereas the yreat olject of cur land réqulations cuyht to
be the speedy and beneficial occupation of the evuniry by men
and wonien ; «nd wherras a mo levate number of tndividuals
or fumaties occuy ying entensive Linde [ estates, would tend fo
promote the futnw e gremtness and sifety of the body politic
and wheicas e existing land regulations ¢f tils province are
uGt conduceve to thess oljects, it Is expedient to amend the same
as fullows,” d-e.

That Duing Mr Macasprew's matured and deliberate
opinion, it cannot be expected that lLie would very heartily,
when Superintendeut, czecute s male tor the express jtr-
po-e of preventing “a nwwmbier of individuals or familics
beewgying extensive landed estates.”  With these words of
Mr Mavaxp 2w before thems, men shound not be sirprised
at the activa of the Roxbucgh peuple, nor at the general dis-
sati-faetion vn account of the administration of tie Lund
lawas,

We totally disagree with \Ir MacANDREW'S opinion.  To
ack o it would cause the ruin of the colony, and prevent it
from becoming o presperous and peaceful conutry.  To adopt
i would be to begin at the wrong end.  Experience proves
that the terdency of land in all eivilized countiies is to nceu-
mubate in the hands of indrviduals, 'This inevitably arises

to accumulate in the hands of individuals has been found to
operate. The force of events and the accumulation of wealth
will introduce landlordism only toosoon. The colonists who
begin with making their land appanages of great families,
are preparing for their descendents, in a not very remote
future, both beggary and slavery.

IS THE ‘LYTTELTON TIMES® « HIGHFALUTING
W=z would answer the question if we only knew the meaning
of ““ highfaluting.” Our friend the Otago * Guardian ’ has naver
had the courtesy to give us the definition we 8o ardently
desired. But though we canuot answer this question, we
can affirm that our contemporary the ‘ Lyttelton 1imes?

has
been dreaming lately, In its issue of tiie 4th inst., which
we had not the pleasure of seeing till this week, 2ur contempo-

rary of Canterbury tells its readers that
considerable section ” of Roman Catholjes
satisfied with the Ordinance—** Education”—1 whe cheerfuily
pay their rates, and who are convineed their children are
more likely to receive a better edueation by the maintenance
of a thoroughly national, than by reverting ty a purely
denominational system. They are couvinced, ns are the
great majority of the people, that religious should ba sepa
rated from secular instraction, and that the provisions of the
Ordinance on this and other points are essentially just,”

Without intending the least disrespeet to the ¢ Lyttelton
Times, we teg to assure our coutensporary that in the ahove
extract there is not one wurd of truth.  Will the « Lyttelton
Times " name the Catholics who are in favour of the Canter-
bury system of educationt Will he be so good 43 to name
the localities where this very considerable section of Cuatholics
isto be found? We challenge the ¢ Lyttelton Times' to
name even a few Catholics who are in faver of the Canter-
bury system of education. And until he does so0 we shall
hold him guilty of deliberately calumaiating his Roman
Catholic fellow suhjects,

Further on in the leader from which w: have Just now
quoted, the ‘ Lyttelton Times’ says “that a large per-centage”
of Roman Catholics * are opposed to any alteration in the
leading principles of the Ordinance. They are perfectiy
satisfied, and have no wish for a change.” Where are these
Roman Catholics to be found? We know the Colony us
well at leass as the ¢ Lyttelton Times” and the Catholics of
the Colony a great deal better ; and we have no hesitatipn
whatever in saying that a greates untrath in reference o
Roman Catholics has never been stated, If the “ Lyttelton
Times’ had said that Roman Catholics, almost without a
single exception, were sighing for an alteration in the loading
principles of the Ordinance, were dissatiified and wished for a
change, the Editor would have borne testimony to the truth.

Agajn, our contemporary says, speaking of Father
GaRrIN'S School in Nelson, “if Protestants were not afraid te.
send their children to this Roman Catholic Sechodl, conducted
under the superintendence of a Roman Catholic Pricst, why
should Roman Catholics object to an unsectarian gystem of
education ¥ Why should they in short, cast upon Protestants
who are in a larve majority, and most of wham cheerfully
aceept the Ovdinance, the slur that attempts will be made in
the District Schools to tamper with or insu't the peculiar
religions opinions of any section of the community ! If as
Mr NTAFPORD says, no dunbt correctly, Piotestants could send
their children to a Roman Catholic School, and implicitly
trust its Roman  Catholic  directors, why should Roman
Catholics olject to do the same in regard to schools thyt are
neither Protestant nor Roman Catholic?  Where is their
grisvance ' This is certainly a very peculiar mode of
reasonmiig. The “Lytwelton Times’ is ‘easily sitisfied with
arguments.  Because a few Protestants in Nelson send their
children to Father Garin’s School, therefore all Roman
Catholica in the Cuolony should not object to send their chil!
dren to Protestant, or godless achoals | Again, because sume
few Protestants trusting in Father GarIiNs bosiour, which
bas Leen woll proved daring four and twenty years, volun-
tarily send their children to his schowl in Nelsoa, therefore
all the Caiholies of Canterbury should uot camplain of being
compelled to send their children to godless schonls ! Beczuse
forsnoth, a few Irotestunts choose to have thesr sons educated
iu & Catholic School, therefore there is no grievance in com-

* there is a very
who are perfectly

from v. Ko eau-es, amongst whick may b stated thoe power | pelling Catholics to send their children to be ednzated in

and infln mee of eapital, and the pride of family, Start witha
Iarge landed proprivtary coutathing a smal' nuuler of peraons,
aud befure many generativis there will be found fewer pro-
yrietors and evorous land estates.  Bven i France, whers
e suldividion of land is eonrpulsory, this terdeucy of land

~chools which they abhor because they are intrinsically
dangerous to their faith and morals, and in whieh, as they
know ouly too well from expetience, the teachers for the
mo-6 part will both tamper with and insult their * peculiax
religions opinions,””



