
on the deferred payment system. The Chief Surveyor, it isaaid, was sent up expressly to report on this land, andhe
reportedthat it was not fit forcultivation.Now it strikes us that the men whoare residing on the
spot, andhave had years of experienceinthe locality,ought
to be better qualifiedthan a racing official from Dunedin to
decide as to its capabilities. Be this as it may, these men
are satisfied to settleon this land;and it certainlyisstrangethat ina country such as this, where millions of acres are
lyinguncultivated,and in which our politicians unanimously
declare their earnest desire for settlement, these men arenot
permitted to purchase or rent a few hundred acres of the
wastelands onwhich they happen to be residing.

But stranger still is this fact: that on the same run the
Government sets apart 2,500 acres of shingle under thedeferred payment system, an acre of which, we believe,noman can be found to take up. Why is it that landnot fit for
the plough is offered for settlement, and that the land thepeoplewant is refused them? As we said before, we cannotsay for acertainty;but there are those who think that theGovernment is more the friend of the large proprietor orrunholder than of the small proprietor, and that it con-sequentlyso administers the law as to gire the capitalist anundueadvantage. Nor are these latter without grounds fortheir opinion. What has been said above as to the ShingleBlock, coupled with the impossibility of men securing thefreeholds and leaseholds they want,and that would just suitthem, renders the opinionvery probable.

But there is another reason, and not a bad one. Our
Superintendenthas now an Executive of his own choice, onethat thinks and feels with him, one that acts harmoniouslywithhim. He aud they, it must be supposed,share each
other's opinions. If,then, the Superintendent is in favor of
a few large lauded proprietors, as in the home country,it
mustnaturally be supposed that the members of the presentExecutive are ofthe samemind. Again,iftheSuperintendent
thinks that a small number of large landed proprietors isreally necessary for the good of the country, we must, ofcourse, suppose his own chosen Executive is of the sameopinion;and consequently,both he and they cannot be very"salousin administering the laws so as toraise»p anumerous*mall proprietary. We do not affirm that they maynot holdsuchan opinion conscientiously,or that theymay not be ableto advance strong reasons in supportof it;but what we say
is this, that if they do hold this doctrine as to large pro-
prietors, they are very unfit men to be entrusted withtheadministration of our land laws..Now, wehave lately come across a volumecontaining theVotes and Proceedings of the 21st Session of the ProvincialCouncil of Otago,1865-6, and have found in the Appendix,p. xvi.,anumber of resolutions on the land question, as givennotice of by Mr Macaxdrbw, November CO. The preamhjf
fto these resolutions is very remarkable, and is deserving 01specialnotice at this time.

Mr Macutorew, then a member of t!>e Council,says :—"
Whereas thegreat object of our land regulations ouyht tobe the speedy andbeneficial occupation of tlw country by menand women;and lohercas a molerute number of individualn

&r families occupyingextensive Itndelestate*, would tend to
inornate the futwe greatness and safety of the body politic;
and whereas the existing landregulations oj this province arenot conducive to thes? objects, it is expedient to amend the sameasfollows,1' tl-c.

/■That hiing Mr Macandkew's matured and deliberate©pinion, it cannot be expected that he would very heartily,when Superintendent, execute luvs maJe tor the express pur-pose of preventing "a number of individuals or families
occupying extensivelanded estates." With these words ofilr Macjand >ew before them, men shouid not be surprisedat Ue action ot tho Roxburgh people,nor ot the general dis-satisfaction on account of the administration of the landlaws.

We totally disagree withMr MacAndrew's opinion. To
act on it would caiu-c the ruin of the colony, and prevent itfrom becoming .1 prosperousand peaceful countrw To adoptr wouldbe to begin at the wrong end. Experience provesthat the tendency of land in all civilizedcouutiics is to accu-mulate in the luud-i of individuals. ThJ.s inevitably arisesiroin v. r.ou- cs»u-e#, amongst winch may l,e stated tho powerand nifln jnco of capita!,and the pride of family. Start withalarge landed pioprietary containinga snial1 number of persons,a-id before many generations there will be found fewer pro-prietorsaud enormous land estates. Even in France, wherevUgsubdivision of land is compulsory, this tei-dcucy o( land

IS THE 'LYTTELTON TIMES' "HIGHFALUTING"
WE would answer the question if we onlyknew the raeaniMof « highfaluting." OurfriendtheOtagoGuardian '£ TneZhad the courtesy to give us the definition we so ardentlydesired. But though we cannot answer this question wecanaffirm thatour contemporary the < Lyttelton Times

''
hasbeendreaming lately, In its issue of the 4th inst whichwehad not the pleasureof seeingtill this week,ourcontempo-rary of Canterbury tells its readers that " there is aver»considerable section

"
of Roman Catholics who are perfectlysatisfied tfith the Ordinance-"Education"-" whocheerfullypay their rates, and who are convinced their children aremore likely toreceive abetter education by the maintenanceof a thoroughly national, than by reverting tj a purelydenominational system. They are convinced, as are thegreat majority of the people, th,it religious should be separated from secular instruction, and that the provisionsof theOrdinanceon this and other points areessentiallyjurf t

"
Without intending the least disrespect to the < Lytteltonlimes, we »-eg to assure ourcontemporary that in the aboveextractthere is not one word of truth. Will the "Lytteltonlimes name the Catholics who are in favour of the Canter-bury system of education ? Will he be so goodas to namethe localities where this very considerable section of Catholicsis to be found1 We challenge the < Lyttelton Times' tonameevena few Catholics who are in favor of the Canter-bury system of education. And until he does so we shallhold him guilty of deliberately calumniating his RomanCatholic fellow subjects.
Further on in the leader from which wo have- iust nowquoted, the < LytteltonTimes'says « thatalarge percentage"

of Roman Catholics "
are opposed to any alteration in theleading principles, of the Ordinance. They are perfectlysatisfied,and have no wish for a change." Where are themRoman Catholics to be foundt We know the Colony aswellat least as the < Lyttelton Tin**/' and the Catholics ofthe Colony a great deal better; and we have no hesitationwhatever hi saying that a greater untruth in reference toKoman Lathohcs has neverbeen stated. If the "LytteltonTimes' had said that Roman Catholics, almost without asingle exception,weresighing for analteration in the leadingprinciples of the Ordinance, weredissatiified and wished for achange, the Editor wouldhave borne testimony to the truthA^ain, our contemporary says, speaking of FathirUarins School m Xehon, "if Protestants werenot afraid tosendtheirchildren to this Roman Catholic School, conductedunder the superintendenceof a Roimn Catholic Priest whyshould Roman Catholics object toan unsectarian system ofeducation1 Why should theyin short, cast upon Protestantswho are in a lar^e majority, and mo*t of whom cheerfullyaccept theOrdinance, the slur that attempts will be made inthe District Schools to tamper with or insult the peculiarreligious opinions of any section of the community! If 0808MrStafford says, no doubt correctly, P.otestants could sendtheir children to a Roman C.tliolic School, and implicitly

trust it* Roman Catholic doctors, why should RomanCatholic* uljsct to do the same in regard to schools thit areneither Protestant n-.r Human Catholic? Where is theipgrievance?" This is certainly a very peculiar mode ofre.wunng. The 'Lyttelton Times' is easily sttiafied witharguments. Becausea few Protestants inNelson send theirchildren to Father Gaein's School, therefor* all RomanLathohcs in the Colony should not object to-send their cbil!dren to Protestant, or godless achoola ! Again,because somelew liote.tatifcs trusting in Father Gabin's honour, whichbus been will proved during fourand twenty yeaw, volun-tarily .send their children to his school in Nelson, th-reforefill the Catholics of Canterbury should not complain of beiuccompelled tosend their children togodless schools ! Becauseforsooth, a few Protestants choose to have their sons educatedina Catholic School* therefore tnere is no grievanceia com-pelling Catholics to send their children to beeducated int-ohoola which they abhor because they are intrinsically
dangerous to their faitli and m>rals, and in which,as they
know only too well from experience, the teachera tor the
mos-t patt willboth tamper with and insult their "peculiar
religious opinions."'

NEW ZEALAND TABLET. [Saturday, April 18, 1874
to accumulate in thehands of individualshiTb^eTlo^rMoperate The force of eventsand theaccumulationwill introduce landlordism only toosoon. Tho colonist whobegin with making their land appanages of great famililare preparing for their descendents, in a not very remotefuture,both beggary and slavery.
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