fatare time, may re-enact outside'their: own couniry
the same character of aggression which distin%pi.she.d'
the career, of tbe first Napoleon. Instrooted. by

expetience, there . is ?
esinpsign  will_ beplanped, a second Moscow ap-.
proached, or & second Boresina crossed: Nepoleon
thé Third can, and may imitate the succesful early
gcenes of his relative, and leave out his latter disas-
trous passnges; and in these enterprises, there can
be no doult that, under certaiu givea circumstances,

in tho presonce of future probuble premises, the uni- |-

versal French army and an overwhelming majority
of the French nation will unbesitatingly hang on the
will, and joyously obey the command of the nephew
of tho liero of Mareogo.

Itmay be argued that the views of the great Ne-
poleon could not now be realized in oor days—firstly,
because the French are at present different in point
eal feeling from their nocestors of '89; and secondly,
becuuse the neigboring kingdoms do not present the
same causes for national aggression; nor the same
field for military achiovements ss in former times.—
These two objections are notoriously false, both in
fact and in philosopby, Generals, orators and poets
may dwarf and fade in one century more than in an-
other; but the genersl people are always the same
in similar circumstances; while, again, the canses
for.the aggression referred to, are far and away more
defensible in the nincteenth thao in the eighteenth
century.  And secoudly, the path ol strategic fame
is far more inviting and much less dangerous for the
Second Emperor in 1832 than for the First Emperor
in. 1806. When the eclder Napoleon ascended the
Imperial throne, commenced the Peninsular War,
and sdvanciog in his programme of crumbling old
thrones, and raising up .new dynasties, he had noi
one friend in Burope. The countries, too, to which
Le commissioned his mew-born kings, avd from
which be exspected . alieginnce and gratitude to his
appointed monarchs, looked on the new crowns asa
degradation and a curse. In Naples the people ab-
lorred the vain arrogance of his brother-in-law,
Muret; in Spain they despised the vulgar stupidity
of his brother Joseph ; and in Holland they leughbed
st the mood-naturod folly of his brother Louis. He
Led otber and desper sources of uubappiness, too,
biesides hisnew kings. His second .and new wife, on
the ernel, heartless, sinfal, and wicked expulsion of
Josephing, rendered the conuection with Austria a
tortura rather than a cousolation to his otherwise
nnfeeling Leart; so that reither at home por abroad,
within or without tbe Tuileries, had he one private
ar public frieed.  is history fu later years was like
tte character of a polac sun, vanisbing, brilliant and
eo'd ; wnd ke ruled Lis army and his tributary new
thrones snd pations Ly lis upaided individual will,
Lis single flashing sword. This order of things could
not, and did not Bold long; and his fall was a result
which mankind might expect, with the same certain-
1y of ihe fusi, as the cbling of the tide, or the declize
of the seasons.

ifow ditferent the antecedents, the careey, the pres-
#ire of the present Emperor of France! He was call-
ed to the supreme office of the Republic by seven
millions of votera—that is, seven millions of grown
Frepchimen; e ascended the Imperial throne with
the consent, and by the sid of the whole French
army ; he rules the nation by protecting order,
morality, and religion, aud he bows in humble,
learand ebedience before the authority of the French
Church.  His marringe, the romantic contractof o
muinel choice, is without a taint before God and
mai : neither selfishvess nor deceit gave one ingre-
dient of fuult or remorse to that model pledge; and
the Eanpress is not only tbe unrivalled oruamezt of
har aex, and the pride of her glorious nation, she is,
tun, the example of every exalted virtue, which
proves the purity of faith and adds lustre to [mperial
royalty.  Within the sacred enclosure of his own
alace, Napoleon the Third is, perhaps, the happiest
monarch in Europe And be has few enemies amoang
tue crowned heads of the surrounding countries ; on
the contrary, he las many friends, firm, lasting
fiicuds, on the European thronea.

$pain, though ruled by s Bourbon, has already

gought bis friendship; and has thanked him for his
late military rendezvous at Bayonne for his protec-
tion. LEngland never ceases calling him her ““august
elly:” and she even fatigues her Senate and people
applauding bis official prudence and his private
worth. Sardisia has cemented a mstrimonial al-
linnce with his family, and offers to him the key of
her fortresses, ond the command of her armies.—
Portugsl, notwithstanding sume recent unpleasant-
neas, wishes an allience with France instead of Eng-
Jand ; and Turkey has expressed by several evidences
her admirntion of the generosity, the truth, and the
sourage of France. Russis, too, strange a3 it may
appear, has made successful advances towards a
eloser connection with the Tuilleries; and the mar-
riage of Prince Napoleon with the Princess Clotilda
has, without doubt, been encouraged and carried on
through the diplomacy of St. Petersburg, t‘md how
grateful to bim must it be that all Christendom
Enows with pride, ned is rejuiced to say, that the
sword of Frauce, Which imprisoned Pius the Seventh
at Fontainblean, now prolects Pio Nonoat Rome
against the Eaglish cut-throats, France, therefore,
is now, a3 sho ought to be, theeldest child and friend
of the Church. Hence Napoleon the Third stands
pefore heaven and earth in a position of honor, pub-
lic rospeect, and religion, higher than his Uncie had
ever hold; and, therefure, in whatever enterprise he
may, in futwre time, be engaged, he carries with
bim into the cabinet or the lield an amount of mili-
tary power al home, and public confidence and sup-
purt abroad, far and away beyond anything that his
fincle could have ovér command in the palmiest
duys of his Imperial glory. The Uncle's career was
entirely made up of the sword and personal ambition ;
whilo the Nepnew seems to sofien the harshness of
his charscter by an expressed desire to check in the
other States what he considers national tyranny ;
and to relieve the oppreased by what he believes to
he nntional justice. .

Consilering the aggregate of the favourable cir-
camstances wiich snrround the present Imperial
throne of France, it might be supposed that Napo-
leon would content himaelf within his dominiona,
promoting the intermal policy of the kingdom, and
cultivating, in still closer bonds, the amicable rela-
tions of the surronnding countries. If the first Na-
peleon hed fullowed this policy, France would have
been saved the rivers of blood spilled beyond the
Rline, andt the terrific disesters of the Russian cam-
paign. Taught by these lessons, and warped by a
roice from St. Helena, one should think that the
present Ruler would prefer any sacrifice of diplomacy
gooner than re-suact the career which las proved so
croshing to his great predecessor. All these who
pretend to know France best, and who seem 1o com-
prehend the views of the Emperor with more accurate
knowledge, bave maintnined, during ihe last six
months, that the Gnllican armaments, on these pre-
mises, were only intended to protect the country
from the Hume of foreign revolution, in the event of
a collision between Austrie and the Itelian States.—
Guided by tke correspondents on the Continent who
geemed most accurstely informed on this important
subject, the writer of this article followed these an-
thorities and maintained these views. Butnew facls
having transpired through a source which cun admit
of no doubt, that, besides making preparations
ageinst the eveniualities of foreign revolution, Na-
poleon had, besides, conceived and matured the de-
sign’ (and which he has not as yet sbandoned) of re-
modelling [taly va the plan of his Uncle’s policy,
and hence of expelling the Austriaps from the Lom-
bardo-Venetian tercitory.  The hostile feeling which
Tngland bas often cxpressed towards the policy of
Nuples and of the Papal States: the vituperative
Ianguago which she bas uttered in refercnce to the
rule of Austria on the [talian Peninsula, and the an-
2y remonstrance which she attempted to make on
this subject at the Conferenco of Paris, had led Na-
poleon to hope, and believe, ibat in his war-policy
he would uat anly secure the neutrality, but even the
astive co-operation of Great Britain. Ife was mis-

r‘txken,"-'ét-rathéf hew

tgad.
there .13 no fear that a second Russian’

<If B,
‘Tonger, he will ;understand’ England-much b
‘and he" will--Jearn "(if .Le do not known'the-factal~
ready) thiat- the .grealest encmy Lo his throne; and to’
his name, und 2o kis power,is Greot Britan. Yet, in
‘the case before us, be did, . without douby; caleulate
on the concurrénce of England. He ‘also anticipat-
ed, at least, the neutrality of*Rissia ;-and.- the - Musg-
covite, thongh proverbially perfidious, ' bas -notin
this instance broken faith with the Frenchman.

The war feeling: which has absorbed the whole
miced of Napoleon, this some time past seems to have
its origin in the fear that & large.army at home,
without even the. prospect of employment abroad,
must soon preduce public dissatisfaction from its
enormous expenses, and must therefore be ultimately
disbanded or reduced. The gigantic war marine,
too, which has been put in commission by such pe-
cuniary eacrifice, cannot much longer be equipped,.
manned, and kept afloat, without raising & cry of in-
dignation from the universal civilian population of
France. Napoleon is well aware, too, that be is the
very creature of the army end navy; and hence that
his very existence depends on the power and the
predominance of both. The :Legitimists, too;. ’nd
the Orleanists, and the. Republican party are still.
strong in number and in mozrnl weight; and henco
on all hands a standing army and a navy infull
commission arc as essentinl (at least for some years
to come) to the throne of Napoleon as the air he
breathes is to his vigor and life. Itis no wonder,
therefore, that he scizes any oceasion in which, with-
out dishonor, he can keep his overwhelming military
force in permancnce, Hence, having, as be faucied,
secured the neutrality of Eogland, with the coneur-
rence of Russia; knowing the devotion of Sardinia
and of the majority of the populations of the Italian
Peninsuia, and persuading himself that Austrie had
violated treatics by the number and the advanced
posts of her armies on the frontiers of Sardinia, be
resolved, as it now appears, to strike the decisive
blow for the stability of his own threne, aud for what
he helieves to be the liberation of Italy. The con-
duct of England has diverted him from bhis purpose :
and he is now, it is said, deeply impressed with Ibe
unforgiving feeling that England has deceived him.
In this feeling ke is joined by Sardinia, where Count
Cavour mskes no seeret that England first encourag-
ed their war policy, and then nof oaly betrayed Victor
Emamanuel, but even joined Austria. Victor Emman-
uel aad Count Cavour must have read the polities of
Borope with little advantage, indeed, when they re-
lied on the word of England in any measuore where
ber own interest was not iutimately concerned. And
they must have completely forgotten the history of
St Helens, when they were made to believe that
Great Britnin could at the heart feel any sentiment
towards the descendant of their enchained and fallen
captive except fear and batred. Napoleon will soon
understand tho real value of the entente cordiale, and
adjust his futnre measures with more judicious anti-
cipations. England scems to undersiand that she
hag irritated the French msnarch, since she is engag-
ed at this moment in preparing her Changel Fleet on
the largest scale of efficiency : sending training war
ships to all her ports, changing ber sailing men-of-
war into steam and serew line-of-battle ships, and
giving plans for constructing fortresses all along the
entire coast opposite France. These are ommious
facts which cannot be overlooked, and prove that
France is the point from which Fngland dreads her
wost perilous nitack, and against which she is pre-
paring her mmost gigantic military and naval arma-
ments.

But in the event of Napoleor giving up, on matare
reflection his war policy for the preseat, still his
mighty military force, placed a3 itis in the centre of
Europe, mus produce, by it3 presence and its organ-
ization, & moral reform, perbaps even more advan-
tagcous than the most sanguine results of an armed
victory. Dreading a repetition of Napoleorn's deci-
sion, the abuses complained of may be probably re-
medied ; and the terrors of a French campaign on
the other side of the Alps may bring to the recollec-
tion of the living Austrians the disasters of 1796 and
the succeeding wears. We, too, in Ireland, derivo
some benefit and relief from this French standing
camp : and as our armies and our navy will require
hends to fight, and hearts to face the enemy, we may
hope that our poor faithful and brave countrymen
mny not be exterminated by the landlords, buried
alive in the proselytising poorhouse, or banished in
cxile to some foreign coontry. France may thus
compel England to spare our lives, and to give us, at
home, the sheller and the protection which she freely
extends hy law to the foxes, the fishes, the game and
the very shrubs of our country.

Thursday, Feb. 17. D.W. C.

REV DR. CAHILL
ON THE ENGLISH DIVORCE BILL.

(From the Dublin Catholic Telegraph.)

The shocking immoralities brought to light by
the working of this bill are without a parallel in
the Christian world. It would even inflict a se-
rious wound on the moral purity of society to
publish the thrilling details of crime which are
revealed in the Divorce Court during the numer-
ous trials on this subject. The court is now so
pressed and choked with increasing cases that a
second judge is about to be appointed in order to
meet the demands of the plantifis. In the Pro-
testant Cathedrals the bishops aud their clergy
appear in their robes to wnite their followers in
Blessed matrimony, as they call it, in the church ;
and in the Court of Probate and Divorce the
Lnglish judges and their officials preside, clothed
in erimine, to anoul the same adulicrous mar-
riage, as they designate it, on the bench. What
the bishop joins, the judge separates: what the
prefate calls holy, the Chief Justice brands as
infamous ; while both parties assure the public
that their mutual conduct and decisions are
strictly conformable to the wisdom and perfection
o English law, and to the divine inspiration of
the reformed Gospel! TUp to this period of
Christian novelty in Great Britain this court was
entirely devoted to the relief of the aristocracy,
for the removal of unrighteous wives, and for the
resumption of holy wedlock with younger and
more sanctified spouses! But at present the
charitable provisions of the Legislature have es-
tablished this court to meet the necessities of the
poor unbappy huosbands and wives in the hum-
blest walks of the reformation, and to uatie the
scriptural laborer as well as the Clrristian duke.
This grand considerate extension of moral liber-
ty seems fully appreciated by the Protestant pub-
lic, since the Court of Divorece is now so over-
crowded with applhcants that a second judge must
be appointed to hear and decide’the multiplied
causes of complaint.

Now I firmiy believe that if the Legislature
established in Smithfield market two such courts
—first confirming, and again dissolving the von-
tracts of buyers and sellers in-reference to hay,
butter, and black cattle, no man could be found
after some time to sell a pig in such market !—
No prudent. farmer could be induced to offer his
property tor purchase in such a place, where it
could be returned for faulls contracted after the
sale. ‘The contract, in fact, by which women
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their families, the pest of society, and the scan-
dal -of religion. - Not the least immoral conse-
‘quence of these courts is the inevitable suspicion
which the trials with all their details awakens in
the minds of married persons. The first ac-
quaintance, the scheme, the guilty consent, the
assigoations of the.parties, brought out by the
lawyers with such disgusting evidence on the
cross-examination of the witnesses, are so many
lessons published on the art of seduction, and
which have already i several recorded instances
laid the foundation of adulterous intimacy, taught
crime to many an otherwise pure heart, divided
family ties, and ultimately. ended in crime, shamne,
frenzy, poverty, misfortune and death. What
father of the Protestant faith i England can
give his daugbter in marriage in the preseut sys-
tem of- easy separation without feeling' that ber
temporary husband in a moment of anger or dis-
satisfaction or dislike may lay a plan for her ruin

trials), place witnesses :in concealinent, surprise
her in quiet, prove his case, and dissolve the mar-
riage. These Courts, then, are levelled at the
peace. of the parent, the honor of the child, and
the morality of society. This law corrupts the
heart, teaches perjury, betrays vows, eotraps the
innocent, and is the school of infamy. In place
of punishing the wicked, it perhaps oftener pun-
ishes the innocent ; aod in place of rewarding
the good, 1t confers its favors on the profligate.
I have made extracts from the sittings in this
court, of only two days. 'The reader will see
how numerous are the cases; how painful the po-
sition of the parties. T huve omitted the plead-
ings of the Barristers, as unfit for publication ;
and I have werely enumerated the causes, and
and quoted the final judgments of the Bench.—
These extracts are as follow, and they furnish a
demonstrative proof of the ewils, not only in
faith but also in discipline and morahty, which the
bideous novelties in the Gospel have inflicted on
society :—

COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE, Fss. 14,

(Before the Judge Ordinary).
StoATE v. StoaTh.

The petitioner, Mrs. Stoate, prayed for a judicial
separation on the ground of her husband’s cruelty
aud desertion.

Mr. Stoate now moved in person for a rule for a
new trial, on the ground that many witnesses whom
he wished to call, resided at Bristol, and were not in
attendance when the trial took place. IHe repeated
the statements which he had made on previous oc-
casions of the miscondact of various kinda of which
his wife had been guilty.

Sir C. Cresswell refused the rule. The respondent
was charged with crieity, and he did not raise the
question of his wife's adultery on the pleadings.—
Even if it bad been raised be was at a loss to know
how it could be an answer to a petition for a jndicial
separation on the ground of cruelty.

On the motion of Dr. Swabey for the petitioner,

His Lordship decreed a judicial soparation, and
condemned the respondent iz costs.

Joxas v. JoNas.

This was a petition by & husband for a dissolution
of marriage on the ground of his wife's adultery.

Mr. Cooper applied for leave to proceed without
a co-respondent, 1t appeared that the petitioner had
been abroad for two or three years, and on his return
found that his wife had had a child, but had been un-
able to discover the father.

Sir C. COresswel theught there was reasonable
ground for granting the application.

THE EARL OF DEVON V. THR COUNTESS OF DEVON.

Dr. Phillimore, Q.G., 8aid that the petitioner pray-
ed for a judicial separation on the ground of his
wife's cruelty. His age was nearly double that of
his wife, and the object of the present application
was to allow his case to be proved by affidavit.

A commission was accordingly granted, and the
case was ordered to be tried by oral evidence before
the Court. '

REED V. REED AND DAVIA.

This was a petition for 8 dissolution of marriage,
presented by & busband on the ground of his wife's
adultery. The petitioner also prayed for damages,
and they were assessed by a jury in November last.

Their Lordshipa were ultimately satisfied with the
proof, and pronounced the decree for a dissolution of
marriage.

WHBRR V. WEBER AND PYRE

This was slso o petition by a husband for a disso-
Intion of marriage, on the ground of his wife’s adul-
tery. The respondent and the co-respondont denied
tho adultery, and a jury in December last returned a
verdict for them upon that issue.

COULTHART V. COULTHART AND QOUTHWAITE.

Mr. Edward James, Q.0., and Dr. Swabey con-
ducted the petitioner’s case.

The petitioner prayed for a dissolution of marriage
on the ground of his wife's adultery. The respon-
dentdid notappenr, but the co-respondent pleaded in
substance that Mrs. Coulthart had lived a life of
prostitution before her marriage, that after her mar-
riage she was deserted by ber husband, and that she
thedh regsumed her former course of life. The peti-
tioner denied these allegations, and, no evidence be-
ing given in support of them when issue wa3 joined
before a jury, o verdict was entered in his favor.

VICARS Y. VICADS.

In this case a jury had found that the respondent
(Mr. Vicars) bad been guilty of incestuous adultery.

Oa the motion of Dr. Addams, Q.C., for Mrs, Vi-
cars,

The Court decreed a digsolution of marriage with
costs.

LRENTGE V. LENTGE AND BOPSOX.

A jury having found a verdict for the respondent
on the issues of connivance and condonation, the
Court, on the motion of Mr. Mondell, assented to by
Mr. J.P. Murphy, for the co-respondent, dismissed
the petition with costs a3 to the wife, but without
costs ag to the co-respondent,

FOWLER V. POWLER AND NEWCOMEN.

Mr. A. Liddell and Mr, Patteson conducted the pe-
yitioner's case ; the respondentis did not appesr.

‘Mr. Fowler is a barrister, and in I'ebroary, 1858,
he went the Northern Circuit, and was absent until
April. He noticed unothing unusuval in the dewean-
our of his wife upon his return, but on the 20th of
May, while he was engaged in his professional duties
before a committee of the House of Commons, she
left the house with Mr. Newcomen. Apartments
had been tnken for her =t 25, Montague-strect, Rus-
sell-square, and she there lived ‘with Mr. Newcomen
a3 man and wife, under an assamed name.

These facts having been proved to the satisfaction
of the Court, A dissolution of the marriage was de-
creed, and the co-rcspondent was condemaed in
costs. .

JACKSON. V. JACESON,

Dr. Phillimore, Q.C., conducted the petitioner’s
CRSO.

The parties were married in December, 1833, at
Aston, in Warwickshire. They cohabited until 1835,
and had two children. In Deccember, 1835, the re-
spondent left Lis wife in England without any means
of subsistence and went to Australia. e has since

are now joined 1n matrimony in England rests,
therefore, on a basis of less security than the

cohabited with other women, both there and in Eng-
land, aud hos contributed nothing to his wifo'z sup-
port.

Lt el R ..\."‘.s ‘-v.;-\;ufxn_:a, Eeee R R L
unn bargaiaa of a willige Tar, and'is' olier:
-wise coupled with' degradation and vice, which'|
render " sisters, wives; and mothers the shame -of |

and separation, encourage her seduction (sec
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‘with costs... .

A . 'RBATS V. KBATS AND MONTEZUMA. =~~~ .

The petitioner is a gentleman of considerable pro-
perty, and the principal partner in the rm'of- Fort-
num and- Magon, - He prayed for a dissolution :of
marriage, on the ground that his wife had been guil-
ty of adultery with the corespondent, who is o Spa-
niard, named Pedro de Montesuma. Mrs. Keats
pleaded a denial of the adultery and condonation.—
On the trinl of these issues before the Judge-Ordinary
and A special jury, the fact of the adultery was not
disputed, but a great deal of avidence was glven in
support of the-plea of condonation. It appeared that
Mrs. Keats, after leaving her husband, had lived in
Dublin with Don Pedro for several weeks in the ear-
ly part of last year. When Mr. Keats discovered her
lie presented the present petition.

" The. Court decreed the dissolution of the marriage,
and ordered that-Mr. Keals shonld settle £150 a-year
upon the respondent, during his life, upon her giving
up the power of disposing of £2,000 at his death se-
cured to her by her marriage settlements, and that
t.he._.sel.tlcment sbould remsain in operation as to the
lifo interest in £10,000, givén to ber after ‘his death,
in case of ber surviving him. The-£150 a-year to be
paid durmg the respondent's good behaviour, but not
1o cease in the event of marrying agnin, The £1,000
damages awarded against the co-respondent to be
-applied to the payment first of the costs of the re-
spondent, and then of those of Mr. Keats,

BEALE V. BBALE AND ‘UIFFEN.

Dr. Phillimore, Q.C., and Mr, Macqueen conducted
‘the petitioner's case

Tho petitioner was & medical man residing at Pad-
dington. e married the respondent in October,
1852, aud cobabited with her wntil the end of 1955,
In September, 1855, they accidentally made the ac-
quaintance of the co-respondent, who then passed by
the name of Spinner, &t 8 ten party at the house of a
friend. An intimacy commenced botween Mrs. Beale
and the co-respondent, which resulted in their adul.
terous intercourse.

The Court decreed a dissolution of the marriage,
fud condenued the co-rezpondent in coste.

ASTROPE V., ASTROPE.

Mr. Digby Seymour and Mr. Tidswell were coun-
sel for the petitioner,

This was a petiion by a wife for dissolution of
marringe on the ground of adultery and desertion,—
The petitioner had been a housekeeper in n private
family, and the respondent  shopman, and they were
married in 1847, Evidence was given of the adul-
tery, and the date fised for the desertion was from
October, 1854, to November, 1856. The respoudent
i3 now undergoing a sentence of penal servitude, to
which he was sentenced in the end of 1856, Ha had
been in the prison for debt previous to October, 1854
and it was not proved to the satisfaction of the Court
that his absence from his wifo at that time was vo-
luntary.

The case was accordingly adjourned for further
evidence.

SMITH V. SMITQ. -

Dr. Spinks anpeared for the petitioner.

The parties in this cuse arve in very humble cireum-
stances : they were married in 1845 and cohabited
until 1832, when the husband went away from hia
wife., He left her destitute, ccohabited with other
women, and she now asked for a decree of dicsolni-
tion,

The Lord Chancellor snid, the Court were not sa-
tisfied that the husband went away agaiust the will
of the wite; on the contrary, it appeared very pro-
bable that they had paried by mutnal consent. The
Court would not, therefore, dissolve the marriage,
but they would decreea judicial separstion, and con-
demao the husband in costs.

PARNELL V. PARNELL AND HARDWOOD.

Dr. Spinks appeared for the petitioner.

The petitioner, & working man, was married to the
respondent in 1850. Thé respondent contracted ha-
bits of intoxication, which obliged the petitioner to
live apart from her. She went to lodge in a house

at Nine-elms, where she formed the scquaintance of
the co-respondent, a kilman, with whom s was
proved to have cohabited.

dissolved the marringe v i cos

The Court
against the co-respondent.

I bave been induced to take up this s..:
reading the remarks of the Protestant Cu.:
tion of the Provence of Canterbury, publisie
within the last fortnight. In this Convocation,
composed of Bishops, Deans, Chancellors, Proc-
tors, Rectors, Fellows, and beneficed Ministers,
&ec., the Catholic is astounded at the facts de-
veloped in this whole case. The Convocation
admits that the law and Court of Divorce  saps
the foundation of morality and religion;” and
yet it states that the Protestant Church bas no
power to alter the decision of Parliament, or re-
medy the admitted evil! The Convecation ac-
knowledges thiat Parliament is the Supreme Coun-
cil in matters of religion ; that it can frame faith,
and canons, and discipline ; and that the Protest-
ant Church, assembled in public meeting, have ro
powers whatever with the final adjudication of
the Senate, except the power or the privilege of
advice and remonstrance. How pitiable to see
the law, on which depends the salvation of the
soul, made by a majority of votes in the Eng-
lish House of Commons! Tlow monstrous to
observe tbe Religion in Eungland 1s passed like
any other Bill of the Session; that their present
creed 1s the accidental decision of a cabal; that
there is no better authority for their present form
of belief than the authority of a Cotton Com-
wission or a Railroad Commtttee; and that new
Articles of Faith may be introduced in the next
Session of Parliament, decided by Unitarians,
Methodists, Presbyterians, Independents, and all
the other varying sectaries who fill the Xnglish
House of Commons. Ilow strange would it ap-
pear if St. Paul put it to the vote of the Athe-
nians to know whether Christ was God1 or if lLe
sought a majority of votes in the Roman Senate
to learn if His death on the Cross was a suffi-
cient atonement for the sons of man !

The following extraets from the report of the
late Protestant Convocation will demonstrate
that the Taith of their Church rests entirely on
decisions of Parliament; will prove their own
avowal of their official impotence ; will show
that their Ritual and Articles of belief are as
changeable as the Cabinets; and will place on
record for the readers of the Catholic Telc-
graph that whether the Protestant Church be
Lutheran, Calvinistic, or Puseyite, it is such
another kind of party accident and political ia-
necuvre 2s a Whig or Tory Ministry :—

THE LOWER HOUSE. o

The deans, archdeacons, and proctors constitutling
ihe Lower IMouse sssembled in the Jerusalem-cham-
ber, adjacent to Westminster Abbey. The Very Rev.
Gilbers Elliott, Dean of Bristol, presided ; and there
were present the Dean of Norwicly, the Dean of Eiy,
Archdeacon Denison, Archdeacon Hony, Archdeacon
Randall, Archdeacon Allen, Chancellor Martin, &e.

Mr. George Burchett, of Doctors™-commons, he-
tuary, read the minutes of the last session, whicl

were confirmed. . .
Archdeacon Denison gave notico of a motion—

-« That thoe standing orders be suspended, with the

view of requesting the concurrence of the Uppor

v

House in oo address to the Crown, praying that her

._;" , ‘-'-.c.,:..‘_‘.,_ i ,/,, :. ‘.1_ D o FF o7 :
»-Phe” Ootirt"decreed:a ‘dissolution of ke .Erntri'age A
W e Ny T

finitely more ndiculous than to behold a LowR

Majesty - wiil be raciotsls sl tag o -
- Blesty: wiil be graciously plessad to i
‘ ::nsbel erth . he'bmhops”nnd'élergy in congrr:::tiher -
‘sulp_\a).,_‘__t.q draw up for the use of the Church gn -
e 1a8ys.In each year, to be hereafter Bpecified a.ni"w
f;:lgpyet Bud thavksgiving for the mergies v "y
safed to this Church and people; and another oach.

of prayer and iliati :
nndppe{) pion humiliation for the 2ins of thig Chu,?,:

The Rev. Canon Selwyn
th?i commiitec appointed to
and operation of the provisions of a
and 218t of Vietorin, entitled ¢ Phe xi)ﬁztmo;' ;.he i
m%?mal Causes Act,” be read. ' " Yo

e report wag read accordj ich ¢
with these words ;— rdivgly, which concludeq

*The committee are of opinion that
of tthe 1210th and 21at of'ViE:mria was
materiully changed the law of the Church ine ;
press hardly upon the clergy; and'ough’t,mtil;:'gg .
to beemended. The committee, while fully ”m-e,
nising the power of Parliument ta legislate furwg.
-clrfsqes of men in the commuuity, i8 neverthele b
opinion, when.changes are el

] proposed affect;
ritual of the Church and the du[tiea of ﬁlfsméfer‘h-e

that the advice of the clergy should b &
e tak i

The Rev. Canon Selwyn presented this ::?E?-n -
men, and moved that the report be adopted h_.ma.
EIou_se and turned into & resolution ag an crrl)i -llhe-
cleri, and that the Prolocutor take it to the “c.( o
Housq ou their lordships again nssembling Logeg;,l;”
He did not dispute the rigltt of Parliament 1 alt‘r:
the law of the church, but by the present Ac: um
Legislature had placed the law of the State at vo.
riance with the Inw of the church, and Convoes N
bad, il 2 erh A 0Cation

» therefore, a right to present this s a rruyqy,

The Rev. F. C. Massingbred was of opinion th"'
Parhamen’t bud not a right to alter the [aw of um
chureh without the assent of the Church, It h:ﬁ
never been conceded that that should be the doctrin
of the Ghurch of England which the two Huuscs:f
Parhament_, apart from the spirituality, chose 1o say
was 50, 1f the Cburch necepted this Inw ia l‘l‘g'llr'd
to divorce, what mighs they not expect to he thelre-
sult as rggarded other measures affecting the doctrine
and discipline of the Church? If Parlinment could
alter the doctrine on the subject of divoree, it could
alter ll}e Prayer Book and the Articles of their conn-
mon faith. Surely they were not prepared for sy
a result. It seemed, therefore, to him, to he ke tinne
when the church should make 2 stand. After soime
further remarks the rev. gentleman swid he hug an
amendment to propose. Instead of saying that 1ge
Act of Victoria bad materially changed e law of
the Chureh, he would substitute these words :—

“ That the Act is felt by o very large body of 1.
clergy to bave placed the law of the Churciiat va.
riance with that of the State.”

The nmeudment baving been seconded,

Archdeacon Randaell was of opinjon 1hat i wae
the duty of Parliament to corsult the clergy hefore
making any alteration in the doctrines of the Church,
but fe coutd not agree with the reverend wenliouan ui;
spoke last, that Purlinment had not the powsr 1o qke
whal wlteration 1 pleused in any lawe, whetler civii o
ecclesiustical.  The legislatorial power of Parliamer
could not be disputed. I Parlinment thought fit 1o
set aside a canon, then that canon was no longersa
part of the law of the Church,

The Dean of Ely said it was at the opiion of e
clc_rgymen whether be would or not celebrate sueh
objectionable second marriages.

The Rev. Canon Wordsworth said the very reve
rend dean was iy errorin stating that the clergy
were not obliged to perform the ceremony of a seeond
marrizge in the case of & divorce. The option given
to the clergymes had reference ouly to the guilly
party; and even in the case of thai party he
ohliged to apen his churelh, if required to do se, fur
the performance of the ceremony by auotber clergy-
man,

Tlhe Rev, Mr. M‘Cnul observed that it was not the
fact, a3 alleged in the amendment, that Parlinment
had placed the law of the State in antagonism with
the law of the Church, because, a3 soon as the allers.
tion of the law was made. the canon which bad been
queted was entirely repealed.

Archdeacon Denison obgerved that this bad beer
called a clergymon’s grievance, but he would ask
whether onything had wmore seriously uffected the mo-
rals of the people of England than this diverce law.
During the fourteen months it had been in operation
had done more o sap the morcls of the people than
anything within his recollection. Tt was not only
fur themselves, thercfore, but for the peoplo of Bog-
land (many of whem, though favorablo to the law
some time ago, now turned round and detested end
abhorred it), that they were bound to do all they
coald to force upon the Legistature the necessily of
re-considering what they had done, and to amend
the law upon this most momentous question.

The amendment was then put to a show of hands,
when it was declared by the Prolocutor that the
numbers appeared to him to be equal.

A division was then called for, when the aueibers
were—

For the amendment. ... ...oeverens
Aainstit, oo viiieienniiaennennens
Majority

The original motion was then put and agreed to.

With these and other simlar premises g_\lld“‘%
and agcompanying the faith and the morality of
the Eoglish Church Establishment, is it a0y
wonder that hundreds of reflecting persons have
abandoned this incongruous creed, and have join-
ed the ancient unvarying profession of the Ca-
tholic Church? The most eminent for jearning
and piety in the Universities of Osford and Cam-
bridge; and several ministers dlstmglmshed a8
rectors in the discharge of parochial .duues
throughout the country, are now found i Dl}l‘
ranks, adding purity and orpament to heir ex-
alted position, aud edifying society by their piely
and their zeal. The idea of the Chuith Y
God, not being able to define its own faith, to

» - 3 M pre
make laws for its discipline, to aPFO"'L,?mc;r'
for its management ; and requiring the aid ofd
foreign body of memhers of Darliament (witkoot,
perhaps, morality, or Chiristian knowledge, of f
fised or any faith) in order to carry on the or
of the Gospel, 10 encourage the gifts of gract
and to teach the mysteries of human redemption:
is a Protestant paradox ; itisa relormed C_Oﬂlf“;
diction: a palpable incongruity. If we did n;)
see it daily procluimed in Lngland one °°“I
never believe that such an insane sentiment 00
have ever entered the mind of any set of men B
the world. It is, beyond all doubt, @ systew w

moved that the re

PR port
nquire into the nntu:er

gince the At
'Passed, it has

o
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council make laws for the attraction of the moo%

settle the elevatioa of the tides, vegulate te
passage of the lightning, and change the dilfﬂ;
tion of the eclipses. Such a solemn farce, (0
by a town corporation, by a paving board, of i
meeting of harbor comumssioners, would hff“
even a claim to sense aod reality when compartt
to the system where a drunken member of -H"
liament changes at pleasure the laws for the \}t]!
surrection of the body, where an infidel in 1
House of Commons remodels the Revelation @
Christ with every new Ministry ; where 3 ﬂ;ﬂ
jority of voices determines the judgment of o
in the condenmation or the salvation of mnnlsltﬂhe;
aund where the trumph of one party over an® c-
settles the doctrines whether hell is etema!,W'e
ther the soul is immortal, and whether there ﬂ: :
three or only onc person in_tbe Godbead.

0 et
these paradoxes are ot half so strange a3 fo
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