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Avupr ALTERAN DParTEM.— With reference

to a paragraph in Monday’s Herald, and repro-

duced by the Star, reflecting upen the conduct
of the Rev. M. Rousselot, cure of Notre Dame,

in the Guibord affair, we are 1o a position to s2y
that the allegatiors therein contamed are

.FALSE ; and we mvite tbe public to suspenc
~their judgment till the real facts are lad before

‘them. There are two sides to every story.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

The speech of the French Emperor pro-
-nounced before the Chambers, promising reform,
and concessions to popular opioion, does pol
seem lo have given general satisfaction in Fraoce.
" The opposition is as bitter as ever, and il its
members could convince the people that tbey
"had aoything to substitute for the Government
-which they propose to overihrow, they might
“have some cbance of success.  As it is their
-programme i purely destructive ; they propose
to pull down the Empire ; they do not show how
they propose to bmld vp the Repubhe.

The health of Victor Emmanuel 1s re-estab.
lished. The public papers discuss the question
whether dering his sickoess he received absolu-
tion, and was reconciled to the Church, He
eertainly made oo public confession of his guilt
or-reparation for bis maay acts of robbery; and
under such circumstances any absolution pro-
nounced by a servile priest would be voud and of
.10 effect,

The affairs of Ireland are such thai, so it 1s

- said, the Government 1s becoming alarmed, and
is making preparations to wmeet another armed
outbreak, which every true friend of Ireland will
pray God to avert.

“The Red River wmbrogiio attracts no doubt

" the atteation of the authorities at Ottawa, but as
+t0 how they propese to deal with if, we are not
wformed. Conciliotory measures will of course
be first resorted to, and if these do not succeed
—what then ?

if the approaching General Council were to
have no other effect than that of provokumg the
hostile criticisms of the enemies ot the Catholic
" Church, it would still have done much good ser-
vice: it would have shown us how feeble, how
-silly, may we not add, how dishonest ia many
cases, are our adrersaries, how ignorant they are
of the teachings of the Cathalic Cburch: orif
-uot igaorant, how unscrupulous they are i their

- musrepresentations of these things.

-Every scribbler, learned or unlearned, im
proves the occasion by having a flng at the

_‘Papacy, and the constitution of the Cathohe
“Chureh. Cummng, Tribulation Comming, brays
and lashes out with his bind feet with more than

- ordinary asinioe ferocity: the London Times

- hurls its thunderbolts at the head of the successor
of St. Peter: and even the staid Edinburgh

* Review joms 1o the ostery. The little dogs, the
big dogs and all, bark, each according to its

- gifts, at the enemy whom they bate, whom they
fear, and whose stately majesty and diguified at-

~ titude rebeke tlem, and their slanders.
" Foremost of course amongst the * little dogs”

. stands our old acquamtance Cummwg. He

r-seems to cherish the bope tkat by bisloud and

“ incessant barking be may at last attract some no-

" ‘tice from dignitaries of the Church, even though
‘that notice may assume the contemptuous form of
.a kick, or a cutof the whip. But again s
~wagily will doom bim to disappointment, for we
wnay be very sure that not again will a courteous

-~ gen\lemen, hke His Grace the Archbishop of
““Westminster, condescend to take heed of him or
“his yelpngs. Ay moderately well informed

of the gonsensé the mao'writes; and which learsed
Protestans editors reproduce, a string of ques-
tions, which, laboring under- the" idea that ke
s thereby mpating - Popes and Councils on the
borus of a dilemma, be publisbes in the form of
a letter to the Pope, 1 the columos of the Lioua:
don Tymes. - We bave not room for all these

| questions ; but we lay belore our readers a few

of the more impo-tant, as specimens of the siliness

(hat pervades the whole Jot:— ,
1. * Will ibe Oouucil’—so Dr, Cumming wrote—

i the nlleged
;rg: %’:::u::sg hn::r:ixe‘:il,a?n: bil};e'i:; .succeadginlz
Pope prelate or pries: dure marry ? Whydoes l.?’.ml;
requite 8 Bishop to te the ¢ bughind o° oue wife ?
Does bLe refer to Protestant Bighops ociy? If go in
what, epistle or address does be oOr Peter give the lﬂ:
formaticn that 8 Roman Oatholic Bisbop wust not be
the busbacd of any wife?”

The schoolboy of 10 years of sge to whom
suck questioos might be addressed would, with 2
smile at the ignorance of the questinaer, reply—1
Tuat St. Peter was married before being chosen
by Christ to the cfiice of Apustle, but that a!'tefr
that office had heen conferred upon bim, there i
ne reason for believing that be led the life of 2
married man.  20é. That St. Paul-does not
“ yequire” a Bishop to be the husband of ene
wile: that the precept referred to, Tunothy
jila, 2, is restrictise, not permissive, and proliibts
the raising to the office of bishap as unwortiy of
that digoity, any man who has been married twice.
That there can be no doubt as to the Aprsrh’s
meaning 15 plain from this, that be was timsel f
uomarried ; and that 1o his first Epistle to the
Corinthians, c: vii. v. 7, he cxpressly says that
w this respect he would to Gad that all mer
were even hke bimself, It would not be easyto
exptess 1n more forcible language the supertority
of the celibate over the married stale, thougl
the fatter 1s honorable.

Mr. Cumming also desires the Council to en
lighten him as to why it 1s that St. Paul 1n his
Epistle to the Romans makes no allusion to St.
Peter, though be sends his greetings o numbers
of Christians in that City? We do not need
a Couneil to explain so sizmple a matter, as our
ten year old schoolboy will suffice for such an
easy job. St. Paul writing 1o the Chnstians
of Rome, which city he bad not then visited.
though the faith of its Christian population the
converts of St. Peter was celebrated through
out’ the world, naturally enough sent bis saluta-
tions to those of the said couverts with whose
pames he was familiar : but as we also know tha
St. Peter did not always reside n the Tmperial
City betwixt the period of his first wisit m the
commencement of the reign of Claudiuis—and the
time whee the Epistle to the Ramans—A.D. 58
was wniten, \he silence of St. Paul 15 eanly ac-
counted for on the hypothesis. that, at the date
indicated, St. Peter was not in Rome: especially
since by a decree pubhshed i the ninth year ol
Claudius, all Jews, and St. Peter was a Jew,
were banished from the City.—Ats. ¢. 18 . 2.

If the above illustrate the sillingss of the ob-
jections raised by men like this Great Tribulation
Cumming, the following critcisra on the closing
scenes of the Coencil of Trent ilustrate their
dishonesty, and wiiful misrepresentation of his-
tonical facts.

The passage begms in this wise : —

' The final vote related to the confirmation of the
Council by the Pope. The membera then presen'
felt it waa exp sing the whole fabric to grava disa:-
ter if ther called in ope icfallible to authentieate
and give force to another infellible. If the decrees
were as they alleged, infallible, the Pope couid nct
meka them more §0,”

The dogmatic decrees of a Council have ro
more Yinding force on the conscieaces of Catho-
lics until they bave been coufirmed by the Pope,
than an Act of our Calonial Parliament has the
force of law until st has been sasctioned or al-
lowed by the Queen, or Her representative.
There 1s no Council, there can be no Counci!
without the Pope: and there are not therefore
two infallibles, but only one infallible authority :
to wit, the Bishops united with their head, the
Pope.

Secondly as to the malter of fact:—The
Council of Trent did 1n tts 25th and last Session
4th December, 1563, vote pubhicly and uvani-
mously that the confirmation of ifs decrees by the
Pope be asked far by the Legates of the Holy
See. Whereupon on 'Wednesday, 26th Janu-
ary, 1564, on the motion in consistory of Car-
dinals Moronus and Simoneta, the reigning Pope
Pius 1V, did conrm them in the following

words,—

 Qoofirmaniug, atque ab omnibua Christl fidelivos
recipi, inviolabiter observari, mandamus, in nomine
Patris et Filii, et Spiritus Ssncti. Amen.”

Then, and not before, and 1o virtue of this con-
firmation, did the decrees of the Council of Trent
become binding on the consciences of Christians.
So much for the assertion—That the Council of
Trent did not invoke the confirmation by the
Pope of its decrees. Dr. Cumming.with b3
usual disregard for {acts, then pretends that the
following compromise was agreed upon hy the
two ! infallibles—ihe Pope and, the Council.

' Confirm the deciees but ordain that no one ghail
bara the right, or ought ever to entertsin the thonght
of interpreling them (the!decrees). PiuilV. waa de-
lighted with this resclution.”” .

The only reply that this statement requires is

this : That whilst by bis Bull Benedictus Deus,

were every one to deem himself at hberty to inter-
pret these decrees according to bis caprice, he for-
bid any such wterpretations to be put forth, with-
out his sanction or authiarity, reservingto himself
and 1he Holy See the right of interpreting them,
should any disputes as to their true meauing arise
—the Pope did crder that a full and authortative
wterpretation of the suid Tridentive Decrees be
prepared by competent theologians : which work,
wheo completed, and approved of by -the Holy
See, was given to the wo;ld‘under the title of
the * Cateckism of the Councid of Trent,” a
work that has been translated into all thie lan-
guages of the world, io accordance with a decree,
ot the Council uself Sess. 24,4. 7, wiich had
irself brbylded'béfoi'gha,nd for the roferpretation
and explanation of its teachngs. So thoroughly
was 1he work accomplished that, thouph meo
may dispule zs (o the truth of what the Council
of Trent teaches, there have never been acy
doubts either amongst Catholics or DProtestants
as to what it teaches, so plain isits language, o
lucid are the commentaries therezpon of the
Czt:chism which contains the authoriszd inter-
pretation ot its teachings.

We should but weary oucr readers were we
to take up one by one all the absurdities and
untruths of the cntic ot the Council of Trent:
we have dope enough to show how false m fict,
tow weak 10 argum=nt are bus eriticisms.

In the Montreal Witness of the 3rd 1mst.,
we fiud the following parsgraph which we must
confrss someswhat startled us :—

“ We do not see taat any of the speakers st the
‘epant right meetioge in Irelsnd are half so truea
lent 88 our own TRUe WirNess. That veracinus
jrurnal bas over and over ag4in ioformed ug that the
Irizh people will be satisfied with pothing less than
the land of Ireland for the people of Ireland, the pre.
seot proprietors beiog mersly robbers, or the repre
santativea of robbere, whoge title no length of pos
sesslon ¢sn render grod.”

We challenge the Witness to cite any ane
passage wherein the TRUE WITNESS, speakiog
of the Trish Liand Question, Las used ¢ truculent”
language : wherein it has ever called m question
the legal validity of the titles on which the pre-
sent landlords of Ireland hold their property : or
wherein directly or indirectly 1t has ever em-
plojed language that, taken 1n coapection with
its context, can be so inferpreted to bear the
constraction that the T¥itness puts upon it,—
And we pledge ourselves, should the Witzness be
able to produce any such passage, publicly and
farmally to retract it, and to express our abhor-
repce of its sentiments, sincet would be 10 direct
opposition to our wiews. Itis indeed strange
that whilst the True WiTnNess has been in
some quarters and culy the other day, Cenounced
as 8 Scotch advocate of Irish Landlordism, 1!
should by the Witness be accused of advocating
extreme opinions which it has always, to the best
of the editor®s ability openly condemned, as re-
volutionary, and savouring of rank communism,

It is true that we hsve always insisted that
Mr. Gladstone’s Ciureh Bill would pot satisfy
the pecple of Ireland, since the principal cause
of Irish diseffection was to be found 1 the Land
guestion. We bave in this simply stated a fast
thus recognised 1 the Evening Telegiaph, a
thoroughly Conservative journal ;—

“ From the teiegraphic news as to the sfate of re-
land, It now appears more than ever olear, that the
cburch reboery act of last se3sion bas Jad oo effact
in bricging aboat the pacification of lieland.”—
Evening Telegraph, 3:d inst.

As a matter of iistory we may bave asserted—
azd if we bave not, we assert so now~—that much
of the property now held by the actual lapdlords
of Irelind was obtamed originally by force of
arms, by iniquitous confiscations, by the wholesale
banishment of the native and lawful proprietors,
and by mesns of the operztion of the old Penal
Laws, now repealed ; but whose disastrous ef-
fects survive 1n the unhealthy sceial conditions
of Irelapd generated by impolitic and immoral
legislation, But that the validity of titles, though
1a therr inception ‘bad, should be after centurieg
of prescription called io question, we have never
s0 much as wsiouated. We do not believe that
a wrong dope n {he sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries can be set right by a wroog done n
the nineteentb century fo the legal holders of
property whieh bhas fallen into ther hands by in-
heritance or purchase ; and who are neither mo-
rally nor legally responsible for the wicked acts
of Cromwell, of James the first, or of Elizabeth,

We have given the views of the several par=
ties m Ireland on the Land question, to the best
of our abilities, fairly and impartially : quoting for
that purpose the language of the Dublin Irish-
man on one side, of the Lordon Tumes, and of
Lnglish conservative papers on the other side.
We have never ventured to bazard an opinion of
aur awn as to how the question should be dealt
with, seeing that it 1s a question so dificult—1the
most difficult with which a Brnitish Legislature
has ever had to grapple: but we bave expressed
an ardent hope that, whilst 10 all cases the rights
of property are religiously respected, the griev-
aaces of the Irish tenants—and they sre many
and great, as the Z%mes, as Mr Gladstone admit
—may be removed ; and the cultvator of the
soil may be secured ‘against rack: renting, capn

‘ctous evictions, and the, nisk of having the labor

force the performance of the former, as well as
guarantee the enjnyment of the. latter, - /This,
under the old ‘feudal tenure, was'to a considerable
degree. accomplished: but under the modern
comumsercial system which has supplanted tlie ofd
feudal system of tenure, the rights of .plroperly
are aloge considered, or dealt with by the legis-
lator, and ita duties. are peglected . We have
therefore contended that Free Trade principles
—1kal is « Buy in the cheapest, sel} in the dear
est, market” wi'h unlinited compettion, as ap-
plied to the sale or {etting of lund 1 Ireland;would
oot redress the grievances of which Iri-b tenants
complain, but would ratber-aggravate them.

To those who at any lime may bave bonored
the True WiT~ESs with a perusal, this ex
planation, this disclaimer of the aboumnable views
wttributed to us by ke Witness ~- views which
we repudiale, which we ablior—is, we know, un
pecessary, Dut as there are many who form
their estimate of the True WitnNess from what
the otber Witness says of it, apd as we should
be loth to have it believed that a journal calling
itsell Catholic, and professing to speak in sub-
jection to the teaciings of the Church, should
bold, or advacate hberal, demacratic, revolution-
ary, or communistic opatens—all of which we
hate as we do the devil himself—we demsnd 25 a
right that the Witness do one of two things,~
Evber that he quote our very words, together
with their contezt, which are justly obnoxious
to the reproach of “ truculent,” and susceptible
of the revolutionary snterpretation that our con-
temporary puts upon them; wn which ease we
promise to retract them, as uaworthy of a journal
which piques itself upon being Catliolic, Loyal,
Couoservative, Tory if you will—for God forbid
that we should be ashamed of bemng called a
Tory. Or that failing in this, the Witness
retract its mendacious and ulterly groundless
charge against us.  We watl for a reply.

ApurLTErY, MURDER, AND BLASPHEMY.—
I» ao country in the worid, at the present day,
at no period of the world’s history,~if we ex-
cept the epoch of tie French Revolution, when
hell itsell seemed to have broken loose upon
earthy—have these three flourished so luxuriantly
as in the Uniled States. In all ages have there
been crimes, adulteries, murders, and blas-
phemtes ; but it is the peculiar manaer in winch
these—the last products or bright flowers of
modera non-Catholiz civilization—are entwised
or wreathed together in oue pestiferovs bougquel,
that speciatly distinguishes New York and the
ainteenth century, from all othes climes, and other
epochs. We will tell the story as shortly and
as incfiensively as pesuble,

A man aod wife 10 New York lived, as is too
often the case, unhappily together. A "third
party, now deceased, made love to, and seduced
the mife, with the promise of obtaining for her
a legal divorce, which promise 1t seems be ful-
filled. The indignant and drusken husband —for
it seems he was drunk at the time—shot his un
faithful wife’s paramour, who lingered for about a
week, and expired a day or two ago, So much
for the Adultery and the Murder part of the busi-
ness: and here then the Blasphemy 15 most ap-
propriately brought in,

Shortly before the wounded man expired, be-
ng in articulo mortis, there was enscted at his
bed-side the blagpbemous farce of a marrizae
between bim and the unbappy woman whom ;e
had seduced, whom he had detached from ker
real and living busband, and with whom his con-
nexion had been simply mortal sin, *  The chief
dramatis persone w ths bideous comedy were
the notorious Protestant mirister Mr. Henry W,
Beecher, assisted by .another minister of the
pame of Frothingham ; the other parts were well
and appropriately filled by tbe Hou. Horace
Greely, and other friends of the dying man, and
the relations of the unbappy woman, God Him-
self was, n the course of the piece, deliberately
invoked, and outraged by prayer. Yes, by
prayer ; that He the Holy One would bless His
creatores then deliberately violating His law by
coutractiog an adulterous union. Nay, the
aforepamed reverend mimsters of God, as they
style themselves, stll more blasphemousiy ven-
tured to thank God for the adulterous ipter—
course that bad previously existed betmixt the
gmlty pair. Scarce would we believe it, but
that we find 1t related “editorially by the Glabe,
whose editor, though not very thin~skinned, and
not. extreme to mark what i1s done amiss by such
eminent Yackee non-Catholcs as Ilenry Ward
Beecher, and the Hon, Horace Greely, canaot
in this case conceal bus disgust at the whole pro-
ceedings. We copy from the Glsbe then, as a
valuable commentary upon the Christianity and
morality of the American non Catholic com-
munity :—

' Pachaps the modt extraordinar expreasion § l
used by the clergyman who -nssia:e{i ME ;:;3;‘%11;3
Beecher to marry the divore:d wife of - Mr, ‘Richard-
803 a8 the latter was dying. He returned thaoks to
Hesven for * what these two have besn-to a1ch otber,
for what th>y may be yat, ¢ » Bless those who

*  Thon

Old Book,

sbalt . not covet thy neighbors wife,'—

- The reference, aleo, to the fasher who

Oﬂ the
<o DEEU Apy.
the officiatiy

Past alllapge,
™ the childrey
. more pecplox.

one bhand, it is denied that the tw ve by
) i at the two ba

thiog to ode snother, and qtﬂ the bther‘“ he
clergymin "returps thanks ror _thmr'

are about to Jose moakes ‘the matten
ng.. ' C
. The tone of everything ‘that hag been gi;
ten apon the subject of “the 'Rlchardsbg:;(ie;:: e
sifuir betokens an extremely lax idea on the and
Americana of the (bligations undertsken bpatr); of
who marry. Marrizge in the United States siem pe
be looked upon as g conventional arrangemen;y w:‘to
¢an be set aside at the plessure of either part lﬁh
meraly g.ndergoing,certnin farmalities < and Ihei f
persuading 4 woman to leave her Lugband gapg n?r‘ o
wuarda meIryiug her,indtead of being viewed with de't-
apprcbation ie received with laudatory comm -
Wten tt{e _huahnnd sboots the pereon whom be d:uts.
to ha_ve.ln_]ured bim, thers i3 & cry for hig aee%".
that is if the man who hae been killed belongs 1q .
portion of the. community powerful exough 1o ?:a
their views ; in other cnees the murderer becnmpg at.:s
hero ic the room of him he bas displaced. Thig 150
be all very sditable te 8 g0 ahead people des i;nay
the conventionalitiea of effefe Eucope, but itp' o
law, justice, or morality, i oo
To the Gloke we would say, let us take head
lest m a few years the same may nol be sarg ;f :
Canada. We are on the verge of the [recipice
) ]
and oo man can leap off, aod say * thus far will
I fall, and no farther.” Lot us take heed Yow
we take Lhe first step over the perdous brigk, by
legalising the mnmeoral, anti Chnistian principle of
divorce o vinculo, on any pretence whatsoesr .
. 2
for if we do, we shall not be able to stop cur.
selves till we reach the bottom of the foyl abyss
wherein decency and morality m the Uniteq
States now lie crushed and mangled. There ;s
but one way of avouling the catastrophe ; gpy
that is by holding fast to the Chnistian rule, vDyge

with one, and forever,”

THE PATRIARCH OF CONSTAI\‘TL\’OPLE, AND
THE PROTESTANT ARCHB:sHOP oF Cyprgp.
BURY.—The latter, as representing the Proest.
ant Church of England, has been coqaetiiog with
the Greek DPatriarch as representative of the
Oriental schismatics, in expectation of obtaining
from the Patriarch a recognition of the Carholje
status of the Anglican Protestaut Establishmen,
For this purpose it seems that a cony of the
Anglican Prayer Book, and a report of the Pag.
Aoglican Synod at Lambeth, were forwarded 1o
the Patriarch, whose rejomder is now published,

We doubt if that reply will please the Angl-
caus, since, i plain, even \f i polite termé, it
taxes them with heresy, with novelties, and
sbandonment of the old Catholic Faith—with re.
gard especially to the Iucharist, to the number
of Sacraments, Traditian, the wfallible authority
of the Councils of the Church, 20d the lovoca-
tion and cxltus of the Samts, These thinos
tbrow the poor Patriarch lo suspense, and mal:e
him doubt as ta he propriety of recognising 1
th2 Anglican Establishment, a branch 1 aoy
sense of the Catholic Church. It is, as he sees,
esseatially a Protestant mstitution.  Here is
that portion of the Patriarch’s letter wherein
these bis views are respectfully communicated to
the Anglican official : —

‘' Bat oc descendiog to the particulars of the cote
tents of the Prayer book, and of the diatinga‘ahed
ponfo_sslou of the Thirly-nice Articles contnined in
it, - since tn tho perusal of them, both the statements
concerning the eteroal existence of the Holy Spirit
nod those concerning the Divine Eucharis®, and:
further, thoee concerning the pumber of the Siera-
ments, Conceraing Apostolical and Ecclesiastical
Tradition, the authority of the truly geruive (Beus
menical Uouncils, the position ard mutual telstiors

of the Unurch on earth and that in Heaven ; ani,

moreover, the hononr ard reverence dve frem us to
t=oge who are, in theory and practice, the heroes of
t.!;e faith~the adamantine wartyrs eod atbletes—
81Gco, we eay, thege atalements appeared to us 1o
savout too much of novelty ; and that which is said
(p. 592, Art. 12) * As .he Charches of Jerusniem,
Aleracdria, end Avntioch have erred, sn algo the
Ohburch of Rome bath erred, not ooly in their liviog
and manner of ceremonies, but algo in matters of fuith,'
deprlve_s the Eastern Churches of the arthodoxy sud
perfectinn of the faith — (let us be permitted to say that
accusations of our neighbours are out of place ina
diatinguished Coufession ot Faith)--these atatemeats
throw us joto suspesse, g0 that we doubt what we
are to judge of the rule of Anglican orthodcxy.”

We do not wonder at (he reluctance of the
Greek Patriarch to admit Anglican orthodoxy,
when he sees that the liturgy of the Church of
England expressly repudiates the wfallibility,
and 1n consequence the existence, of an ecclesia
docens ;  since 1if there be on earth a body with
authority from God to teach, in its teachings
that body must be fallible, The ¥ rule of An-
glican orthodoxy” 1s simply the Protestant rele
cf private judgment ; and it is the adoptioa of
this rule of faith, no matter what its results,
that determines its essentially Protestaut, or asti-
Catholic character.

This Protestant principle is clearly and broadly .
laid down in the Times, commenting upon the
cautious reply of the Palriarch to Anglicsn
overtures, and the letter from the Pope to the
Arcblishop of Westminster, There is no in-
fallible authority on earth, says the Temes; io
matters of faith every man must follow the dic-
tates of his own conscience, for God bss given
him no better guide than this natural faculty :—
“ What we dosay 1s that * * * o fact
no such amfallible living antl or.ty exisls, o0
earth, dnd ‘that in consequence mdrviduals
and communiies can recogmze no ultmate
antbority on eartlrbat therr own _caqscienpesn"

In other words theidea of a revelation is a hum-

bog : for if God had superaaturally made a reve-
lation of His will to man, the latter would surely

| recoguise as the ultimate authority on earth that'



