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I ultribute, in o great measure, within the last few
“vearx, the increase of crime, and partivolarly that of
musier,.in this country.?—pp, 32. 84.
.« It will be seen firom the ahove extracts, that nei-
ther Dr. Nelson, nor the Catholic' Chaplain of the
Penitentiary, ohject to “education, or uadervalue its
efficary.  What they protest agniast is, the giving te
the eonvict such am education, ns shall make his situa-
tion an odjuct of enty toothers ; inother words, they
jeotest agaiast placing a prewium upon crime, by
tnaking the candition of the convicted eriminal better
than it would have been, had he remained an honest
rman, and better than that of thousands of others, whin
prefer gaining their livelihoud, by the sweat of their
brow, to picking and stealing.

Mr. Dickson dissents frem the vicws of his col-
fea zues, brcause :

¢ 11 19 troe that, such seatiments were entertained
very generaily one or two centuries avo, and i is pos-
sible that even at the present day somae gaod aud reli-
winus men have beld tosimilar notions § but it isequal-
iy trae that the majurity of intellizeol men”—in which
eaterary Mr. Dickson places himseli—+ have long
since abandoned swreh sentiments, and that they are
totadly repuznuut to the feelings of all enligh're,..,d
men of all elussea in Canada.— p. 14,

#1f these statements of the Roman Catholie Chaplain
are correct, the whole svstem of instrustion in the Pro-
vineial Penttentinry, even tha limited education wiven
1o convicts onrit at once to be swept away.  Pul so
far from the instruetion here givon being an indece-
ment 10 commit new crimes, it is a strong proof to the
gontrary, that of the fourteen re-commiiments dor-
ing the year, there was no! one well instructed and
tatetligent conviet returned.”—p. 135,

This is 0o auswer to the objection of the Catholic
Chaplain aguinst turning & Denitentiary into an Acad-
emy.  The reverend gentleman does not sy that
education is the cavse of, ar an inducement to commit,
eritne 3 but—that there is canger to society if the
opinion should go abroad that the courvict in the Peni-
tentiary, hasides being—as he slready is—belter led,
ladgel, clothed and tended—than many an industri-
ous and honest laborer—should also be furnished,at the
expense of the State, with means of acquiring know-
ledge. greater than are enjoyed by those who have
not offended against societv. This fear is by no
means groundless, as the statistics of prison discipline
in Eugland abundantly show; where the eflfect of en-
{orcing the system advocated by Mr. Dickson, was
manifested by an immense increase in the nonber of
crimes, and consequent commiltals.  Destitute pa-
rents, anxinus to get the benelit of the jail edueation
for their children, would swear against them falsely
for the mere sake of getting them committed.  The
nasisirales—kaowing the object of the parents—and
that the charges were [alse, would dismiss the ease;
tie mother, or father, would retire with the child, but
the Iatter would pext day re-appear before the Court,
duly qualified. this thae, for admission into the gov-
erament Acadeniy.  So glaring did this abuse  be-
come, that the atfention of government was directed
te it, and a change in the system of prison discipline
was introduced,

The question, as between the Lwo Iuspectors, is
not without difficutiies, and can be solved only by as-
certaiving, whit is the primary object of all haman
punishments—and what authority man has, under any
circumstantes, to inflict them. It the moral reforma-
tion of the individual culprit be that primary objeel,
then certainly Mr. Dickson is right 3 but if; on the
eontrary, that prvntory object, be the prevention of
erime, we would decidedly side with Dv. Nelson, and
the Rev. A. MDonnell. According to the lirst
theory, a prison is a moral huspital, to which the
morally discased are sent 1o be cured of their com-
plaints: according to the otler, ir is a place of pun-
ishment, in which such amount of pain should be in-
Ticted ou the eriminal as shadl suflice, by the suilering

_ it entails and the tervor it eveates, fo deter wot only
him, but others, from offending in like manner; and
the relurmation of the peccant individunal is, a matfer
of importance certainly, though still of bul secondary
importance. Jtis ouly by adopting the latter hy-
pathesis that capital punishment can in any case be
justified ; for ol all ways of reforming a man, or m:_lk-
inz him a good citizen, we should say that hanging
him by the veck il hie is dead was the worst. Nor
do we see how the advocates of the former can main-
tain their position except by insisting upon the paternal
theary of government ;and by assuming that the duties
of (he State towards its subjects are analogous to those
of a father towards his child, whom he chaslises, not
20 mneh for the sake of an example to others, aswith
the view of correcting him, or setting him right, and
{raining him up to become agood member of socicty.

Tf then the primary object of lhuman punishments
be the prevention of erime, and the reformation or cor-
rection of the peccant individual,only a sccondary con-
sideration for the statesman, it follows that in all sys-
tems af prison discipline the reformatory process should
besubordinate Lo the penal j and that punishment rather
than instruction should be the object of that disci-
pline. Tt is therefore, not without good reasan, that
Dr. Nelson objects te the introduction of a system
which, has the tendeney to exchange the prison yard
for the s:hool room, and to substitute for the hard,
nnremitting labor which should be  the um.n:ict.’s lot,
the lighter and comparitively speaking, cnviable oc-
cupations of the student. Convicts are scnt to the )
Penitentiary, according to Dr. Nelson's theory, to

be punished ; if to this punishment, the moral reforma- |

tion of the eonvict can be added—well and gno[l—_

reforin bim by allmeans ; but, st of all purish him 5

and above all, do not so treat him as that, cither he, or
others, shall ever kave cause to fancy, that a mem-
bec of saciety can‘ameRorate his coudition by a de-
viation from the paths of rectitude. T'he condition
al the convict should always be worse, in'this world
at least, than it would have been had he not sinned ;
any other mode of treating criminnls, is but putting

/% premiutn.upoR crime.

<« A PuaoresTant’s Averat 1o Tue Dovav Binue?

In our last we endeavored to show, in as{ar asaur
limits would permit, what were the elaims of the Bi-
shops of Rome during the first five centuries ol the
Christian era 3 and how their pretensions to Supre-
macy. or a special jurisdiction, over the whole Chris-
tian Church were treated by their cotemporaries. 1t
remains now to examine some of the abjections which
Protestants generally urge against, the Supremacy of
Peter, and the transmission of that Supremacy through
the Bishops of Rome, as his suceessors. In so doing,
it miist be borne in mind that we are not attempting
to establish the lawfulness of the eluims of the Bi-
shops of Rorme; it is sufficient for our purpose, il we
can show that, the objections urged hy Mr. Jenking
are not irreconcileable with the thesis—that St. Pe-
ter was, by our Lord, constituted Prince of the Apos-
tles, and that-this office, with its necessary privileges,
and duties—has been transmitted, even lo This tme,
and for ever, 1hrough the Bishops of Ttome, as suc-
cessors of St. Peter,

The first ohjection urged as fatal to the (heery of
the Supremacy of Peter is, hy Mr. Jenkins, based
on the assumption that, at ** the fiest Christian Coun-
eil that ever assembled”—the Council of Jerusalem
mentioned in Acts xv.—* though Peter was present,
and addressed ity members you do not find, either in
the Acts of the Aposiles, nrin any authenticated
copy of the Uathers. even the shadow of an inthna-
tion that Le assumed anthority over the other Apos-
tles. So far [rom this, we learn that Jumes pro-
nounced the deeretory sentence,”’—yp. 56, Let us
turn to the briel record of the transactions of this
first Christian Councily as contained in the Acts of
the Apostles.

"hie uttempt of certain Judaizing Christians tn en-
force the Mosaic ritual upon converts fram the Gen-
tiles, hid caused mauch trouble in the Church, which
the exhortations ol 3t. Paul, and Barnabas, were in-
suficient to allay 5 it was, therefore, agreed that they
should go up to’ Jerusalem, and consult with the othey
Apasties upon the matterin dispute.  Ju the assembly
that was held, there was much diversity of apinion ;
we read— And there was inuch disputing”—vii. v,
Then * Peter, rising up,” pronounced his opinion, as
to what should be dune—reminding his hearers # that

(God had made choice among them, that the Gen-:

tiles by his mouth should hear the worl of the Gros-
pel, and believe™ —vii. v, 5 and warning them, that, to
put the yoke of the Mosaic ritual upon the neeks of
the Genlile converts, would be a tempting of God—
x. v. Thussgoke Peter,inthe midst of the assembly,
amongst whom, up to that moment, there bad been
so nweh disputing 5 and what was the vesult? In
the simple words of our text—¢ All the mmltitude
lield theirpeace™—xii. v. Peter had spaken ; the cause
was Gnished 5 the veice of discord, was hushed ; and,
as at the bidding of His Lord, the winds ceased, the
raging of the waves was rebuked, and there was a
great calm, so, al the voice of Peter,—% All the
multitude,” hut lately so confentious, “ held their
pesce.” 11 after St Peter, others rise to speak. it
15 but (o express their agreement with him, and to
suggest measures for carrying into exccution the
principles [xid down by the Prince of the Apostles.
The jndament of St. James is but the echo of St.
Peter’s—an address in answer to the speech from the
Cathedra Tetri.  T'o St. James, as Bishop ol Jeru-
salem, the city in which the Conneil was held, was

committed (he charge of drawing up the decree ar- |

ranging the details, by which effect should be given
to the principles enunciated by Peter, and mnanimously
adopted by the assembly 3 but to Peter it belonged,
first of all; whilst yet « there was much disputing,”
to lay down the rule for the muidance of his perplexed
colleagrmes, and thus 10 Tullil his Lord’s bebest—
« Confirm thy brethren”—=8¢, Luke xxii., 32.

So far then from sceing in the conduct of St. Pe-
ter, and in that of the assembled Fatlers at Jerusa-
lem, any thing ivveconcileable with the theory of the
Supremacy of the former, we find therein the strong-
est proafy, hoth ol the assertion of (hat Supremacy,
aid of its cheerful recognition by all the other Apos-
tles.  In this view of the case also do the early Fa-
thers of the Church agree, Lertullian sees in it the
exercise of the binding and loosing power conferred
upon St. Deter—¢ Lhe decrees of Peter loosed such
things of the law as were set aside; and bound fast
sucl as were retained”—De purlicitia. St Jerome
speaks of Peter,as the author of the decree—*¢ prin-
cipem hujus fuisse decrett™—Ly. 455 and, writing
to St. Leo, adduces the couduct of the ¢ great Pe-
ter,” and the deference shown to him by St. Paul,as
a reasou why “ we who are abject and weak should
have resource to the Apostolic See, to receive there-
from remedies for the wounds of the churches.”’—
Ep ad Leons  Whilsl in the condescension of Peter,
in allowing the discussion to proceed, before interpos-

inee his authority, St. Chrysostom admires the wis- |

dom, and charity, of the Prince of the Apostles,
whom the Masler had placed over his household.»

in the Tpistle of St. Clement to the Corvinthians,
M. Jenkins (inds another objection to the Suprema-
ey of the Bishops of Rlome——the style is too mild
and coneilintory ; the language is more that of an af-
fectionale father exhorting his children to peace, than
that of an imperious masier imposing silence.
writer assumes no air of aulhority over those to whom
he writes:—

% In this epistle he cxpnstulates with them*—the Corinthi-
ans—% on " their having deposed theie ministers, and  having
permitted contentions amongst themselves. It will be observed
that Clement here affcels no superiority over the Corinthian

Church, but addresses it as baviog equalily with the Church
st Rome?—p. 4.

Ttis true that in his Epistle to the turbulent Corin-

* Tor these quotations we are indebted to Archbishop Kean-
rick?s treatise on the * Primacy” betore mentioned, in whicl
the whalo question i3 completely eshausted. We have nat
the presumplion 10 suppose that we can say any thing new,
or throw nny fiesh light, upon the subject ; wo-would there-
fore resummend our rerdess 1o the Arciibishop’s work iteelf for

ampler details. .
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thians, St. Clewment cinploys persnasinn, rather than
threats; and, in the true spirit of Christian charity,
relics upon adnenitions, rather than upon any usser-
tinn of authority, as the means of allaying the angry
disputes which, at that time, lurionsly raged in Co-
rinth.  Iut. so far fram there being in this any thing
to shake our faith in Papal Supremacy. we find, in
the simple fucts—that St. Clement 100k it wpan him-
self to address the Corinthians at all, npon the inter-
nal affairy of theic Chureh—and that he expostulated
with them thereupon—the amplest corroboration of
our thesis that, in the fiest century, it was the opinton
of the Chuereh, that, to the Bishops of Rome, in vir-
tue of their affice, as suceeesnrs of St. Petev, he-
fonged of rizht, supreme jurisidictinn over all the
churchee, Tor, the Apostle 8t. John was still liv-
ing at the time when St. Clement wrote ; Epliesus
was as easy of areess to the Corinthians, as Rome ;
nor would the Corinthians have allnwed the Bishop
of a distant Sew 1o interfere at all in their dispotes,
if they kad not balieved that he had the right to do
so5 espeeilly when they might have had resowrce to
the instruetions of one of the Sposties. Why then
did St Clement. rather than St, Toln. undertnke the
task of expostulating with the Corinthians? Not
i hecanse of any superiar pereomal dignity, or privi-
{femes, belonging to the fararer s nor because. throngh
Page, or infirmities, the Iatfer was no lonzer capable
Lol Tabioring in his DMaster’s vinevard ; but beravse
the, St Clement. sat in Peter’s Chaie, That in the
Hife time of St John, 8t. Clement presumed to ex-
i postutate with the Corinthians, is conceivable only
{ upen the hypothesis, that the Tatter asserted. nnd that
tthe former recoznised, the vizht of the Bishop of
i Ramne, as suceessor of SI, Peter, to exercise supreme
jurisdiction over all the churehes.  The high value
that the Corinthians set upon this ¥nistle of St. Cle-
ment, may be learned from Fusebing, who fells us
that it was lang read in their religions assemblies with
the otler Seriptures s and from this we may infer
that it was written with avthority, although combin-
ing the svaviter in modo, will the fortiter in re.

The ennduet of Vielnr towards the churelies in
| Asia, and the language of St. Trenmus upon that
laceasion, upon which My, Tenkins founds annther ob-
| jection against Papal Supremaey, afford, if fairly ex-
amined, but additional pronf of the elaims of Rome,
and of the recognition of these claims by the univer-
sal Church, in the recond contury,

Vietor, Bishop of Rome, had threatened Poly-
j erates, Bishop of Tplesus, with excommunication, on
account of bLis refusal to adiiere 1o the Kaster regu-
lations adopted by the West. St Trenmus wrote to
Victor, deprecating sueh rigorous procecdings upon,
what to the writer, appeared, an inadequate canse;
but neither Polyerates, nor St. Tronmus, contested
the right, or authority, of the Bishep of Tlome, to
‘excouununicate the vefraclory Asiatics, as most as-
suredly they wonld have done, had Vietor arvogated
to himseli’ & jurisdietion which they did not believe
him to possess.  On the contrary,~-St. Trenens con-
 tented himself with merely deprecating resonree Lo
isuch an extreme measure as excommunicalion, for,
what to him appeared, a mere matter of discipline,
meomiected with faith, or doetrine.  1rom the frag-
Pments of ‘his lelter, given by Ilusebins, it would ap-
pear hat St. Trenmus appealed Lo the different line of
conduct pursued towards Si. Palyearp, by Anicetus,
Uwlio not enly allowed the Asiatic churches to retain
their old customs, but, as a token of his esteem for
St. Polycarp, permitted his illastrious visilor to pre-
side at the celebration of the sacred mysteries.  All

Anicetus, the same reasons for enforeing uniformity of
discipline, did not exist, as, a few years later, com-
- pelled Vietor to exercise his supreme authorily,  So
long as the question was one wholly external, relat-
ling merely o days ami seasons, there was no strin-
{ eent necessity for insisting upon a mere outward uni-
[formity.  DBut,in process of thme, and in the days of
Vietor, the Easter question had assumed a dortrinal
rimportance, whicl it did not possess in those of lis
! predecessor.  The Quarto-decimans, at the latter
pericd, were Judaizers, who insisted vpon the perpe-
tual obligation of the old Paschial ceremoniad law 5 and
lit was beeause of this alleged perpetual obligation
| that they insisted upon retaining the practice of cele-
! brating the Christian IZaster festival upon the same
tday as that on which the Jews sacrificed the I’nss-
jover. Victor therefore had reasons, which Anice-
[us hod not, and which St. Trenwus did not appre-
i ciate, for, adopting rigorous measures against - the
! Asiatics, who, under the pretence of adbering to an
! old custom, were prepariog the way for the introduc-
tion of new doctrines. Whilst therefore, in Anice-
! tus, we admire the condescension and charity of the
| Shephierd to whom was commitied the charge of
| ¢ {eeding Christs lambs”—and in Victor, the wisdom

tand foresight required of the pilot to whose hands is
i entrusted the helm of the vessel of the Church—in
the conduct of neither do we see anything irrecon-
| cileable with our theory that, in the second century,
"as in the first, the Bishop of Rome claimed, and
| rightfully exercised, supreme jurisdiction over, the
i Church of Christ. In the first century, and during
'the life time of an Apostle, we find a Bishop of
Rome writing {rom the Chair of Peter to the litigi-
ous Corinthians: in the second, we see a diseiple of
St. John undertaking a long and laborious journey to
TRome to take counsel with another occupant of the
same Chair ; and again, towards the close of the same
century, we hear the voice of the Supreme Pontiff me-
| nacing with excommunication the refractory churches
of Asia. And what is of equal importance to our
argument, we do 20t find, either that St. Jolw rebulced
St. Clement for his officiousness, or that the Bishops
of Asia ever impugned- the legality of the sentence
with which they were threatened. T'rom these facts,
we again come ‘to the conclusion,’ that, in ‘the :early
ages of Chrilianity, the Swpremacy of the-Bishops

rthat we can gathey from this is, that, in the time of !

of Bome, ns successors of Bv. Peter, wag constantly
asserted, and generally recognised, and that Protest-
antism, which Protests against this Supremacy, is not
the # Orp Revicion.”

And here we must conclude our remarks npen Mr.
Jenking’ lecture upon * The One Head of the Ca-
thelic Chureh.””  We harve noticed the most promi-
nent of his ohjections against apal Sepremacy; and
though we have not the presumption to suppose that,
upon such a worn-out subject, we can say any thing
new, ar brilliant, we hope that we have said enough
fo induce our readers—~{o panse, ere they assent to the
claims put forward by Mr. Jeakins in favor of the
high antiquity of Protestuntisn—aad to consuit the
authors in wlose pages the question is more ably
discussed, and to whom we would refer the readeyr
for information nwpon this most important question.—
We propose, nest week, noticing some of Mr. Jen-
king> snbsequent lectures on the peculiar doctrines of
Caltbolicity, and continuing onr contrast betwixt mo-
dern Protestantism, as defined tn (hese lectures, and
old Christianity.  Tn concluding this pavt of aur sub-
jeet, wa would address Me. Jenkins in the words of
St. Awgustine to the Donatists, whom, bocause of
their separation from the Chureh of Tlome—the See
of Peter—bhe declures to e cut ofl frem the true
Churely, and this exhorts 1o return to the centre of
unity :—

“ Venite fratres, si vul'is, ut inseramini in vite

Dalor est enm vos videmas praeisos ila jicere

Numerate sueerdotes vel aly ipsa Potii sede

Tt in ordine illo Patrnm quis cui suecessit videre

Ipsth €81 peiro, Siam non einenat superha: infevorsn porta.”
—t Adug. te s, Con. Lore. Don.

1is Loordship the Bishop of Clevelund, will preach
in St. Patrick’s Church, on Sunday next, immediately
after Vespers.  is Lordship’s ohject is to make an
appeal to the Catholic charity of lis Trish heavers,
favor of the Catholic orplans of his diotese, who,
alas! from the want of a fitting asylum, too often fahl
a prey to the arts of the proselytiser.  We trust that
in spite of the many <laims upon.the means of our
people, this appeal may not be made in vain.

We are bappy (o bave itin our power to announce
the determination of the Corporation of Quebee o
make good the injuries inflicted on Chalmers’ church,
during the Gavazzi viots.  This is but an act of
justice towards the trustees, and contrasts pleasantly
with the conduct of the DProtestant Leaislature of
Massachusset(s, which has constautly refused com-
pensation to Catholics for the wanton destruction of
the Ursuline Convent, by a Protestant mob, and, as
there is too much veason to believe, al the instigalion
of Protestant iministers,

Oun Sunday last, the new Chureh on the Cotean
St. Pierre, was conscerated to the worship of Al-
mighty God, by the Bishap of Cleveland, assisled by
a numerous body of clerey. A liberal collection in
aid of the funds of the building was taken up on the
occasicn,  The Clurel of St. Anne, destined for
the use of the Irish Catholics of Griffintown, is
rapidiy advancing towards completion.

We sce by the Quebee papers that tha printing-
oflice of the Protestunt 1'tmes has heen serinusly in-
jured by fire, snid to be the work of an incendinry.
The Insurance Companies arc interested in probing
{his matter to the botiom.

Acknowledgments in our next.

To lhe £ditor of the True Wifness.
Turonto, Suptember 20, 1853,

Dean ST tranunit you the euclosed list of the newly
elected Otlicers of the Toronto Cutholic Institute, with (he re-
quest that vou will give it publicity in the cobunns of the only
Catholie Junraat published 1n Canada, in the Foglish langnagy,

The Institute is nuw after passing over two venrs of exist-
ence, nud T may suy not withont some profit (with, the co-ope-
rativn of the sister Instiiutes) to 1he Catholies of Upper Cang-
‘The Institutes are the first organisation the Catholiey of
tis section of the provinee have ever adopled for socinl and
civil purposes ; and itis now aditted, heyond donbt, that th
organisation i3 suitable awd wise.  So fur, sumething has been
by it accomplished ; and by-a more vigorous netion n vast
deal iore may be aceamplished in the future.  "They have not
yetariginated anything ; but they ought 1o, and may, originate
aliterary spirit anong vur young men, which is, iddeed, very
desirieble. :

Catholics, ax a1 body, have not by poy means un influence
in Upper Canada equul 10 their number and importunce; [
meany chietly, Legislative influsneo. T'hey have not a singly
man on the tloor of the Legislature 10 speak their sentiments.
This isn great evily and one diseredituhle to the energy of Up-
per Canada Catholies. It may Leredressed by an carnest sip-
port given to the Institutes; in fect, 1the Institute organisation
fills what was a vacant nich in society; but to prove itself
equal Lo its axsumed position, it must receive the hearty and
active support of all good Catholica.

Neitlier is the present momeunt a time for Catltolies to slum-
Ler. The settlement of a vast ceelesinstient property question
is agitating the country, and about it bigots are brawling.—
How are Calholics to arrive'at o just conclusion on this ques-
tion, but by analysing 1 in the Institutes? T may here men-
tion that the Torunto Institute has this question nnder diseux-
sion; nnd 1 have no doubt but the result will be both wise and
unanimouy,

‘L'a give you an iden of tho spirit that pervades the newly
elected offivers, for1853-54, and what may be expected of
them, [ will inention that. at their fiest meeting, a fow evenings
since, notone of their nuuiber was abgont—Yours, ﬂi“:r., ;
List of Officers of the Toronto Cathelic listitute, elected for
1853-4 . . oo

President—T, J. O*Neill, Exsq.; Vice-President—D. R. Fec-
han, ¥sq.; 2nd Viee-Prevident—Thomas Bnrry,,Esq‘. ; Corres-
pondent Seeretary—Tuotnas Hayes, Esa.; Recording Sedre-
}nry—J ames Mali’on » Esq, ; Treesurer—Huoporable John Elms-
cy. :

‘Comanities ;f Nanagoment—Charles Robertion, Bsg.,. S.
Lynn, Ysq., James Hallivan, Egq. ; James Trecey, Alexander
M*Carihy, John M‘Gee, Patrick Doyle, Patrick Mullin, Win.
Mitchell, Frauncis Sullivan, Peter J. O°Niill, and James M-
Curry, R o ‘

iBirthy S
-ln this city, on the 19tk inswant; Mrs. -, Lanigan,
Noire Dame Streetgof ason. " o700 1w

- . Married. o t7 o e
At Shiptin, on the' 19th insti) by the Rev, L. Tralian,

A. Donnelly, Esq., to Mias Bridget Milvena; daughter
of Johu Mulvena, Esq.; of ‘Danville, . wormn o



