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TEG ORAGE LEADEAS

The Defendants Committed for
Trigl at the next Court of
Queen’s Bench.

D g

MIE MAGISTRATE’S DECISION.

AFULL REPORT.

G Monday, Sept. 23, Mr. M. C. Desnoyers
p. AL, delivered judgment in the Oran ge case
of which we gave a Lrief summary.  As the
whole document, however, is of interest, and
will probably be of value for the purposes of
referenice, we give it below in its entirety.

Y 'he defendants are accused, fistly, of be-
lenzing toan illegal society called the ¢ Loyal
Qrange Associntion,” contrary to the disposi-
tion of the 1nth Chapter of the Consolidated
statutes of Lower Canada, section sth. as
amended by the 20th Vie., chap. 46, section
; and, sccondly, of having on the
twelfth of July last (1873), unlawfully, as.
sembled in the city of Montreal, for the
purpese of walking in procession through
certain public strects of the said city, thereby
provoking a breach of the peace and endanger-
ing the lives of the citizens. The evidence,
which is veluminouns, zoes to show, beyvond a
donbt. that the defendants did meet, with «
number of others. on St. James street, in the
sail city, on the morning of the twelfth of
July last, with a view to walk in procession,
with regalia and badges, from the Omnge
Lodze rooms to Stanley Street Chwreh; and,
morcover, that their =o walking in procession
wonld not only have provolked a breach of
the peace, but would in all probability have
cansed comsidernble bloodshed., As to the
fact of the defendants being members of the
Orange Association, no distinet and positive
proof has been adduced, those of the witnesses
called, who were likely able to prove it, re-
fusing to do so, inasmuch as they could only
know it by being Orangemen themselves,
and their admissions to that effect would
criminate them ; and this view was sustained
Iy Sir A, AL Dorion, Chiet Justice, in the
present case; but I do not think that there
can be any doubt about it, that the defendants
do belong to the Orange Order.  Mr. Dun-
lar Brown says that he professionally ex-
amined the lease for the lodge-room of
the Orange Association, and identifies said
room with the lodge where the defendants bad
asserubled ol the twelfth of July, on St
James street, where aud in the vicinity of
which they were arrested. A proclamation
had been issued in the city papers over the
signature of David Grant, County Master,
calling upon the Orangemen of bMontreal to
meet at that hall, the Orange Hall, No. 81 St.
James street.  On that occasion (namely, the
twelfth of July), and on divers other occasions,
the defendant, David Grant, acted and spoke
openly as one being high in anthority, on be-
half of the Orange Association. At the time
of their arrest the defendants wore, or had
on their persons, badges and regalin, pertain-
ing no doubt to the Associntion, judging from
the inseriptions on some of them, two of said
defendants, Hamilton and Ingram, being at
the time on horseback, apparently for the
purpose of marshalling the procession. The
cxpenses for advertisements that appenred in
the S¢ery in connection with the Orange Order,
have leen prid in some instances by the
defendant I'rederick Hamilton. On the
morning of the 12th of July last the Mayor,
Hon. J. L. Beaudry, and Alderman Nathan
Mercer, having gone together to the
Orange Lodge, St. James street, and linv-
ing asked to see Mr. Grant, the Master, the
defendant David Grant came forward, and
then and there the Mayor, with & view to pre-
serve peace, proposed to said defendant David
(irant to allow the Orange Society to walk in
the streets without regalia, and defendant
Grant snid he could not consent to that with-
out consulting % the lodge,” and Mr. Grant left
the Mayor und Alderman Mercer to go and
consult the lodge. Alderman Mercer saw
the defendant Grant several times during the
day on the flat of the Orange Lodge, and once
in the room of the Orange Lodge itself. Mr.
Mercer saw about two hundred persons,
mostly boys, in the Orange Hall; they were
partly in uniform. Alderman Mercer was
allowed by Mr, Edward Bond, whom he took
1o be an Orungeman, to see the book fyled
under the letter “H,” the laws and consti-
tution of the Orange Order, being a book
similar to the onc fyled under the letter
“1 and was subsequently asked by Col.
George Smith, «reported to be in high
gidyr in,, the, Orange Association,”, why ho
These fucts ean hardly leave a doubt. but
that the defendants are Orangemen. Now,
does the Orange Association come within
the prohibition of statute above, and which
feads as follows:—« Every society or
“_ association the members whereof are, accord-
‘: ing to the rules thereof, or to any provision
« orany agreement for that purpose, required
“ to leaep secret the acts or proceedings of
 sueh society or association, or admitted to
< take any ontl or engagement, which is an
u unlawful onth or engagement, ‘within the
o et and meaning of the foregoing provisions,
“:_“ to take any onth or engagement not
. equired or ;.ul:.ho.nzed by law ; and every
, Socicty or asmcintion, the members whereof
. ‘i’)l_‘ any of tiom tfake, or in any manner
‘:O{nd themielves DLy Any such oath
o Ov engagenent, or. .in  consequence
. of being menbers of such society or asso-
" tclll“t“’n“““l?' every aociety or: association
" éu% membes whereof, or any of them, take,
, scribe @ nssent to: any-ongagement. of
. lsecrecy,t or declaration not required by

tw—and fvory socioty of which the nnmes

# of the members. or any of them, are kept
# yecret from the society at large, or which
4 has any committee or secret body so
# chosen or appuinted that the members con-
« stituting the same are not known by the so-
« ciety at large to Le members of such com-
# mittee or select body, or which has any
% prerident, treasurer, secretary or delegate, or
# other officer o chosen or appointed, that
# his election or appointment to office such
# is not known to the socicty at large, ov of
« which the names of all the persons and
i of the committee or select bodies of mem-
« bers. and of all presideltts, treasurers, sec-
# vetaries, delegates, adenother officers, ure
“not entered in a book kept for that pur-
& pose, and open to the inspection of all the
“« members of such socicty or association ;
“and every saciety or association which
“is composed of difterent divisions or
“ branches, or of different parts acting in
4 any manner scparately or distinet from
# gach other, or of which any part shall
# hpve any separate  or disinet prosident.
« gecretary, treasuver, delegate, or other
wofficer elected or appointed by or ftor

#such part. or to act as an officer for such
“ part, shall be deemed and taken to be -
“lawtul combinations and confederacies.”
Tlhe witness, MeNally, who almost admits to ;
be an Orangeman  says {rom the first day of |
this prosecution it was his opinion that & the |
nature of the oath and the secrecy” shonld be
admitted. Such was still Lis opinion when
he entered the room to give Lis cvidences in
this caxe, but after a conversation with the
counsel, Mr. Dontre, Colonel George Smith.
and the defendant, David Grant, he changed
his mind and deelined to answer the ques-
tions, as it was hinted to him duringz that
convursation that the proper time had not
vet mrrived to make thoss disclosures. MMy
Dunbar Brown, in onc of his answers, states
that “no one but an Orangeman could know
another Orangeman.” Is not this clear evi-
denee that the Orange Society is a secret one?
Mr. Brown says of book E that it appears to
be a copy of the Constitution and Laws
of the Urange Association, amd in cross-
examination he quotes from the said
book the anims and objects of the Orange
Association, viz.:—«To promote the prin-
#ciples and practice of the Christian reli-
« oion, maintain the laws and constitution
sof the country, afiord assistance to dis-
4 tressed members of the Order,” &c¢.  If that
part of the book (being the general declara-
tion) be true, the 33th section of and laws
must also bLe true, and it reads thus: # Any
s« member who shall utter, print, publish or
« circulate, or who shall cause to be publish- |
« ed, printed or circulated, or to be privy to |
# the printing, publishing, or circulating of
# any matter or thing derogatory to the Asso-
& cintion, or the character of any of its ofticers,
or any member divulging or communi-
“ cating any matter, proceeding or thing,
sor the substinee or menning of any
& matter, proceeding or thing, had or transpired
“ in open Lodge, to any person not being an
tactual member in attendance on some
w Lodge of the Assocfation, under warrant,
& whether the facts transpired or the business
« transacted were in his presence transacted
« or transpired, or whether communicated to
¢ Liim by a brother, or who shall publish or
« cause to Dbe published any proceedings of
i the Lodge without the sanction of the
«Lodge or the Gramd DMaster given
«in writing, shall be deemed guilty of
@y violation of his obligation and
«shall be expelled, or otherwise dealt
« with as the mnjority of the lodge shall deter-
«mine.” From that cvidence, theleast that
can be said is thae there exists a strong pre-
sumption that the Orange Associntion is &
secret one, the members whereof are allowed
or required to take an oath not reguired or
authorized by law; and the duty of the ex-
amining magistrate in such & case is clear and
elementary ; Oke’s Magisterial Synopsis, 12th
Tdition, Volume 2, page 919, cites the case of
Cox vs. Coleridge, wherein Mr. Justice Bayley
observed,—+ I think that a Magistrate is
s clearly bound in the exercise of & sound
« (iscretion, not to commit anyone unless a
 prime facie case is made out against him by
« witnesses entitled to a reasonable degree of
« eredit.” « Justices ought not, therefore, to
« palance the evidence and decide according
« gs it preponderates, for this would, in fuct,
« be taking upon themselves the functions of
« the petty jury, and be trying the case; but
« they should consider whether or not the
« evidence makes out strong, or probable,
aor even a conflicting case of guilt; in
«any one of which cases they should
« commit the nccused to tiial. If) however,
« from the slender nature of the evidence, the
« ynworthiness of the witnesses, or the con-
u ¢lusive proof of innocence produced on the
« part of the accused, they fecl that the_ case
« is not sustained, and that if they sent it for
« trinl he must be acquitted, they should dis-
« charge the accused.” But the defendants
cluim that the above cited Cons. Stat. Lower
Canada, Chap. 10, does not apply to the Ornnge
Yo aataticsaciludse UL UREVRLNaR. enacted
in 1838, and cannot apply to the Orange
Order, which was not in existence at the
time in Lower Canadn. The defendants
contend, as a legnl proposition, that the
preamble of the said Statute 2nd Victoria,
chaptor 8, viz.: # Whereas, divers wicked
% and evil-disposed persons have of late at-
¢ tempted to seduce divers of -Her Ma-
¢« jesty'’s subjects in this Province from
¢ their alleginnce to Her Majesty, and to
«ineite them toacts of sedition, rebellion,
« trenson, and other offences, and have en-
« deavored to give effect to their wicked
# and traitorous proceedings Ly imposing
& upon the persons whom they have.attempt-~
« e to seduce nnd incite, the pretended obli-
« gation of onths unlawfully administered ;
# and wherens, divers socioties and associa--
« tions have been of late instituted in this
« Province of a new and dangerous nature, in-
& conslstent with the public tranquility. end
# with the existence of regular government:;”
«Ithough not recited in the 10th chapter ofthe -
Consolidated Statutes of Lower Canadn, has |

been consolidated thereon, and that tbe
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words « which isan unlawful eath or engnge-
“ment, with the intent and meaning
tof the foregoing provisions,” inserted in
the 6th section of the Ordinance as well as
of the Consoliduted Statutes, limit the opera-
tion of that Stutute to the words of the pre-
amble. The 8th section of the first Chapter
of the Consolidated Statutes of Lower Canada,
enacts that, «the Consolidated Statates shall
& not be held to operate as new laws, but shall
% be construed and have eflect as n consolida-
~tionandas declaratory of the Law, and as con-
¢ tained in the said Acts and parts of Acts so
#repealed, und for which the =aid Censoli-
# dated Statutes are substituted.”  ‘I'be sche-
dule B annexed to the Consolidated S atutes of
Lower Canadn, being o schedule @ of acts
s wholly or partly consoliduted in this velume,
« aud of the sections of thesaid Acts, showing
# which of them are consolidated and where,
# and accounting for those not consolidated,”
indicates the nine first sections of the said
Ordinance 2 Vietorin, chapter &, have been
consolidated under chapter 10 of the said Con-
solidated Statutes for Lower Canada. and
that the 1oth and 11th clanses (relating to
publication in  churches and  posting in
parishes) had become efete, The interpreta-
tion clauses, chapter 4 Consolidated Statutes
Canada, section 6, puragrapl 28, and chapter
1 Cousolidated Statutes Lower Canada, section
1 show clearly that the preamble of the
sald erdinance furms part of the said chapter
10 of the Consolidated Statutes of Lower
Canada, respecting  seditious amd nulawfnl
associations and oaths, and «is intended to
“asdist in explaining the purport and vbject
tof the Act.” Therctory, Ihave no hesitition
in holding that the last two sections only of
the said Ordinance (concerning publication
in churches and posting in clrches) have
been repealed by the Consolidating Act, and
that the first nine sections of the Ordinance,
as well ax the preamble thereof, have been
consolidated, and consequently the said pre-
wnble must be read as forming part of the
said 1uth chapter of the Consolidated Statntes
of Lower Canada. But T cannot adopt the
view of the defendants, that the words of the
prenmble limit the Ordinance to the case of
the Canadian vebels.  The Ordinance con-
templates evidently two distinet elasses of
offences, viz, ohe amounting to a felony, and
the other to a misdemeanor only. Dwarris
on Statutes, page 265 and following, says and
quotes :—« It is, at the same time, incontro-
&« vertible that if the enacting words can be
« shown to go beyond the preamble, (and that
¢ they may be justifiably carvied beyond the
4 preamble, there is no manner of doubt, if
s the words e seent to embrace any other case
« within  the mischief sought to  be
dremuedied)  efteet must be  given to
“guch larger words. And a contrary con-
« struction is declared te be unfounded, mis-
“ chievous and danwerons.  Lord Tentenlen,
“in the case of Halton rs. Cave, warily pro-
« nounced the legal doctrine npon this subject
- in the following terms : ¢ 'The enacting words
¢ tof an Act of Parlianment are net always to
« ¢ he limited by the words of the preamlle, but
« ¢must, in many instances, go beyond it. Yot
“¢the words in the enacting part must be
»tconfined to that whiclh is the plain
tcobject and general intention of the
« ¢ Legislature in passing the Act: and
#sthe preamble affords a good clue to dis-
«¢cover what the object was.' The generni
¢ purview of a statnte is not, however, neces-
« garily to be restrained by any words introduc-
« tory to the cnacting classen, Larger and
# gtronger words in the cnactment part of &
& statute may extend it beyond the preamble.
« If the enacting words are plain and suitici.
« ently comprehensive, to embrace the mis-
« chief intended to be prevented, they shall
« gxtend to it, though ;the prenmbie does
« not warrant the construction.” Tn Rex vs.
Tierce, Lord Ellenborough said :—¢ It cannot
 hy any means be regarded as a universal rule
u« that Inrge and comprehensive words in the
senacting clause of n statute are to be re-
ugtrained by the preamble. Inavast number
@ of Acts of Parliament, although a particular
« mischief is recited in the preamble, yet the
# Legislative provisions extend far beyond
wthy mischief recited. And whether the
wwords shall be restrained or not must
udepend on a fair exposition of the par-
stfcular  statute in each particular case
¢ardl not upon any universal rule of con-
« struction.” In Freeman ns. Lambert the
same powerful Chief Justice snid: ©1
« confess I am not for restrmining the gen-
u erality of the enacting clause by the pre-
# gmble withont some reason for it.” Awd
Justice Dampicer said : % I have always ue-
« derstood it asa standing rule in the con-
# gtruction of Acts of Parliament that the
« enacting clause shall not be restrained by
¢ the preamble, if the acting words are
«large enough to comprehend the case
« But though the preamble cannot contra
uthe exacting part of a statute, which is
u gxpressed in  clear and unambiguous
« terms, yet if any doubt arise on the wor(s
« of the enacting part, the preamble mny te
« resorted to, to explain it. Inm truth, it thea
« of, in c;t“he;' w;;&gv ¥ as--ting af intention;

1 §, recourse {5 had w

% primary rules of interpretation. For th
« words being doubtful, the preamble is com-
¢ pared with the rest of the Actin order t»
“ collect the intention of the Legistatury,
 whethor they meant it to extend to a case lika
“that under consideration.” The first pait
of the Ordinance was framed upon the 37th
George I , chapter 123, and 52nd George 111,
chapter 104 and the second part, viz., trom
section 6th, is framed upon the 39th George
III.,‘chupter 19. The preamble and the first
section of the Ordinance are almost word for
word the copy of the preamble and of the 13t
section of tlie 37th George XII.,; chapter 133;
and we find, in Russell on Crimes; vol. 1,
Pages 284.dnd 285, that under the operation
of that statute in England, the same was not
confined to oaths administersd . for.
dedilious -or . mutinous purposes .only. -Says’

-Russell .=« In ono.case a question:waes made,

‘ whether ;the* unlawful adm Inistering . of an
« oath by anassoclated body of mien to 4 per- |

“ son, purperting!to bind him not to reveul or
 discover an unlawful combination or ‘con-

. . (R

& spiracy of persons, nor any illegal act done
& by them, was within this statute ; the objeet
¢ of the associatien being a conspiracy to raise
4 wages and make regulations in a certain
& trade, and not to stir up muting or sedition,
« It was contended that the words of the Sta-
t tute, however large in themselves, must be
@ confined to the ohjects stuted in the pre-
o amble, and could not Lave been intended to
4 reach a case where it was plain that the fact
& arose entirely ont of a private dispute lie-
“ tween persons engaged in the same trade,
& and was contfined in its object to that alone;
Land that the general words, therefore, must
b be construed with relation to the antecedent
& offences, whicl: are contined in their ob-
& jects to mutiny and sedition.  But the
« Court, though they did not, npon the
¢ particulnt cirenmstances, feel themselves
¢ called upon to give an express decision,
“appear to have entertained no doubt Dut
“ that the case was within the Statute. In
# Tex ve. Marks, Justice Lawrence said It is
&tiue that the preamble and the first part of
& the cnacting clause are confined in thejr
& objects to cases of mutiny and sedition ; hut
¢ §t Is nothing unusual in Acts of Parlinment
sfor the enacting part to go heyond the
# pecamble : the vemedy often extends be.
# yomd the particular act or mischict which
s first suggests the necessity of the law. S,
<where sixteen persons, with theiv faces
% blackened, met at a Lonse at night, lav-
king guns with them, and intending to go
& out for the purpose ot night poaching, and
# were all sworn not to betray their compa-
% niong, and it was objected that this oath was
#not within the statute, as it was not for
“ mutinous or seditions object, and that the
« stutute only prohibited those oaths of se-
¢ erecy which related to some illegal act, and
@ that the word ‘ilegal’ imported u crimi-
«nal act, awl not a mere trespass, which
«was  contemplated at  the time when
¢the onth  was  administered, it was
¢ held that the cath was within the sta-
4 tute, and as to the assembly iteelf, and its
& objects, it was iinpossible that a meeting to
# go out with fuces thus  disgnisal, at  night,
tand under such cireumstances, could be
t other than an nnlawfal as<embly ; in which
¢ case, the onth to keep it seeret was an oath
# prohibited by the statute.” 8o where an
= onth not to reveal what they saw or heard
< wus administered by members of an askocin-
¢ tion, which was formied for the purpose of
¢ rairing wages by o general strike on the
s part of ity members, and for other purposes
“in furtherance of that design, it was held
« that it was within the 27 George 111, chap-
ater 123 The sixth scetien of the Ordin-
ance npon whicl the - present prosccution
is based. was framed ‘and ix nlmost o copy,
word for word, of the second section of the
30th George I1I. chapter 79, which was
not  intended  to - punish  the  Canadian
rebely, but to suppress, ax being unlaw-

ful combinations and confederacies  the
gacletivs  of ¢ United  Englishmen, ©
« United  Scotchmen.” « United Britons,”

# United Irishmen,” «The London Corres-
< ponding Society,” and «ll sncictios of the lita
ndlitic. ancontaistend wich & pulliv tranquélity,” &,
(Ruxsell, vol. 1, p. 347.)  The fact that the
Ordinance, 2nd Victoria, chnp. 8,05 well as the
Imperinl Statutes recited above, makes an ex-
ceptionin favor of Freemasons, shows that the
Legisiature intended to embrace in  the
prohibition other secret societies which
might exist; and, moreover, the further
Canadinn legislation (29 Vie. chapter 46),
1865, in fuver of the Freemasons, at u time
when the Orangemen had asserted themselves
in Lower Canada, shows elearly cnough that
they, the Orangemen, were embraced in the
prohibition. It hay been argned, on behalf of
thedefence, that at common low it isno offence
to swear not to revenl what transpires ata
meeting ; that the Statute for the suppression
of voluntary and extra judicial oaths was oniy
passed by the Dominion Iewislature in 1874,
und could not come nader the opeintion of the
Ordinance pussed in 1838. Well, this Statute
of 1874, for the suppression of oaths, was
framed on the Imperial Statute 5th and Gth,
William IV, (1835), and yet the Imperinl
Statutes above recited for the suppression of
unlawful onths, wure enacled and enforced as
fur back as 1797 (37th George II1) So that
here in Canada weare just exactly in the same
position as they were in England, having en-
acted laws ngainst unlawful oaths long Lefore
suppressing voluntary and extra judicial onths.
By the second count of the information, the
defendants having so met in 5t Janes strect,
on the 12th of July last, with a view to walk
in procession with banners and regalin, are
charged with participating in an wnlawful as-
sembly. On this subject our statutesare silent,
and at Common Law, the authorities are fow
in number. However, I find in Roscoe, page-
906 : #If the meeting, fromits geneml appear-
t ance, and all its accompanying circumstan.-
« cos, is calculated to-oxcite terror, alamm and
« consternation, it is generally criminal and
sunlawful. And it has been laid down by
« Baron Alderson, that any meeting assembled
#under such circumstances as, according to
« the opinion of raticnal and firm men, are
#likely to produce dunger to the tranquility
« and peace of the neighbourhood, is an un-
“lawful assembly ; and in viewing this ques-
#tion, the jury should take into consideration
% the way in which the meetinzs were held, the
“hour at which they met, and the language
« used by the persons assembled, and by those
“ who addressed them ; and then consider
# whether firm and rational men, having their
% families and property there, would have
# reagsonable ground to fear a breach of tho
“ peace, as the alarm must not be merely such
“u8 would frighten any ‘timid or foolish -per-
% gon, but must be such as would alarm- per-
# gons ot reasonable firmmess and courage.
Also first-volume Russell on Crimes, page 373 :
# Any.meeting of great: numbers of ‘people:
- with such circumstances of tenor .ug eannot.
“ bt endanger the: public ‘peace; ond Taise’
« fears and jealousies among the King's sub-'
& jects, seems properlyto be called an unlaw-.
- ful asgembly "~—~per. Mr. Justice. Hawkins.'
+% 84, in Some cases; it'has been ruled: that an’
+'agecbly of great numbers :of :persons,

calenu-
L) lll-

cireumstances, s
“lnted to  excite terror. alarm and
“ sternation.  is  generally  criminal  nnd
Gunlawful ” — per Brayley, J. {00 rex
“vs, Hunt, amd per Holroyd, J., in Redtord
vi.  Birley.,  The tollowing  is also of
considerable weight in the present case :—
# Orange Lodges, Canada—Opinion  of His
% Majesty's Atterney amd  Soliciior-General,
“on the sobject of Orange  provessions,
+ Toronto, ¢th April. 1815, Wo me of
“opinion that all  processions likely  to en-
¢ danger the public  peace, and  all proces-
4 rions having such n tendency are iltegal,
“and may he suppressed by civil authority,
“ Persons engaged in the  processions of
“the deseription mentioned, are  linble to
* be proseented for a misdemeanor. 1t may
& be sometimes diflicult to determine why
“suech  processions  are  in themselves
“ illegal, or have & tendeney to a breach of
s the poace, and it, thercfore, Inust rest
“with the Legislature to  decide liow tar
“itis expedient to pass a law to suppress
# public provessions of every deseription, all
< which ix respectfully submitted.  (Signed).
¢ finbert N, Jameson.  Atterney-tGencral ;
# Christopher A, Hagerman, Solicitor-tiene-
¢orall”

The defendants ave committe] to stnl
their trial at the coming term of the Comrt of
theen's Bench.

OUR PARIS LETTER.

(!"mm our reqular ("u.'n'.yn-nJru!.)
Hoten wr Lorvir,
Paees, Sept 12, 1874,
Formerly chmrchies and palaces alone en-

& accompunying

world, and showinz to the world the beanti.
ful results of French genins and workman-
ship, the old clannels of trade, wrown singeish
since the recent disastrons war, will e re-
opened. and a more healthy and vigorous lite
current will be infused in the nation, already
so womderfully recuperated. Thelresults are
leginning to appear even now.  Work has

Leen given to thousands of unemployed : husi-
ness his improved everywhere, and the oy
of & Vive Ja Repubdique " comes with such
arnestness from all sides, that 1o one cau
tloubt that the present forng of Government is
becoming more mud more endeared to the
people.  Compared with the Centenninl Exhi-
bition three out of every four Americans who
come to Paris ask the question © How does
this Exposition commpaie with our Centennial
Exhibition””  That is n question which tiey
find ix 0 very havd one to answer. The
“Centennial” wius as far behind the  Paris
Exposition in smne things as this is inferior to
ours in other respects.  Inall things pertain-
ing to American industifes and the results of
0 useful inventive genius, the Centennial was
a wonder:s bt uone the less wonderinl is
this Expesition in the amount and varivy of
everyvthiteg benutitul amd artistic contributed
by France and the other wations of Europe,

Timportant experiments with the electic
livhts havee been nuule at the Exhibition.
The Lontin licht was pronomeed to be very
sueeessful, The prive of shares in the conti-
wental s companies has been serfonsly
aftected by these and similae trinds.

One of those alticial veturns has just ap-
peared. whicl the lewst fastidions of the v £
elogente sticmatize as Jdegontont, and untit to
appear in the columns of a newspaper.  The
document referred to tells us that duarine the

Joyed the luxury of decoration, wherens now
every middle-class drawing-room possesses
its clegunt mantel  oraaments, clabormtely
worked cundelabra or chandeliers. goblets.
flawer-stands and pretty faience.  The desire
to be surrounded with works of art is @ crav.
ing whicli is felt by cveryone, and is a sign
ot refined and intelligent civilization. Darvis
wus the eradle and still remains the prineipal
centre of the bronze industry, In the pres-
ent Exhibition is noticed n formidable com-
petition to the hithetlo unrivalled superiority
ot the Parisian lronzes in the neighboring
capital of Iielgium. In the magnificent cul-
lection displayed Ly the Company of Bronzes,
of Brussels, the anxicely of the Parisinn
artista to found a mnseum of docorntive art,
with the express view of developing the taste
of designers, is justiliall.  An equestrinn sta-
{ue of Baldwin of Constantinople, and & colos-
sal figure  in zive, miended for one of the
gates of Antwerp, gained for this company n
silver medal at the Paris Exhibition of 1567,
But these two specimens of its manufacture
did not reveal any specinl  characteristios,
Like all such subjects, they were miade not
without the assistance of a sculptor, and were
unaccompunjed  with  decorative  bronzes
wholly designed, modelled, and - finished by
the company, The company did net wikh to
compromise hy a premature display and artis-
tic renown still in its infancey. This wise
husbanding of strength is now amply repaid
by 1ts preseat britltant st nnexpected sue-
COsS.

Somie of the American exlibitors have been
complaining of wholesale pirney on the part
of Swedish and other mnnnfacturers, and in
somie cuses the custings of American machines
have been used right in the sand, the copyists
not even cflincing the pattern maker's numbers,
&c. There is o reaper made by Adrinnee,
Platt & Co., which is thus copied by nSwe-
dish and by a Canadinn finn, the copics being
exhibited in competition with the original,
Messrs. Fay & Co. roy that & British flrm has
thus copied their wood-working machinery.
‘I'Rere is one thing to say in this connection,
that any machine with castings copied directly
from American models will be dangerously
weak, as the marked superiority of the Ameri-
can cast iron enables machines to be bnilt
there much lighter than is safe to copy with
inferior metal,

But the worst case of «cheek that bas yet
come to view iy that of the #K. K. I'rivile-
girte Homboker and Marienthaler Eisenwaa-
ren Industric und Hundels Actiengesells-
chaft,” of Moravia, in Olmuz. This “impe-
rinlly and royally privileged” establishment
shows, in the Austrian nnnexe, padlocks sus-
piciously American in model and firish, their
duplicates being exhibited in the United
States section by Mallory & Wheeler.  Close
inspection shows that these are not moerely
copies of this firm’s American locks, but arc
really made by the Connecticut firm reterred
to, bearing the private numberings of that
louse's catalogue and numberless little un-
mistakable “car marks” not so perceptible
to the nainitiated.

The iden gaing ground that the Champ de
Mars building will not be entirely destroyed,
but the twe grand machinery galleries and the
vestibule facing the Seine will be retained,
together with most of the ornamental grounds,
including the lakesand fountains. The south
vestibule and the picture and industrial gal-
leries being removed, o large space will
remain for military manceuvres, and the noble
machinery gnlleries will be converted into
military magazines. The Champ de Mars isa
sad, dreary place in ordinary times and almost
any change in its aspect must be animprove.
ment.

The close of the Exposition of 1878 is now
gradually drawing near. It seems to be gen-
erally understood that the duration will not
be prolonged beyond the 31st of October,
-notwithstanding thc meny reports to the con-
trary. It will probably be known in history
as the greatest world's fair ever held up to
this time. In a financial point of view directly
it cannot, however, be considered a.success.
The cost to the French Government has been
ninety million francs, while the fullest ex-
pectations will be realized if the gross ré-
turns: foot twenty - million francs. On -the
other hand, the beneficidl results of the Ex-
-position.will be felt' by the nation for yearsto
come. Paris "is:the ‘heart 'of 'France,iand:
upon it :depends.: the- life-.and -activity:
:0f ~ the . nation..” By +attracting’: thousands!

.t.l._.lyhigh, from its general appearance and:
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of strangers here from every

part of the | Puraamivs Prig.

Inst year the fastidions gowrmands and gour-
nuits of Paris actually swallowed 128,061 tons
of buteliers” meat, 20,587 tons of poultrs and
gume, 20,558 tons of pork and other com-
pounds, 5,500 tons of tripe and other delicate |
inner mends, 20800 tons of fish, 14002 tons
of latter, and  abont  the same  weight
of vggs, 8205 tons of chivese, 2,792 tons of
oysters, and 20058 tong of fruit and veget-
ubles.  This is the octred nccount, and, as all
tho articles  pay on being brought  into the
city, it is nnguestionably correct ; but it does
not inclwle frujt, vegetables, and other things
addressed  to individuals—it  contains, in
fact, simply the market receipts, [t i3 start-
ling to think that less than two millions of
people, half of whom are supposed to live on
bread and hirocots, and the other half on pate
e foiex gras, perdric trougilees, and megponnaise de
simon Shonld consume, in one vear. 132061
tonk of coarse ntchers’ ment!  linouzh o
make o vegetunrian faint with horror,
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Chewing rapidly  is said tobe an effectad
vemedy for nose-blecding.

The Cardinal Archlizhop of Santiago, in a
pastoral letter, thns condemns Libernl Catho-
licisin ;% There is but one form of Catlio-
licism,” suys his eminence—sthat which is
represented by the Pope and the bighops, with
the fuithful wha fullow and obey them with-
out reservation, and without arbitrary distine-
tions and interpretations.  As to the Catho-
licism  which is calld Liberal, 50 often
condemned by the Churceh, its role is to place
bounds to the true Catholicism.  Those wha
profess the former are with Jesus Christ ; as
to the latfer, under whatever disgnise it may
hide itself, thoxe who profess it are against
him.”

A New Miseral.—Professor Nordenskjold,
in n puper recently read before the Paris Aca-
demy, claims to have discovered a new
mineral which he calls 'Thanmasite (the won-
derful.) The substance containg at oncessilicic
acid, carbonic ucid, and sulphuric acid. The
miscroscopical analysis show that the mineral
is & genuine new species, and not a mixture.
1t appears to Professor Nordenskjold that the
curious composition of the mineral is very im-
portant for a knowledge of the transformation
which the materinls of rocks undergo, and he
is convinced that thaumasite will be found in
aother mines when once the attention o
minernlogists has been drwwn to this interest.
ing sulstance.

Henry Faxon, of Buftalo, is said never to
bave recovered from a fright that Blondin
gave him, his nervous system receiving o lnst-
ing shock. Blondin was uabout to start on
one of hiswalls on a rope across the chasm
below Niagarn Falls. Faxon stood laughing
and jesting on the edge of the precipice over-
looking the river 140 feet Lelow. Blondin,
motioning to the bystanders forsilence, seized
Faxonunder both armpits from behind, and
held him for a second or two over the verge.
Faxon's countenance when Blondin laid hold
of him was irradinted with mirth. When
Blondin drew him back and dropped him on
the green sward, he sank ina heap, borror-
stricken. In the next instant, Blondin, grasp-
ing his heavy balancing pole, danced out om
his rope beyond the precipice, and, turning to
enjoy the effect of his mana:uvre, saluted his
collapsed friend with a comicnl geature.
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Mothers, during your child’s second sum-
mer, you will find MRS. WINSLOW’S 8001"H~
ING SYRUP an invaluable friend. It cures
dyseatery and diarrhcaea, regulates tho staw
mach and bowels, cures wind colic, softeng
the gums, reduces inflammation, and gives
tone and cnergy to the whole system. Im
almost every instance, where the infant ig
suffering from pain and exhaustion, relief will
be found in fifteen or twenty minutes nfter
the Soothing Syrup has been ndministered.
Do not fail to procure it. Ce
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Brown's Household Panaces and Family
Liniment, which has wrought such wondersy
is a purely vegetable -preparation. : It-cures:

Cramp in the limbs and stomach, Rhoitmaes

tism, Dygontery, | Toothache, Sorg : Throat;
Bilious Colic, Cholera, Colds, Burns; Chapp
“Hands, and all kindced maladigs, = = "

:For Liver complaint;™uge Dr.
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