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NEWS OF THE WEEK.
The prospects of a general war in the Spring
form the all engrossing topics of discussion in the
European journals received by the last steamer.
That that war is, if not inevitable, at least high-
Iy probable,s the opinion of most, and is ground-
ed upon the too evident manifestations of the re-
volutionary spirit of 48 again rife in_Lombardy ;
upon the language and preparations of the Sar-
dinian Giovernment, which “ewmdently desires
war,? says e Turin correspondent of the Lon-
don Z%mes, nader date 8th instant ; and upon
the strong expressions used towards the A.ustrian
Ambassador by the French Emperor on New
Year’s Day — expressions which the Constitu-
tionel and other French journals have endeavor-
ed to soften down, and explain away, but which
have nevertheless created a financial panic that
still continues. In the mean time, Austria, men-
aced with a rebellion in her Ttalian Provinces, is
arming for the conllict, and rapidly increasing her
forces in the disturbed districts.

The mystery hanging over the late arrests in
Ireland bas pot as yet been cleared up ; and the
British press seem to be still at a loss whether to
praise the Lord Lieutenunt for bis wise and vigor-
ous precautions, or to faugh at and condemn him
for his silly fears, and ill-timed display of force.
Hitherto no evidence has been obtained against
auy of the prisoners,save that of the approver;
and on the unsupported evidence of these gentry,
the Government would hardly like to risk the
chances of a trial. In the mean time, the country
remains remarkably quiet, in spite of the effects
of a certain section of the press to represent it
as the scene of constantly recurring agrarian oul-
razes. 1t is sxid however that the Militia are
im‘p]icated in the plot for subverting English do-

miniot.

To-morrow our Colonial Parliament commences
its Session ; and we see by our Quebec exchanges
that the Trish Catholics of that city are about
to apply to the Legislature for an Act of Incorpo-
ration for their St. Bridget Asylum. In this
laudable attempt we trust that our friends may be
successful ; but they will pardoa us if we hint to
them the propriety of seeing that their Bill be
not encumbered with the insulting restrictions in-
troduced with the assent of our DMinistry of
“good principles— bons principes” — into the
Act of Incorporation passed last Session for the
Academy of St. Cesaire. The Quebeccers will
therefore have to watch the passage of their Bill
through Parliament very closely, and to insist that,
in compliance with the Protestant prejudices of U.
Canada, it be not tampered with en rowte ; and
if any attempt, from any quarter, be made to
introduce the restrictions to which we allude, their
representatives should be instructed to oppose a
vigorous resistance to the efforts of our enemies to
impose upon us in Lower Canada their Anti-Ca-
tholic policy.  « A nod,” says the proverb, # isas
good as a wink to a blind horse ;" and we trust that
our friends will understand our hint to watch
closely, and to judge most strictly, the conduct of
their representatives; and to punish it without
mercy, if it be conddet unwortby of the repre-
sentatives of a Catholic constituency.

The correspondence betwixt the Rev. Mr.
Ryerson and Mr. George Brown of the Globe,
becomes every day more amusing; and pives
eertainly but a very low idea of the political
honor and consistency of our public men. It is
dard to say in fact, whether it is more damaging
10 George Brown, or to our Liberal Catholic.
Ministry-

Tn a late issue the Colonist announced that in
a forthcoming series of letters the Reverend
Superintendent was sbout to prove, amungst
otbers, the following facts with regard to the
much talked of Brown-McGee Alliance :—

1. That Mr. Brown bad agreed, as one of the
conditions of that alliance, * to pursue a different
course in regard to the Roman Catholic Priest-
hood and Popery from what he has pursued in
pastyears, and by means of which he has ae-
quired his chief influence with a large class of
Protestants in Upper Canada.”

And 2. To “compromise on the Separate
School Question what be has Leretofore denounc-
ed, and what would really tend to subvert our
School System.” o

Remembering that the best, incomparably the

beat; speech on the School Question ¢ver delivér-
ed 1o the Canadian Legislature was that deliver-.

‘ Zed,'-"by' -Mr.“McGeeé during the last Session of

Parliament ; anil the firm stand taken upon that
| occasion by the jumor member for Montreal on
tthe right of the parent, and the right of the
pareat alone and to the exclusion of all earthly au-
thority, to determine “ how, by whom, and with
swhom” his children should be educated, we are
by no means surprised at the revelations now
being made through the columas of the Colonist
by the Rev. Mr. Ryerson. We have asseried
that any political alliance of Catholies with
George Brown, involved necessary a dereliction
of principle upon the School Questicn, by one or
the other of the contracting parties; and we have
maintained always, in spite of the insinuations and
assertions of the Ministerial press to the enatrary,
that it was George Brown who had compromised ;
and that it was not the Cutholic party whe were
obnoxious to the charge of abandonment of one
iota of principle. In this our opinion we are now
fully sustained by the Ministerial Colonist and
the Chief Superintendent of Education. The
latter says in a commumcation over his signature
that appears in the Colonist of the 224 instant
that the evidence against Mr. Brown is clear and
conclusive ; ami whilst lavishing abuse upon the
head of Mr. McGee, as o “ Papist” and “ the
most ultra of ali the Roman Catholics who
cver spoke tn the House of Assembly? — ubuse
which we dare say Mr. McGee is not very anxi-
ous to repel, and which he has certainly by his
conduct during the last Session, well earned—
the Reverend gentleman applies the lash ina
most unmerciful manner to the back and should-
ers ol Lis principal opponent.

Alfter quoting some choice paragraphs agamst
Popery from the Globe of former years—Alas!
Alas! quantum mutatus ab ille IHectore !—
the Rev. Mr. Ryerson continues as nnder :—

% The paragraphs above quoted arc specimens of
your Protestant gume of past years, when you rode
a high Protestant horse,~n very Bucephalus of his
kind—with the banner of *broad Protestant priuci-
ples’ floating in the breeze, Your zealto destroy the
alleged adversaries of Protestantism was quite a3
great as that of Jehu to destroy root and branch the
house of Alb, and guite a3 seifish. Tens of thou-
sands of Protestants came to regard you a3 a stan-
dard-bearer of Protestant principles and liberty, and
to view through the medium of the Globe all who did
not foliow you as the poor craven ‘tools of Popery,
and coemies of our noble school system. It was thus
that such men 28 Messrs Stevenson nod Gamble, and
others who had borne the burden and heat of the day
in supporting and defending thnt schoo! system when
you were assailing it, wero bunied down by the Globe
as trucklers to Popery. Oune of the crimes of the
Government of the day was, that it had “ Roman
Catholic supporters,” and that wxa held up as a sign
and proof of its Popish character. To have ¥ Roman
Catholic supporters” was then very sour grapes,
nay, was & great crime against Gpper Canada 3 but
bow sweet did those grapes bacomo tho woment
they appeared withir your reach, and how soon did
that crime become & virtue when Mr. M*Gee, the most
uitra of all the Roman Catholics who ever spukein
the House of Assembly, was found available a3 your
“political ally,” with, as you say,*his influcnce
asmong the Romean Catholics of Upper Canada!l”—
From that hour no such paragraphs as those above
quoted have found their way into (he columns of
the Globe. Even the Kiduapped Morlfara could not
find space in your columns for & decent account of
Liis sufferings (except some Slatements ¢f a London
letter-writer) uniil two days after I drew attention
to the subject in my jfourth letter, and that copied
from the New York Times a3 news, unaccompanied
by a single editorial remark, lest offence might be
given to your new ‘ Roman Catholic supporters.’—
Colonel Tache, and other Roman Catholic members
of the Legislature are liberals indeed, in comparison
with Mr. McGee, #3 ghown by his speech quoted in
my last letter. Col. Tache’s allusion, some years since
to the Globe's assailants of the Church of Rome as
‘* pharisaical brawlers,” was echoed and reechoed
by the Globe in every part of Upper Canada for
years as an insult to Protestants; but of Mr. 2i‘Gee’s
most ultra and insulting speech, sach &3 was never
before delivered in the Canadinu legislature, you
have not one word to say, but you embrace Mr, M'-
Gee himself as your * political ally,’ and denounce
mo for not doing the same. The Globe is now as free
from anything against ¢ Romish priesterafi” ag it for-
merly wad full of it; and even Bishop Charbonnel’s
fighting Vicar-General Bruyere pats you on the
shoulder, and commends you for no longer pursuing
your ¥ jformer course;” nnd the Montreal True F¥it-
ness himsolt pronounces you a much hetter fricnd to
separate schools * than the Rev, Mr. Ryerson” To
complete the picture, we now sece you—the former
supposed Achilles of Protestantism—in the very po-
sition you represented ¢ the poor eravens of the Mi-
nistry” in 1855, “ down on your knees” to the afore-
said Mr, Coucbon, to Mr. Drummond, the author of
the “Papistical scheol Bill," to Bir. Dorion, the
earnest ndvocate of it, to Mr. McGee, the man of
“ more power to the Pope,” in the kope uf gelting into
the offices of these * poor cravens,” so Ag to *feat
your leek with all humility.”

The best of the joke is, that the writer of the
above, and his Ministerial friends, are at the pre-
sent moment pursuing the same course as that
with which they reproach the Giobe as baving pur-
sued during bygone years. They and their organs of
the press are themselves now actively engaged in
making for themselves Protestant political capital,
by appeals to the fanaticism of an ¢ enlightened
Protestant public” upon the © Alortara case;?
by abuse of the Pope, and denunciations of ¢ 2d-
tra Roman Catholics.” ‘The latter are of
course the especial objects of the Rev. Mr.
Ryerson’s vituperation, as they are of the hos-
tility of all place-holding Liberal Katwtholics.—
Of the Iatter we have but too many in Parlia-
ment; for it is to them and to their  liberality”
that we are indebted for the unsatisfactory state
of the ¢ School Question” at the preseat mo-
ment.  But the “wdtra Roman Cathohic” is
scarce indeed ; and his preseace in the House
is deprecated by all who wish to retain « State-
Schoolism” and their official salaries. Ilis voice,
his words, his every gesture are a reproach to his
more ¢ Jiberal” co-religionists, and a rock of of-

fence to s Protestant neighbors. Itis oaly
“when the Catholic “ with bated breath, and in &

.

bondimsn's Koy, "adlrasses the ‘House it an
apologetic  whine, as.if.beartily ashamed of his
religion; and as one ‘craving. forgiveness ' for the

' offence as.the misfortune of. his birth and educa-

tion, that be has any chance of a favorable bear-
ing. We sincerely trust.then that during bis
futore’ career Mr. McGee will do his best to
deserve the Rev. Mr. Ryerson’s repreach of be-
ing an  z/tra Roman Catholic3” for so enly can
he merit the confidence of Lis constituents, or
what to him should be of higher value, the ap-
proval of his own conscience. '

Had we space at our command we should
most certainly take care to re-produce the entire
of the Brown-Ryerson correspondence ; so fully
does it bear us out in every word that we have
writlen with respect to an alliance of Catholics
with George Brown. Time after fime we bave
denounced that alliance as jimpossible, and not
desirable if possible. Impossible, so fong as Mr.
Brown adhered to lus anti-Separate School po-
licy: and certainly not desirable even if by his
abandonment of that policy, the said alliance
should become possible. Because as it was only
by riding the * High Protestant horse” well nigh
to death that he obtained Lis political impartance,
so by dismounting from the beast for one mo-
ment, or by allowing it even to slacken 1ts speed,
that political pawer or influence—wilhout which
an alliance with him would be worthless—ould
be lost to bim for ever.

In justice, however, to Mr. Brown we must
add that of Jate he has betrayed no symptoms
whatever of any intention to support the claims
of Catholics on the Schoo! Question. On the
contrary, through the colwns of the Globe he
declares himsell to be still, and as firmly as ever,
the champion of a mixed or common system of
education; and thus shows us that though the
hopes of obtaining office, and the immediate pros-
pects of a Government situation may for 2 mo-
ment have induced him to vacillate, he is still
the same George Brown as him whom we have
known for years as the calumniator of our clergy,
the ribald slanderer of our Sisters of Charity,
aund the inveferate enemy of our religion.

And if he has not changed, so neither have we ;
nor will we ever consent to accept anything short
of our full claims. "We claim—and in these few
words may be comprised all that we ask on the
School Question—for the individual parent the
right as against the State of. educating bis ehil-
dren as he pleases, and to determine for himself,
“ahat, by whom,” and “with whom® they
shall be taught. This we claim as a right that
the parent holds immediately from God, and of
which no human Jegislation, therefore, can right-
fully deprive bim 5 and as the consequence of this
first claim, we claim in the second place, that no
man, be be Cathohe, or be he Profestant, be
compelled to support eitier Church or School to
which be is conscientiously opposed. Is there
any honest and reasonable man, who with his
hand upon his heart, will dare to say that these
our claims agaiust the State are not most just,
and most reasonable ?

CiviL MarriaGes aND Divorce.—¢ If our
cotemporaries®—says the Toronto Leader of
the 17th, alluding to L’Ordre and the True
Wirness— be prepared to argue the question”
—(the question of Civil Marriages and Di-
vorce)— we have no objection to meet them ;
but to menace and denunciation the only possible
reply is defiance.”

Neither L'Ordre nor yet the TRUE WiTNESS,
have in our opinion menaced the Leader because
of the latter’s peculiar views with regard to the
sexual unions of a professedly Christian people ;
though that both have denounced, or i other
words condemned strongly the principles laid
down by our cotemporary, is. perfectly true ; and,
seeing that L’Ordre and the TruE WirNess
are Christian and Catholic, their conduct in this
respect is also perfectly patural. No Christian,
no cne who believes that by Christ Himsclf the
sexual union of baptised persons has been rais-
ed to the dignity of a Sacrament, and declared
typical of the holy énzdessolubie union that exists
between the Lord Himself and His Church, will
shrink from denouncing as essentially anti-Chris-
tian, and as fraught with peril to the very exist-
ence of Christian Society and Chnistian Cirilisa-
tion, a proposition for degrading matrimony to
the level of a mere civil contract. To the
Christian there is something so revolting in such
a proposttion, that he cannot refrain from de-
nouncing it, and we have denounced it; but
“ menace” towards the Leader and its friends,
we would never dream of employing, so confide nt
are we in the excellence of our cause.

‘We shall be, therefore, most happy to “ argue
the question” with the Leader, provided only
that he will clearly state his thesis, giving at the
same time a plain, and full definition of the terms
“ civil contract;” and on our side we engage
ourselves to prove that—if marriage be in the
eyes of the State, but a ¢ civil contract”—and
aince it is of the essence of all mere ¢ cvoil
contracts” that they can at any moment be an-
nulled by the mutual consent of the contracting
parties—the State must, 25 2 logical consequence,
recognise the right of divorce. DBut the recog-.
nition by the State of the right of divorce would

be Tital, not only to morality, but to the & Chiris-,
tian Family ;* which in its turn: underlies, andiis
the foundation of ¢ Christian Society”, “and,
¢ Christian Civilisation,” - That which essentially
distinguishes the latter from -the Society and
Civilisation that obtained in the most polished
heathen rations before the coming of Our Lord,
is the peculiar institution of natrimony ; peculiar
to Christians in this, that it bas been raised by
Clirist Himself to the digaity of a Sacrament,
and is therefore by its very nature or essence in-
dissoluble, except by the death of one of the con-
tracting parties. “ One with one, and for ever,”
is the [undamenta! principle of all  Christian So-
ciety,” which cannot be touched without impenl-
ing the entire superstructure.

Hence it is that before entering into any argu-
wment with the Zeader upon the subject, we would
respectfully invite our cotemporary to give a de-
finition of a * cwwil contract” as he understands
it; and to telf us what he means when he talks
of a “ciyil marriage” We insist the more
upon this, because from an article in the Leader
of the 20th mst., it is evident that our cotempo-
rary’s 1deas on this point are very vague and ob-
scure ; and that the only thing clear and definite
is, that he does not know what ¢ civil marrtages”
are. He tells us, for instance, that * civel mar-
riuges” are at the present moment 20t only
sanctioned but performed by Roman Ecclesias-
tics in Upper Canada”—(though why the in-
tervention of an ecclesiastic in a purely ciil
function should be invoked, he explains not;)
and as a case in pomt cifes the following :—

£ \What will be the horror of these journalists"—
(L' Ordre and the T'rue Witness)—** whon we inform
them that civil marriages are actually, atthe present
titne, wot only sanctioned but performed, by Romun
Catholic ecclesinatics, in Upper Cannda?  To come
to particulars. 1n the month of Novemberor Decem-
ber, 1857, the Vory Reverend Vicar General Bruyere,
performed one of these wmarriages in St. Michael's
Catbedral, in this city. It was one of those mixed
marriages, on which the Church of Rome has gene-
rally looked with disfavor, and sometimes refused to
allow. The bridegroom wns & Roman Catholic; the
bride & {'rotestant. At the time in question, the
Roman Catholic Bishop of the Diocese of Toronto
was absent ; and the Vicar General; we believe, had
some communication with the Bishup of Hamilton,
on the subjeet, before he would undertake to perform
cven & legal marriage between partics to whose
anion, as he said, the Church does not give ils reli-
rious sanction. The result of thai communication
wus that the Very Reverend Viear General consenied
to pericim the marriage, in & way that should make
it legally binding ; but at the same timo lhe rcfused
to allow it with the religions ccremony preseribed by
the Roman Catbolic Chureh. Tt was simply o civil
or legal marriage : nothing tnore. And it was per-
for:med in this wise. The intended bride was requir-
ed to ask her intended husband whether he would
take ber to be his wife; and an affinaative anawer
having been received, he, in turn, asked her whether
she would take him to be her husband. The answer
haviug been given, the parties signed their names, in
a book, and the deed was regularly witnessed by per-
sons present. The next thing was to pay the fee of
$20, und thus the marriage was legally performed.

*What will L'Ordre say to civil marriages after
this? What will the True Witness say? Here i3
proof that mere civil marringes are performed, in
Upper Canadn, by high ecclesiastical functionaries
of the Roman Catholic Churceh ; and that, too, between
parties whose union that Church refuses to sanction
religiously. Nor is this ¢ase o solitary one. On the
contrary, we believe this kind of marringe frequently
occurs. How inconasistent, then, is it in L'Ordre and
the Lrue Witness to object to civil marringes, when
they are practically sanctioned and actually porform-
ed by the Church, in whose behalf these journals pro-
feas to write "—Leader, 20¢h Jun.

‘What we bave to say to the above is this.—
That the marriage therein alluded to by the
Leader was, in the eyes of the Catholic Church,
and to all intenis and purposes, a ¢ Sacramental”
union, and therefore not a mere “ civil mar rtage”
—that 1s to say, a sexual union, abstraction or
elimination made of the religious and essentially
Clrristian element. This may excite the ¢ hor-
ror” of the Leader; but it i3 strictly true
nevertheless, as be himself would admit did he
but know the Catholic doctrine respecting the
Sacrament of Marriage, its Minister or rather
Ministers, and its effects. And if by asking the
sanction of the State to “cvil marriages’ he
means no more than this, that the State shall re-
cognise a5 valid, and give civil eflect to sexual
unions cnotracted in the manner described above,
the True Wrrsess for one will have no objec-
tion ; because, though mixed marriages are gen-
erally unbappy, siich unions are really and essen-
tially Sacramental, as distinguished from mere
“ civil” contracts. The persons contracting are
bound in holy matrimony, and the tie that binds
them is Sacramental, and therefore indissoluble.
But with the example of Great Britain and the
United States before our eyes; and witnessing,
as we do, the fearful mmmorality, and total dis-
rupture of all family ties which are the logical
and indeed -inevitable consequences of all tam-
pering by the State with a Christian institution,
which in its essence appertains to the domain—
not of the State or Civil Magistrate, but—of the
Chureh, we do hope ihat our Legislators will be
very careful how they allow themselves to be in-
duced to give the slightes appearance of sanetion
even to the change m the “ Marriage Laws” of
Canada that are evidently in contemplation. For
Catholic members of Parliament, upon any pre-
tence, to give their aid in relaxing the existing
laws would be unpardonable ; and if our Protest-
ant Legislators were wise, instead of receding
from, they would draw closer to us in their opinions
as to the nature and effects of Cliristian marriage ;
and would endeavor to assimilate their system to
that of the Catholic Church, as eminently con-
ducive not only to tae moral and eternal, but to

the physical and temporal well-being of the
human race. Never, we say, has that system

cfV D rs niLo Sty sl g ——
b;e',en‘dgm!:_ed from, orgeven: .partially. -relage g
without the.appearance of the most grave- disgs_’

ters. ", Raad for. iostance would we say to the

'Leader; and care{u‘llybmeditﬁte “the ineaniﬁg of

the followirig extract from the London Beacon
a Protestant journal ; and remember that as th.;
recognition of the right of divorce by the State
is the inevitable consequence of degrading Matri.
mony from the supernatural to the natural order
~—from a Christian Sacrament to a “mere ¢jyj)
contract”—so the ¢ Divorce Courts”® of Epo.
land, with all their uaspeakable filth, are the ip.
evitable results of the system of Legislation that
of late years has been adopted in England; apy
which the Leader and its Ministerial friengs
bave it in contemplation to impose upon us ip
Canada :—

# The Divorco Court is becoming & serious nujs.
ance. Orimes and squabbles alternate; grave
scandals and coarse comicalities are rite in the
columns of every daily paper. In other days we
were occasionally disgusted by the delails of some
wrinl for erim. con., and the delicacy of sociely'
long outraged at length insisted upon putting an
end to the action. But now publicity scoms (g
be the normal condition of domestic life, The ip.
stitution vuf holy matrimony dtself is brought ingg
contempt, All the disensed parts of the socia]
stale are laid bare every morning, and all thp
lovers of gossip are supplied regularly nt their
breakfust-table with an accurate picture of an ip.
terior, as faithful and as unrestrained as any of those
Dutch pictures which require painting over before
they can be hung in cur dining-rooms, A lady
appenls to Judge Cresswell acd o jury to relieyy
her from her husband, because ke gave her o tjp
bed-candlestick to go to bed with; and the Court
is engaged two deys in coming to the conclusion
that the lady may, notwithstanding this und similar
outrages, return to the matrimonial domicile witl-
out danger to her life. At otber times we are
admitted to zll the dizcoveries of detective police-
men, who bave Dbored holes through doors and
wainscots; or we are called upon to take interest
in tho foul language of two vulgar people, a pul-
lican's widow and a discarded preacher. These
peeps into the domestic life of Eoglisk people are
not edifying either to natives or to foreigners. A
witty Frenchman says, that if you wizh to know
the sequeonce of & marriuge de convenance in Eng-
land, you must rend the proceedings of the Divorce
Court, and if you desiroto see the consequences
of a marriage amour you must refer to the
reports of ihe insolvent Court. We are notabout
to reopen the question of the constitution of tiug
Court, but sarely someiliing might be done to.
prevent these public scandals and to protect the
public taste. At present Judge Cresswell's Court
is more thronged than a theatre; and we beliove
thatall the cxpenses of the judicinl staff might be
paid by a judicious arrangement of reserved secats
aud additional gnlleries,and by a scale of prices
for adnission properly graduated. The jury sys-
tem is decidedly a failure as newly applied to theso
cases. The verdicts have been very often palp-
ably wrong, in some instances ridicnlous. More-
over, it is absoluto oppression to call steady trades-
men away from ibeir business and shut them up
for days to listen to tbe mutual recriminations of
o shrew and a fortune-hunter. Lord Breoughsm
has written & letter to the Law Amendment So-
ciety intimating his fears that many of these parties
are acting in collusion. We confess we cannot
ghare in this fear, and we could almost wish it were
better founded., The collisions are numerous and
loud enough; the collusions must be very rarc.—
Tha example given by this exhibition must be fright-
ful, and wo believe that all the injury is being oc-
casioned, not by the Court itself, but by the publicity
given its procecdings.

Yes, indeed! The *z2nstitution of mutri-
nony” may well be held in contempt there,
where it is no longer held to be a *holy,” but
a mere ¢ civel, contract ;” there too will a viola-
tion of its obligations be looked upon as a venial
offence at worst, and often as a pleasant joke,
where a pecuniary compensation is admitted as a
full and honorable reparation for conjugal infi-
delity—as indeed it 1s, ¢f marriage itself be, and
adultery in consequence be but the breach of, =
“mere civid contract.”

Of this iudifference to vice, this obtuseness of
the moral sense, which the habitual disregard of
chastity and the obligations of the marriage tie
engenders amongst all classes of the commnunity,
the writer in the Liondon Beacorn, a zealous evan-
gelical organ, of high standing in the conventicle
—indeed supposed by many elderly females of the
Little Bethel to emit an odor of sanctity—in the
above extract affords an instructive and ludicrous
example. As an exposition of Protestant ethics,
it is perfect; and may be said to comprise the
whole of the “law and prophets” as beld and
practised by the respectable evangelical classes
of the British Empire. It is not with the flthi-
ness, the general bestiality and disregard for the
precepts of common decency which the proceed-
ings in the English « Divorce Courts” divulge,

that the writer is shocked; but with “ zhe pth-
licity given lo its proceedings ;” and the source
of the “gxjury” is to be looked for, not in the
infamous and anti-Christian law which sanctions
adulterous sexual intercourse upon the pretence
of granting divorces betwixt married persons,
but in the notoriety given by the public journals
to the daily transactions in the said eminently—
(heathen we were about to say)—Protestant tri-
bunals, the English ¢ Divorce Courts.” One
great commandment did the Reformers of the
XVI. century leave to their children, which may
be thus summed up—* Behave yourselves afore
folk 7 and this injunction their spiritual children
of the XIX. century observe with more tham
Judaical scrupulosity.

Very AvarminGg.—The Montreal Witness,
from a careful study of the prophecies of Scrip-
ture, and the disturbed state of the North of
Italy, 13 inclined to believe that a regular “ preak
up” is not far off, and indecd may be expected
at any moment within  the next ten years”—
He says :— o

$ It is worthy of remark in this connection, that a
very great majority of the expounders of prophecy
have made out the ond of the great prophetic period,

80 ot_'ten mentioved in Scripture under varions fignros,
a3 likely to take place within the pext ten years.—

If 80, tho gronteat events tho world has yot seer must
bo even now looming up and bearing down upon u8."




