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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

Tuz mail by the Anglo-Sazon contains some
details of the long-talked of interview of Lous
Napolenn with the Prince of Prussia at Baden, but
of the real business transncted betwixt these
august personages we lave no reliable informa-
tios. All the German princes were present,
much to the disgust, 1t is binted, of the lSmperor,
who had proposed to himsell a quiet friendly
talk with the Prince of Prussia, without the in-
tervention of witnesses. We are told also that,
Just as the % Empire is peace,” so this Baden
interview is the prelude to a Continental millen-
pium, when the sword shall be beaten out into a
reaping houk, and natien shall no longer rise up
in arms against nation. Al however is mere
speculation ¢ nothing positive is known of what
transpired betwixt the * Man of Destiny,” and
the wmob of crowned heads who assembled to do
him hooage.  Derbaps however we shall ere
lose have our German Question, just as we bave
haci our Italian Question, and are appareatly des-
tined to have our Irish Question, or ** La Ques-
sion Irlaundaise.”

For this is the title of a new pamphlei an-
aounced for publication in Paris—whether witn, |
or without the sanction of our illustrious ally |
who can tell 7 Its tooe may be julged of from
a passage from the Dedication, wherein the
wrriter nddresses bimself to the Great Briton in
the following significaut lerms :—

2y dear Jobe Buil,—1I: i3 one of your vralorical

lialss 1u prefess 1y warmaes? sympatby for sulfering
peoples You willingly applaud revoits it they
gecur vutade your erriiory ; »pd be siruggles of
sutioual indapeadence, provided they do not atwack
Keitish authority, produce eloguent sdmiration on
vour part. Yuu subseribe at tiuis moment for
Garibaldi.
G‘:la'hm am [ 1o think of these liberal manifesta-
tiona 1 Accarding to ceriain people, when you are
affected by e misforfunes of 1 nationality aad you
cry * Brave ! w srevolution, it legs through good-
negs of teart and generozity of gentiment, than from
calesiation and wu acnte perception of yoar per-
somnl interesis, 1 know, on the other hand, what
vou wouald repiy o anybudy whu should speak to you
Uf the Hinduna you bound to the cannon’s mouth, or
of the luuinng, to whom you refuse annexation to
Greece. With thas baughty assurance which char-
ncterices yud, you would auy, ¢ lpmue ara the peopls
who do nol apprecinte the hlessings of Britisk civili-
sation.' Did not one of your Lords proclaim thst
Great Britan is the light of outious and the preser-
vaiion af the world?

« Inwerer that may be, I take you at your word.
You mimit that people il} governed have a right to
require reforing, ur to dispose of themselvezas they
piease. | do not require mare. .

-« {'is fact being established, [ will speak to youin
» trirndly tone, of » people who have more right to

“vour interest thuu Hungarinns, Poles, Lombards,

Romnns, Sicilinug, or Neapolitups.

s 11 is the Irish of whom I wiab to speak.

“ Do sot exclsim e You will per-
m1t me, | hope, wersitonly formy own instruction,
1o study ¢ the blessings of English civilization’ in Ire-
Jand Where shipes * the light of theworld’ bave I
tivt s Tighy, and even & duty, toenlighten myself ?

& gd, wureover, iFby chance thers are some re-
furms 10 b accomplighed—zmall or great—would
van not e glad that [ bad sttracted your attention to

1baz neglected part of the United Kingdom? Thero

aro certain gervices whicl friends owe each other.
Frieudship ubligee, and, s8 one of my clusaica say8,—

w1 Jp veritable smi tonjours dur, infBexible,

« s Syur yos fiutes jumais ne nous laisse paisible.
Iiie ta rou consequently, mydear Joha Bull, that of
virrt helongs the dedicative of these pages.

o “ Your frank neighbour,
“Jonx ov Pans.

"Thts question of “ oppressed nationalities” is
certsinly an cmbarrassing ose, and one with
which. tbe * Great Briton™ were be endowed
with a very woderate amount of foresight would
be lusth 10 meddle.  Sicily may bave been sadly
mugoserned by the Neapolitan Bourbons, and
Sicilians may have many a sound grievance to
urge against the Kingdom of Naples. But how-
ever oppressive may bave been the latter towards
.its islaud neigbbor, there is no wrong than can
be urged agamstil, which bas not its counterpart,
aye and more than its counterpart, in the Brit-
1sh Isles; there is o act of cruelty, no injustice
_of which Naples has been guilty towards Sicily,
which has pot been equalled, if not exceeded in
cruelty and injustice, by British legslation to-
wards Ireland ; and assuredly in Sicily there is
no such monster gricvance, nosuch crying ini-
quity, as the Protestant Chureh as “ By Law
atablished,” nor are there betwixt the Sicilians
and the Neapohtans those ineradicable differ-
evces of race, lsuzuage, and religion which dis-
singuish the Catholic Celt from the Protestant
Anglo-Saxou wise buars rule i Ireland. These
are facts wlich * John of Paris® will no doubt

bring out in stung relief; and from (hese facts

as his premises he may perhaps—who can tell ?
—~—4draw the inference that, if armed insurrection
js a boly thing s Sieily, it would be no less holy

| i Treland that ‘if s Ganbaldi;

‘thie sympathies-of :the friends o

'| civilization througliont the world, the ‘champion
| of Irish independence, ‘who. should raise the

t i 4 Garibal

standard of Ireland’s nationality, and who should
do for Dublin, what the Sicilian filibuster -has
done for Palermo, would merit the thanks and
applause of (be civihsed world. Should the Pa-
risian pamphleteer adopt this line of argument,
it 1s certain that kis facts, or premises, could not
be contradicted ; and it is not easy to see with
what arms the Great Briton, who shouts for Ga-
ribald, would attempt to refute his argument, or
inferences, trom these facts. It may be urged
however that the ¢ Great Briton” is specially
privileged, and altogetber superior to those moral
lasws by which ordinary mortals, and mere Papists
are bound.

From Sicily itself we have little 1mportast to
report. (3ambaldi1s apparently organising, and
» certainly enforcing with great severity the law
of the conceription upon his Sicilian subjects ; it
is also said that be is preparing to carry the war
across the Straits to the mainland, and o ad-
vance through Calabria upon Naples.

The domestic news is of no interest. A warm
discussion upon enlistment for the Pope in Ire-
land elicited from Mr. Cardwell the confession
that Government was utterly powerless in the
watter; that it had done all it could do to pre-
vent the emigration to Italy, but that it had
hitherto failed in bringing home an illegal act to
either priest or layman.

The arrival of the Great Eastern at New
York, after a voyage of 12 days from Scuthamp-
tor, forros an epoch in the history of navigation.
Though the time occupied by her trip may at
first be deemed discreditable to her powers, it
must be remembered that she was out of trim,
and that her botlom was very foul. But her
powers of endurance were severely and satisfac-
tomly tested during the voyage by a smart gale
of wind she experienced on the 19th; and it may
now be assumed that the question ol her merits
both as te speed and safety, has been conclusive-
Iy settled.  We regret to learn that she encoun-
tered an accident in port, whereby severe injury
was inflicted upon the port paddlewheel, which
will occasion an additional expenditure of some
thousands of dollars. Tt is said (o be in con-
templation to bring ber round to Portland, where
the authorities have beev at much trouble and
expeuse in preparing a suitable berth for the
wouster ship. From New York we hear of the
sad fale of a wretched apostate of the name of
McNewany. The unhappy creature upset his
lamp, and was burned to death, in consequence
appurently of being in such a condition as to be
unable to take carc of himself.

The Prince of Wales may be expected in
Montreal about the 24th of next moath,

On Monday last, His Lordship the Bishop
of Montreal commenced his Pastoral tour to the
different parishes and misaions of his Diccese.

Ax “ Excusd Cardoric.”—Orer this sig-
pature in the Kingston Daily News a very silly
person naively makes confession of his igna-
rance, and asks the following question, which of
itsell affords coneclusive proof of the truth of lus
previously made confession. He asks whether
the Catholic Church considers the B. Virgin:—

¥ an omniecient sand omnipotent being, who can at
&1l times, and at the same moment of time, listen to
and attend 10 the prayera of 80 many millions of the
faithful scattered over this mundane sphere” [a vile
phrege that aame “mundasne sphere:” why conld the
doited creature not say ¥ carfh” at once like a Chris-
tian ?J—" or, i otker words, whetber she ia consi-
dered a3 posgzessing the attributes of God 7"

These questions are easily answered ; though
after all it is doubtful whether 1t be not too
great a condescension on the part of a Catholic
—not an ¢ English Catholic'—to notice such
silly twaddle at all. We reply however thus :—
The Catholic Church—meaning thereby the
Church in communion with the Apostolic and
Roman See—does not consider the B. Virgin to
be either ¢ omniscient ar ommpotent,” or aught
but a finite though highly exalted creature, who
owes all she has to ber Creator, the One
Eternal Infinite God Whose name be blessed
for ever; and in like manner the Catholic Church
would account it rank blasphemy to attribute to
that bighly exalted but stil finite, or limited
creature, any one of the attributes of her nfi-
nite and unhmited Creator.

We may beheve of the Saints reigning with
Christ,and of His Blessed Mother in particular,
that they are, that she is, no longer subject to, ar
limited by, the same conditions of time and space
as those by which we of this ¢ mundane sphere”
are limted—vwithout attributing to the Saints
and the Blessed Virgin, any one of the attributes
of God, of the Absolute and Unconditioned ; we
may believe them to be even as are the angels,
and as therefore possessed of facalties far trans-
cending our limited faculties, without beliering
them to be either omniscient or omnipresent.—
As we have before had occasion to remark when
treating of this: subject, the infinite is not a mul-
tipls of the finite, but its contradictory. Infinite
knowledge, or omniscience, differs from finite
knowledge—ao matter to whatsoever extent the
latter may be carried—not in degree, but in

kind ; and bearing in mind what a mere speck or

' dtom \hid % siuridarie splipre?. iy wheh
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with:the-rest: of ‘the - visible ~'creation;
‘withodt any violation ‘of “these’ principles; “attri-
bute to the Saints a knowledge of all. “muz-
‘dane” transactions, without-any approximation
towards the absurd hypothesis of the -« English
Catholic,” that we altribute to them ¢ omnis-
‘cience and omnipotence.” Tt is possible—such
are'the degrading. tendencies of heresy—it 1s
pessible that Protestants entertain such a low
and erroneous 1dea of God as to assign to
Him no bigher attributes than those which Ca-
tholies predicate of His glorified creatures;—
but, if so, this convicts, not Catholics, but Pro-
testants, of idolatry and gross religious error ; it
is a convincing proof we say, not that Catholics
thiok too highly of the Saints, but that Protest-
ants thisk too meanly of God.

If av « English Catholic” merely betrays
s ignorance of the true meaning of words when
he assumes that a knowledge of what transpires
in this finite « mundane sphere,” is identical with
omuiscience, or infinite knowledge, in the con-
cluding paragraph of his communicstion he ap-
proves himself to be not only an ignoramus, but
scurrilous and blasphemous: as for instance
when he associates the name of Venus with that
of the Blessed Virgin Mother 5 of her who in her
chaste womb held Him Whom the heaven of
heavens cannot contain j of -her from whose vir-
ginal teats the Word ade flesh, the Tncar-
nate God, inbibed nourishment. A beautiful
improvemnent upon the vulgar worship of Venus,
which was iavented in the olden times to gratify
man’s yearmngs,” is the sentence passed by this
silly and scurrilous blaspbemer upon the honor
which the worshippers of an Incarnate God ren-
der to her of whom God tock flesh; and we be-
lieve that it would be beneaih us seriously to en-
ter into controversy with such a one, and upen
such a topic. It is indeed but in strictest har-
mony with the eternal fitness of things, that he,
who entertains such low grovelling ideas of God
as to atribute to Him nothing more than what
Catholics atiribate to the Szints, His creatures,
should also fall into most revolting error respect-
ing the Incarnation, its due placein the Christ-
ian system, and her who was the fellow work-
er with God 1 that sublime mystery. Their
opposition lo the cultus of the Saints as taught
and practised by the Catholic Church, betrays
the false notions of God and His attributes en-
tertained by Protestants; and in hke manner
their opposition Lo the cultus or rehigious honors
rendered by the Cuatholic Chureh to the Blessed
Mother of God, in particular, betrays their dis-
belief in the doctrine of the Incarpnation, therwr
incapacity to realise the fundamenmtal truth that
the ¢ Word was made flesh.” In fact, all here-
sies, or ercors unply a misconception or denial of
that sublime mystery, and are best refuted in
terms of the Blessed Virgin—tbhat is to say, by
defining or assigning to her, her true place in the
grand scheme of man’s redemption ; and no one
who truly comprehends the doctrine of the In-
carnation as taught by the Catholic Church and
as underlying ber entire sysiem—even though he
refuses his assent to 1hat doctrine—can fail to
admit the admirable harmony, the logical co-
herence betwixt it and the * Mariolatry,” or
¢ Saint Worship,” which ignorant but conceited
Protestants denounce as idolatry. _

Instead therefore of disputing with our Angli-
can friend, we would content ourselves by ear-
nestly recommending to his serious meditation
the words of the Nicene Creed, as contained in
his own Liturgy :—

“ Who was Incarnate by the Holy Ghost of the
Virgin Mary.”

ANGLICANISM AND Divorce.~In our dis-
cussions witk our Protestant cotemporaries upon
the Marriage Question, we bave often insisted
that, even by Anglicans, the indissolubility of the
marriage tie was recognised ; and that, in theory
at Jeast, the Anglican, as well as the Catholic
Church, taught that the law of Christ relative to
the sexual unions of all baptised persons was
“ one with one, and for ever.” Alwaysbave we
given credit to the Anglican Church for having,
i spite of its Protestantism, retained certain
fragments—highly valuable even though oaly
fragments—of Catholic truth,

That in so doing, we have only done justice to
Anglicanism, is manifest from the language held
by the Protestant Bishop of Toronto at the late
Synod of the Anglican clergy. According fo
the Echo—an Anglican jowrnal—the reverend
gentleman 1s reported as having thus delivered
himself on the Marriage Question, and the Di-
vorce law :—

4 The luw of the Church of England, which is the
law of Chriat, is, that marriage is indissoluble, and
on this foundation the law of marriage, which is the
oldest, the greatest, and the most universal of all
social institutions, hag ever rested in England. It
wasg thus sottled at the Reformation, on the basia of
Holy Scriptare, and the juat restraints by which it is
guarded, appear to have been in harmony with the
entire genge of the public almest to the present
time.”

‘We accept the reverend gentleman’s declara-
tion in 50 far as the law, or theory of the Church
of Kngland is concerned ; but we must be per-
mitted 1o express our respectful surprise at the
other portions of his remarks. If the Reforma-
tion settled anything as to the marriage question
in England, 1t was to declare it no longer ia-
diszoluble ; and in practice, the law of the land
on the same question has ever been opposed to
that which the Protestant Prelate tells us “is
the law of Christ.” It was, as every schoolboy
knows, impatience of the restraints imposed by
Catholicity upon the Sovereign’s headstrong pas-
sions that led to lus rupture with Rome ; and if
in any one thiag the spirit ot the Reformation—
whether as it developed 1tself in Germany or in
Englaud—and its essential oppesition to Catho-
licity, be morc prominent than in anotker, it is in
its opposition to the ancient law of the Church
'~ One with one, and for ever.” The fathers
of the Reformation on the Continent expressly

réd| (atght!thiat, polysariy
Jand,.the sanction;

gaty. was _ Jiwful;_and,.in Eig-
l,-the sanction of :a Protestant. Archbisbop of
Canterbury; was:never. wanting to the -amorous
and lascivious Prince ° desirous of breaking -the
‘bonds- which united him to a disagreeable part-
per. ,

But whatever may have been the case, 1t can-
not be denied that in England of to-day, the law
of the land expressly recognises the dissolubility
of marriage, and must therefore be opposed to
that other law which a Bishop of the Church of
England affirms to be the law of Christ. Now
the law of the land, and the law of the Clurch
of England, being thus, upon 2 most important
question, diametrically opposed to one another,
it 15 of some interest to note to which of these
laws so opposed—that of the land, or that of
Christ—the dignitaries and Ministers of the
Church of England yield allegiance. Itis—as
throwing strong light upon the claims of the lat-
ter to a divine origin, and to be a branch of
Christ’s Church upon earth—important to en-
quire whether in dealing with the matrimonial-
unions of 1ts own professing members, the Church
of Englaud shapes its course according to that
which it proclaims to be the ¢ law of Christ,” or
according to * Acts of Parliament,” directly op-
posed to that divimme law. The theory ot the
Church of Engiand is, we admit, that marriage
18 indissoluble-—what, we ask, is its practice 7

Were its practise in conformity with its theory
upon the question of marriage ; did its Bishops
and Clergy who confess that, by the law of
Christ, marriage is indisoluble, and that there-
fore the human Jaw which sanclions diverce is
essentially anti-Christian, make their acts to con-
form with their professions, the second marriages
of divorced persons would not be celebrated 1,
or sanctioned by the Church of England. Its
Ministers would boldly refuse to admit to the
participation of ils sacraments persons living in
a slate of legahised adultery ; and the Bishops ot
the Church would issue positive injunctions to
their clergy, never to sanction by their presence
the second marriage of a person whose first part-
ner was living, even though he or she might
plead an Act of Parliament, or the sentence of a
Court of Law annulling his or her previous mar-
riage ; for even a Protestant must admit that
it is incompetent even for the Imperial Parha-
ment to repeal, or set aside the ¢ law of Christ.”
Thius 21 least would the Church of Hngland act,
were it copscious of its divine origin, were
it truly a member of Christ’s Chrek, or were it
anything but the creature of the same authority
which, in direct opposition to the law of Christ,
enacts that marriage is not indissoluble.

But the Church of England does none of these
things, but on the contrary tamely submits itself
to what it knows to be the anu-Christian legisia-
tion of the land. Not only do its munisters re-
frain from burling their anathemasat the heads
of persons, its professed members, availing them-
selves of the legalisation of divorce to contract
fresh sexual unions during the lifetitae of their
first partners, to whom, by Clirist’s law, they had
been indissolubly united ; but they, the bishops
and clergy of the Church of England, take un
active part in the violation of tke Divine ordi-
nance by assisting at, aud giving the nuptial be-
nediction to, impure and adalterous sexual unions,
contracted in deliance of that law which the
Angiican Bishop of Toronto assures usis “ the
law of the Church of England, which is the
law of Christ.” ‘Tbe Apostle bids his converts
from amongst the Gentiles not to trouble them-
selves with scrupies about meat and drinks, but
for conscience sake to eat whatsoerer 1s sold
in the shambles, without asking questions. The
bishops and clergy of the Church of Eaglaud
seem to give an extended application to the
Apostle’s precept, one to which indeed he never
could have dreamt that it would be stretched.—
In practise, tbe doctrines of the Church of Eng-
land with respect to its divorced members com-
ing before it to ask its sanction and its nuptial be-
pediction to Lheir new sexual unions is— Mar-
ry every couple that present themselves before
you, and ask no questions for corscience sake.”
1t is thus that our Anglican friends seek to re-
coneile their Christian theories with their anti-
Christian practices; and \o keep on good terms
both with the law of Christ and the law of the
land, though the two are mutually contradictory,
and irreconcilable with one another.

If on the one hand this monstrous inconsis-
tency, this humihating subjection to human law
when opposed to Divine law—this glaring viola-
tion of the precept which leaches that it is better
to obey God than man—pains and shocks us, yet
it is not without its advantages to the cause of
Catholicity ; for 1t tends to drive conscientious
and reflecting men into the bosom of that Church
whose theory and whose practise are ia strictest
hermony 3 and which never hesitates, and never
bas hesitated, to brave the fiercest wrath of man,
whenever man’s law is, or was, opposed to Christ’s
law. Never—such men argue with themselves
—never would the true Clurch of Cbrist, the
true Catbolic Church, lend her sanction, even in
appearance, to an infraction of the law of Christ;
never would she refrain from denouncing, and
from thrusting back from ber altars, should he
have the temerity there to present himself, the
disobedient son who, in defiance of the law of
the Chureh, which is the law of Chnst, should
dare to avail himself of an Act of Parliament
repugnant to the Christian law of inarriage ; ne-
ver under any circumstances would a divinely in-
stituted society or Church countenance, by the
presence of its ministers, the violation of the
fundamental law of Christian society, “ one with
one and for ever.,” And yet the Church of
England as *by Law Established,” does all
these things ; (be conclusion is irresistible, that
she cannat be the Church of Christ.  The sum
of the matter is this ;—

"The law of Christ asserts that marnage is in-
dissoluble.

The law of England is the direct contradic-
tory of the law of Christ, inasmuch as it asserts
that marriage is not indissoluble.

'The Church of England recognises, in theory,
the law of Christ with respect to the marriage
unions of its members, but i praciice humbly
conforms itsell to the anti-Chnistian law of the
land.

o f:BngyspN’S' ‘QUARTERLY Review.—~The
‘July number of. this. admirable Catholic. periodi-
‘cal, contdining articles on the following subjects

has cowe to handé—

1. The Papal Power.

~II; Dr, Arnold and Catholic Education.
IlI. The Tyraony of Progress.
1V. Politics at Home. o
V. Literary Notices and Criticisma.

In his'first article the Reviewer returns to a
work published some years ago by M. Gosselin,
the Rev. Director in the Seminary of St. Sul-
pice in Paris, upon the origin of the temporal
power ot the Popes in the Middle Ages. The
Rev. M. Gosselin, in his work, contends that
that power formed part of the jus publicum of
Chnstendom, and was conceded to the Popes by
tts several sovercigns. The Reviewer admiis
this ; but contends that the Popes held thewr tem-
poral power not merely jure humano, but jure
divino as well 5 that that power flowed as a ne-
cessary consequence from the relative positions
of the two orders, the spiritual and the temporat
—of the first of which orders the Pope, as Vicar
of Jesus Christ, was the visible head or repre-
sentative upou earth, and of the second of whicl,
the Emperor, as chief of the temporal order,
was head. Though the Revicwer thus claims a
divine origin for the temporal power of the
Popes, he is careful to restricl the exercise of
that pewer to spiritual objects, or 10 the ad-
vancement of the spiritual order itsell; it is au
authority over not zn the temporal order that he
asserts, and temporal authority only in so far as
¢ every temporal act on same side tonches, and
must touch the spiritual.”

Ta the second article—the ¢ School Question®
ar education, is rather glanced at than discussed.
The writer complains, and perhaps with truth—
that the Catholic schools in the United Siates are,
considered from an exclusively material or wordly
point of view, inferior in several respects to the
common or Non-Catholic State schools. This
we say may be, most probably is, trve; nor do
we see how, considering the material advantages
which State patronage confers upon the latter,
or Non-Catholic comion schools, it can well be
otherwise. Put howerer the Catholic and 1he
Non-Catholic school on an equal footing as be-
fore the State, and we doubt not from the zeal
of oar coreligionists in the United States, and
the noble efforts of their Pastors, that the latter
counsidered merely a» an instrument for inparting
material or secular information, would soon equal,
if nnt outstrip, its hitherte more favored rival.
It is indeed much ta be regretted that the lead-
ing Catholic pertodical in the United States, and
we may say in North Awmerica, either maiutains
a strange silence upon the School Question—the
most importaunt politico-religious question of the
day-—or at best utters but a faint aud uncertain
sound thereupon. We do not question the Re-
wiewer's perfect orthodoxy ; but we do fear that
he 'is too much afraid of ¢ public opwion” 10
speak his mind fully and fearlessly upon a sub-
ject upon which his Non-Catholic fellow-sub-
jects entertain such strong and deep rooted pre-
judices as the School Question ; and that the
fact that the “ cominor schools™ are an  Aweri-
can “ pet” operates powerfully against his pass-
ing upon them a withering and justly deserved
condemnation. The inevitable tendency low-
ever of democracy, such as obtains in the United
States, 1s to squeeze all conrage, all manhood, ail
independence of opinion, out of those who are
subject to its banefu! influences; and we should
be thankful therefore that our Revicwer has left
in him enough of moral courage to hint a dislike
to the Godless and tyrannical system of State-
Schoolism which prevails amongst aur democra-
tic neighbors. There 1s no tyranny so relent-
less, so 1nexorable, and to its victims, so degrad-
ing, as the tyranny of “ public gpinion ;" and we
cannot therefore be surprised to find that even
the Catholic spirit of Brownson's Review is be-
numbed by its malign influesces. In justice
however to Dr. Brownson, we should state that
the article on Education whose deficiencies, or
sins of omission, we nention with regret, is not
from lus pen, but from a casual contributor,

The article on e “ Tyranny of Progress”
is a learned and powerful article, the generat
spirit of which is decidedly adverse to the spirit
of the age. Tt does not thence follow hawever
that the writer is in error, or the latter in the
right.  What is certain is, that even in the ma-
terial order, the only effect of the much vaunted
social progress of the day is, il it makes the rich
ricler, to leave the poor poorer, more wretched,
and more abject 1o their wretchedness, than at any
previous period of the world’s history, of which
we have any positive information. As the writ-
er truly and forcibly observes of modern Pro-
testant civilization : © there is more squalid mis-
ery, vice, and disease {estering at this moment in
any one of the great centres of civilization, than
Dr. Livingston discovered in all Africa.”

The fourth article on Politics ot Home is our
favorite, and from the contents of a uote at page
360, we are warranted i attributing it to the per
of Dr. Brownson himself. At its commeucement
we find the following observation (which we car-
dially endorse) on the tyranuy of * public opin-
ion” in the United Statey:—

* The constitution nnd laws guarantee us the most
perfect freedom of thought snd speecy, but public
opinion, which in a Democracy, is aupreme, nnd
reigns as a despot, exercises here & more offectund
restraint on both thought and speech than i3, or can
be exercised by the most arbitrnry and despotic gov-
ernment in the Old World."—J>, 261.

In like manner we heartily approse of the
Revicwer's condemnation of an alliance betwixt
the ¢ Catholic cause,” and “ political parties ;”
his denunciation of the practice of appealing to the
« Irish yote,” to the * German wote,” in Ameri-
car elections ; bis wanly vigorous abuse of the
place-hunting mania, as rife in the United States
as in Canada; and his scathing exposure of the
ignoragee and political immorality of those
brawlers, who make the bestowal of government
siluations the test of the respective merits of
political paries.  In all these things—though
by the Reviewer wnmediately applied only to the
United States—there is so much that is directly
applicable to the socral and political condition of
Capada, that we canoot refrsin from making
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