S
N -
\

- Protestant Bishop of Montreal,

PN RE RS- v S
$ L x, N et

I e N T )
V. v\ ' ., ! [ . )

s e et it

o
P

i1, (It I RNt T

)
oA ,,n;.;g.-«y&wn;z-',\y:grur‘p*m‘s,:}g-ﬁwvhwv"v“"‘{ 'y

-

Phuiite. U 5

e O A1 1 AW B AR e 077 g b

RV I

L aw v._'._‘-,,.f.‘:..,‘.,-‘:gy..n.

. L g
T R L i sl

e

ot TR A R e & D

-WITNESS AN CA FHOLIC

— .

()

he @rne . Gfitness, -
- CATHOLIC CHRONICLE,
FRINTED AND PUBLISEED EVERY FRIDAY
' _ At Nc. 403 Crasy. Streel, by

3. GILLIES.
@. E. OLERK, Editor.

TERMS YEARLY IN ADVANCE!

' . g i [ - If the
To -all country Bubscribers Two Dollars. Ift
ubeeription is not renewed &t the expiration of the
year then, in case tl:e'pnpar‘:u1 t.connnue_d, the terms

shell be Two Dollars and a haif.

Tuw Tnum WiTanss dean be had at the News
pntg. - Siogle copies 3d. , o
D.S'.Tha ﬁggurea gfter each Subscriber’s Addrers
every week shows the
Thus % John Jones, Awgus
paid up to Augnst ’63, an
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t '63"” shows that be has
d owes his gubscriptios

. MONTREAL, FRIDAY, JAN. 14, 1870.

ECOLESIASTIOAL CALENDAR.
‘ JARVABY - 1870.

iday, 14—8t Hilary B D.
g:tnrg,ny, 15—~8¢ Paul, First Hermit.
Sundsy, 16- Saecond after Epipbany.
Monday, 17 Bt Antbony, Ab
Toesdar, 18— Qhnir of §t. Pater at Rome.
Wadoeeday, 19—-8 Canute, M.
Thursdsy, 20— 3S Fabian snd Bebastian, M. M.

g~ Mr. Gilles bas proceeded West, on 2
collecting tour, and we bespeak for him a good

reception.

XEWS OF THE WERK.

There have trapspired no events of much 1m
portance in Europe since our last, Great re-
ductions 1o the French army are again promised ;
it waa reported on the 8rh that the French Am.
bassadors at Liendon ard Berhn bad resigned ;
the editors of the Rapmel bave been sentenced
to fine and isprisooment. These are the most
important items to be gleaned from the telegra-
phic reports by cable.

The second Sesson of the Council of the
Vatican was held on the Feast of the Epipbany.
There are plenty of rumours current, but nothiog
is koown. Afairs in Spain are in the old state;
settled government seems as remote as ever.—
Signs are not wanting that tbe rebellion tn Cuba
will soon collapse from the exbhaustion of the io-
surgents.

Mr. McDougall, like the Kiog of France mith
bis ten thousand men, has returned from his Red
River expedition. What the upshot of this sadly
bungled, and very iatricate affair will be, no one

can tell.

EXCLUSIVE SALVATION, AND PROSELYTISN.
—The doctrioe, or belief is the necessary logical
antecedent of the practice— Proaelytism ; the lat-
ter is in like manner the logical consequence of the
doctrine of, or belief in Exclumve salvation. If
Christians, for nstance,did not n theory bold that
none but Christians can be saved, they would
have no reason, no excuse wharever for their mis-
sions to the beathen.

So with Catholies. Right or wrong, they
believe that outside the Church there 13 no sal
vatioo: snd therefore they are proselytizers. If,
however, they Leld that salvalion was abtainable
outside, as well as inside, the Church, their at-
tempts at proselytiem would be illogieal, incon-
sistent with theic professed belief, and would
justly expose them to derision, and worse than
derision.

Thus too we contend that, as from the doc-
trine of Exclusive Salvation we may always con-

clude to the practice — Proselytiem ; s0 wherever
we find the latter, we should always assume,or pre-
dicate the existence of its necessary logical ante
cedent belief; that is to say a belief 1n the doc
trioe of Exclusive Salvation.

What thea should we logically assume i the
case of Protestant Missions to Roman Catho-
hes? This—That, the promoters of these
Missions believe that they are m possessiop,
and in exclusive possession, of some truth essem
tial to salvat:on, for the want of which all Roman
Catholics are doomed to perish everlastingly. O.
this hypothesis alone can such Missions be rea-
sonably accounted - for, or logically defended.—
How absurd for instance, how incounsistent, nay
how wicked, would be all Christian Missions to
the Chinese, if Christians believed that a coun~
scientious, aod faithful diseiple of Confucins bad
as good a chance of getting to heaven as has the
disciple of Christ! Of course,—the child can
see it —the only reasonable excuse for a Christian
Mission to the Chinese must be found in the an-
tecedent belief that salvation is impossible for
the Chinaman, unless he become a Christian,

These conmiderations have been suggested to
us by the perusal of a Report,given n the Moat-
real Gazette of the 6th January, of the Annual
Meeting of the Sabrevois Mission, présided over
by a gentleman lstely arrived in Canada—the
» The object of
“that Mussion, as defioed by this gentleman, s “to
bring the truths of the Gospel, before the French
Canadian people.” From this we must conclude
'that Protestants, or at all events that that portion
of the Protestant community over which Bishep
Ozxenden presided, hold—first, that some truths
of the Gospel are not at present knowa to the
Romin Catholic portion of the population of

A¥

date to which he hae paid vp.-

Liower Canada ‘i'nﬂ'ae'duhdly," tbht"jr.ithout_'ﬁl.hg:
kuowledge of, and fanb.in these truths. of the
Gospel, the said Roman Catholics, and 1adeed _gll
Roman .Catholics, are ‘doomed to perist ever-
lastibgiy. If tbe smd Protestant Missonary
Society and its President do vot bold both these
opinions, theo we say, their attempls al prose

are wicked. .

Now we ask, and respectfolly wou
a0 answer to our- question,—* What are these
truths of the Gospel, essentul to salvation, of
which the Freoch Cauadian people, in that they
are Roman Catholics—that 18 to say, e that they
hold and beheve all that in her Formularies, her
Creeds and Canons of Couacils, the Roman Ca-
tholie Chureh believes and teaches—are neces-
sanily 1goorant? and whichk truths (herefore |.! 18
tpe duty and the object of the Sabrevois Missioa,
with Dr. Ozenden at its bead, to bring before

\d we crave

| them, the said Roman Catholics of Capady, lest

throagh ignorance thereot, and disbelief there,
they perish everlastingly ?

Surely this is a pertivent question ; surely it1s

oge that should provoke po illswall, should give
ao offence to those to whom it 18 addressed, and
which deserves 3 reply in the spirit of Christian
charity : a wirtue which we are happy to recoy-
pise in the accomphished gentleman to whom we
hase already alluded, and who 1f he proposes to
bring the light of Gospel truth to us Roman
Catholics, now ughapmly situng in darkness.pro~
poses to do so *¢ not offeomvely.” Cortainly we
give him credit for meaning what he says: for
we believe him to be a gentleman of refinement
and high culture, honestly beat on doing what he
deems his duty as a servant of Christ, even though
we differ from bim altogether ae to the maoner 10
wlich that daty should be discharged. Surely
there may be such differences of opmion withont
lack of courtesy or Christian charity ; sorely sueb
differences may be expressed,—to use Dr, Oxen-
den’s owa words,—** not offensively.”
We will say more. It is a question which
every one calliog limseif a Christian 1s bound to
answer, when addressed to him by a brother
Christian,for whom aed for whose salvation, Our
Dear Lord suffered the bitter agony of the Cross.
No man believiag himself to be in possession of
some truth of the Gospel, ersential to salvation.
for the lack of which his brotber was in danger
of perishing, and who should on any pretex!
whatscever decline to impart that truth to his
brother askiwg for information on this vital point,
would be worthy of the name of Christan. And
if there be a single Gospel truth unkoewn to
Trench Canadian members of the Roman Ca-
tholie Chureh, then 1s it 2 truth of which aZl
Romau Catholics everywhere, no matter of what
nﬁlionahty, from the Pope upen ks throre, dowp
to the humblest layman, are all as ignorant asis
the cew born babe upon whose brow the life
giving waters of Baplism bave just been pouredl,
Rich and poor, learsed and uglearned, all Roman
Catholics, who believe what their Church teaches,
believe alike : if ons be in igoorance, because be
1s 2 Roman Catbolic, of some Gospel troth
essential to salvation, all are in hike sad phgnt.
All therefore are alike vitally interested in ao
answer, concise and explicit, (o the gquestion
which we have ventured to propound to the
Sabrevois Mission, and 1ts promoters., * What
is the Gospel truth essential to salvation, of
which you deem yourzelf in postession, but ot
which we Romsn Catholics wha believe all thar
our Church believes and teaches, are necessanly
1gnorant ?

And we are the more justifed 1z asking this
question, because this  Gospel truth,”—f such
Gospel truth there be——is certainly not to be
found in those Creeds which the Anglican Church
retained whea it broke off from Rome. It can
not be feund either 1 the so-called  Apostles’
Creed,” or n the Nicene Symbol, since no man
can be a Roman Catbolic who does not firm!y
hold and believe all that is therein contained ; and
therefore it 1y evident, that n the opinton of our
friends of the Sabreveis Mission, there must be
some esseatial Gospel truth oot to be found in
either of the above indicated Creeds, or Confes-
sions of Faith What then 1s this truth? Iait
a belief m the Royal Supremacy ? We sup-
pose this is what the Sabrevois Mission rmplies
for in so far as 1t asserts anyihiog, this 18 the ope
positiye dogma wherein the Apngheaun, differs from
the Roman Cathelic, Church. Trae it differs
widely on many other most importaat poats ; but
it does so, not by asserting something which
the Romin Catholic Church does not hold,
but by denying something which ‘the latter
does hold — and certainly a “truth of the
Goospel” cannot counist in a bare negation.

We bave had enough, and te spare of mere
personal controversies—as to whether this maw
be a liar, or that man an undergraduate of Ox.
ford. These controversies tend not to edifica-
tion, do not become Christians. But would it
not be well for our Anglican brethren to tell us
charitably, and concisely, what is that great Gos-
pel truth of which, in that we are Roman Ca-
tholics, believing all that our Church teaches, we
are necessarily destitule, ‘

Tn conclusion, 20d out of respect to a worthy

']

Iytism ave illegtcal, gn’d worse thaa illogical : they |-

the eéat aow filled by’ Dr. Oxendes, |

members of “his flack ™ who, thén ds now, were |

published, containing a memoir of the late Dr.
Fulford :— :

1 Bg careful how yon dsstroy the hereditary rell.
gion of a people, aud before yom do so, be watl
sssured that auch people ate in a cocdiion to1eceive
something better than that which you take away.'=
Dr. Fﬁ(ford's Caution te the Mizsionarses.

" We commend these words of. wisdem to the
attention of ‘the successor of bim wha -uttered’
them, and to that of the members of the Sabre-
vois Missien. -

The Witness of Saturday tast complains that
we have not meotioned his reply fo our challenge
to him to cite the ‘¢ truculent” language—Ilan-
guage mare truculent than that of the most tru-
culeat of Irsh oratars io Iriland —in which ke
bad accused the Trur Wrrness of indulging
when treating of the 1risk Land question,

The Witness has given no reply, for he hav
e1ted no ooe word of ours, 1o which the moat pre-
judiced can attach 3 trucolent meaning. He has
cited indeed from an article of ours: of Oct. 8th,
written expressly for the purpase of refutiog the
Globe’s thesis, that Free Trade m laod in Ire-
land would be * the true remedy for the evils of
the lLrish land tenore” (Globe, 30th Aug.) We,
for that purpose, cited the wiclent language of
the Dublin frishman, and of the Nation—the
1-ading organs of the so-ealled Irish * nananal”
parly, with tbe desizn of showing, that the ob~
ject of that party, as represented by those
organs, was, ‘“the absolute, unconditional re-
storation to the people of Treland of the lands
which are now, with the counivance of the Brit
wh goveroment, wronglully claimed, and held
wigquitously by individusls called flandiords;”
from whenee we concluded that, neither the Free
Trade sckeme of the Globe, nor the plan pro
posed by Mr, Bright, ceuld bave any effect to-
wards allaying Irish disconteat on the Lacd
question. But not one word of approval of these
senlimenis has the Truz WITNESS ever ut-
tered ¢ on the contrary,it bhas on mzny an oc-
cason denounced them, as revolutionary, and
«avoring of Commumsm to be ablorred of al
Catholics.

The question then, as betwixt us and the Wit-
ness remains where it was more tham a moath
ago. He accused us of employing with reference
to the Irish fand question, language far more
¢ trucylens” than that which any ef the speakers
at the temant right meetings in Ireland indulge
in -

1 We do not ses that any of ke tha speakars at
tenant-right meeti~ga in Ireland are Aslf s0 truculent

as our ewn Tros Wirness.”— Mont, Wilness Dac, 3.
(The [talics are our own.)

We challenged him to cite one truculent word
of aurs on the 1riah Land question ; and be evades
the challenge by producing extracts which we
had made from the Dublin Frzshman, and Nas
tion, with the expressly avowed purpose of
showing that the plan of Free Trade in land sd.
vocated by the Globe, wou!ld not promate * fLe
eoly settlement of the Irish Land question which
the popular party, as represented 1n the nafiona
press, will so much as listea to.”—Trve Wir
weas, Oct. 8th ; an expresmion of opinion as to
the views of that * party,” in which the m-g*
conservative and loyal British organs, such for
wstance as Blackwood, and many others (whose
language is as % truculent” in this respect ag s
that of the True Wirxess) de fully comcide
with us, -

The Witness also cites as a pretended speci-
men of our ¢ truculent language” ou the Irish
Land question, two paragraphs on that subject
from the Trvz Wirness of Nev. 5th;—

(1.) *To dayit iz not eo mueh compensation to
the out-going tensnt for improvements, as xity of
tenare, that ig called for: and even the demand for
 fixity of tecure’ is giving way to a ery for peasant
propristorship. The latest form in which tne Irish
Land goestion presents itrelf is then simply this—
'Why shonld we pay reats atall)? ¢ +° «

A2.) ""To sbort the Irish Land question ig simply
this —To whom does the 1and belong? To the people
in common: or {0 the several Individaals among
whom it ie At preseat parcelled out, and who now
call it thelr property ”—Taos Witamss, Nov. 6th,

It would puzzie, one would think, even the
malice of the TWatness to find one * trueulent”
word o the above passages, fo which we
merely stated tho Irish Land question, as it is
stated by the organs of the extreme so-called
¢ national” party tn Ireland. And yet betwixt
the two paragraphs cited by the Witness there
occurs another in which we did pre(ty plamly
express onr own opinten of the language, dnd
theories of that extreme party, whose language
says the Witness is not « half so truculent” as
is that of the TrRUE WiTness. Here is the
passage i question, which with his ordinary lack
of honesty the- PWitn:ss suppresses :~

" This is the language of the numerous and daily
increasing clase, to whom the Contrat Seeial stands
in liea of the Gospel, and with whom Jean Jacques
18 the Prinea of the Apostlas of libarty, and of social
progress.—Tgua WiTNass, Nov, 5th,
~ Here we would be content to let the matter
rest, for (o a gentletran it is as unpleasant,as 1t js

geﬁtleman who but a short time ago accupied!

we will re-

uoprofitable, (o bave a peraonal controversy wih

the editor of - the Mootreal, Witness. . But.as

produce his words of caution to the over. gealous ; many see bis paper who do-notisee ours;we haye

the right ';9 call on’ bim, sinee - he bas made an

| laborig for the conversion of Freoch Canadian” at'a-k.upon us. and accused us of beieg far mioe
Papists ; these words are given in a work receotly |

traculent oa thé Irish lund question than the ma -t
trucolent of speakers at Irish tenant right eeot.:
ings —thereby attributing to us views and prin-
elplea which we abbor—to tell his readers the
plain truth :—T'hat 1ofbis preteqdeél reply to our
callroge, be has, i ‘the ext-acts by Lim given
from our article of the 51h.of November last.
suporessed the passage m which the editor of the
True WiTnEsS daes give expression to bis own
onintang on the merits of the language aod

“heories of (bat extreme. party in Ireland, who-
| deny the right of property i tand : awd 1o 'which

the True Wirnass says:—

« Thi.l io the language of the numerous and dailv
ingraasiog olase, to whom the ‘Contrat Sociul stand:
in lieu of the Gospel, and with whom Jean J eqaea
in the Priove of the Apostles of liberty and social
progress ” — Trua Witunss, Nov, 5th. ‘

The Montreal Wilnsss having accused us of
dealing 10 language far more “ gruculent” thao
that of any of the speakers at Irish ténant-right
meetings, and having pretended to bolster up his
charge by garbled extracts trom the True
Wirness, we addressed to him the following
communication, which he refused to insert. Io
coseequence we seot it to -the Gazette whose
editor mith his usual covrtesy, and love of fair
play, kindly published it :—

(To the Editor of the Montreal Wiiness )

Sik,—You complair 1 your paper of Safur-

day last that the wodersigned, the editor of the

Troe WiTNESs, bas taken no wmotice of yeur
~eply of December 23+d to his challenge to cite
from the True WirnEss lacguaze on the
Trigh land questicn far more * truculent” than
that usmslly 1adulged by speokers at Irish
tenast-right meetings. - Witness, Dec. 3rd.

1 T bare not dose so, it is because vou Fave
oot hitherto been zble to cite ane word, or ex-
pressinp of opmion on the question, from the
Trus Wirness, worthy of the nsme of * tra-
culent,” or to which the stauuchest foyalist in
the Empire. the most zealous champion of the
rights of property, can take exception.

You cited in your issue Dec. 23rd articles
copied by me from argans of Irich opioion, sach
as the Dublin Jriskman and Aation, and which
I coped 1zt the TRUE Wirngss with the
avewed ohject of showiag that Free Trade in
land, which the Globe of Toronto argued would
settle the Inisb difficulty, would aot meet the
views of the so-called Irish natiopalsts. Bt as
I pever inyicuated approval of, or sympathy with
the views of these journals; as I quoted their
words for the sole object of refuting the Free
Trade 1n land theores of tke Globe, I am naither
legally nor morally respoasible for the * trocu
lence® of Irish writers.

Youalso quote two paragraphs—not conse -
eative—from the Trur WiTwess 5.8 the 5th
November, wherein agarn I state the views, and
the ultertar abjects of the party represented by
the Dublio Irishman, the Nation, and others,
and the argnments with which they sapport their
views, and advocate their objeets. But you ase
eareful to suppress the words of a paragraph
which occurs 10 the same article as that from
which you quote with thz view of coavicling the
True WiTNess of “ truculent language. You
caonot plead ignorance of the passage, for it
occurs in a paragraph intermediate betwixt those
from whick you did quote, and you had before
your eyes the fyles of the ‘I'rur Wirxess
which I had sent 1o your office. Hare is tue
passage by vou sunpressed, in which 1 plainly #x
pressed my abhorrence of the views, the argu-
wents, the prineiples, and languaze of those who
attack the rights of landed proprietors, whether
i Ireland or 1n Engiand :

 This is the language of the numerons and
daily increasing class to whom the Contrat Social
atands ia heu of the Gospel, and with whom Fean
Jacques is the Priace of the Apostles of hibaity
gn}l: of social progress.”—True WiTnEss, Now.

th.

Should you wish to verify this quotation for
yourself, the fyles of the Trug WiTNEsS are
agam at your service ; in which you will see that
the passage—all important in ths controversy,
a3 it shews conciusively bow far I sympathise
with revolutionists, or surpass in * trucwlence ®
on the Irish land question the most * trucwlent »
of speakers at Irish tenant-right meetiogs—wil!
be found. 1t may bave suited your purpose to
suppress it ; but as you taunt me with * mgre-
presenting everythisg connected with evangeheal
religion,” of which you are the exponent, allow
me 0 conclusion to remark that the rehgion
which [ profess, teaches that the suppressio vers,
s as mfamous as is the suggestao falsi,

GeorGe E. CLEREK,

Monday, Jan. 10:h, 1870,

We are eorry to say that there was a dis-
graceful row w Craig Street on Sunday evening
fast. It saems that the Rev. Mr. Chimiquy was
preaching in the French Canadian chureh, when
& crowd of rowdies, estimated at from two to

four bundred, gathered mear the building, asd

disturbed the proceedings by their yells and
shoutings, Some slones were thrown, of which
two, se says the Witness, passed through the
windows into the body of the building,

Who were the guilty parties, and what the;r
object, in these outrageous proceedings, we know
not, and there is as yet no evidence to show.
They may have been blackguards jatent only:
upon a row, and avaling themselves of the yigt
of a somewhat notorious person to indulge in therr
favorite pastime. Or it is as hkely that they
were a lot of roughs engaged by Mr, Cliniquy’s
friends, and set on to make a rom for the purpose
of winsiog for bim a cheap reputation as a mar-

tyr, and Eigitiﬁg ' his behalf the

Protestaats 1 other parts of the Doz:i'::ble;‘ of
L] be

dodge, or artifice iy gop:
very effective, Reade:i:'fh;h::::z;ab‘:t e il
The Newpcomes will-remember o ;o e of
sel the Rev, Mr, Honeymap on bj
Fred.Bayhm_ orgamised at the Ry,
man puble kouse, a Perseciition
meek mae of God. . This
planation of the row og Sua
remarkable that, though the
of natse and demonat-atiogy,
rxeception of the twe stoges
Witnes:., B0 acls of physical :?;‘:2::1 b i
te. ‘Thls harmonizes with, though it d'e!Orted
prove, the bogus, or « grtu .
theory. P Persecutiopt
However we assert neither
other, kno.wing voth ng whalso:nvi:h:: "Yull:; e
n ex.pressmg an opiaton furtber than thisJ -s "1: "
we sincerely hope that, if a0y attempts ir et
to molest, or msult M, Chiniqu or bys | ade
gation, the guilty parties may e a"mc:"gw
gev‘(l,l.'ely punished ag a Yarniog to gthers I; ’ and"'
Ci?"flql.lf, bas as good a legal nght to ;;re:' Mr.
opinions 1o a Protestant church, as hyg ¢ o by
Bishop to preach n hjs own Catbedra[.m i
the sermons of the first named are dis!as‘t ‘;“d !
auny, they have the remedy 1 thejr own ;u' o
they need aot go and listen to him. Byt _fands:
do go, whether thg.v be Catholics op Prote‘ tthey
they must be made tq behave lhlemselves 8.ﬂnls,
“To do as they would be done by i thqme"!.
en rule which, when ig a majority Ce go!d-
should never forget, ? Pl

Againgt that
100 may p, the ¢y,
da; vight ; fo, it
e wag g MaBimypy,
there Were, wip the

A Hoprrur Sms.‘-—ln the
of the 6th 1ast., we fiad the (o
ment ;—

% Oengecticat proposeg ¢
0 pas
peeple from procuring divorcef u:ti? b
warried at least two weoks

This 1s a Biove, even if but a smal 4
nght direction, and woulq
ihe evils accrmog from the laxity of the marri;
laws in the U. States are becoming apparegi
even to the most Protestant of the New Engl N
Srates. We congratulate §ond
tpon this slight reiracing of their steps, fp t;
|t. 18 to be hoped that they may gyl further ?e
vise therr matrimonal cede, s0 as to problbe;
divorce betwixt couples who have not been o I
ried for one year at least, u

Montreal Heraly
llo Wing annougee.,

regteictiy
they hare beeE

ne, in the
seem to indicate that

them howerer, even

————

OORRESPONDENOE.
MonTRrEAL, Dec. 6, 1869,

M-r. Em'ronf—The Moatreal Gagetze of the
3rd mst., contains an extract from tbe Loadog
Times reporting a silly story from “a corres.
pondent” n Rome, This gullible writer pre-
tends ““ oo good authority™ trat the Pape and
Cardiaal de Boanechose haye bad rater a warn
discussion oa the subject of infallibility, Tt
seems that a Liberal paper 1 Frauce, called g
Liberte, bas translated this &on morceaw for the
ediication of the French Liberals, Eut as,

“ There is many a ¢lip
Betwoen the cup and the lip,”
the savoury dish was dashed to the ground be-
fnre: they had bardly time to taste ity by the fol-
!lowmg letter trom His Eninence to La Liberte.
(See .L'Univers, 19:h Dec.)

o Mossmua 12 RebaoTewr,—I bave just
read in the oumber of your journal, dated the Tid
mfrt., a l;l".er fro:l lI;{cIlme containng the recital
of an audience which I am sy
from His Holiness, prosed to Jare b

“ Your correspondent has been deceived, and
I must protest aguast al he has written ig ki
letter relaglve to myself, 1n as much as al!, abso-
lutely all, is false and the result of pure imagina.
tion, ’

“ I beg you will insert this denial 1 your aext
number, .and 1 expect it from your justice, I
would fain hope that ail newspapers having re-
produced your article, will make 1t a pont of
bonor, as in duty bound, to publish likewiee the
present rectification,

1 bave the honor, &,
“H, CARDINAL D& ’Bom;u:cuosz,
 Archbishop of Rouen,”

Wha t says our friend the Gazette ?

Xl

(To the Editor of the T;ye Witness,)

Su,—Will- you allow me to suggest through
your columns a few reflections which I have
made wfule following the controversy which Las
been R0i0g on &a long 1 oue of the daily papers,
cancerning the question of Ritual.sm ! Peregrius,
the correspondent of the Tablet, to whom Fatber
Merrick makes allusion in his letter—a anterior
leiters to the one quoted from—complamed of
the thualiﬂt“newspgpers as not represenling
fairly the views of the Ritualistic party. These
Papers bemg in the interest only of & portion, asd
that a miority, according to him and the writers
in the Tables, keep up the ol Protestant tone -

of hostility to the Chureh, which displeases tke
more Roman, so to say, party~ that is, the ma~
Jority of the Ritualists. - Perhaps the Anglicas,

gentlemen engaged in' the Montreal costroversy
Baye thus been led into an error of fact, Living

n-a Colosy, at & distance from the mother
country, it is vaturally through the journals that
they seek for knowledge of what is going onthere,

1055 ot et o of omog b
formation. 'We Catholics could hiave prophesied



