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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

The announcement that Austria had consent-
ed 10 a Congress of the great European Powers,
Pussta, Prussia, Austria, France, and Lngland,
1o take into consideration the state of Ttaly, had
increased the prospects of an amicable settiement.
Still it can hardly be looked upon as conclusive
and the proposal for a Congress may be only a
trick to gain time, and to complete military pre-
paratiors. Sardinta will it is said be represent-
ed in the Congress, but wiil have no vote.

The Reform Bill is the one subject of discus-
sion in the British journals ; but judging from the
reparts, the Jength of the debates therevpon in
Parliament is no measure of the feelings of the
great mass of the people outside, towards the
Bill. There is no enthusiasm, nothing to remind
one of the excitementof *31 and 32, The
Derby Ministey have howerer staked their for-
$ mnes on the fate of their measure ; and will in all
probability be defeated upon the motion for its
second reading.

An unexpected incident has occurred in the
Pheenix trials in Ireland. One of the Crown
witnesses had not it seems been sufliciently well
trained ; and Las i consequence been committed
to take lis trial for perjury by the Ennis Bench
of Magistrates.

PROVINCIAL PARLIAMENT.

An animated and most important discussion
upon a subject to which we have often been com-
pelled to direct public attention, occurred in the
Legislative Assembly on the evening of Wednes-
day the 6th inst. The immediate oceasion of
{be debate was a motion by Mr. Dunkin that the
House do go into Committee, on a Bill to incor-
porate the British and Canadian School Society.
This havig been carried, Mr. Dunkin agaio
moved that the clause making invalid all gitts or
bequests to the said incorporated Society, unless
made six months before the death of the donor or
testator, be cxpunged ; and hereupon a warmn
sontest ensued.

It will thus be seen that the questions at issue
were, whether the system of legislation towards
Beligious, Chantable and LEducational Sovieties,
inaugurated by DMr. Drummoad some three
years ago ; and supported then and sinee by the
Ministry and the majority of the Ministerial par-
ty, us well as by the & Rownges” and the ¢ Clear
Grie? {ollowers of George Brown, was to De
abandoned or made permancat ; and whether the
Clergy and Religtous of the Cathotic Church in
particular, were by Act of Parliament to be
branded as death-bed robbers? 'Fe our great
satifaction these questions have heea both set-
tled. The House las retraced its steps; the
Ministry and their supporters have for once et
ed lie gentiemen and Catholics; they bave by
their voles fraukly acknowledged their gross er-
ror in voting for the restrictive cluuses of Mr,
Drummond’s infamous Bill, and made the best re-
paration in their power for their former offences ;
and bave, therefore, by implication, fuily ratified
the condetnation passed upon them hy the TruE
Wirsess for their anti-Catholic conduct upon
previous occasions ; and also, for having atlowed
the Acts of Incorporation for the Assumption
College of Sandwich, and the Academy of St.
(esaire, to pass last session encumbered with
those very restrictive and insulting clauses, which
1his session they have refused to admitin the case
of the Bill fer the Incorporalion of the British
and Canadian School Society, and of that for In-
corporating the St. Bridget’s Asylum of Quebec,
as an insult to the ministers of their religion. It
is, therefore, incumbent on the Hon. M. Cartier
and his supporters who voted with bim on the 6th
inst., if they desire to obtain a reputation for
consistency, and to make full satisfaction for their
past transgressions, to expunge from the Acts of
Tacorparation passed last session, those clauses
against which they profess so much honest and
virtuous indiguation in the sesssion of 1859.—
Dat to come back to the debate :—

'The motion of Mr. Dunkin, mentioned above,
was met by an amendment from the * Clegr
Grit” leader, Mr. George Brown, the person
with whom it was proposed that Catholics should
contract a political allirnee. ‘T'rue to his ante-
cedents, Mr. George Irown contended for re-
taining the offensive clauses; as the effect of
their abolition would be to perpetuate those death-

bed solicitations which were so much to be de-
precated.

Mr. Brown was supported by all the leading
Orengemen of the House; thus showing that
Orangemen are his natural allies; and proving
the truth of what we have always asserted —that
an alliance of Catholics with George Brown
was neilher possible nor desirable ; and that such
an allisnce would inevitably be unspeakably dis-
graceful to all Catholics, parties thereunto. On
the other hand, M. Cartier, for once, spoke out
boldly, and hke a man ; standing up for the rights
of his coreligtonists, and the honor of his Clergy,
like a gentleman and a Catholic. Had be always
assumed—or if we had assurance that for the fu-
ture he would always assume—such a dignified
attitude, we would not have bad, we should not
again have, imposed upon us the disagreeable
task of lostile criticism. Did he know his true
interests ; could be rise above the sordid consi-
derations of place and emolument, or the paltry
ambition of being a leading political partisan, he
might yet be a credit to his country and his
Chureb ; he mght have been, he might yet be,
what the time-server, the place-hunter, and the
mconsistent politician  never can be--a truly
great and respected Catholic Statesman. 1le
lias talents; he has energy and great aptitude for
business 5 all he wants are firmness, integrity, and
stugleness of purpose. © Si oculus tuus fueri
sémplex, Lot corpues tuwem luctdum crib.”’—
St AMarT, vie 22

As a specimen of the energy which M. Car-
fier can put forth when he pleases, we give the
fallowing extract from the Toronto correspond-
cuce of the Montrea! Grazetie :—

Mr. Brown was arguing that death-bed solicitations
on the part of the priests were to be prevented,
when—

Mr. Cartier interrupted him, saying ke was insult-
ing the members who professed the Roman Catholic
religion,

e, Browan denied the imputatien.

Mr. Cartier—Yes, yes, you do.

Mr. Brown—The Hon. Atty-General East, with
studious discourtesy, interrupts hon. members on this
side of the House, screeching at the top of his dis-
agreeable voice as loudly as hio can,

Mr. Cartier—If there is one mewber of this
House whose conduct is marked by an absence
of courtesy, of respect for the feclings of others
especially  Catlolics, it i3 the hon. gentleman
himself. When I saw him making a lecture and
insulting my co-religionists, under the hypoceriti-
cal pretence of depriving this institution of the power
to receive bequests, what could T do but interrupt
him 7 1 am not a man to be insulted on the floor of
this House. My voice is perhaps too loud to please
the hon. gertleman—he can’t put it down; and,
though I am a smaller man, physically, than the hon
member, I might meet him either here or elsewhere.
As for his taunts, I regard them not : be has a moral
snd physical defect ; he can never keep within the

truth.

Mr. Foley—That's courteons|

Mr. Cartier—I don't intend to be polite to the hon.
gentleman ; he doesn't deserve it.

Amongst the other speakers who tnok part in
the debate upon the Catholic side, we must men-
tion Mr. Dunkin, Mr. McGee, Mr. Alleyn, M.
Laberge, aod M. Thibaudeaun ; whilst on the
other side, we must notice M. M. Brown, Gow-
an the Orangeman, Ferres, Mowatt, Dorion, and
Dr. O’Connor. That M. Dorion should bave
speken and voted against Catholic interests, and
with Mr. G. Brown and the Orangemen, has
indeed surprized and pawed us ; but the fact will
we hope be carefully treasured up, and duly
brought forth, when next again he shall present
hiwmself before the Catholic electors of Montreal
as a candidate for ibeir suifrages,

After a lengthy debate, the House divided ;
when there appeared—in favour of retaining the
cestiictive  clauses, 33 ; aganst retaining them,
42. 'Thus the principle was settled ; and on an-
other debate on the Sth instant, the St. Bridget’s
33itl, free trom the obaoxtous and insulting clauses,
was carrizd through its third reading. It now
remains for us to secure against ail future assaults
the integrity of our Charitable Instilutions; and
to return our tbanks to those to whom we owe
the late victory. Amongst these, though M. M.
Alleyn, Thibaudeau, and others deserve to be
honorably meuticned, it would, we repeat, be un-
just to refram from assigning a prowinent place
to M. Cartier ; and we rejoice heartily that, for
once, he has put in our power, as a Cathohe
Journalist, to speak of his political conduct in
terms of unqualified approbation. For our opin-
ion of that conduct, for our good will, or our
hostility, be may care but litile ; bat of the for-
mer we can assure him so long as e adberes to
the honorable palicy that he pursued on the 6th
instant ; whilst we believe that we may add that
many Catholics who have long stood aloof from
him, because of his unworthy concessions to Pro-
testant fanaticism, avd his adverse votes upon
questions affecting Catholic nterests, would
promptly and cheerfully rally round his standard,
and give him therr best support; would he in re-
turn but give thein assurance that, for the future,
he would always, and against all opponents, ap-
prove himself the stern and uncompromising
champion of our schools, of our charitable and
our religious institutions. Upon these terms,
but upon these terms only, we should be ready
as Catholics to forgive and forget his past; and
to give him for the future our best support, poor
and humble though that support may be.

Onr Monday, 11th inst., an interesting discus-
sion arose in the Legislative Assembly on the
M¢Lean ¢ License to commit Adultery Bill.”’—

Mr. Morrison mbved that the Bill be put first on
the order of the day for Wedoesday following.

This was opposed by M. Cartier ; after whom
Mr. J. S. M‘Donald called upon the Govern-
ment to explain why they had not laid before the
House a dispatch from the Imperial Government
to the different Colonial Liegislatures on the sub-
ject of Divorce. This dispateh which has al-
ready been laid before the Nova Scotian Legis-
lature, urges upon the dependencies of Great
Britain, the importance of establishing uniformity
of Legislation upon the subject of the sexual
untons of Her Majesty’s subjects throughout all
parts of Her dominions; and was accompanied
with a copy of the filthy English ¢ Divorce aad
Matrimanial Causes Act,” whose anti-Christian
provisions, it was hoped, would shortly be adopt-
ed 1o Canada.

To Mr. J. S. M‘Donald’s question, Attorney-
General Macdonald replied that the Government
had made up their minds to take no action upon
the dispatch alluded to, and would uot, therefore,
bring it down unless 1t was moved for. After a
somewhat desuttory debate Mr. Morrison’s inotion
was negatived hy a Majority of 51 against 36.
Then Mr. J. S. M:Donald, seconded, of course,
by Mvr. George Brown, moved for the production
of the dispatch belore referred to; and this mo-
tiou was ultimately agreed to.

On the same evening, some amusenent was
giren to the House by an announcement from the
Speunker that several members were grievously
torutented with dens; and bad actually been sub-
jeeted to the outrage of haviog a process served
upon them by bailiffs in the lobby of the House,
He, the Speaker, had given instructions that
Jfon. members who could not pay their debts, or
weet their trifling engagements with their respec-
tive washerwomen, should not be harassed again
i a similar manner, and in the lobbies of the Lie-
gislature ; and he, therefore, appealed to the
tlouse to support him in the course he had taken.
Mr. Foley suggested that it svould be better to
give orders that Ion. members should not be
waylaid by duns “in any other place either”—
2 suggestion which was received with much
laughter. It is really too bad, considering the
high wages that we are obliged to pay our repre-
sentalives, that they cannot keep out of debt;
and that their creditors are obliged to pursue
them, with their ¢ small accounts,” even within
the sacred precincts of the Iouse of Assembly!
Would it not be well to pass a Bill for the re-
lief of insolvent Members of Parliament ? with a
special clause restricting them to a certain num-
of glasses of brandy and water, and « gin-slings”
per diem, during the course of the Session?—
We throw this out merely as a hint to the advo-
cates of a ¢ Maine Law ;» for if there was less
liquor consumed by our legislators, there would,
we are sure, be also much less talk, and a great
deal more work, What says the Montreal
Witness to our suggestion ?

[
M. Cuimniquy.—TIt is with sincere pain that

we find ourselves compelled to notice the ravings
and misrepresentations which, through the friend-
ly columns of the Protestant press, the unhappy
man, and degraded priest, M. Chiniquy, bas
given to the world, as the explanation of the
causes of his deplorable fall, and apostacy from
that Church to which, at s ordination, be had
vowed obedience. Our present course is, how-
ever, forced upon us ; and though we would glad-
ly bave left the fallen priest undisturbed ; though
as Catliolics we would desire none to notice him,
save in their prayers to God for his conversion, he
himself has, by the unenviable notoriety which,
alter much Jabor and more falseliood, Le has ob-
tained, forced us to enter upon a discussion,
which, for his own sake, for ihe sake of decency,
morality, and Christian charity, we would, if pos-
sible, have still avoided. But as silence might
be musconstrued ; as M. Chiniquy seems deter-
mined not to profit by the indulgence and great
tenderness that has been extended to him by bis
Ecclesiastical superiors ; and as the locus pani-
temtice which in hopes of his conversion, they
have stil} left open to him, has been obstinately
refused, it is almost time that truth should be
told, and the guilty unmasked.

‘Why has M. Chiniquy left the Church, and
abjured the Catholic faith ? 15 a question we of-
ten hear asked. He would fain have us believe
that iL was because of a pecuniary dispute with
the Bishop of Chicago ; arising out of some deal-
ings with respect to Church property in the
Diocese of that vencrable Prelate. But this
reason, prominently assigned by M. Chiniquy
himself, is yot only notoriously inadequate for a
change of faith, but is also utlerly false. We
say it advisedly, and with full knowledge of the
facts ; thar it was not because of any dispute
about the disposal or ownership of Chureh pro-
perty that M. Chiniquy was suspended from the
exercise of his functions us Priest. e well
knows the true reasons for his suspension ; and
though he 1s at full liberty to make those reasons
publie, he will, we know, talce precious good care
for his own sake to keep them secret.

Again, we often bear it asked: How came it,
that this same M. Chiniquy, who in Canada had
carned such a reputation as a preacher of tem-
perance, and who apparently had done so much
good amongst his fellow-countrymen, was so

quietly allowed by his Canadian Ecclesiastical

superiors {o abandon the field of his labors 7 and
that not an effort was made to induce him to re-
main in Canada, where the need of a zealous
Apostle of Temperance was so strongly felt 2—
There were, we can assure our readers, many
and good reasous, why his Ecclesiastical superiors
in Canada were glad to get rid of him quietly ;
in the hopes that, change of scene, removal from
the immediate occasion of fall, and the prayers of
the Church, might yet avail to produce in him re-
pentance, an amendment of life, and moral refor-
mation. Alas! in this pious wish they have been
bitterly disappointed ; their tenderness towards
him has but encouraged him to pursue s bad
career, and to malign those who had mercifully
refrained from exposing hum to the world, Whilst
the same reasons that caused his wnregretted de-
parture from Capada, at length compeiled the
Bishop of Clicago to proceed to tiie strong mea-
sures against lim, which have been so fulsely
commented upon in the columns of the Canadian
Protestant press.  This we say, not in anger,
nor in biiterness of spirit against M, Chiniquy,—
We remember that, fallen and degraded as he
now is, upon Lim lias been imprinted the indelible
character of Priest of the Most High God ; of
the Minister of Ilim Who desireth not the death
of a sinner, but rather that le should turn from
lns wickedness and live ; and remembermg this,
it is in sorrow, rather than  anger, that we re-
cord his fall ; and with the sole object of disabus-
ing the public mind of those prejulices with
which, through bis lectures and published letters,
hie lLias sought to abuse1t.  Our object m fine, in
treating of the subject is stricily defensive, and
not offensive.

Two main reasons are assigned by M. Chini-
quy for bis quarrel with the Bishop of Chicago ;
which quarrel agam M., Chiniquy wishes us to
believe was the cause of his suspension ; whilst
that suspension from the ¢xercise of his spiritual
functions, was he pretends, the immediate cause
of his renunciation of the Catholic faith, and his
profession of Protestantism. In all this we need
hardly add there 1s searcely one word of truth.

It is true, indeed, that the Bishop of Chicago
did transfer the property in a certain church
from the bands of a French Canadian, to those
of an Irish Catholic congregation; but M. Chi-
niquy forgets, or finds it more convenient to sup-
press, the fact that the property in question was
deeply indebted, and mortgaged ; that the Bishop
offered every opportunity to the French Cana-
dians to raise amongst themselves the sum neces-
sary to redeem it from its encumbrances; that
the latter did not, or would not, avail themselves
of those opportunities ; that in consequence the
Bishop was at last reluctantly compelled to in-
terfere ; and that it was under these circum-
stances that the transfer of property cemplained
of as an act of injustice on the part of the Bishop
of Chicago, took place.

Again: M. Chiniquy complains that the same
Bishop commanded him to give up his—>M. Chi-
niquy’s—right to certain property at St. Aune’s ;
that upon his refusal the Bishop sent for, and
suspended him: and that upon bis refusal to
yield to the sentence of suspension, the Bishop
proceeded to excommunicate him. Here again
there is a complicated tissue of falsehoods.

In the first place, the entire property in ques-
tion was the exclusive property of the Bishop of
Chicago; having been formally conveyed by
deed, in trust for the use and interests of the con-
gregation, to the predecessor of the Prelate with,
whom M. Chiniquy pretends {o have had the dis-
pute. lIndeed, had there been any valid grounds,
or semblance even of grounds, for impugning the
Bishop’s iitle, is it probable that M. Chiniquy
would not have enforced, or attempted to enforce,
his claims to the property in question before the
legal tribunals of a country whose people and rul-
ers are cerlainly not obnoxious to the charge of
encouraging the pretensions, or of straining the
law in favor of the authority, of Romish Bishops 1
We beg of our Protestant readers to give this
consideration its due weight.

In the second place, and we say it advisedly,
it was not because of any quarrel arising out of
the Church property at St. Anne’s, that M. Chi-
niquy was suspended from the exercise, in that
wmission, of his priestly functions. He was sus-
pended for entirely different reasons ; for reasons
seriously affecting M. Chiniquy’s moral charac-
ter; for reasons which were fully stated to him
by the Bishop, and which had not the slightest
reference to Church property. The Bishop
wished to remove him from St. Anne’s for rea-
sons analogous to those which induced the Bi-
shops of Canada to part with him. The inten-
tions of that Prelate being—to deliver M. Chini-
quy from the immediate templation to which at
St. Anne’s the laiter was exposed—and to give
him an opportunity durmg a “Spiritual Retrcat”
with the Jesuit Fathers at St. Louis, to repent,
through the great mercies of God, of his former
sins, and to commence a new life ; in which case,
it was further the intent ion of the said Bishop to
raise his suspension, and to place M. Chiniquy in
a new Mission ; where under fresh auspices, re-
moved [rom oll associates, and the immediate
causes of his fall remole—he might yet, by a
life of holivess and sincere penilence, atone in
some measure for his conduct at 5t. Anne’s.—

These his intentions, the Bishop imparted to M
(?himquy himself ; giving the latter full permis:
sion .to make public the real grounds of his sys.
pension. Of that permission, from that day to
this, M. Chiniquy has not seen fit to avail him-
self.

The subsequent proceedings against M. Clini.
quy were rendered inevitable by his contemptuous
disregard of his Bishop’s sentence of suspension ;
by his open and ostentatious violation of aI;
Church discipline ; and by the sacrilegious obst;-
nacy in which he persisted, in spite of his well
merited suspenston, in celebrating the sacred
nysteries,

With this plain statement of facts, which M
Chiniquy knows to be true, we take our Jeaye o'f
a very painful subject; in the hopes that I,
Chiniquy will see that silence is lis wisest policy ;
and that he will spare us and himself, the neces-’
sity of raising still higher the curtsin which cop-
ceals his true claracter from the world.

Tue MoxrreAr “PiLoT” AND Clnistian
MATRIMONY.—¥We have, we hope, convinceq
our cotemporary that Protestant marriages are at
present looked upon by the Catholie Church ang
atl l{er children, as holy and lonorable, because
Christian and indissoluble, unions. When how-
ever, the Ptos shall have established his thesis—
t!.ul‘t the sexual unions of Protestants are mere
civil contracts, « and uothing wmore 7 when e
shall have proved that mito those unions a ye-
ligious and Cliristian, as distinguished from a more
civil or secular, element does not enter, he will
have succeeded i convincing us that there is
nothing more “ holy” about a Protestant mar-
riage, than there is in a contract for the delivery
of a specified quantity of pork ; and when he
shall have succeeded in establishing his other
thesis, that the marriages of Protestants way,
upon any prelence whatsoever, be dissolved by
any tribunal upon earth—then we shall of course
cease to look upon the sexual unions of Drotest-
ants as a wiit more “ honorable™ than concubin-
age.  Until then, however, our cotemporary must
excuse us if we treat the marriages of our Pro-
testant brethren as both  holy” and ¢ konorable?
—as Christian, and therefore as something more
than mere ewil, contracts ; and as indissoluble by
man, because made by God.

In point of fact the questions—Are the sexual
unions of baptised persons civil contracts, “and
nothing more?” as the Pilot asserts; or are
they also religious, as distinguished from mere
civil, contracts ? as the Catbolic Church has al-
ways taught—embrace all the pomnts at issue be-
twixt Catholics and Protestants as to the nature,
effects and force of the matrimomal contract
itself, Tor, if those unions be but civil con-
tracts “and nothing more ;” and as it is of the
‘essence of all mere civil contracts, that their terms
may be modified, or even annulled by the mutual
consent of the contracting parties ; it is a self-
evident proposition that, if marriage be no more
than what the P2/of pretends it is, the parties to
that contract have the right, without the interven-
tien of any third party, to dissolve at pleasure
their unions, and to enter into new contracts. Lut,
on the other hand, if, as the Church teacles, mar-
riage is a religious as well as a civil contract ; if
it be a Divine Ordinance—in a higher sense thap
a contract for Pork is a Divine Ordinance—it 1
equally evident that the Civil Magistrate has no
absolute jurisdiction therein; and that his autho-
rity, though it may be sufficient to invalidate a
mers civil, can bave no effect whatever upon a
religious, or spiritual, contract. The main ques-
tion at issue therefore resolves itself into this—
Is marriage a Divine Ordinance, and therefore
beyond the reachi of the mere civil mugistrate ?
oris it a mere civil contract, and nothing more,®
over which he has legitimate jurisdiclion?

And leve we would pause to ask the Pilot
how to reconcile his thesis tlat marriage is
“ nothing more” than a civil contract, with the
fact which we suppose he will admit, that God
Himself has denounced its violation as a special
crime 3 If, we say, marriage be ¢ nothing more”
than a civil contract, then adultery is but a breach
of a mere civil contract ; and is, morally, indis-
tinguishable from a breach of a contract for the
delivery, at a stated period, of a certain amount
of dry goods ; or from the breach ot a contract
entered into by a railway contractor for complet-
g a specified amount of road within a specified
time. e, however, Who from the thunders of
Sinai proclumed the Divine Law-—¢"Thou shalt
not kill>—in like manner, and at the same time,
issued His command—* Thou shalt not commt
adultery.” Ifow then, upon the Pilut’s hypo-
thesis that marriage is a civil contract, “and
nothing more,” are we to account for the fact
that God Himself singled out the breach of this
mere civil contract, as the subject of special de-
vunciation ?

And again would we request our cotemporary
to explain wherein, upon his hypothesis, concu-
binage differs morally from marrage ; or wherc-
in a mistress morally diflers from a wife. For if
in marriage there be ¢ nothing more than in a ci-
vil contract ; and since ihe arrangement in virtue
of which and for a pecuniary consideration, a wo-
man contracts {o live for a specified time asa man’s

mistress is also a “ cwil or mere secular con-



