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"THE arrival of the Steamer Irzdz(m at Quebec,
from Lwcrpool the 10th instant, -has added - but

little to our European budget of news. We have,

cvce]lenl tidings of the harvest; and the healt of

rviny 2 poor man will be made o'lad at the pros-
pect of an adundance of bread. The Emperor,
of Russia was solemuly-crowned at Moscow on
Sunday the 7th instant, amidst the most enthusi-
astie demonstrations of loyalty from his suljects.
Tn Jtaly, and throughout the Continent generally,
¢verything was quiet. ‘

Tue St. Rocw’s Savixes’ Baxx.—We

have received from Quebec some further details

{ this unfortunate institution, whick we now lay

before our readers, in reply to the mysterious
inuendoes of the Montrcal Witness, respecting
the failure of & « Roman Catholic Baok ;” an

" anpouncersent which must have caused ao litile.

» surprise amongst Catholics, who could not under-
siand in what sense & Bank could be s2id to be
« P oman Catholic ;” or bow the Church could, in
any sense, be held respoasible for the afiair: of a
purely sccular monetary institution over which it
had not the slightest control.

There exists in Quebec, as in every other city
in the world where there are any large number of
Catholics, a charitable society knova as the So-
ciety of St. Vincent de Paui. This socicly,
which is composed ezclustvely of luymen, iz ~ub-
divided iuto what are called * Conferences;
each having the supreme control of its own af-
fairs, the management of its owo poor, und the
distribuiion of its own funds; but all united into
one body by means of the ¢ Particular Countil,”
composed of delegates, or representatives from
cach @ Conference.” 1o this “ Particwiar Coun-
cif” belongs the superintendence of the general
interesis of wl the different Counferences, though
it hws no immediate contrel over any one of them
i particular.  Iach © Conference™ is however
bound to make certain periodical Reports of its
proceedings—its funds—and the nature of its
works of Lh‘li ity—to the ¥ Particular Council.”
This premised, the reader will more easily under-
stand the following details.

Early in the spring of 1848, the members of
the different * Conferences” in the Si. Roch’s
suburbe, Quebec—the members of whick were,
chiefly, ship-carpenters, mechanics, tradesmen,
arel day-laborers — founded a Savings’ Bark,
keown as + La Cuaisse & Economie, o Banguc
& Epargues de St. Roch de Quebec ;7 with the
proviso, that the Directors of the said institution
were o be clected from amongst their ownmem-
bers, and that & monthly report of the state of
its affairs should be laid before the « Particular
Council.” On the 9th of April of the saunc
year, their application to the “Particular Coun-
eil? to be aggregated asa special ¥ Work? of
the Sociely of St. Vincent de Paul, was granted
—aupon the condition that a full and accurate
monthly report of all their proceedings should be
laid before the said “* Particular Council.” As,
however, the Directors of the St. Rocl’s Barnk
did uot comply with this reasonable siipulation,
and as between the st of April, 1848, and the
%h. of December, 1849, only three Reports of
the state of its affairs were given by the St.
Rocl’s Bank to the # Particular Council? the
Litter ccused to bave any connection with the
said Bank ; which nevertheless was continued as
a private enterprise, totally unconnected therefore
with the Society of St. Vincent ‘de Paul; the
ofiice-bearers of the Bank bedug still elected how-
ever from amongst the members of the St. Roch’s
« Conferences,” as originally agreed upon.

"Chings remained in this condition until some
two or lhree years ago; when rumors petting
zbroad that the affairs of the St. Rocl’s Bank
were notin a flourishing condition, the Savings’
Bauk of Notre Dame~—a prosperous mshluuon,
foucded by the lay members of the ¢ Confer-
ences™ of Notre Dame on the very same princi-
ples as those ot the St. Roch’s Bank—offered to
take the latter by the hand, and bring them
through ; upon condition- that the St. Roch’ﬂ
Bank would consent to unite their business with
that of Notrc Dame. With this offer the mem-
bers of the St. Roch’s institution refused to com-
ply; and the result was, that; sometime last
year, the latter suspended payment, their af-
fairs_being couisiderably embarrassed. . The fol-
Towing is.a Report of their Assetsaad Liabilitics,

dated March 16th, 1858, as made out by a com-

mittee Pspec:al]y appomted to examine mto tbe ‘

. 'f due by;the said Bank to. its depos’
sxtors on t.he lst of Apnl ',1805
was,

..................

Roch's Bank had overdrawn its

eBanLOfHont— AL
account with th s s

real in t.hc SUM Of s eeorsanns
' ’ £16,689 0 3
P e
.} To meet theso demaxn ds, the Bank :
had  in Municipal, and other
i Debentures,, depo*zuu in the e
Bunk of Montrenl, the sum of.. "D’EOZ 0 2
In Bills and Promxasory Nates,. . 1.0,:33 4.3
In Notarigl Bonds,....onvevennnn 552 18 . 5
S17,286 12 8
15,689 0 3
Thus showing o balsece fn favor }
£30T 12 5

of the Bank, of

In the meantime, as the greater portion of the
assets .of the Bank consist of Dromissory notes,
and other securities which have not heen realised,
and of which many perhaps may never be real-
ised, ‘the depositors have been put to- Lonqder-‘
able inconvenience, and indeed to great har dships.
That the Directors have authoriscd any one - 10
buy up the books of the depositors with manies
belonwmg 1o the Bank, is positively denicd; but

it is said, and at his -own risk; paying o the
holders the sum of fiffeen shillings in the jound.
Of cowrse we affirm nothing on (his point; hut
we have every reasen to believe that the state-
ment of the affairs of the St. Roch’s Lauk as
given above, is quite accurats,

We trust that our readers, and that the Moné-
real Witness, will appreciate the motives which
induce us,at the present mainent, to abstain from
offering any opinion upon the causes which have
led to this deplorable failure.  Thers sy bave
been fraud, or negligence, or perbaps both, on
the part of cne, or iwove, of the managers of the
institution ; or agzin, it is not inpossible that the
failure may have been owing to causes over
which man has no control. Upon these points,
however, we refrain {rom expressing auy opinion ;
hecause several actions are actually pending ; and
it would ill becorae us to anticipate the verdict of
our Courts of Faw, or to prejudge the cause of
mea, wko may, after all, be more unfortunate
than guilty. That this is the case with some of
tie late Directors of the Bank, we are most po-
sitively assured; and if it be impossible to en-
tirely acquit even these of imprudence in the ma-
nagement of the affairs entrusted to them, or of
trusting too implicitly to the good faith of others,
the severe losses that they have sustained by the
failure of the Bank, and the great personal sa-
crifices that they have offered to make, in ovder,
as far as possible, to indemnify the unfortunate
depositors, is a suficient guarantee for their in-
tegrity, and honest intentions. We may also add,
that one person, whose name for obvious reasons
we suppress for the present, has been dismissed
from the Society of St. Vineent de Paul by a
Resolution of the “ Superior Couneil.”

We have now redeemed our promise to the
Montreal Witness to give him all the informa-
tion in our power of the afinirs of the St. Rock’s
Savings Bank ; and we also take this oceasion of
promising him, that, when the duly authorised tri-
bunals shall have pronounced their verdict upen
the innocence or guilt of the parties implicated
in its failure, we will not only publish that verdict,
but that we will cordially join with our cotempo-
rary in demanding that the extreme rigor of the
law be put in force against the guilty—zf guilty
there be. In the meantime, we will refrain from
any remarks which may seem to anticipate that
verdict ; and we invite the Montreal Witness to
imitate our prudent reserve; trusting- that he’
will publish the substance of the explanations by
us given, for our silence upon the question of the
guilt or innocence of the managers of the de-
faulting institution.

We may also take. this opportunity of point-
ing out to our cotemporary; that there is noanalo-
ey whatever betwixt the conduct of these persons,
and that of the Directors of the ¢ XMontreal
Provident and Savings Bank,” upon which we
have so often commented—1.—The infamous
dishonesty of the latter is a fact established by
the clearest. evidence, and published to the world
in the # Official Report”* of the Committee ap-|.
pointed by the Government to inquire into its
aflairs; the dishonesty of any. of those connect-
ed with the St. Rech’s Savings Bank, can, until
the legal actions now pending be decided, bea mat-
ter of suspicion only. 2.—Whilst the oze person,
“ suspected only,” of moral impropriety has been
dismissed fromn the Catholic charitable society of
which he was a member,—the late Directors of
the Montreal Provident and Savings Baok,
against whom fraud of the vilest, description has
been clearly established by official documents—

working in the Penitentiary—not only continue
_to occupy the upper seats in the Protestant con-
veaticles, but in virtue of their ill-gotten w ealth,

a holier faith, aml for disséminating amontrst the
simple habitans of our Cnnadun panshcs the
bleqsmgs of . rehgmn “ pure and undeﬁled » It is

‘the Snints; nor hag any Protestant paper ventured

affairs of the Bank.:

to publish its wondroua revelations.

pronuse ‘the T*Vztmss, that—-should it "be |
| blished . that - any - member of -2 Cathohc socnety

s pnvate speculator has done so, on his account |

and who if they had their deserts would be now |

AT “is.then’ by. this test—the laws of Gro&—-tha
*-Thig document has. hoen; -carefully. supprcssed by:

"l»é“l‘r’nz‘i;l.yr-th_at has provo‘l;édi 'tn

the smﬁdhng T\Iontrenl msutuno

has been guilty of-‘conduct similar o that ‘proved’
against the fraudulent -saints of . the Montreal
evangelical coufratermhe:—and should that guilty’| :

person be still allowed to remain a member of
the said Catholic society—the TRue WITNESS
will be as prompt to expose, and condemn the
dishonesty and inconsistency of” those ‘who call

¢Xpose and condemn the knavery and unblush-
ing raseality of the particular friends and col~
lenrrucs of the editor of the Montreal Witness.

Ir the Journal de Qucbee fecls sore—as it would
seem he does from his issue of the 18th instant—
at the manner in which he has been treated by
the Toronto Mirror, and the TRUE WiTNESS,
be certainly has no reason to be surprised ; nor
Yias he any right to complain - thereof; because
that treatment is due entirely to bis own dishonést
and xacxlhhng conduct, Tt would ‘indeed be
wonderful if’ ady independent, unbounhL Catholic
journalist spoke of him in other terms ﬂmn those
of loathing dnd eontemipt 5 nor need he look:
friends or apo]omsf_s excepl amoungst- the venal
pack, whose dirty palms have been gxcased with
Ministerinl ointment—to use an expression for
which we are again indebted to a correspondent
of the 1anntrcaZ Herald—(but the Jowrnal does
not like the Herald.) Tor the style in which
we have spoken of bim, and his patron, D Cau-
chon, we feel no remorse, and have no apologies
{o offer.

Neithu at his bidding do we intend to hold onr
peace. % Quil se taise donc,” hie exclaims, in
the voice of one who has bui Lo speak to be
obeyed. Now we venture to tell him that, though
this siyle of address may suit the mercenary tribe
of * Government lLacks,” to whom M., Cauchon
is accustomed to deal out the wages of corrup-
tion-—thougl: it was, no doubt, the command by
hitn issued from Toronto to the Journal de Chec-
bec, when the latter presumed to condemn My.
Drummond’s % General Corporations Bill,” and
to which the said Journal at once yielded hum-
ble obedience—itis not language which can have
any other effect upon us, than to provoke us to
laughter at the lmpelhncnu of our old friend,
« Jack-in-Office.” ¢ We are,” as the Journal
knows, “ all descended from the Israclites 3 and
as our well informed cotemporary ouglt also to
know, the Israelites were always a- stif-necked
and disobedient race. In this respect, we take
after our Tcraehtr:h progenitors ; and altogether
declinie submitting ourselves to the decrees issued
by M. Le Tartufe of Quebec—even though he
speak in the name of “sotre satnle religion.”
—See Journal de Quebec, passine.

On the contrary, we intend, yet more and
more, to expose his dishonesty, and the falsity of
his pretended respect for that Church which he
and bis friends “ entowrent de leur respect, de
lewr wveneration” As we have already told
him, “this respect and veneration” are but
assumed by him, and very clumsily assumed too,
as a cloak to conceal his © respect and venera-
tion” for a Commissionership of Crown Lands.
We will however do the man justice. He
says, in the name of M. Cauchon, that the latter
never -had a conversation with the Rev. M. Ca-
zeau of Quebec, in which M. Cauchon directly,
or indirectly, pledged himself to support M.
Bowes® Bill. This we can readily believe; not
on M. Cauchon’s word, but becausc we believe
that M. Cauchon is too cunning 2 man to com-
mit himself either by word or writing.” That
the Rev. M. Cazeau however did behevc, that
it was impossible that M. Cauchon would oppose
M. Bowes' Bill—and that the Conmissioner of
Crown Tands could not so belie all his antccc-
dents as to be guilty of so  crying an iniquity”
—is evident from the correspondence published
by ITis Lordship the Bishop of Toronto, which
fully bears out {he statement in the TrUE Wrr-
NEss of the 22nd ult.  We did not say that M.
Cauchon had made any formal promise ; but that
he bad, by his antecedents, given the Rev. M.
Cazeau—as he had the Bishops of Upper, Ca-
nada, and bis Catholic supporters generally—
reason to believe that he would. not oppose so
moderate, and so evidently cquitable a claim as
that contained in Mr. Bowes’ Bill.

But this, argues the Jowr nal, M. Cauchon
could not have done, because the said Bill « con-
sacre une injustice.” Here also we willingly-
join issue with our oppon#nt, and contend that

Yo
(V1

not only perfectly just, but, that in L,onﬁmng

moderate.
Justice and injustice belong to the moral ordcr,

cided by an appeal to, either the supernatura! or,

clash’ with either of these can bé unjust, though
it: may be sometimes unndcessary, or'impolitic:

we would test-the Justice or’ injustice" of - thg piro-
posal contained in Mr. Bowes® Bill.

RUE WITKESS ¥ on he’ aﬁ‘au-s of
wschools should ‘b€ exem t: from* all taxnt:on for:

,"the Suppart - of 1’rotestént schools, the bmldmg

themselves bis co-religionists, ‘as he has been to |

the principle consecrated in Mr. Bowes’ Bill was |

their demands within such limits, the Catholies of | -
Upper Canada approved themselvcs wondérfully-

and disputes thercfore, as to, thc JllStlLe or injus- j.

: . o de-
actually figure ‘as the Jeading members.of . evan- _txce of any particular measure, can onlybe -de-

elical bOClCthS for converting us poor Papists to | .
4 e Sty or. Pap natuml laws -of God. Nothmcr which does ot
’ he'Lf.hen, ' whiclh ;appeared in the Ju]y number. of

e Sl s e s sl
:gs'?l Was, thnt—aft ‘tbe 1st6f ’.Tn-\

' pre
nuary, ,,1856—Cathohc supporterﬁ “of - separafe

of Protestant : Sc,hool -housés,” or-the furmshmg of
Protestant bCllOO] libraries. Now, if to grant
this exemption to - Cnthohcs, be “ to consecx-at(.
an injustice,” it must be because-—either accord-
ing to the natural, or supernatural law of God—
a' Protestant majority has the right to tax a Ca-
tholic minority for Protestant school purposes.—

But Protestants have no such ught according to
any natural divine law; for it is only in virlue
of a special Act of 1’1rlnment, ov positive huinan
law, that they even pretend to exercise il—
Neither have they this right in victue of any su-
pernatural law; for of that law, the Catlolic
Church is the sole legitimate gnardian and inter-
preter ; and shie, speaking by ‘the mouth of her
Pastors m Upper Canada,* assures us that a Pro-
testant majority has no right lo tax. Catholics for
the support of schools which she has condemned
as altogether dangerous to faith and morals. Mr.
Bowes® Bill, therefore, clashed with neither the
natural, nor spernatwal laws of God, as en-
graven, in the one case, on the heart of every
m'm—and in the other, as revealed through the
Catholic Churelr.  But if in conflict with neither
the natural nor the supernatural law, then cer-
tainly not unjust;. for all injustice is a violation
of some precept of onc or the other of those faws.

On the contrary, we contend that—as any
violation of either the natural, év supernatural
law, is essentially unjust—as the Cowmmon, or
Protestant schools of Upper Canada * are + alto-
gether dangerous to faith and morals,” and there-
fore prohibited to the faithful—and as it is in
violation of both God’s natural and supernatural
laws, to compel any onc to. contribule to such
schools—it was, is, and always will be, an act of
gross injustice, *w crying iniquity,” to compel
Catholics to pay for the support of Non-Catholic
schools, school-houses, or lihvaries. If M. Cau-
chon replies that this power over Catholies is
conceded to Protestants in Upper Canada by the
twelfth section of the School Act of 1855,
rejoinder is, that that Act is, in so far, an ini-
quity ; and thap by it, and not by Mr. Bowes’
Bill, has «an njustice beer consecrnted N —
M. Cauchon and his friends have but one of two
lines of argument open to them, whereby they
can pretend tg refute;us. They must argue,
either, that the Protestant, ov Common Schools
of Upper Canada are “not dungerous to faith
and morals®—thereby sctiing themselves in divect
opposition to that Church, ** which they surround
with their respect and their veneration ;” or they
must assert that it is in accordance with God’s
law, to compel Catholics to contribute towards
the support of that which is - dangerous to {aith
and morals”—e.g. :—gambling houses—mixed
schools—brothels—and such like. The Jourual
de Quebee may take which horn of the dilemma
he pleases.

We shoutd add that the Jowsnal de Qm’bcr
atlempts to draw an analogy betwixt the laws
which regulate the building of Catholic. parish
churches in Lower Canada, and the School Laws
of the Upper Province. The comparison will
not hold good ; because, in Lower Canada all
Non-Catholics are, in that they are Non-Catholics,
excrapt from all taxation for Catholic church pur-
poses ; and because the law imposes the obliga-
tion to pay for such purposes upon Catholics
only. Now, the grievance complained of by,
‘the iniquity perpetrated upon, the Catholies of
Upper Canada, is, not that they are taxed for
school purposes, but that they are_taxed for Non-
Catholic school purposes ; for supporting a system
pronounced by the Church to be altogether danger-
ous to faith and morals. If there were any Pro-
testants in the Lower Province compelled by law
to contribute against their will towards the build-
ing of a Catholic church, then indeed there would
be a perfect analogy betwixt the laws of the two
scctions of the Province. All that we demand
therefore—and this we demand in the namne of
mmuhhlc Justice—is, that the Catholic minority
in “Upper Canada shall ‘be as. exempt. from all
taxation for Non-Catholic ehur ¢h, or school pur-
poses; as are the Non-Catholic minority in the
Lower section of the Province, from all taxation
for Catholic churell, or school purposes. "o force
a- Catholic to pay for the support. of a scliool
system to which he is conseientiously opposed, is
the -« frgjustice” which is “ consecrated by the
Jaw” of Upper Calnd.x, as - it at present stands;
and this is as monsirous an injustice as it w ould

ol

1 be, to tax the Non-Catholics of Lower Canada for

the’ buddmg of the.Catholi¢ parish church, or to
fevy upon their farmers a tithe. nf cer eah for the
support of a Catholic cure. .~

* In that the: Calhohc Bishops of, Uppu Canada
supportcd .ond cmnc:tly contended for, the principle
consccrn.ted in Mr. Bowes' Bill, we, Catholic lnymen,
Jave n snﬁiment gnalrmtec of its Jublwo .

("‘]IRYSTIAN \JISSIONS —THEIR
AND PRACTICE.”

]’R!\’UII’LF

' ’l‘ms is the title of an interesting acticle- upon

the tesults of modern Christian Mﬁsxons to the
:the. 'Westmmswr Review, - The: sub_]ect is onie

.we :propdse - thercfoxe to lay ‘before our- readerq &

}How extraéts froim the atticle in questlon as con-

' pon wjuch C'Lthohcs c:umot he mdlﬁ'erent “and- LV

ﬁrmatory' of the opm:on ftenv expressed by’ the R
THUE ":WI'rM:ss respectmg Proteshnt mussxons B
‘and-rissionaries. ot i O
The szewcr is mdeed as severe upon thho—
hcs,ns he is' upon his own corelmonxsts 3 nor will
he’ admzt that'the missions of the former have been
‘one wlnt moxe suceessful - than have those of the
latter. ~ But there is this to be borne in' mind—
that cvery man, however untrustworthy in other
vespects, is'always a good witness when testifying
against himself.  Hence, though we may reject
his testimony against the Ronvésh missionary, ay
the testimony of u prejudiced adversary, we can
accept without hesitation all that the Revicwer
says about the failures of Protestant missions,
and the absurdities of Exeter Hall.  As the lead.
ing Protestant periodical of the British empire, tlie
Westminster Review is an unexceptionable au-
thority upon. all matters 1ehtmtr to Protestant-
ism.

We wiil therefore pass over without notice
what the writer says about modern Catholic mis-
sions ;- and contenting ourselves, with reproducing
his testimony, wnt that of the Protestant authory
whom he cites, as to the disastrous results of the
‘missionary enterprises of his Protestant brethren,
we will endeavour to answer the following two
fluestions which naturally present themselves i~

.- What are the means that British Protes-
tantisin has at ils disposal for prosecuting mission-
ary enterprises amongst the heathen ?

2. What have hitherto been the fruits of those
missions?

"F'o the st question, we reply that British Pro-
testantism lias at its command all the material
vequisites for success. It has immense funds as
its disposal 5 and for the application of these funds
it bas if> ¢ Exeter Hall”” au organisation, to all
appearance, the most powerful ever devised by the
wit of man. If its missions have failed then, it
must be owing, not to any material, but to soize
spiritual  defect.  But here we will fet the Re-
vicwer speak : and first as to the funds available
for British Prolestant missions :—-

“The balance shees of the Foreign and Colonial
missions for 1855 exhibited at the May meetings, and
in the religions new gpapers of ‘dm}efn (1856) showy
that the amonnt spent in this kind of charity is near-
ly half a million—iun the precise fgure—L£479,055 2g
10d.  This doees not include the expenditure {os
translation of the Scriptures.-

Of the great Profestant organisation— fxc-
ier Hall”—the Revicwer gives the following de-

seription.  Having alluded {o the * spiritual
organtsation” of * Romish missions™ he says o

# Qur organisation is net spiritual, but on the coz-
trary, full of the spirit of Mammon. Power and luers
ave in its heart, while its profeasmns and s trappings
are all spmtml Exeter Hall is one of the institu-
Lions of our age, approprinte to & eritical period of a
Protes L'mlt:m. threa,n.ncd by ITigh-Clurchism or Ro-
manism on Lhe one hand, and seience and philusopky
on the other, When thc, (lapham Church began its
ministrations;, nobody lhad the least idea of Sucha
resuli as the Bxeter Hall institution and its stafl.
The Bible Society was formed, nnd the religious lead-
ers ot the Anti-slavery movement were its origina-
tors and officers. Some of us are old enough 10 re-
member the conllicts about the admission of the Nox-
conformists to the Bible Society, and the zeal of the
orthodox Dissenters when admitted,~ All these par-
tics, and the Qualers as » body, and the leaders ¢f
missionary enterprise, held periadical mcetings in
Loondon, and most of them at the sawe time ol year
When the menageric was removed from FExeter
Change, and the old edifice pulled down, the Low
Church’ and Nonconformist leaders of the philaz
throphy of the age proposed to build a place \'-hxch
might be the head quarters of their enterprises—sod
Exeter Hall wus opened in 1831, Great boasl has
been made of the crowds us~cmblcd there, of the
maganitude of theic accommaedation, and of the pro-
dlglOllS amount of the funds contributed for benevo-
lent objccts ; but it does not appear that sufiicient at-
tention has bcen givenr to the bureaucratic interesis
created by such an organisation. The expenditurs
of an annual milhon and a half in objects as various
ag the seels of the religious world, and reaching to
the ends of ihe carth, must require & large and ¢i-
verse agency ; and the agency, with the money in its
hands, constitules a power—2a pom.r abundanlly able
1o sustain missions under any adverse influences
whatever. The mere colleeting of the funds, er-
ploys no small number of poor clergymen, and lag-
men who meke themselves as like dcrgj men as tbey
can. Vain men, and men who think ita Jduty to
let their name and station be used in a good cause,
are on committees; and the real business of commit-
tees is done by secretaries; and the secretaryships,
which confer enormous unrecognised power, and prc—
digious patronage, are objects of ambition to the
active and aspiring men of all sectsthatcan geta foot-
ing in Exeter Hall. Whatever their sectarian difter-
ences may be, these men have a strong interest in
such concert as may keep up the ornums'm(m in
vigor and authority. They are the p'ud staff of o
rich socinl department ; and the zeal of a paid staff
on behalf of the dcpmlmon..hy which it lives and en-
joys life may always he depended on. Thatueel
cloaks” all dcformmea, conceals all delinquencics,
gets rid of sinuers, and obtrndes its saints: deniss
failure, magnifies suceess, and devoles, some of ils
professional benevolence to “makmg things plec-
sant” for coniributors who enjoy giving tbeir moncy,
but would be painfully disturbed hy hearing thet
anything was going wrong. The subscribing “multi-
tude assemble to hear of widows rescued from the
pile;. children . snatched from the Gn.nqea, savagos
singing hymns, missionaries dying in the odor of
sanclity, Jews extolling. the eross, 'and intant cor-
verts from Romunism spitting out texts in the priesty’
faces; and it would be a chilling disappointment 0
them to hear that widows still choose to burn; thal
the heatlhen are perishing ont of their lands; that
dying missionary now and then hopes that no more
‘brethren will come ont into the wilderness, and wagie
their lives as he has done; that some hypoome hag
embezzled funds ; that a devoted member here £ad
there has iurned seenlar, and bocome devoled @
Mammon iu ono form or another. The rule of coz-
duct in sach cases is, % lcast said, soonest mended ;"
and the glow of hopc and comphccncy is not td be
clouded ovér by bad tidings which nohedy will b2
the better for hearing, while some will be the worse
for the tellirig. -Thus ‘the servants of Exeter Hall
. bécome ils mastera: While professing to render theix
‘accounts, they. lead-tle religious public whithersoover
‘they. will. :Now and ther some story comes out whick
reveals the:frue gquality of some of the managers of
missions and other en!.crpmns Such a casge 13 “that

* The gross receipts of the® Socmty for.tho l’ropﬂ,
gation of the Fnith” for the last year were £148, 909 ;
not a third of the sum:collected for British’ Protes-

tant missions.



