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EQCLESIASTICAL CALENDAR.
JUNE, 1868,

Friday, 19 —Sacred Heart of Jesus.

W Saturday, 20—St- Bernabe, Ap
Sundsy, 31—8t. Louis de Gonzague, C.
Monday, 22 —8t. Norbert. B.C.
Taeaday, 23~ Vig. St. Julienue, V.
Wedneeday, 24 —8t. John the Baptiste.
Thuraday, 25 -8t William, B-C-

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

The many defeats on the Irish Church ques-
tion that Mr, D’lsraeh bas experienced in the
House of Commons have at last determined that
gentleman to try the eflect of an appeal to the
people: and 10 consequence it 13 expected that
the present Parliament will soon be dissolved,
and the montb of December is spokea of, as the
dste for the meeting of the next. The elections
will probably be carried out on the No-Popery
cry ; and this if skilfully raised may no doubt have
its effects, but the geperal democratic tendency
18 certaly to the abolition of all church estab-
lishments whether in England or in Ireland. It
remains to be seen whether hatred of Gatholicity,
or. love of democracy,is the stronger in the
breasts of the new constituencies.

On the Continent of Europe everything seems
to-be quiet for the moment, The second de-
tachment of Papal Zouaves which left Canada
on the 14th of last montb, had arrived at Brest
on the 23th, and were ez 7oute for Rome.

The question of “raid, or no rad ?” is still
discussed in our Provincial papers. The more
general, and apparently the better founded opi-
nion seems to be that there will be no raid : and
if, as it 13 reported 1s the case, the United States
authorities are determined to enforce their own
laws agamnst their own citizens, a raid is impos-
sible. Without the connivance of tae Govern-
ment of the United States a raid upon the Ca-
nadian frontier is physically impossibie, and such
conmvance would nevitably lead to war. The
cxtreme republicans m the States assert pos:-
tively that the impeachment wag sold: they evi-
dently bave not a very high opinion of the omo-
rale of their own statesmen, and fellow-country-

fnen,

Tue Feast or Corpus CHaisTi.—The
Procession which acnually takes vlace on the
Sunday within the Octave of this great Festival
was a most brilliant affair, and as usual we have
but to congratulate ourselves on the good taste,
and good feeling displayed by our Protestant
fellow-subjects.

The procession which was of great length,
ane must have numbered from twenty to thirty
thousand persons of all ages and ceaditions in its
ranks, passed along Notre Dame and St. Joseph
Streets to Mountain Street; at the junction of
which with St. Joseph Street a handsome 7epo-
soir with altar handsomely decorated had been
erected, from which was given Benediction of
the Blessed Sacrament, by the Very Re-
verend M. Bayle, Superior of the Seminary
of St. Sulpice, who under the magoificent dais
bore the.sacred host. Then turning up Moun.
tain Street to St. Antome Street along which
it passed, the procession continued its route by
Craig Street and up St. Joseph Street to the
Parish Church of Notre Dame, where again
Beuediction was given, and the wposiag cere-
monies were brought to a close.

Along the line.of route, and especially in St.
Joseph Street, which was one mass of verdure,
the streets were bandsomely decorated with
arches of evergreens erected by the residents of
the districts ; the sidewalks were bordered with
branches of trees, and from house to house lines
were stretched across the street from which
flaunted gailyfin the hreeze, the flags of the dif-
ferent nations. If as the Gazette says a British
flag was 1n one case displayed reversed, or Union
down, that our contemporary may be sure was
the result of inexperience 1o the bandling of flags
very excusable amongst people not used fo the
business. Itwas not by. design our contempo-
rary may besure: for tbe Queen has no more
loyal subjects, the British- Tmpire no more de-

13ed in Williamstown on Sunday, the 141h inst.,
by a public procession through the village, of
the Most Adorable Sacrament.

The “ Holy of Holies” was borne by the
celebrant of the Mass, under a canopy of cloth
of gold, which was carried by six gentlemen of
the parish. '

Oa each side of the Dais, three others beld
aloft bandsome lanterns : and immediately before
the censer-bearers, torch-bearers and children of
the Sanctuary, walked twelve charming htile
creatures, robed in spotless white, who strewed
the way with choicest lowers.

The procession rested at the Convent, where

Benediction was given. The chapel as well as
the grounds were orpameated with tkat taste and
elegance proverbial among the Nuns of the
Congregation of Notre Dame,

The singiog of the young ladies surprised and
delighted all that heard it.

From the Convent the cortege, which was
even larger than usual, returned to the Church,
where the Blessed Sacrameat was eathrored
and remained exposed till the evening service.
Too much praise cannot be given the good and
zealous people who planted evergreens and
erected beautiful arches along the route.

‘We understand the solempity was honored at
St. Raphael’s and Alexandria in the most satis-
factory and edifying manner.—Com.

The question of paturalisation, and its effeets
in absolviog the adopted citizen from the obliga-
tions of allegiance contracted by birth, is of
course still attracting much attention i England,
as well as m the United States, In the last
vamed country it is made the standing diet at
mass meetings ; it furnishes able editors with a
theme most efiective for calling into play the facul-
ties of that noble bird, the  American Eagle,”
and for bolding up to the scorn aud execra-
tion of the world that old decrepid, toothless ani-
mal the “British Lion :” and 1t was lately by the
President 1 his Message directly recommended
to the notice of Congress, which was invited
to make ao authoritative statement of the
aational wilZ! upon the subject, A short
time ago the V. Y. Naticn a weekly of highest
standing in hterary circles exhorted to great cau.
tion 1n dezhog mth the matter 1n dispute ; re-
membering that by the highest legal authorities
on this Continent, such for instance as Chan-
cellor Kent, the Engiish view of the laws of per-
petual allegiance bad been sustained. However,
argued the Nation :—

# 1t ghould be remembered that with the laxity
and fraud which attend naturalization in several
places—New York for inatance—we might—if we
acted under the guldance of such lighta as Mesgra.
Banke, Chandler, and Robinson, find ourselves ealjed
on a dozen times & year to wage war for the deliver-
ancs of scamps who have niver pagsed more than
one week on American goil, and thst {n a New York
grog shop.—N. Y, Nation, Dec, 5th.

But the United States jourmils are not all
edited with the wisdom, ability and hopesty of
the N. Y. Nation. They seek for the most
part, to flatter and follow, rather than to enlight-
en and guide the public whom they address : and
hence the wild and extravagant ferms i which
they defioe what 13, or rather what m their op'
nion should be, the effects of ¢ naturalisation™ or
political adoption.

The English view, haaded dowa {rom the days
when feudahsm determined every man’s social
status, and pohtical obligations, and expressed 1
the formula “once a subject always a subject”
13 admitted on all hanls to be untenable n the
condition of modern society. Lawyers may
quote the aphorism, and Judges may enuntiate it
but no one beiieves 1t, and the British Govern-
ment does not act upon 1t. This 1n a recent
letter to the TZmes was well pointed out by His-
toricus : for the Brtish Government did znot
interfere during the late war betwixt the North-
ern and Scuthern States, to protect British born
subjects, but naturalized Yankee citizens, from
the effects of the draft, or conseription : whilst
it did so interfere in the case of 1ts subjects who
had not become naturalised. This shows that,
in the eyes of the British Government, the former
bad forfeited their rights to its protection, and
were therefore absolved from the obligation of
allegiance to it. INo matter what the theory,m
practice Great Britam does recogmse ihe fact
that its natural born subjects, may under certain
conditions shake off their duty of alleglance ; and
therefore in so far as Great Bnitam is concerned,
there will be no great difficulty in inducing it so
to modify its theory as to bring it mto harmony
with its actual practice, and with the modern
system of social and pohtical life.

But the United States’ view of the effects of
naturalisation, or rather the popular view of these
effects, is at least as illogical and as incompatible
with civil government, as s that expressed in the
pithy sentence, ¢ once a subject, always a sub-
ject.” The United States government, though
in theory it may lay down the axiom, that every
naturalised or adopted citizen is absolved from

the obligation of the allegrance contracted by

Southern sympathizer, had run over from New
York to some of the South American Republics,
hnd that availing bimsel{ of their easy naturahsa-
tion laws, had these enrolled himself one of their
cttizeas ; and if thereupan retarniag to New York
he bad claimed in virtue of that naturalisation or
adoption, exemption from the draft, upon the plea
that be was the citizen of another State, and
was therefore, and thereby, absolved from his
allegiance to the Government of the United
States—we giray be certain that his plea for such
exemption would bave been scouted without
serious discussion.

And besides, were it to be admitted that, as
the Yankees pretend, the act of naturalisation of
itself absolved the naturzhised or adopted citizen
from all obligations of allegiance to the govern-
ment of bis native land, even whilst actually re-
sident in that land, it would be in the power of
the United States Government, and by oge
stroke of its pen, to absolve all the disaffected in
Europe, all who wished to get rid of the burden
of natural allegiance, of their ratural obligations.

For no proposition can be more self-evident
than this, or less hiable to be contested : —That
every sovereign acd independent City or State
has the right to confer ats freedom, or citizen-
shtp upon whomsoever it will, and upor whatso-
ever conditions it pleases to exact. Every such
sovereign and independent State has the right
therefore to coafer the right of eizenshp wnb
all its political privileges upan, say ail the people
ot Irelend, or of France, and upon no other con-
dition than that of their beiog willing to accept
it, and making a statement to that eflect before
the United States Munister at London or Pans,
or United States consul at any Irish or French
sea port. Mo one can deny the right of the
Yaokee Government to do this, were it so
pleased.

But if; as the Yankees pretend, every one, op
whom their Government confers the right of citi-
zenship, or adopts as one of ns citizens, is, even
whilst resident in the Jand of ins birth,and withio
the reach of the Govarnment to which his alle-
giance 13 by birth due, Zpso facto released from
all the obligations of that allegiance, 1t follows
that every Irishman o Ireland, that every
Freachman subject of the French Emperor, and
actually resident 1z France, might by a simple
act of the United States’ Goveroment be re-
leased from s allegiance to his former govern-
ment : that every French peasant might be re-
leased from the burden of the conscription, upon
the plea that 10 virtue of his naturalisation he no
longer owed allegiance to France or to the
Freach Government, but to the Government of
the Upited States of which he was an adopted
or naturalised citizea, This we say would be
the inevitable logical conclusion in whick we
should be entangled were we to admit the mon—
strous claim set up by the vulgar n the United
States, to the effect, that every one whom the
law of the said States recognises as a citizen, i
thereby absolved from the duty of allegiance to
bis patural prince.  Evidently then the Yankee
theory of the effects of naturahsation will not
hold water: 1t is fully as monstrous as that
elaborated by feudal lawyers from the old feuda)
system ot Europe, and enuatiated 1w our Courts
as still part and parcel of the Common Law of
England. Times have altered since that system
was 10 vigor, and we must need consent to change
with the times—and to adapt our practice to the
pew social and political order that actually ob-
tains.

The truth would seem to lie between two ex-
tremes: One the English or feudal; the other
the Yankee statement of the case. To deter-
mine exactly and with mathematical precision
this mddle point: to defice sharply how, and
under what conditions allegiacce may be trans-
ferred from oce government to another, may be
a hard task, and one certamly not to be accom-
plisked by nowsy stump orators, and blustering
pot-house politicians. Tt will tax to the utter—
most the faculties of the legislator and diploma-
tist : but the task,if undertaken i good faith,
and with a sincere desire to avoid strfe, may,
we think be accomplished. It may, for instance,
be provided — that to eflect a real permanent
trausfer of allegiance, there shall be a real and
permanent transfer of domicile : so that a Brutish
subject may no longer be able to run across the
Atlantic from Cork to Boston one day, and re-
turn the next, from Boston to Cork, an Ameri-
can citizen. It may, by mutva! consent be en-
acted betwixt the two great Powers that the
citizen of one, serving under the flag of the
other, or engaged in any manner 1n its service,
whetber by sea or land, shall, no matter what
the aceident of his birth, be esteemed to all in-
tents and purposes z subject or citizen of the
State under whose flag be is serving, or in whose
service he 1s engaged, if recognized as an
adopted, or naturalized subject or citizen of that
State: but that f the so adopted subject or
citizen, of lus own accord, and on bis own busi-
ness, retura to the land of lis birth, and there

negotiations still pending betwixt Great Britain
and the United States on this very cowplicated
question of allegiance, and naturalisation will
terminate. 'We are confident that no one in the
first named couatry will insist upon the enforce-
ment of the old, we may obsolete maxim of “onge
a subject always a subject.” We have every
reason to believe that if the great statesmen and
jurists of the United States are allowed to have
their say in the matter, and if their voices be not
drowned 10 the clamor of an ignoract rabble, the
extreme pretensions of the Yankee press will be
abandoned—and that thus a friendly solution,and
one bonorable to both parties may be arrived at.
Of this we may be certain however: that 1f the
United States will pever admit the extreme
feudal doctrine of allegiance, so neither will the
British Government ever recognise the right of
the United States to absolve all its subjects in
Ireland from the obligations of allegiance, by the
stmple process of conferring upen them ez bloc the
rights of Upited States citrzenship—which would
be tke logical, indeed inevitable conclusion were
it to admit that every one upen whom those
nights of citizeaship are conferred is, 1pso facto
released from the obligation of allegiance to the
government of whick be was bern a subject.

Spmirrar Wives.—Ths is the caption of a
very remarkable and interesting analysis in the
April number of the Westminster Review, of a
very remarkable work, lately published under the
same title by W. H. Dixon, the writer of an
earlier work on the Protestant sects of America.
If 1n the first, he seems chiefly to dwell upon the
intellectual aberrations of these sects, in his
later work 1t seems to be bis mamn object to -
dicate their moral eccentricities, as exemplified
in these peculiar sexual relations which amongst
themselves obtain, and which they seek to ren-
der general.

Why should *“a lady,” so 1s the problem
stated by the Westminster Review,* who pre-
fers to live in temporary, rather than 1n perma-
nent marriage,”’ be scouted, or condemced ?—
She asserts a right to think for herself 1o the
matter of wecdlock as 1 everything else. Free
love, she thinks, is a necessary sequence of free
faith, 'Why then in acting on ber right, should
she sufter a social stigma ?’—as if she had there-
by been guilty of some moral wrong. The Re-
yiewer thus conlinues :—

% In a country where no chuzch is recognised asp
infallible, and where therefore no code of morality
c¢sn claim to be of divine authority, sach a question
geems capable of but one answer.”

And that answer is—tbat there is no moral
difference betwixt what human law calls mar-
riage, and that which it calls concubinage—unless
God Himself shall have prescribed the terms and
conditions of the sexual relations: for God
alone can impose mora! obligations.

Now bas God determined these terms and
conditions ? IF so—then all sexual relations not
in strict harmony with those terms and conditions
are mnmoral. If He have not so determined
them—or if haviog determined them, He bas
given us no means of kaowing with infalltble cer
tamty wherein those terms and conditions consist,
then every man or every woman is morzlly at
liberty to determine them for himeelt or herself.
Thue idea underlies the Free Love movement as
it obtains amongst the greater number of the
more advanced Protestants both in Europe and
in America: asd the position of the * Free
Lovists” who stand upon this principle is logi-
cally wmpregnable. If there be no 1nfallible
Chureh, then there can be no infallible means of
ascertaining what God bas determined concern-
ing the sexual relations of His creatures: and in
that case, every one 1s, morally, at liberty to do
tberein as seerneth good tn his own eyes—and
the State has oo right to abridge the freedom
with which God has endowed bim..

T'his 15 one side or aspect of the * Free Love”
movemxect, which no one who holds to the Pro-
testant principle of private judgment and private
interpretation, has the right to censure. DBut
there 1s another side, which 1s to the Catholie
still more revolting, though 1t toe is strictly in
barmony with Protestant principles, and though
it too, cannot be justly attacked by those whs
deny tbe existence of a liming and infallible wn—
terpreter of Scripture.

Besides those who insist that what the State
calls marriage, and temporary unions formed be-
twixt man ard woman at pleasure, and broken
oft at pleasure, are both morally .indifferent,
since God Himself, Who alone can impose moral.
obligations has determmed nothing clearly 1 the
matter—there are many Protestant sects which
interpreting the Secriptures by thewc * private
judgment,” claim a positive divine sanction for
their peculiar sexual arrangements. The mem-
bers of these sects admit that God has legislated
wpon the subject, but insst that their practices
are in harmony with the Divine laws : whilst the
other class of Protestant * Free Lovists” insist
that God has not legislated "upoo the matter at
all, Of the two classes the members of the first

Lowists”—those for instance who interpreting the
Bible for themselves, pretend to find warrant
therein for the indulgence of all their lusts, 1
this : That 1t 1s almost exclusively recruited from
‘the evangelical Protestant sects which bave re—
source to periodic * revivals ;** and that its mem-
bers have always undergone the process of ¢ cop.
version.” It seems says the Westmanster Re-
viewer 1 —

¥ that while under the pressure of social ordinationg,
the vast majority of persons acquiesce in the existiog
state of things, no sooner do those who acquire the
consciousness that they are ¢ born in gin, and shapen
in iniquily,’ undergo the mentsl change congequent
on *epiritual regeaeration,’ than they eclaim exemp-
tion from the obligation of human laws in respect to
therr sexual relations, and interpret the Book which
they still bold to be a divine guide of life,in whate«

ever way baataccorde with their own intuitiong."--
». 218,

That they should spurn with contempt all
“ human laws” 1mposing restraints upon their
¢ sexual relations,” is but right, for man has no
right to legislate n the matter : that they should
wterpret the Bibie, each man for bimself, 1s but
a sound Protestant prmciple ; and that each
should find therein exactly what bests suitq bim,
is but a necessary result of such a search, 10 3
book wherein the peculiar sexval reiatiops of
the Patriarchs, of David,2zd Solom on,and other
Scripture characlers, are mdifferently recordeq
without a word of censure. The only thing note
worthy 15 this: That these things occur to those
only amongst Protestants who have experienced
the spasmodic religion of the Revival, and under-
gone the process of “spwitual regeneration,”
With some of these the effects of the revival are
but transient, and pass away as does the stimulyg
of a whiskey debauch, leaving the patient languid,
and indifferent to all things, coonected with reli-
gion. But on other temperaments, the effects
are permanent, anc manifest themselves for the
most part in uncleaoness aod lewdness of living,
‘We agam copy from our author, treating of the
ternble Revival of 1832 in- the State of New
York :—

« With the vast majority of those who had been
affected, the effect was but temporary, and soon
wore off. But with Bome it remaiped to intuence
and cbange the wkole course of tbeir lives. Qon-
gcious of being saved from 8in theee called them-
lselvee Ssiuts. They announced their separation

from the world, snd they set themselves vigorously
to organise * the new heaven and rew earth wherein
dwelleth rightecusness. The enjoymeat of ! perfect
love’ wag the first desideratum. * When s map be~
comes conscious that his soul is saved, the firat thing
ke seta about i3 10 find his Paradise, and hia Eve.'—~
It is & very sad fact,’ observes our author with quiet
sarcasm, * which shows in what darikness men may
grope and pine in this wicked world, that when
these Perfect Saints were able to look about them in
the new freedom of Goapel light, bardly one of the

leading men among them could find an Eden at
boms, an Eve in his lawful wife."—n, 217, .

And so these “ perfect saints” looked else
where for their Idens and their Eves, and of
course they soon fouasd what they sought. In
their Bibles they read also how saints of old had
taken unto themselves twives maay, and concu-
bipes many, and they quickly followed the ex-
ample. Then took root and grew up the dis-
gusting system of ¢ Spiritual Wives,”” a system
which flour:shes most o this Continent because of
its phystcal conditions, because of the abundance
of rich and vnoccupied land that 1t still contarns.
But the system itself 13 not Americasn, is not
Yankee, but is essentially Protestant, and a legi-
timate logical deduction from the Protestant
premisses ; that there 13 oo 1ntalliole Church.
or living medium of communication betwmxt God
and man : that there is no living, diviaely ap-
ponted iaterpreter of the Christian scriptures,
and that, therefore, every man is at hberty to
nterpret them for himself, z0d to deduce there-
from his own system of morality, Thus both
classes of ¢ Free Lovists” arrive practically at
the same result, Ooe—that which denies reve-
lation, Book revelation as well as Church revela.
tion—evolves its system of *Free Love® from the
depths of its own moral consciousness : the other ,
which admitting Book rerelation denies Churci
revelation, pretends to evolve its system, *Spiri-
tual Wives” from the Bible: but n both cases
the system evolved 1s ope and the same, or 1f
there be a difference, 1t 1s altogether in tavor of
the first named clags.

Much has been said and written of late re-
specting the action of the British Government in
India, and the land regulations, as betwixt the
Government and Zemindars or landlords on the
other band ; and betwixt the latter and the Ryots
or tenants on the other band ; and it is some-
times asked why the Goveroment does not carry
cut the same policy m Ireland. Tbe following
explanation of the Bengal settlement, as given by
the Times would show that the tepants, or cul-
tvators of the soil of Ireland, have no reason to
pray for such a settlemeat of their land question

as that which bas been coime to in India: —

The condiiions under which the Permanent Bettlc=
ment of Bengal was effect:d were these :—There
ware three parties Who might claim some interest in
theland—the Government which Lad, or at any rate
erxercised, the right of demanding for the laud sueh
rent a8 it thought proper ; the Zemindar, who col-
eleted that rent from the ryote or cultivatots ; and
the ryots themselves, who ultimately paid the rest.
The Zemindar might, without asy great strelch
of comparieon, be likened to the middleman, whe8>
function all autborities oo Irish affairs anive in cor-
sldering e8 moat ivjaries to the cultivators of Ireland




