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fieds itself coampelled ta make a sbuflhing addition to
the original story, by adnitting that the Priest had
previously visited S. B., in order to prepare his

penitents for the reception of the Ioly Conununion.
Still, even this is not enough. Mass had te te said,
and all the Communicants, as well as the Priest, must
bavebeen fasting from the previous day. But who
is the Priest? 13'ind out who can. It was not the
Rev. Mons. Faucher, but saune alter Priest iwhose
name is iota given, but who is said ta have officiated
at -Somerset. We protest against all these new
versions of an old story'. *We have notlhing t do
with them. Why,, ie iay be kept dodging about all
the parishes in Lower Canada. When Andre
Solandtit wrote lis letter from which the editor of the
Montreal Witness tock lis particulars, either the
name of the Rev. Mons. Faucher did, or did not,
occur. If it did not, the infamy of the lie rests iith
the Mllontreal Witness:if itdid, imiat becomes of
the previous assertion of the saine paper, thatI "lthe
Colporteurs are exceedingly scrupulous to state, on all
occasions, se far as they know, thie trit, the exact
truth; and nothing but the truth."---Vide ilIon treal
Witness, Oct. 14th. Even those iwit migit be
willing to acquit the Colporteurs of deliberate and
malicious falselhoid, (if any such simple persons there
be,) nust at least admit tliat they are far from scru-
pulous, and that they are too ready t insert in their
journals calumnies against the Clergy, without
ascertaining tlieir truth, or previously making the
necessary inquiries. For, tad Andre Solandt made
the inquiries lae should have made before the issue of
the July Record, te iould not, in the month of
October, htave written the naine of Faucher, for that
of saine Cther Priest. That is, supposing that te did
really write that rev. gentleman's naine, and that
the whole is not a pure invention of the Motreal
fitness and the F. C. M. Society. The same remark
holds good, with respect to the members of the
Connittec of that Society. As gentlemen, it was
their bouinden duty to hlave ascertained the truIth of
any anecdotes published with the sanction of their
names, and containing insuiting or of'ensive allusions
to a body of men, imitare at least to be respectei for
the sacred oflice to wLiich they la claim. What an
outcry iould b justly raisei against a Catholic paper,
wrhich should insert, writhout any previous enquiry, a
saries of anecdotes insulting t soine of the Protestant
Ministers of Canada, giving the initials of their
Churches or places of residence. For instance,were
ire te state Ltat on Monday last, the Rev. - , of
- , atiad been seen beasly drunk, riding doin
Great St. - Street, on the back of a RIhinoceros;
or, that be had froan the pulpit ehallenged any of his
congregation, to figlt ima for ten pounds a-side, and
a bottle of rumn-we knoi hiiati would be said of us.
But, there is one laiv for Protestants, and another for
Catiholies, it would seem. However, iwe think that
most impartial men will admit that there is little
difierence between the guilt of iin im ito publicly
accuses another, knowing bis accusation to be false,
and of humimito publicly accuses another, not knooing
lis accusation to be true. In the latter case the F.
C. M. Society certainly finds itseif; for, dvedtby
their own adm ission, the mnembers iad given them-
selves se little pains ta ascertain the truth or falsity
of the charge against the Priest at S. R., ihat,
though publishted in tlie month of July, they wvere
not able to give the nante or place of residence of the
accused party, in the mont o cf October. And yet wve
believe liat in the Society, there are persons calling
themtselves gentlemen, and iio have tad the tonor
ta hold ber Majesty's connission, and t iear ter
uniforan.

One irord more to tLie MJfontreal T'tness, and we
lave donc. We have proved the faisity of its charge
against the Rev. Mons. Faucher, andi ire iave
conpelled it to confess its falsity. It is needless for
us to do more. A false Witness twe tave called it,
and a faIse IWitness it ias confessed itsef te be. Its
calumnies against the Clergy ca do no harrm nowr.
Surely even Evangelical credulity must have its limits.
We iill not soon forget the story about the Rer.
Mons. Faucher; and iien agait we sec a ils
columas, or in those of the F. C. M. Soefety's
Records, ather libels against other priests, ire wili
reamember the exposure ta irict ire have subjected
them, and treat the writers ivith the contempt ihich
detected liars and slanderers so ricily deserve.

We have reccived a communication fromM. r.
Osgood, containing certain queries, te nhitch ie gi.ve
the followiing replies :-The first question is, "Why
are the prayers of the Church in ter solenn services,
ofeèred in Latin, iwiten sa amiany of the commton people
do not inderstand that language 7" Wie ansîrer, be-
cause the Churci offers ier prayers, not o t lpeople,
but to God, for the people, and it is likely thai God
understands Latin as weli as French or English.-
The second question is, "Whly are prayers directed
te the Blessedi Virgin, triten Christ is our only medi-
ator through wm'tcîa 'ire have access ta God the
Heavetily Father, and Protestants are unable to
believe in lte ubiquity' cf lthe Biessedi Virgin or an>'
mena moartal being ?" Mr. Osgood should nemetmber
that Protestant ability or inability' te ballera, is not
te ameasure ai trutha, cand taI flac Biessed Virgin is

not a ment anortal, tut an immortal bteintg. . Hier
ubiquity' is net an article cf failla, uer is it necessanry
tuat she stoulti te evramywhiere present ta hecar the
pratyers ai ltose Lu whom tte moter ai lte Reticemer
is dearn; 'ie.ask tan intercession, because the Churchi
b>' a decree cf te 25th Session af lte Council cf
Trent teachtes ltaI thme Saints. reignifng twithi Christ,
do affer prayers for thme faithful an tarth, anti ltai il
is goodi anti useful fan us te asik teir intercession. It
as tecause lta Chaurat teacheas IL, that ire beliere lin
te Divinity cf Christ, anti effer prayers ta Him as
God.-The third question is, Le ir e tink that te
tOrtures cf the inquisition were ealculaltd ta proaoe

the prosperity of the Clurch ?" We leave out the
word tortures because the real meaning of the question
is, do ie believe tliat the inquisition iras calculated
ta promote the prosperity of the Church? ve
answer that se far as the inquisition acted in accord-
ance with the instructions of the Churei, (which it
did notalways do) it was useful ta the Churct, and
te the extirpation of Heresy, or else the Churcih
would never have toierated it.--The fourth question
is, " Has not the Roanan Catholie Church been noted
for inflicting pains and penalties upon those iwho think
for thîemselves'?" Te this we answer-No-at the
sane time ire do net admit that in religion men have
any riglht ta think for themselves. If God has pro-
posei a religion ta mani, it is man's duty to accept it
iwithoutl hesitation. Man tas no choice in the matter.
He must accept, or e damned. Mr. Osgood tas
mnany more questions te put ta us. As a newspaper
is not a place for theological controversy, ire iould
recommnend him te peruse soine orks on the Catholic
religion, such as "lMilner's End of Controversy,"
or even tlheatechiism in use in the schools of the
Christian Brothers, whiere le will fid al his questions
fuily answered.

We are sorry te see that saine remarks of ours
have dravn upon us the censures of the Lrew ork
Freeman's JTournal. We will therefore endeavour
to set ourselves right iith a contenporary wiose goi
opinion we are anxious La possess, by a full confession
of our faithl respecting the suppression of the Jesuits.
We believe that Clement XIV., of blessed meinory,
suppresseil the order of the Jesuits froma motives of
temporary expediency. We believe that it ias
necessary and good for the Churclh in the xviii. cen-
tury tliat the Order should be suppressed, and ie
believe se sinmply because the Pope, iwho is Ctrist's
vicar on earth, did suppress it. We believe that
the Pope regretted the existence of the necessity for
suppressing it, bence his exclamation, "Compulsus,
compidsus feci."

Ve beliava aise, that it ras expedient and neces-
sary for the Church ta re-establisli the order of the
Jesuits, and for the saute reason, simply becausei
another Pope did re-establish it. We believe that
its existence at the present day, is expedient atnd ne-
cessary for the Church, and still for the sanie reason,1
beanuse our beloved father, Pius LX., allows il to
exist as an establislhed Order in the Church. Finally,
we believe that that Catholic who presumes t object
ta the suppression of the Jesuits-to their subsequent
re-establishment-or te their present existence, is ani
undutiful son, whio deserves not t be called a Cathiolie,
because he sets hinself in opposition te that authority
wici it is the duty of al men t respect and obey.

In alluding to the fact, tliat the clergy of France,
headed by tlie Arcibislhop of Paris, did refuse ta
publisi the brief of Clement, and did remonstrate
with the Pope la energetie language, it iras not our
intention t approve their conduct, but simaplyt t cou-
tradict the unfounded assertion thai the Catholi
clergy as a body rejoiced m ithe suppression of the
Jesmts. It wrould have been more becommnig e ithe
clergy of France, more consistent, te have accepted
iwith deference and due subînission, the decision of the
Sovereign Pontiff, as did the Jesuits, who proved
themnselves L this, as in ail else, ta be the iwortdry
children of the Blessed Saint, Ignatus Loyola.

Every mail fron Europe brings fresi accounts of
nurders and outrages on persan and property in Great
Britain. Barbarism is outstripping civilisation with
giant strides. The Times drais the foloiviang fear-
fui picture of the state of Protestant England. Rail-
roads and electric telegrapis have net done much te
diminisi crime as yet, perhaps in tinte nen vill learn
that it would be as iell ta try the effects of a littie
reigion, ustead of steamn, as an agent in the great
wmork af cimlisation:-.

e Ils most frequented and fashionable counties are
liteially overrun with thieves, less expert from prac-
tice tian fearless from impunity. On the borders
of iierkshire, Middlesex, Hampshire, and Surrey,
vithin half an iou r's ride of Scot1land Yard, and i ithe

centre of the district distiiiguished by the names of
Windsor, Richmond, }Hampfon, Eton, Claremont, and
Stratfieldsaye, bands of daring robbers have estab-
ilisied themselves, in utter contempt of la, %uand police.
For at least a twelvetmonth past these marauders have
levictr naibutions an lte lieuses linltae neigliboiceto,
ant notably upea thos ai ithe agislnats lieinsoves.
The facts vere notorious, and the alarmuniversal; but
nothing was done. Even large and populous towns
usually thought secure from this species of danger
were plundered with the mnost insolent audacity. in t
Reading, burglaries occurred for niglits togetier ;cuti
few persons could retire ta rest in the country adjoin-

wia t an assurance tatI ey wouldi ale la safet>
th-s ncxt mernaiîg. At iasl cama ttc catustreplue
at Frialey, distinguisied from the rest rather bytfhe
incident of murder than by any general novelty of fea-
tures. Letthe reader consider for amoment what a 
stale of tiirgs is disclosed by the circumstances of this
lamentable tragedy. Three men lay their plans for a1
a robbery. They select a louse standing in a village,
and vithia a hundred yards-lhat is ta say, nvithiu

Frmel>' parsonage fiacre resitied a clergyman anti tis
wiife, thteir twoa semis ahnost gerowrn up, two.- maidi-ser-
ranis, anti a mna-senvant. With1 ne disguise tut a bit
cf green baize nouait Ltin faces, tht thievea wiaik intoa
titis caode cf four tmen anti three woamen, strike aliight,
go up-stairs, cand proeed to saraIt te rooms. That

discoreet, irs af coursehacmumtr nicesaihtd bul
isteadi cf decamping on detëcuion, thc> endeavor toa
carry lteis point b>' violence, wvrestle writh the inmates
Ion somce mrunates torrether, tiad atengthishoot tht-nmas-.
ter cf te hause, ca make off. Tht>' do mnot ceaides-
cendi, liweer, to, run mcany yards. Witin half a
mile cf Uic scene ai mnurtier, thiey' cooIly saille daivn
again, anti regaie themnselves imith coldimeat anti wmec

thei goot ae te te fouîthe inhthenig Lueanti
propert>' culd hard>' te less scute ina Texas or
Atheons."

BROWNSaN'S LAS TLECTURE!
We are most happy to announce to all our readers

that Dr. Brownson, yieldiig to the wvishes of Itis
iany friends, las consentei to deliver another of his
nasterly lectures, on Tuesday evening, thte 1.th inst.,
the subject will be POPULAR LITERATURE.
As this will perhaps be the last opportunity of icaring
Dr. Brownson, we cannot too earnestly recommend
to all our readers, to all those who love to sec lie
truth and its noblest institutions vindicated, not to fail
to assist next Tuesday evening, at the Odd Fellow's

\ We copy froin Scobie & Balfour's Almanne for
1850, the falloiing sigular testimony to the effects
of Protestantism in Upper Canada:--

" It is quite impossible to get anything like a
correct Religieus census of Upper Canada, because
the numbers of various denominations are so many,
and such sectional jealousies exist, tliat the exclusion
of any class from the census rolis, causes dissatisfac-
tion, and to include all would have the effect of
swrelling the rolis to an enormous extent. Conse-
quenily in this census a large deficiencyi nust occur.
In 1842 the deficiency amointead to 80,000, or 1-6th
of the iwiole population, while in 1848 it is 25,000,
or about 1-29thL of the whole ; in addition to .te
actual deficiency in 184.8, iwe find no less than 60,000
classed under the heado f no crced or denomination, a
circumstance which of itseif is suficient to render
this branci of the census perfectly useless for any
practical purpose, nor could ILte attendedi with any
benefacial result to institute a comparison between the
denoninations given in both years.-" Remarks on
thte Cen sus of 1848, in, th/e BJoard of Registrtion
and Statisticsfor Canada."-rTheItalics are our oin.

It is a pity thlat the French Canadian Missionary
Society tioes not direct its energies to the conversion
of the 60,000 of o creed in Upper Canada. Perliais
the reason ithey do not do so, is, tihat tlieir conversion
would not entail the confiscation of any Ecclesiasticail
corporation property. There is no prospect of making
moiniey by their conversion.

We sec by the Upper Canada papers Ltat the
trial of Michael Dogherty, and Joan anti Denis
O'Rourke, charged iith the murder of James Camp-
bell, on the 12th aof July last, lias teraminated in the
acquittai of the accused. The deceased had taken
part in an Orange procession, iien of course the
usual insulting party denonstrations toock place. A
party of armed Orangeten and a body of Catiolies
also armied came into collision-a figlht ensued, andi
James Campbell received some severe blows on the
head, froin fla ceffects of ivici lea died a fei days
afteriwards. It was proved that both parties Lad
made previous preparations in anticipation of a conliet,
and it does not appear that any steps liad been takan
by the authorities to put a stop to an illegal procession
or to prevent the disturbances ivhich uigit be ex-
pected to ensue. The ihole affair is very discreditable,
and it is toe c lioped that neasures inay be taken to
prevent a recurrence of the events of 12tih of July.
An (range procession is notlike the St. George's, St.
Patrick's, St. Andrews,.or St. Jean Baptiste limaces-
sion, a national commeimoration. Its sole object is to
insuLt the Catholic population of Ireland, and to recall
to mind the sad iar of 1689, and the infatuous viola-
tion of the articles of the trenty of Litmerick by the
Protestant government of Great Britain.

The MIontreal Vitness ivonders hit wie have not
noticed the Rev. Digby Campbell's pamphlet. As it
never lies been sent to us, we vhave never liad an
opportunity.

WVe tiankfully aekiorledige the receipt of ile
following aimounts:--Mr. Michael Brennan, Belleville,
15s.; Re. Mr. Carrier, Baie duaFebre, 12s. Cid.;
Rev. Mn. Proux,Oshawa, £2; Mr. Mathew Enringlt,
Quebec, £10 ; Rev. Mr. Fitzpatrick, Douro, £1 os.

, COR RE SP ON DEN CE.
lb the Editor of the Truc Witness and

lhronicle'
Catholic

ULSTER PROTESTANTISM AND PROGRESS.
DEAR Si,--There appears at the head of your

last editorial, an extract beargin upon the prosperity
of Ulster, the credit of twich is therein clained by
Protestantismu. And as it is not enough to deal with
this incorrect and insolent pretension, in a purely
Christian sense,-liat being appreciable by Catholics
alone,-I shouild like to see itis and all other charges
of the saine nature, met by a flat denial, and a chai-
lenge to the proof. If men wil expose their truth i
this manner, it behoves themn at least to substantiate
their words. If Ulster ean boast of some littile
revived prosperity and commercial encrgy above the
rest of Ireland, it sthoild be shown tien, whether no
«ood Catholics contribute to tiis energy and stare in
his prosperity of ai the North ;" and wietlier the

dark Statute Book of England cannot afford as good
a cie as the Bible., to a proper solution of this entire
matter. But no, this view of the case answers not
the pelitical bawler or learned Charlatan, iwho rants
of Protestantism and "lAnglo-Saxonism," now-a-
days; and yet what earthly business should religion
have, or lias the Church i of God ever claimed to have
n7 the commercial concers. of any people, except,
perhaps, in the prjecting of a icvil constitution, or
the like, for society to repose on ? Wierefore, then,
should-the Church te teldresponsible for the political
degeneracy of this people, or of that, any more than
she is for the sins of mankind, over whiih she mourns ?
But wherein consists this boasted superiority and
adaptation of Protestantism, of ihich we hear so
iuch? Man . to mai. throuîghout every circle of
society, is the Protestaat gentleman more accom-

plisied, the scholar more profound and rariotsly
informed, the artizan mare clever, or the peasant
mare peaceful and industrious, than his Catholie
peer, even in Irelandi, where a Priest's head and-a
\Welsh wolf's, werc of like value ta the Crown, and
where the poor teacher became de facto a criminal,
fit for the antipodes or the Devil? Who is the first
orator, even of ite British Senate; iiho the first
geologist and cheinist, andi wlo the first journalist?
Well, but surely our religion, being only adapted for
I-Ieaven, cramps our genius on earth, and makes
laggards of us ail ; while this wonderftil Protestantism,
or Anti-Tlheoc-acy, witlIightning touc, emancipates
the mind, and sends the busy thougit \ying, by
electric pulsation, around or along the globe Now,
what rule or dogma of God's Churchi prohibits the
use of our faculties or the exercise oa& our energies, or
stands as an anethena upon science ? None. Erâze
froi the list of the world's moral and military heroes
and scholars, all Catliclie naies, and hbow mtany
reniain ta Protestantistu? In truth, this senseless
boast, by wlicl heresy presunes te live, happens
thus: The imind, whose ideal lies in its own creations
and discveries, becones like the Sibyl on lier tripod,
frantic from its oiwtn imaginings, and becomes inspired
over stcamn, magnetisu andi matter ; whilec, to the
Catholie ideal, these discoveries are not se inuch
plhenomena brougltt under the sovereignty of genius.,
as a few of the qualities, or rather accidents, of
matter, made useful unto commerce by tlah lust of
gain. Nor does this sober view preclude their utility,
but only fits us for their appreciation, and prevents
thiem froin becoming Gods to us.

Surely it is not only blasphemy, but stupid blindness
of where this wonderful nineteenth century is ruitming,
to say that religion-that the Church of God-unfits
lier children for life. And iere commerce better
indoctrinated in the honesty wiich she inculcates, we
woiuldi not sec to-day the monstrons fact of millionaires
'muid misery se poignant and se vast, or behold niiine-
tenths of society.in virtual slavery ta the rest: and so
the boasted monuments of this sa civilized ageare
but grin beetling precipices without stay, wiieih only
the mercy of God can avert froin their natural gravi-
tation upon society.

O, Religion ! thou who evokest in man the re-
cognition of a God, and aill the ciarities, and art.
sublime as the Eternal One, and as far as Heaven
beyond the scope cf mind, and the paltry rivalry of
science, thou needest now no vindicacy, and art ouly
angry with Knowledge, wlen, like the Devil, she
aspires above lier spiere, te intsult thce, as in the case
of that astronomer wiho presutned ta illustrate thy
theology, by the solar system, andi woultd not be
apprised of his impiety and error.-Yours, &c.,

BEL FAST.

THE ENGLIS IHIEUARCHY.
The Holy Sec, in the reconstructon of the

English Iiearchy, lias, in a manner, added another
nation te Christendon, or rather, it is a greater mira-
cle than the conversion of a nation, it is the recovery
of a lost one. Perbaps some- reader may think it
straige tliat we should look upon it in liais liglit, and
asic wihether we stuldC ali Swcden a Catholic ceion-
try if it pleased his oliness ta naine a Bishop ta the
long-desolate sees of Upsal or Lincoping. But this
is unfair reasoning. The loly Sec never acts sud-
denly-never alloivs its actions te bc otlier than the
expression cf faets. It is because, simuiltaneously
witl lithe Providence of God having removed the
sliackles of the Chuirch in Englantd, she lias partly
Catholicisedi with unexamplcd rapidity, partly re-
ceived accessions of Catholic inhabitants fron tis
islatid, tantil, as it were, a nation lias arisen within it
as nunerous as the Catiolie people of England before
Lite dissolution: it is because of Liis, surely, that athe
Ioly Father considers that the time las arrived for
making the external correspond te the internal order
of things. The Failthfuil of Englând migit, in a
mtanner, expect as much of ftleir venerated Pontiff;
lihey might expect liat the moment lis Holiness felt
lîlînself enabled graciously ta promulgate suich a
blessing, they vould no longer be reckoneid inparti-
bus infidelin, but, as in ancient times, the waste
places might be built up, and the familiar names of
their native Englisi towrns be maide, as heretofore,
holy and venerable by tlie blessing of Catholic
Bishops of their on. The " Arcibisiop of West-
minster " commences a newi era for Catliolicity la
England-a happier and nobler one, wie hite in God,
than it lias ever had before. We have passed
hlrough great and terrible trials; the sins of a corrupt

age-its desertion, be it observed, of that very Rock
of Peter that would have been a tower of streugtl
against the fury of a schismatic sovereign-brougbt on
us thrce hundred years of persecition and sorrow, -a
whuich the remnant that remained of Catiolicity iras
purified as the.gold in the furnace, and lias even
changed inta itself mucli of the dross ithi which it
iras mingled. The new state of things is noiw ac-
knowledged. IL is not, indeed, the satne, but it may
be a great deal better and more satisfactory state
lthant if lte nation hadi not passedi through iLs fthree
haundredi years af penance. lu the discussions of that
schîisma, wihich still re2ignts over, perhaps, lthe mnajority
cf lthe English people-in iLs endiless subdivisiens (only
ltais last wreek a second split htas been matie in1 the
Pnseyite party), lime nation may diiscern hoiw impossi-
ble it is te keep unity' wittout a centre cf unity', anti
at least Catîhohies mnust tare iearnt hoew strength is
turnedi inta weakness. What wras once the spirit cf
Faitht cringes ta secular mnajesty, trut h withers awray,
charnty is drieti Up, the Churcht herself becames bar-
ren, uniess thmere is a Ioving, trustful, zealous obedi--
ence le the Chair of Peler, te B-ock ai lthe Church,
andi the Centre cf IUnity. After iwhat lthe successor-
cf St. Peter bas. thus tient for. Entgland, anything
short of this wouldi te the bases t ingratitude, as. well.
as faitly and wvickedness.-Tabtl.


