—— -

THE TRUE WITNESS AND CATEHOLIC CHRONICLE.

fair way of being smothered with attentions. Per-
fectly indifferent to the worthlessness of their cﬁ'qrt.s
for our Relorm—heedless of the _conteappt which
Catholics necessari'y: feel for such impertinent med-
dlers with affairs that.iz no way concera.them—our
Protestant ol women, with a perseverance, worthy of
4 better cause, and a. lappier issne—will. persist in
shoving their noses intarevery- naok fuul-r:nrmr, pry-
ing into every cuphuzgrd and t’.x’z_lwcr, in the !\opes‘ lh:}t
they may find theremn something to call forth their
advice and exhortations.  Good worthy people ! but
like many other good:worthy busy-Ledies, they oft-
gmes reap nothing but i snukshing for their-pains.

Such a suubbing has been lately administered by
the Jowrnel de Queebee to the zeaions Non-Catholic
organ of Upper Canada—the Z'oronio Globe. "This
active, and istensely meddling gentleman, with the
assistance of a correspondent sipning himself < Peler
Prayer,” and whom, frow thestyle in which ke writes,
and the intimaey with the Canon Law and usages of
the Chereh which he professes, one would strongly
suspeet of Deing a loose aud disorderly Priest, about
to ubjure Romauisu, and tuke wp his testimony
pealust the Pape —has Just started a nomble wmnen’s
west—nothing less than a conspiracy, on ihe part of
1he Bishops of the Mestesinstieal Provipee of Chickee,
to levy fythes unon e unsuspeeting, waproteelod
Lty of the Provinee. for (heir—{he saiid Bishops’—
anuveial use-and behonls  OF course, the Globe has his
dandder ap i less than no tine.

Not for the saiisfaction of the GYede, nar yet for
that of any of Lis Dreotestant friends—For the fternal
greangements ol the Cailolic Chnreh in Canada, und
the distribution of har revenuos, are matters with
which they bave no coneera,and over which Dratest-
auts may rest assiteed they slall sever be allawad to
exercist the least control——d4ut for the inthrination of
his Cathelic readers, does.the Jowrnel de (QQuedee
cacrect aud expose the visrepresentations af the
Gobe, and of his estivehle correspondent—s Zeler
Frogper:? weavail ourselves of the explanations of
our eotomneiary.

The Catholic Chureh, haviag deemed it necessary
1o make fresh provisions for the constantly fvereasing
spiritual wants of tie Fdihiul in this Province, pro-
geeded, in virine of 1hat supreme anthority eoniided
to Ler by her Divine Spouse, to the creadinn of seve-
val new Disceses, in diiferent parts of Canada—nt
"Parnnto, whicl in convequence was elevaled o the
Henity of an Episcopal See—al 8t yaciathe, aud

¢ Wivers. Tt became necessary also (o meke
provision for the dua support of the Bishogs appainted
to rale over (hese wewly ereated Dinceses, anid there-
Lo, at the Provivcial Counzil, held at Cuebes iy
Aungust 1831, it was deeided o denmansd the sanetion
of the Sovarcian Ponlifl’ to one, of the following
three propositiens s —

L. Tiat the Bishiop wight be autharised o receive
the thivd of the revenues of one, or two, of the pu-
vishes in bis Diocese.

2. Op, that he izt be anthorised to receive the
Srth, or fifth, part of the revenues ol three, or of
Juary paeishes in bis Diecese.

3. Or, that b might be authorised to demand the
el of e revenues of seversl; or ol the greater
sumbier, of the parishes in bis Diovese.

Tis Lovdihin the Dishap of St. {lyacinthe was
ehiosen by the Preelates of Canuda to bear ihe deerees
el the Provineia]. Counal fo fioxe, and te lay them
vt ihe (et of the Sovervign Pontif,  1is Haoliness,
alier matare deliberation, approved of the thind, of
tie three propasitions for raistng a revense for the
uewly ereatad Dioceses, mentioned above 5 in conre-
gience, its provisions now form pait of the Iiecle-
siastiend Law of this Province, and all the riodomon-
tade of the Globe, backed by all the vituperation of
v ally—¢ Peter  Frayer™—will prove  perieetly
ineffectunl against it.  Tn framing decrees lor the
sovernment of the Chureh, and the dist'ibation of
her reveanes, Cathelke Vrelates are in the habit of
seeking comnsel from. the [loly Spirir alone 5 and aur
cotemparry may rest assured, that the objectionable
decrees will not be the less duly eaforecd, becanse
they sre ofensive fo the Drotestant editor of the

CHolw, and bis worthy friend sud ally Mr.e DPerer
Frecper?

It wnst be remewhered that, sithouzh the dermands
tpon the Bishops of Canada for the support of public
worship—Tfor parposes of charity and educition—are
very heavy, their revenues, or sources ol incomnz, es-
pecially tn the newly ceeated Dioceses, are very
tiling indeed, consisting, for the wost part, of the
valuntary  contribwions of the faithful. ¢ Peler
Drayes” indeed, with a disregard for truth and de-
ceney, remarkable on the part of one so well versed
in the Canon Law, and so deeply read in Ieelesiasti-
cal History, has the tmpudence to tell his [riends of
the Glabe that, the revenue of his Grace the Arch-
bishep of Quebec amounts to £4,500, and that of
his Lordship the Bishop of Maontreal to £3,500.
The truth is, that the whole income of the Arch-
Diocese of Quebec is below £2,000, whilst the
revenue of the Diocese of Moutreal does not amount
to £600 per annum.  Out of these sums, it must be
vemembered that, the Prelates have to provide for the
sprort of afarge boidy of Clergy attached to their
househalds —the Feclesiastioni ertabilements con-
nected with their Cathedeals—and huve (o meet the
hourly calls that are made upon thewn from all parts of
their Dioceses. Tnstead of reproaching the Bishops of
Canada for their wealth, and sumptuons establish-
ments, « Peter Prayer” would have been nearer the
mark if he had reproached the Catholic laity of the
Province for their apathy, and for allowing their

. Prelutes to languish in comparative—nay, actual po-
verty. A few weeks of the privations and hard-
ships to which the Bishops of Canada are campelled
fo snbmit, wonld have a very salutary effect upon the
intellect and temper of the Glube's friend—¢ Pcter
Frayer,” : o -

10 CORRESPONDENTS. -

An Titchemin * Subscriber” is respectfully fu-
formed that his éommumication, abant ¢ Bailvoads aud
Mr. Jackson,” is declined, as relating to matters, of
high importance indeed, yet, which by no means ful)
within the province of the True Wirxess.

“ Angle-Cuthofic.” —It:is.contrary (o the custom of
the I'RUE  WITNESS 10 discuss questions of dogma—
that is to say, questions in the supernatural order—
with Non-Catliolics ; you will therefare perceive why
we decline (he controversy yon propose upan tie
question of
ing to you, ©thealogically false, and philosophicaliy
abaurd.” '

We canot, for instzace, discuss with you the
question whether tiwe doctrine of "Transubstantiation
be, or e nat, ¢ theologicaily falke,” because we bave
no eomanon standard, or autharity, in the supernato-
ral order, to which we can hath anpeal, and by whose
deeision woe are hoth centent to ahide.  The Catho-
lie Chuvetim- il authetity in toe sepernatieal
sirder that we reeognise—ufivms that the doetvine of
Trausubstintinion s theaiovirally e you,who
deny the avthority of Caothiodin Uhoreds, assert
it Ut darizine &5 *iheologiostly fulse™ e s
evident therefare, Uit wa luve no meansin common,
by which o wseertoin the ¢ thealogiend touth o fal-
sty al the doetrime in dispute s we el not therelere
ehfes wpon such o profitess, upen sueh an intovinin-
bie, conivoversy, Belore disenssing questions in the
stenadtral oeder, we must ave o eonpnon auiboriiy,
e wmpire, in the same ovder, to whose decisions we
are both neevared i6 vield an unqualified subwission s
such a swiraeon, ! siperpetoral sotherity we bave
uot get s there is, theretore, no use inoour divpating
aboui the ¢ theologd
“Transubstantiation,
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The v philosophics? whsuediiy” of ihe doctrioe,
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which you usserty, we do indead deny § aud we may |

alsn, consistentiy with our principles, argue that it is
uol =S absund,” bt Sas the cabsurdity” attazhes 1o
bim, who, like Angh-Unihinlic, admits a real sbiective
ehange in the fwucherile ciuments, alter, wwl

tue of. the st of Cunseeration, apd yot pe
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doetrise of Peapsulistantingio, ;.'w"i!lt:i)h\si\.‘;l:ijﬁ false
and philosophically almmd.?
For you ddo admiit n chonge, sud the philosephical
Piquestion al s S AVt isthe subject
ol ihat chone 2 o the needents of
the Paeharistie eleaents 170 T ather words—s the
change wowmenel, or plososienai?
You widmit a cheage fn the Pucharisiie elenenty,

fee yousay that, whist belore Conseeration they were
erly = bread and wine,” aiier, sud ia victue of the
act of Consceration, ther * boconwe’ some thing else,
anad e vvenly and indeod the spirdtued body and
und of Chria?

Now, witheat entering info any discussion, as to
e wmeaning of this sord @ spivitund "—mliether by it
you mean only an * haaginary or fictitious,” as op-
posed 10 a e wnk read” body-—it is sufileient jor
our purpese o pemsek thit, by sdmitting that the
* bread awd wine™ de, after, aud o virtee of, the act

of Coaseeration, ¥ boeome™ something that they were |
nat, helore Cousecration, vou do, to all intents aud
purposes, admita clunge or @ Lrens ™ for that which
< Livomes,” what 1 was not, sl aecessarily, n or- |

1

der a0 to @ beeome,” undergo o chunge. You admit
alsa dint this change is effected in. o wrought upon,
the Euclaristie elements, by, and v victue viy the net
of Consecration, being thus wu objective reality, not
dependent upon the heated fmagination, or devetional
feclings, of thie commnnicant.  We have therefore
got the chunge or = Toens fet us now see what is
the subjeet of that clange.

Clisnge, 1o be changy, must be vither nounmenal
or plientonead, av boih—ghat is @0 say, it aust bea
change—cither of substance, or of aceitlenis, or of
boih. A change, which s w cliange, neither nowine-
nialy not yet pheamnensd —neither of substance, nor
yetof aceidents, s no change ut all =it iy simply ¢
philosophical absurdity.”  But as we lave showa
above, you do admii a change o © Lruns—you
must therefore recognive some subject of that change.

Noww, the chanye is wot plenonenal, or a change
of acellents 5 our senses can take cegnisance of these,
ad onr senses infallibly assure s that the pleno-
mene, or aceidents, of the Huchurisiie elemints, un-
derno 2o cliange,

Then must the change
which owr senses ean take
noumenn, or substanee, of the Mucharistic elenents
must be the subject of the change or ¢ Zvans.” But
a ehange, of which the nowmena, or substance, is the
subject, 45 ‘Pransabstantiation, and nothing else; the
very Tomish doctiine which yaun oh!  Anglo-Ca-
thelic” pronounce to e * philosophically absuwml,”

We reply then by showing, that to deny this Ro-
mish doctrine of “I'ransubstantiation, our earcespond-
ent must deny that there is any change whalever in
the Eucharistic cletnents, alter, aml in virtue of, the
act of Consecration—which is.contrary to his asser-
tion that, though only ¢ bread and wine” before—they
after, and in virtue of, the act of Consecration, ¢ be-
come™ something else— verily and indeed the spi-
ritunl body and blood of Christ.”

Or, he must assert a change, which is neither 2or-
mencl, nor yet phengmenal—of which veither the
substance nor vet the accidents are the subject—
which is indeed ** ubsurd i the most moustrous “ phi-
losophical absurdity™ we ever had the fortune to meet
with.
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To the Editor of the Truc Wilness.
Moutreal, February 16th, 1853,
Dear Sir,—As the farce of ¢ the Anriversaries® is
aver fur ancther year, [ should like to say a few words
on the subject cf the proselylising system in general,
and on the F. €. M's manwuovres in patticular. Itis
one of the etrangest things on record, that now, in the

A falsity® of the docirine of |

|
1

e SONTONETT, ! | o sty —a real bonu fide coavert for every thonsand, ay !
Pransubstaatiztion—a doetvine, aveord-

Fworld do the Dible Secieties, &e. &, coutrive to

and ey are tevelin

+do, and to-siifer, whatever God pleases, and to lay down

mniddle of b uineteentb. ceutury, with the light of

mourufui experience shining full upon them, the Pro- |
testant pects still o lay the flatering unetion o their
sols® that they can overttiow Popery, < >is strauge,
tis passing strange, *tis wondesful,? that they, who in
ald other things ave the cunning of the serpent, and
are pre-emdinently gifted with worhily wisdom, should
b, in this one thing, completely fnfamated, and inenra-
Wy blind. Day after day, and year after yoar, do we see
thews spending their money, with lavish profusion, on
wha they are pleased to cull Forvign, and Home iis-
stons, thousl what they ges for their money is 8 mystery
ta 5. [T they could only praduce ene convert—that is

ar ten tiunsand, powuls they spend, it wonld be some-
thinz § Lut the uuschief is that Bome eonverts afl the
heathens whe wre couverted, and it is 2 notorions fuet
that what Home wets she issure to keep. S It is Rome,”
then, who does all the converting— (apostalising ay
be camied vn, in a few instanees by the seets, Unonsh
the medium of fuwine, amd the un-Catholic hean of
tan—unaliraily prone to evil 3y vet how in the wide)

sped all their money ! Why, spending money is the
easiestthing in the world ; nothing can be ensier than |
1o trauspoet whole Gunilies of godly won, women and
children-fucetionsiy  styled ~ missionaries—ont o
enanitiios Ivine oo any given part of the carth’s sarface
praviding suid fonties with all the comlons, and with
wiost of the loye of Hife s fiae brondeloth for the
men, shke wnd satinsnd valvels tor the adios, with
divers aol innemeralie siadekes for the piekanionies
of the faiiy 5 ey the egqoipmient of the missionarivs
Corent sond snali) s w0 sevieus inveand oo the fomds of
the Christion SHssions, "Fhen the towds ol Bibles amd

n
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Tracts 1o be provided swal'ow np the remainder, el

make wmonstrens som et 1 the Bibles und Traets
senl ot yearly fiom ihe Missionary Societies only did
the one humlvedth part of their work ol destruution,
sociely would long auo bave been disvrganised—tre
religion wanld have vanishied from the canthy and the
world have fulien bark mto pacan eoruption. Wit-
ness the duplarable condliion ol religion in the neizh-
baving republie, where (with the single exeeption of
the Cutinlics), the people are daily becoming more
aml more conruypt 5 all traces of revealed religion are
ii=nppeatizg, with fearind rapldity, from amongst them,
: wild eense of unbiridied
n, forgetful of warshipming anty selfy and
i passionsof their notere, Losk at the Matnon
i ality of lifer lask at the
areat <Hebd proeession lately hebkl i Cineinneti |
in henor of Tea Peins f—look ot the Wmunen®s Rialits
Conventings apd the Reverend Miss and Mys. sueh-a- |
rettizr un o Sexpound the word *? for the eleet |
D while depotatious of Ledics step for-
e m Biomer Costume) 1o prosent peti-
of o Jfsnse of Assombly s Jank atthe

prin?

Al .o
nubls

ter Bosti

st (1 sipe
tions o the Iy

frimtieful fmdittirenee rogarding warriage, which is no
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lowrrar theue vy even for deecncy o look at the
Spivitns! Rappiagss (now being ovzunised into a Reli-
gien— [ beg religion’s pardon—I mean, a Protestant,
seets) fook atthe rheminable advertixements constantly
published in Ameriean jomnals—showing that erimes,
allogzther unhensd-of i Catholic countries, are of
cormien amd erdinary ocenrrence in Noa-Catholie
Cormnn and are, in fhet, resnrded as aomnere

matter of hnsipess, Now, M Paditor, ¢ff these ubomi- !

[TQMARE

To the Editor of the ‘Irue Witness.

Dear Str—Through the kindness of a friemd, 1 wis
enabled 1o have a luek a1 that strange journa!y the
Montreal Witness, of the 1€th of Fubruary, 1553.—
What astonished e most was the coolness witli which
that journal lies. | could not help asking myself,—is
it possible to find readers for sugh a papur 7—is it pos-
sibile that men ean so ailow themselves 1o be deceived ¢
In the observations mude by the Fitaess,<on a Jeter
of au Irish Cuthoiic, be serivusly tells his readers that
there is no dillerenca between the Bible used by thy
priests, and that which he, and his, use, except that
the wne is in Latin, and iutelligible to very faw;
the other in Buoslish, and accessible 1o all.” Now,
Sir, in that stuteinent § lind two liea; for | know that
the priests have the Bnglish version, as well as the
Latin g also the Septunging, s even some copies of
the original,  The Muuireal Wilnes: lics then, whew
he would Juad people to suppose that the privsls haves
only the Latin version,  Bul he lies again when he-
states, that the difference of lansoace is the ouly dif-
ference between Lis Bible, amd that which is nsed by
us Catholics; fur, besides the many variations, erre
neous, and favoring error, 1o be found in tine Protest-
ant festy there is is very important ditlerenes —that
the Catholic version is anthorised and approved by the
Chnreh 3 while the Piotestanl version has no anthorily
at all, Lo be sure, it is puiaishied by the special com-
mad of that slebberiag creature, King Jumes the §,
as O'Conaell ealled fian, Bot where did a king, cp
any other g, e anthority from Chrigt 1o denide
what is the Word of Gal, awl what is not 2 Will the:
iirness wuswerilis guestion ?

Anotier observation of the same journal is--that
“there is a grent unily of fulih wongst all the mest
Protestant badies—-their differowees being only on se-
condary matlersy sueh as those of chureh govenmeut,
and not i faith umosaivation.” Ah! now, M. Editor,
don*t langh ¢ the poor Jientreal Witaess nives out his
reflections so stmply yan <honll wot be hard on him.
So it appears that, du the opiuion of the sreat Protest-
aut bodies, amungst the great traths whicl the Apoa-
tes received  from Chiist, there are some naatters of
oty secondaiy impoianee—mere titles ! <esuch oy
those ol churel guvernment.®? Where Jdoes the Bible
teach that stale inventico of ¢ Jurteu—1the doctrines
of fundamertal, and non-fundameutal 222 U he chureiy
government, though disilnet fn one society lvom the
churel guvernuent of auother society, does not b
the unity of the chuieh ! Then a counntre in which
there e two distinet novernents, fidependent of
each other, 3= bt one kingdom—thin is, Lwice one,
make one! o what sehool did the editer of the ddosi-
{reul Witnrss feam < mahiphication 70 *Ihe peor tel-
Jow knows not the valne of a auit. Cigist the Loid
adled His Chuvedva kinedom, and bul one kiomlom ;
bt these men wonld divide it into as many  ditierent
kinadoms, as there aie distinet chureh goveruments
with then. )

There is

aletter also from a Quebes correspendent,
who sabseribes himsell ¢ Nwna” L ihink, Sir, the
fivst persan of that nemee, were be alive, would have
resson 1o be ashamed of this new numesidie. I'onis
Salnuen savs that < he bas swtiended elosely W the
disenssion between you and the Moniread Watuess, up-
o questions of (s be 2ays) aceasuistical nature relating
to the Chureh, ol which, like the cenerality of pervverts

mations are distinetly 1o be teeed to the Protestant | 1y ho as chaneed 1o nieer, you ate sueh i zealoons

prineiple—the negation of suthority 3 they are all
and every one the ntaral oflsprivg of privaie judg-
moent—tlat grand pit-fall prepirad by the deyil for
proud mnbitious man, nearly siv thousand. yeurs &go
when he ureed Lve to  dee for hersell?7 o regal
to the faial apple. Fortunately for the world, 1 repent,
these misailes so reeklessty east amnng # tie unlearncd
and unelallo™ are not ¢ wrdsted fo their sen desirueiion®
s Cathiclies avine the talisman of faith, e
preserved frow the poisin of vnbelied, while the hea-
then aml tha inlidel fanoh at the impotent eilonts
made by cormnal missionaries 1o ennun the Bible down
theiv thronta, 10 the spoters of the Asniversary
Shards™ wisl o know wha it eas that converted, and
sl converts, the uations of the earth, we point to the
humble Jusnit, or other Cathohe priest, going forth
alose, from friends and home amd country—one thin
etk s one cousse eloak his equipment§ his eru-
eiliv, his beads mind his breviary his only wealth, A
mait of self-denial and of monification—a wmun who
has no other tie inthiz world than that which binds
Bini to God’s holy ehorehi—a man, who is prepared to

-

Wis Jifn 3T necessawy for the honor ol His holy mme—
aman whose very preseince has a hallowing influence,
and who beaes on his mild, subdued featores, the staup
of every virtne—i mnng wha is never deterred by auy
danzer, or by any hunan wenkuess, fronsthe fullilment
of bis duty, sind who walks the eith fou a mission of
charity and peace—tiis is the convener of the uatious
—thie amthorized envay of that Chureh to whom: Chirist
said: Go leach all the uedions, But let no one suppose
that it is only Cathnlics who notice the irpulesee of
Protestantism when it atlem pts (0 convert men or ua-
tions, an office which belongs solely 1o the-Catholie
Chmeh, Alison, in his new History of Enrope, (vol.
1,) selmits that it is undeniahle that no. conversions of
any account have been eifeciod in these atter wres |
withi the exception ol those by Jesuit missions in
Sumh Ameriea.  Many other impantial writers might
be qnoted in support of this asseriion, but the limits of
a lelter will not permit more than a passing allusion
to the fact.  Let the ranters do the rest.

I know not whether yon natived the report of a
meetinm of the . C. M. folk which took place in Kinu-
ston lately, " As nsual the report contuined some rich
specimena of evangelical asiufeness.  One of the
speakers on-that oceasion announced that in the course
of thirteen vears, the society had suceecded in with-
draswing 503 persons fron. the comunion of Reme—
and that of those five hundred, it -was hoped that one
hundred had entertaived vital religion—or belivved in

{higot.”  Now it i plain 1o any mau of ovdinavy pene-
tration that the question in dispute was not casnistical,
Lut historieal  However, the thim that defrauded the
poor servarts and laborers in the “ Saving’s Bank®
will tnake po sernple to'rob words of 1heir true mean-
ing.  The word higot oo i misapplied whon address-
ed- 1o yons for bizotry means a bhiwd zeal: bt a
zeal for the trarle is ot w0 Blimd zeal especially noa
man ol learning, Bke the ¢ Troe Wirtsess,? Bug
Siry, as woe know that even donkeys are aware when
they ate geing to nave 4 nouse about their nose, we
are nat surprised Tt cven the stupid eoreespoindent of
the Wituess shioald pereeive that his favorite journal

was falling imte o noost on the guestion of the
# Clavel,”  He knows full well that on that great
question the Witpess weonld saller a defent that would

be dumaging to the < Freangelicals ;2 thierelore, hao
prudently, but nol wisely tor bis soul, sounds a retreat.

The wiserable convewicle iz alaid of the force of
truth, and prefers 1o hide itself in the davkness of ¢i-

ror. Fhe men of the Monatreal Witness, in declining e

discuss the Chureh question, acknowledge their de-

feat; why, then, not act houestly, and eonless theii
arvars, and geek sadvition by embreieg the teath $=-

[tis a smd thing for Protesismizm, il it can’t produce
some better defender than the Wimess, and his Quee
bee correspondent.—Yours {dithfally,

Pminszernss,

Arrener ro Dstanuisn e Prorestant Bevicrox

ix Irsrawo.—By I D. MGee, Esq., Lditor .{meri-

can olr,

This 1s an admirable work, on the most important
portion of breland’s eventful history,  Bsrich and racy
style eannot kil to emtertain and delight 1he mero
reader, while its faithful portraitore of the licentious
atrovities and porfidions treachey of the primitive
apostles of piunder and Protestanmtismn in Ireland, will
ber fonml both interesting and jnstruetive 1o the histos
ri()'_rrnphm' and statesmen.

Meo AlfGee’s aceonnt of the msnstrous eruchiea by
which the first ¢ Refonners® sought to torture aud:
starve the Trish into apestiey, is a striking exemplifi-
catian of the full spivit of Pivtestantism, Well hasthe
Calholic Messenger said that ¢ ihis is the best produc-
tion of itz distinguished auther,” for 2 work better
suited 1o the times it would be diflicolt, perhaps im-
possille, to produce. :

Tl ficst edition of this excellent werk is already
exhansted, but we are happy to learn that the enter-
prisine publisier, P. Donahoe, Ieq., has a second

Christ—query—what hecame of the other four hundred
witldrawn  fioin  the communion of Rome? The|
Montreal Wilness of Febroary Oth, says i — !

« Siace the formation of the Socicty, 13 years aso, clnsc,
upon 100 have been eonverted, not merely from Rome, but to
the saving reception of the truth, as it is in Jesus,  Not fewoer
than 500 have cither abandoned the errors of Popery, or been
more, or less heneited >

Is there not here, Mr. Editor, matter for melancholy
reflection?  Five hundred souls have becen decoyed
from: the Charoh, aml, of thess five bundred, ¢ alose
gpor: one hundred? only—even in the opision cf the
Protestant proselytisers—have fonnd the truthyl- 1tis
but lait to suppose that, the remammg_-fm;r.,lmndred
and upwards,are, simply, and purely, infidels—that
they have thrown off Catholicity, aud-pul oy

Your, &c.,

edition in press which will shortly Leready {or sale.

Steplienson, the engineer of the Menai bridge, is
said toitte on his way to Cinada, 10 build the bridgo
across the St. Lawrence, opposite this city.

Orayee Processron.—I{t has, we e eorfy to gee;
been annvoneed that the Orangemen of this County
intend eclehrating the next 12ih of Joly by a public
procession in thigtown, The members ol this, sostyled,
layal Lody claim for themselves. the character of
peaceable ‘men, but how they.can reconeile this with
their_ expressed determination 1o walk in pubhe pro-
cession 1 beyond aur comprehension. They eannoy
piead iznorance of the riots and murders which vearlj'r
resilt from these, public procrasions.—Brockulle Rex

araoLicTs,

cord:y.



