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.The newspapers received by the Canade’s mail,
~arc singularly barren of interest 5 the most important
intelligence being, that upon-the 11th ultimo, the
- Ministry was again defeated by a majority of onc, in
a house of 239 members, upon Liord Duncan’s motion,
«'That the gross income raised from the Crown
Lands, shouvld be paid into the Pkchequer, and the
expenditure be voted by the Tlouse, on estimates
annually submitted to them, at the same time as the
accounts of the other public departments.” This
defeat cannot be said to bave materially affected the
position of the ministry, because its doom was sealed
long before ; and although, owing to the weakness of
their opponents in the present Parliament, and to the
inconveniences attendant upon a general election
during the great exhibition, the present men may be
permitted to Lold ofiice a few weceks, or even months
louger, it is certain that the Russell Ministry is
virtually dead, and allowed fo remain above ground,
till such time only, as some charitable person shali be
found willing to confer upon it the honors of a decent
jnterment. Bitterly must Lord Jolin now regret his
rash Ducbam letter ; but for that famous epistle, the
people of Ingland would not have been excited to
madoess, makmg themsclves the laughing-stock of
Turope, nor would he have been compelled to introduce
his bill against Papal aggression. Tlis sin has not been
long in finding him out ; he has forever lost the sup-
port of the Irish Catholic, and liberal members, who
will never forgive him for what he has eadeavored to
do, and he has not coneiliated the rabid Protestont
party, whose famaticism he has shocked by the

" fechleness of what he has dene. Liltle inclined to
" view the Dbill even before its modifications, with a
favorable eye, they are still less disposed to aceept of
it, now that it is proposed to retrench those clauses
which promised to afford facilities for cheating Catho-
lies out of their property. Lo these men, Eeligious
Freedem is worthless, unless in so far as it gives to
‘them the power of robbing and despoiling. Catholics.
« Pretty land of Religious Liberty this,” they say,
« where we can’t wallop our own Papists;* and now
Lord Jobn, with his modilications, come cranking in,
and cuts them out frem the best part ol the hill.
Hard this, and not to be endured.  Why, the clauses
which aimed at robbing the Chureh of the charitable
bequests of her children, were the very salt of the bill,
. from which alone it received its savor ; and now that
these are withdrawn, Mr. Plumptre makes wry faces
atit, and even the strong stomachs, the dwra iie of Siv
Robert Inglis and his brother bigols, reject it with
loathing. Yet even these modifications will fail in
rendering the measure one whit more acceptable to
the Trish ; in the language of His Grace the Arch-
bishop of Tuam, ¢ No mitigation of the bill, nothing
short of its utter extinetion, will satisfy the people of
Ireland.””  We hope that the Ministry will be wise in
time, and retrace their steps.  They have a war upon
their bands in Caffraria, which will cost a round sum
belore peace is restored ; but a civil war in Ireland
will prove a more serious affair—and the Irish, fight-
ing in the best, the holiest of causes, wiil be more
dangerous encinies to their Protestant tyrants, than a

parce! of hall-naked savages.

MURDER~THE CONFESSIONAL.

A Clergyman has favored us with a copy of the
Cork Constitufion of 4th Feb. inwhich we find the fol-
lowing appalling disclosure respecting tho Confes-
sional.—Monlreal Wiiness.

The Standerd of Thirsday contains a letler from

- Mr. Swayne, latc a Priest of the Church of Rome,
from which we extract the following :—

¢ Let no one, therefore, be horrified when I siate
that, it was believing in, and acting on, this teaching,
that T myself in the year 1832 evaded the law of God
.and man, reason and nature, in withholding from the
arm of justice 12 or 14 persons who had confessed to
me their intentions of taking 4 part in the murder of

_the 45 constabulary that took pluce in the summer of
that year at Carrickshock, near Knocklopher, county
Kilkenny. These men came promiscuonsly to me to

““confess, at the convent of Knocktopher, in which I

* was, stationed at the time; eidch ¢ confessed™ to me

not alone his intention, but determination, to have a

" hand in the murder in case the constubulary came, as

" 'we expected, to distrain in his villagé; the sequel

- proved the murderous premedilation of each, for seven

“-of the sume men were afierwards taken up and brought

20 Kilkenny, where two of them wore hanged; the

rest escaped  justice, possibly through my fanlt—.

" inasmuch’as, had I been at liberty to give the least
“iptimation to the proper authorities of what was (su-
- perstitiously) confessed to me two months before the
“murder, I would have been imprisoned, and the un-
‘fortunate "victims who came, ii discharge of their
" duties, 1o the fatal village, would have returneéd home
. ‘st their lives. Iun all probability the sume terrific

uested to make their complainls known o the Edilor,

tale . could be told by:the Rev. Mr. W=—; P. P.; of
Nowtownbarry, where a like number of men:were

| murdered some three years after in & similar‘manner

and on a similar occasion ; and I am confident, .there
are priests this moment in Ireland—yes, hundreds of
them—awho could, if they dare, tell us they have been
cognizant, if not abettors, thropgh the confessional, of
the conspiracies and treasonable practices and inten-
tions of their people towards. the government of this
country in the ever memorablo year of 1848, ¢ ¢ *
* ¢ * * TIhave the honor to be, Sir, your most
humble and obliged servant, . - - . .
« RICHARD SWAYNE, M.S.T.,
«(Late a Priest of the Churel of Rome, .
¢ now under the P.P. Protection Society.)
¢« Dublin, Jan. 27, 1851,” : :

‘We'copy the above as a very fair sample of the
arguments which Protestants bring against Catholics,
and as a specimen of the heavy artillery, with which
they hope to batter down the bulsvarks of the Chureh.
Unable {o meet their adversarics in the open field, and
afraid to encounter them in fair fight, Protestants have
adopted the tactics of a gueritla warfare, and trust,
that by harassing an outpost here, or picking up a
chance straggler there, as in the case of this fellow
Swayne, they may be able to earn for themselves the
laurels, which belong, by right, to the heroes of a
well-stricken field,  Of all the doctrines of the Church
of Christ, there is none so hateful to Protestant ears,
as the stern command, ¢ Confess your Sins.”? Ifwas
a hard saying of our Saviour to the young man, dili-
gently enquiring aller a royal road to Heaven—< 1f
thou wilt be perfect, go, seil what thou hast, and give
to the poor;” and, therclore, when the young man
heard those words, lie went sorrow{ul away ; and how
many are there at the present day, whom the dread of
canfession sends sorrowful away {rom the gates of the
Church ?  Tasting, confession, and chastity, are pre-
cepts against which the unregeneraie, or Protestant
heart of man does most naturally vevolt ; and it is,
therefors, to be expected, that sometimes one, some-
times another of these Catholie practices, shall be the
espeeial objects of Protestant bostility.  In this cuse,
it is ngainst the confessional, that the adversary divects
his attack ; not as against something malum per sc,
but as against an instituticn that may be abused.
Certainly, tliere is no institution so pure, no command
of God so excellent, but that the ingenuity of the
corrupt Lieart of man can turn it to his own destruction ;
he can mix poison with his daily bread § e ean pervert
the life-giving Sacraments of the Church to his eteynal
rain, eating and drinking unto himsclf dawnation : but
it is unfair to argue aguinst the use-of an justitution
from its abuse, or to teach that men should aitogether
abstain from the Holy Table, hecause some lave been
guiity of the Lody and blood of the Liord, Premising
this mueh, let us look at the story which stands at the
head of this article, and exmmine it; whether in the
first place, it be worthy of credit, and in the seeond,
whether, even if it be true, any argument against the
doetrine of confession, can be based thereon. Well,
this Swaync, an aposlate priest, (and we all know what
apostate priests really are, men who, by their crimes,
sometimes drunkenuess, somectimes incontinence, or
dishonesty, have rendered themsclves unfit for the
Chwreh, and, therefore, very fit for the conventicle,
like Achille, of Dublin Revicto notoriety,) ihis
Swayne tells us, that twelve or fourteen persons came
to him, and confesscd their intention of committing the
sin of murder. 'We Liave no means of sayingwhether
this story be true, or {alse ; but we sce at once thatit
is very unlikely. Dlen have gencrally some object in-
afl their actions, especially when they involve a vevy
disagreeable and humiliating practice—suel as the
conlessing one’s sins.  Now, the object of confession
is to obiamn, through the application of the merits of
our Redcemer’s Cross and passion, remission of sins,
and reconciliation with an offended God. TFor this
purpose, the most ignorant Catlolic who ever ap-
proached the confessional, well knows, that certain
acts and dispositions are indispensably necessary on
his purt—Tirst, a sirict examination of conscience,
accompanied with humble prayer to Almighty God,
that Le would, for Iis dear Son’s sake., give to him
a clear view of his iniquities, and a lively horror and
detestation of all sin, as offensive 1o 2 God of infinite
Holiness and purity ; and secondly,a firm determination
with God’s assistanee, to flee for the future from @il
sin, and all the immediate oceasions of it, and to lead
a pure and holy life. Theve is not a Catholic in the
world, swho does not knovw, that without these disposi-
tions upon his part, not only is the absolution pro-
nounced by the priest null and void, but that it is
rather a fearful aggravation of the indignation of God.
But, in the case before s, the twelve or fourtecn men
must have known thai by avowing their intention to
commit sin, they could net even expect to receive
absolution, and, therefore, they could have lad no
objeet in appreaching the confessional at all. We,
therefore, think it more than probable that the whole
statement of this R, Swayue, is a lic.

_ But, even supposing the story to be true, what docs
it prove against the practice of awicular confession !
We will be told, that the promise of inviclable
seereey, by which the priest is bound, is evil, hecanse
in this case, he was thereby prevented from giving
notice of an intended erime. But it seems to be
forgotten by the objectors, that but for this certainty
of the seerets of the confessional heing inviolable, the
confessicn would never have been inade.  Jt was only
upor the condilion of his not revealing the scerets
committed to him, that these men unbosomed them-
selves 1o the priest—and what law of God or man was
there -thereby infringed? "What injury did society
suffer 7 ¢ Tad I been at liberty,” says Swayne, % to
give the least intimation to the proper antlorities, of
what was confessed to me, the crime might have been
prevented.””  Certainly—but had Swayne been at
liberty to give the least intimation to any person of
what was revealed to liim in con{ession, he would never
have heard a word about it. ITad these men been

Protestants, they could bave formed ihe same deter-

minations, carried tliem into’execution-just as-easily,
the only difference being, that tliey would not have
revcaled their intentions to a priest, who, if he did his
dity, would use every means in his power, entreaties,
commands, the authority of the Church,and the threats
of God’s Eternal wrath, to induce them to abandon
their impious designs—failing in which, be would dis-
miss them from his presence, not with absolution and
words of peace, but with the anathemas of the Chureb,
-and the curses pronounced by God upon all impenitent
sinners. T'o make out a case against the confessional,
from this statement of R. Swayne, it must be proved,
that by the priest’s knowledge, under the seal of
confession, of an intended crime, impediments in the
way of its-accomplishment were removed, or facilities
aflorded for carrying it into execution; if neither of
these events occurred, then society suffered no injury,
and no law of God or man was viclated by the silence
of the priest, who, to divulge the secrets of the con-
fessional, must be guilty of perjury.

In another part of the same letter, this impudent
apostate proceeds to inform us, that he is cognizant of
#inpumerable cases in which the confessor became
pariiceps criminds, by learning, through the confes-
sional, an intended seduction, & rape, or an actual
adultery, and yet taking no steps beyond a fow
discouraging words, either to prevent them, or their
natural, but woful consequences.”  Now,asit is cer-
tain that Swayne could have been copnizant, only of
what took place in his own confessional, it follows that
he himself is the priest alluded to, who became
parliceps crimings, by taking no steps, beyond a few
disconraging words, 1o prevent the consummation of a
premeditated iniquity, revealed to him in confession ;
and, as it was his bounden duty, to have uSed all the
thunders of the Church, to prevent the perpetrationof
the crima revealed, every argument which the Jove of
Glod, or the fear of Hell could supply, it is elear that
by bis own showing, he was guilty of gross dereliction
of duly, even whilst pretending to administer the
Sacraments of that Clurel, which is now happily rid
of Lim. Baut silly as at first sight appear the anile
drivellings which constitute the premises of Protestant
fogic, when pushed to their legitimate consequences,
they lead inevitably to the mest dammable and
blasphemous conelusions.  Thus, Melanethon, Calvin,
Zuinglivs, ond the fathers of modern Protestantism,
hesitated not to proclaim Ged as the cause of sin,
“as much the avthor of the treachery of Judas, as of
the cenversion of St Faul” Let us apply the
Protestant principle of private judgment to the
argument against the confessional, now before ns, I
the priest, (who is bound to invielable scevecy, by the
most solemn caths,) by not divulging, or by not
taking any sleps to prevent the perpetration of a
erime revealed to him in the confessional, becomes
particcps erimings, an accomplice in erime, it follows
¢ fortiori, that God, who is a free agent, to whom, in
virtue of I{is omniseience, the seerets of all hearts are
revealed, and who, by virtue of Iiis omnipotence, is
able to prevent thc perpetration of erime, and whe
does noi always reveal the sinner’s intentions, or
prevent their accomplishment, is also pariiceps
crimings, a parfaker of the sinner’s guiit. Do owr
evangelical {riends shrink from our conclusions?
Then must they abandon their premises, and admit
that 2 morad being may be cognizant of the intention
to commit critne, able to prevent its accomplishment,
and yet remain entively passive in the matter, without
becoming prrtiveps crintings, Weare also told, that it
is tanght in the confessional, € that it is criminal to keep
Taith with hereties 5 and that it is no sin to destroy, and
{0 cxtirpale them, sheuld the advancement of Tloman-
Isin reguire 677 We know not which to admire the
more, the impudent mendacity of the liar who can
malke such an assertion, or the astounding folly of the
foal who can believe it. Tt is not so much a libel on
the Chureh, as an insull to ilie common sense of
Frotestants, and comes with a good grace, from a
member of that Society, whose deliberate falsification
of history, and coutemptible ignorance, we exposed
some weelis ago, when reviewing a little manifesto
published by the  Apostate Priest’s Protection
Sociely,” in which Pope Bonaventure, in 1538 ! was
represented as the author of the Psalter of our Lady,
and Gregory L., as excommunicating emperors who
were not born till long after Gregory’s death, all
which was accepied as Gospel iruth by the erudile
cditor of the Montreal Witness.  Ohl Rivangelicals,
what a gullible sct of mortals you are.

The Toronto Church, a paper which we have
always considered a5 the organ of the High Ciwrch
party in Upper Cuanada, seems to be inclined to
become a nember of the Tivangelical Alliance; for
no other reason, can we give, why it also has given
insertion to Swayne’s abuse of the practice of con-
fession. Doces the cditor of the Church not know
{hat aurieular confession is a practice, whieh if not
positively enjoined by the Iistablishment, is at lcast
strongly recommended. Do not its liturgies exhort
the sinner, to come to the ofliciating minister, “ or
some other discreet, and learncd minister of God’s
‘Word, and open his grief 7> Does not the oflice for
the ¢ Visitation of the Sick,” expressly enjoin, that
%1ihe sick person be moved {o make a special con-
fuession of his sins;™ after which confession, the priest
shall absolve hiw, by virtue of the authority committed
to him by our Lord Jesus Christ. Lrue, owing to a
servile compliance with the lax morality of the age,
this discipline has Dbeen greatly neglected by the
ministers of the Church by law established, yet it is
still retained by a few of the most zealons and
devoted of her children. Now we would ask the
editor of the Churcl, what opinion he would have of
a clergyman of the ¥stablishment, who should be
guilty of divulging, or making any use of the secrets
confided to him by his penitent, without the said
penitent’s consent? Would he not justly consider
bim asinfamous? But perhaps the Church is prepared

‘binding upon the ‘laity.

‘to _hhaﬁdéﬁn itfs_’fI-IiQHCliﬁrch gr,ouhd', and haintﬁin _iha.t

the practice of confession, is not recommended by the
Anglican Church, or if recommended, that it is not
To judge from another
article which appears in the Church of the 2Miy
March, we should not be surprised if 'siuch were thg
case ; for we find the writer, 2 member of the Estab-
lishment, objecting to the obiservance of Tuesday,
the 25th March, as a festival - of obligation, in tie
public offices in Upper Canada, because forsooth it is
not a festival recognised by law! . Law, or o law,
the 25th of March, the “ Feast of the Annunciation,”
is a festival of obligation in the Anglican Church,
whose obsérvance is particularly enjoined, and which
has its proper lessons, collects, epistle and gospel,

‘with a ¢7ge/ or fast on the day preceding. But o8

the law can make a bishop, or lay an embargo upon
the spiritual graces conferred in the Sacrament of
Baptism, it has very likely the power to appoint and
cancel the holidays of the Church. What a funny
Church that must be, whose solemn festivals are
regulfated by law; there is but one step lower {or her
to fall: shie should commit the administration of her
Sacraments to a Bench of Magistrates.

The Montreal Witness has noticed our exposure
of some of the impudent falsifications of Iloly Wrir,
which occur in David Martin’s version of the New
Testamment. "The writer admits the disercpancies,
but puts forward a plea, in mitigation of sentence,
strongly reminding us of that of poor Molly, when
charged by her inistress, with being the unimarried
motlier of a child. “ Yes Maam, I owns it—Dut thena
it isa very small one 37 so also the conscious HMontrea
Witress admits the errors, but pleads that they are
very small, and trivial indeed. Now we never quarre}
about tastes, even swhen as in this case, they are per-
fectly beyond owr comprehension. "We lnow not
wiat the Montreal Witness may consider trivial, but
we as Catholics have been taught so to revere the
loly writings, tlat no crror, no alteration, can appear
to us, but as asin of the highest magnitude. Itisindecd
of little consequence, whether in the f{arce which
is sometimes euacted in the conventicle, as if in
mockery of the Ifoly Luclavistic Sacrifice, the
coffce and lemonade, or the turnips and cold
water, which are sometimes vsed instead of bread and
wine, be blessed by the presiding elder or no 5 perhaps
it 25 Defter that the blessing shouid be dispensed
with; but that is no reason wly the priests of Chrisl’s
Holy Church should not warn theilr flocks of the
damnable perversion of Scripture, in which impostors
try to find a sanction for their proceedings, and put
them on their guard, against the mass of falschood
aud errov, which designing hypoerites try to foist upon
them as the Word of God.

With regard to the substitution of the word
“contain” lov. recetve being a  very trivial » error
indeed, we bavea few remarks to offer, whick wo
hope will convince the editor of the Dlontreal Wit-
ness, how profoundly ignorant he is of the important
results, which tire alteraticn of a single word, or of a
single letter in the inspired test may produce.

"F'he intention of the Calvinistic trauglators of tho
Bible, in the mistranslation alluded to, was to get =
written warraat (or their argument, that Christ was
eontained in eaven, in such a manner as to bo
giciuded from the iloly Bacroment of the altar.
They were clever felfows, but like many other elever
rogues, outshot theiv mark, proving » good deal more
than they had at first intended.  Indeed, the test,
howerer strong it may be against the Real Presence,
is, upon Drotestant principles, still stronger against the
Supreme Diviniiy of Cluist; for accerding o David
Martins Word of God, we read that < Christ is
containad in Ileaven,” but in the Xnglish Protestant
version of the Bible, 1 Chron., 6. ¢.,18 v., and again,
1 Kings, 6 e., 27 v, we read that heaven, and the
heaven of heavens cannot contaim God. Now, if
heaven cannot contain God, but does contain Christ,
it is a self evident proposition that Christ is not God.

We restrieted ourselves Lo citing four cxamples of
the gross corruplions in David Mariin’s text, corrup-
tions the more imexcusable, Lecanse he must have
lenown that the cld English Pretestant version of the
Word of God contained all the errors which we
pointed out, as stll existing in Lis version ; and that
it was not without good veason, that the Inglish
Protestant translalors, corrected anl amended their
Word of God in 1683, moved therzunto by the
ridicule which was heaped upon it by Catholic wrilers.
David hlartin knew when he published, and the
evangelical mixsionarics know when they are ciree-
lating the book, that it is an impure version of God’s
Toly Word, and therefore worthy the reprobationand
contempt of all honest men. Many more civors
could we point out, oniy we do not think that a nevs-
paper is the proper place for quotations from Serip-
ture. W will however give the Montreal PWitness
one other text, and we have no doubt but that the
Rev. Mons, Chiniquy will favor hitn with many more.

In Acts, 16 c. and 23 v., we would beg to be
informed where David Martin found the words which
we give in Italics, but which are printed in his version
in the usual characters, as if they formed part of the
original text, as indeed arc his .other corruptions.
“ And after that, by the edvice of tiee assemblics, they
had established ancients in each church.” “Lt
aprés que, par Pavis des assemblics, ils curent élabls
des anciens dans chaque église.,”” .- If they do occur
in any Greck manuseript, they are notto be found in
any of the printed editions that we know of, and
cerfainly are not rendercd in the English Protestant
version, which agrees with the Catholic version in
every respect, except in rendering the word presbuteros
as clders, instead of priests. S

The following, which we extract from the lectures
delivered some years ago at Rome,.by his Eminence
the present Cardinal Arehbishop of Westminster, will



