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NEWS OF THE WEER.

Ox our sixth page will be found the particulars,
in so far as they have as yet reached us, of the
storming of Delhi. This glorious achievement
will long rank as one of the most extraordinary
feats of military prowess recorded in history.—
Todeed, that a small body of men, but scantily
supplied with the requisite artillery, should bold
besieged, and eventually drive from their strong-
hold, an army at least three tines as numerous,
covered by excellent fortifications, and abun-
dantly furnished with guns, ammunition, and mili-
tary stores of all kinds, seems almost incredible,
and is, we venture to assert, without a precedent
in the amnals of war. Yet glorious as has been
the result of the siege of Delhi, it must not be
supposed that the Indian question is settled, or
the conflict terminated. Large bodies of the
mutineers are still in the field, and will no doubt
fiock to recruit the force besieging Lucknow ;
which place was not relieved, though by the Jast
atcounts, General Havelock was preparing to
march to the succor of its gallant defenders.—
'The puppet King of Delhi has eflected his es-
cape in female disguise, and must no doubt be
heartily glad to have got rid of the sham sove-
reignty forced upon him by the Sepoys, in whose
bands he was a mere passive tool.  His adoption
of a female dress, in order to effect his escape,
. is a conclusive refutation of the calumny, that
our troops in India imitate the atrocities of the
Sepoys towards non-combatants ; and is a most
valuable, because involuntary, compliment to the
callantry of the British soldier. Certainly no
European in India would assume a female dis-
guise in order to escape from the fury of the Se-
poys, for by so doing he would be certain to
provoke outrage; and it is pleasant to have to
record that the strictest injunctions were issued
by the Commander-in-Chief before Delhi to the
troops engaged in the assault, to spare the wo-
men and children j though of course strict mili-
tary justice was awarded toall the mutineers who
came within the reach of Dritish bayonets.

From England we have tidings of bankrupt-
cies and commercial distress, The attempt to
faunch e Great Eastern, or Leviathan steamer,
had resulted in a failure, owing to some misconr-
ception of orders. It will however, be renewed
during the spring tides of next month; and it is
said that My, Brunel the engineer is confident of
ultimate success. The Bank of England bad
raised its rate of discount to 9 per cent. TFrom
the Continent there is nothing to report, except
the death of General Cavaignac, who died sud-
deniy whilst out shooting on the 2Sth ult.

Phe Courrier di Canade publishes a leter
from a Catholic Missionary Priest in Tndia, the
Rev. P, Barron, in which the writer gives his
views respecting the origin of the outbreak
amongst the Sepoys, and the objects of the mu-
uneers. According to this writer, ¢ the war is
at once political and religious 5 and the object
of the mutineers ¢ is to extirpate Christianity,”
and to subject the country to Mahometan rule.

[From this it will be seen that the opinions of
the reverend writer in India, respecting the ob-
ject of the mutiny, and its eflects, if successful,
upon Christianity, are identical with these put
farth by the TruE WirNess in Canada. The
:mutiny is not, us has been represented, the indig-
sant uprising of an oppressed people against their
GPpressors ; but rather an outbreak of anti-Chris-
tian fury, directed indiscriminately against all
who confess Christ, whether Catholics or Pro-
testants. ISssentially, the revolt is anti-Christian ;
it is only accidentally anti-British, as is abun-
dantly proved by the cruelties practised by the
mutineers upon all Catholic ecclesiastics and re-
ligious, without reference to national origin, upon
whom they have been able to lay their hands.

"This will sufficiently explaiu the reasons which
have compelled us, as Catholics, to withhold our
sympathies from the Mahometan and idolatrous
Sepays, the rancorous caewies of our faith, and
to pray for the success of British arms in the
contest in which they are now engaged. The
defeat of the latter would inevitably entail the
slaughter of all the Christians in the Indian Pen-
insula, of whom the majority are Catholics; it

would-also _infallibly entail the expulsion of the
Christian missionary from Eastern Asia, and the
total Thbandonment of many millions of our fel-
low-creatures to the most abject of superstitioas.
Unworthy as in many respects she may be of her
glorious mission, Great Britain is still the repre-
sentative of Christendom in Eastern Asia; and

we thml: ‘that.there are but few, who, after calm
the interests of’ Chrrstlamty, it is- better that
The former. bas done; it is true, very little for

however would, lf paramount, approve itself an
active and most powerful enemy. Under "the
former, the Christian missionary, if not encou-
raged, has as least had easy access to the native
Mahometan and Hindeo races; under the other,
the country would be hermetically sealed against
him. What China was for ages, that would In-
dia become, were the Malometans to succeed in
their designs against the religion and civilisation
of the Western World.

Of the agents by whom this great work of ex-
tirpating Christianity is to be accomplished—of
the Sepoys themselves, and their pretended griev-
ances against the British Govermnent—we have
on more than one occasion plainly expressed our
opinion ; and it is with no small degree of satis-
faction that we perceive that the Tablet, the
most truly Catholic paper published in Ireland,
and of whose lively sympathies with the people
of that country no one can doubt, holds precisely
the same views as we do, both as to the charac-
ter of the mutineers, and the impolicy—to use
no harsher word—of allowing it to be suspected
even, by Protestants, that the Catholics of the
British Empire, as a body, sympathise with the
libidinous and blood-thirsty Sepoys—of whom our

Dublin cotemporary thus speaks:—

S Qur own troops kave turned our own arms against
oursclves. However unjustly we had acted to others,
these men had been treated not only fairly, but witk
cxcessive favor, They have therefore, added ingra-
titude and treachery to the blackest crimes and the
direst atrocities.”—Tablet.

Having thus delivered itself of its opinion of
the Sepoys, whom some have endeavored to re-
present as a band of patriots struggling for the
independence of their native land the Tablet
proceeds to express its opinions upon the impolicy
of allowing it to believed that they possess the
sympatbies of the Catholics of the British Em-
pire :— :

“ As to the general wishes of the Catholic body
either in England or Ireland for the suceess or the re-
pression of the mutiny, we do rot see the advantage
of a discussion beiwcen Catholics on the subject.
We believe ihat scarcely anybody seriovsly thinks
that the Sepoya have any chances of saceess, and we
do not sec the use of laboring o prove that the great
majority of Catholics are °rdemly longing for What
they are quite convinced won't beppen. In the pre-

sent position of Cribelics, especielly in Ireland, we

can conpeive nolhing more useless and berren thun

sympathy with ike Sepoys, or more injurious to Ca-

tholic interesis then a Delicf in its existence. We do
not see the use of persuadmg the twenty-one millions
of Protestanis in Great Britain nnd Irelend that a
large portion of the seven millions of their Catholic
fellow-subjects are longing that they may be visited
with defeat and disaster. We ghould quite despair of
persuading them that such a lenging sprang from a
disinterested love of liberty, or a pure and plowing
zeal for justice. Rightly or wrongly, we are gure
that they would ascribe it o 2 malignant hatred of
themselves, springing from national or religious ani-
mosity, We don’t think it wise for Catholics, while
professing to seck their own ,us» rights by constitu-
tional md lezal means, to try to force upon three-
fourths of the empire the strongest conceiveble mo-
tive for refusing what we want, 2né@ withdrawing
what we Bave. We don't think it at all 2 flatiering
or creditable description to give of us Cathbolics, that
while we are Jdoing next to nothing to enforee our
own just claims, by the means which are within our
reach just 2s mueh ag within (ke reach of others, aad
while we ave the only class in the emmre who refuse
to help ourselves, the great majority of us are sitling
with folded n'a.rlde raming empiy wishes for the sue-
cess of the Scpon, which searcely any onc thinks
probable or pozsible, and by which, whatever we may
loze, it wonld he very hard {o show that enything
could be guined. We are sorry ihat eny Irishman or
any Cathwolic should wish (o prove that the great
majority desire the success of the Sepoys, for that we
Catholics, though only cne-fourth of the population,
contribute one-kalf ot the army which i3 meloycd
in slanghtering the Seyoyz, would in that case be
rather disereditaile hoth o the Irish people and to
the Catholic body. To thoge, nowever, who stiil
think that Catholics ought <o dezire the success of the
Sepoys, and that the greai sajority do, we can only
say that we differ in opinion, and that our reasons
seem to us stronger thap theire, We can only speak
for the present. Pe:l:aps men's feelings will change,
perizps they will manifest their fnc‘mgs more clearly
than they have done, Frora very different Guarters,
by very different agents, from very dissizijlar motives,
inducements to sympathise with the insurgents are
heid out.  The Times and Peach are doing thieir best
to exciie thet fecling ; a portion of ke popuh; press
in treland bas devoeted itself <0 thet task; and at
Carrick-on-Soir and other rl.tcf‘s, ihe people huve
been called upon by posters 2pd plecards not only to
admire the Sepoys, but to follow their cxample. This
lasi piece of advice seems 0 us intelligible and con-
sistent.  If any conziderable poriion of the Irish peo-
ple are meditating «a appeal to arms against the Go-
vernment, we cin understand why the Sepoys should
be P!‘llhcd, and their succese desired. We oursclves
have no_intention of taking up armz, and thercfore
shall neither advise ror excite arjbodv elze to do so.
If any do, those wko have counselled the siep will,

no doubt, feel it to be their _duiy o taxe the field i in
persozn, and to brave daoger in the foremozt ranks."—
Ibd,

Our object in giving insertion to the above ex-
tracts from a journal which is justly considered
the exponent of the opinions of the most the-
roughly Catholic portien of the population of the
British Ewmpire, is 10 redeem ourselves, to re-
deem our Clergy and Bishops, from the dishonor-
ing imputation—of being bypocnites, when we and
they profess to e foyal subjects, and dutiful
citizens—and of sympathising in our hearts with
Britain’s enemies, whilst claiming the protection
of the British Government. Our object is to
disabuse the Protestarlt mind of the false impres-
siou—an impression however which it must be
admitted that some Catholics have done ‘(heir
‘best to strengthen—that a loyal Catholic must
needs be a disloyal subject, and that a Papist can
only be true to the Church, upon condition of
being false to the State.

Mow this is the palmary argument of Orange-

‘and mpassxonate reﬂectmn, will not ailow thatmn
India should be under British, than Moslem, rule.

the cause of religion in that country ; the latter

men. We—they say—-hecause Protesta.nts, are
sure ‘to ‘be good ; ;and loyal subjects our. oppo-

-disloyal ; and disaffected at beart, no matter what
their professions. And from these prem:ses—:f
admitted—the conclusion is irresistible—That it
is the policy and the duty of the Government to
encourage Orangeism and to . discountenance
Popery. - But the cry of Catholics at the present
day, both in Ireland and in Canada, is, that it is
the policy and the duty of the Government to
discourage Orangeism, to withbold from it all
official sanction, and to treatall its subjects—
Catholics and Protestants—with strict impar-
tiality. Why then should we be such fools as
to encourage the notion that we are, and must
needs be, disloyal and disafflected at heart, and
thereby give our enemies an argument against us,
which they, we may be sure, will not be slow to
use?

Again—we clalm protection from the Govern-

ment against the insidious designs of the Orange-
men, as British subjects. 'We profess to ask l'or
our rights as members of the Empire, and to
seek those rights only by peaceful and constitu-
tional means. But cur friends inust remember
that 7ights and duties are terms correlative;
that amongst creatures, one cannot exist without
the other ; and that before we con expect success-
fully to assert our rights, we must show our-
selves in all points willing to fulfil faithfully all
our duties, as British subjects. It is monstrous,
it is inconsistent—and inconsistency is the great-
est sin against reason, of which a rational being
can be guilty—to clamor with one breath for our
rights, as British subjects, and in another, to
shout with joy over the disasiers of that very
Government whose protection we implore. We
can upderstand the position, and even respect
the honesty of the man, who openly professing
hostility to British rule, asks nothing from it, and
refuses to it his allegiance ; he also is an honest
and consistent man, who, recognising the obliga-
tion of being a dutiful subject, insists firmly, but
in a constitutional manner, upon all his rights as
a subject; but we cannot respect the motives,
nor can we avoid suspecting the honesty, of him
who, whilst sympathising with the enemies of his
Government, and the murderers of his fellow=
countrymen and co-religionists, demands to be
treated by that Goveroment as if his loyalty
were unimpeachable.
In a word—the stronghold of Orangelsm is to
be found in the assumption that Catholics are ne-
cessarily disaffected, and untrustworthy subjects,
and that Protestants are eminently loyal and
faithful. What then should be the policy of Ca-
tholics under such circumstances? Not surely
by their words or actions to confirm the impres-
sion of their inherent and ineradicable disloyalty ;
but rather, as it strikes us, to give the lie, by
their Joyal and peaceful conduct, to the calum-
nies and the boastings of their enemies. They
should show the world that the Cathohc 1s, and
must be, a good citizen, not in spite, but because
of his religion, which always and everywhere
preaches the duty of obedience to the legitimate
civil ruler; they should, by their conduct, prove
that the boasts of the Orangemen, as to their su-
perior loyalty, are false ; and thus neutralize any
claims upon the countenance of the State, based
upon the assumption that Protestants are in a
peculizr manner trustworthy citizens ; and whilst
insisting temperalely, but firmly, upon their
rights, they should be careful to convince even
their enemies, that they are always ready to per-
form their duties, as British subjects.

“ A Fricnd of Religious Liberty” wishes to
know upon what principle © Romanists object to
open air preaching by Protestant Ministers of
the gospel7’—and cites the example of Our
Lord Himself, Who was an “ open air gnreacher”
like Mr. Hanna of Belfast. “ Why should not
Protestant Ministers,” be asks, “ be allowed to
follow Our Lord’s example?”  "We reply :—

Yomanists ¢ object to open air preacking”
as usually conducted by  Protestant Ministers
of the Gospel”—1st because if is unnecessary,
seeing that the said Ministers have their meeting
houses wherein to preach, and which can accom-
modate all who desire to hsten to them. 2d, be-
cause such preaching is intended as an insult o,
and as an assertion of ¢ Protestant Ascendancy”
over, Catholics—an asscriion which the latter
will not tolerate. 3d, because 1t is designed not
only to insult Catholics, but by insulting them fo
provoke them to a breach of the peace. 4th,
because the streets are public thoroughfares
along which every man has the right to pass
without- being compelled to listen—no matter
how erroneous his creed—to attacks upon his re-
ligion. And lastly, because no man, whether
Catholic or Protestant, has any right to create
directly or indirectly, an obstruction in the pub-
lic thoroughfares, or to do that which experience
has shown to be likely to lead to a breach of the
public peace.

Yor of course if any one Minister lzas the
right, irrespective of his doctrines, to set up his
tub in the highways, and therefrom to denounce
as idolatrous the religion of his fellow-cilizens,

5o has every other Minister—the Catholic pricst

| the Metlmdlst.
nents; in that they ‘are Paplsts, must needs be’

‘as well ‘as’ the' parson, the Mormon, as well as
IF therefore one be. allowed to
preach in pubhc, ‘the State, unless it underta.kes

to define what doctrmes are true and what false,.

—a task for whichit isnot qualxﬁed——must allow
every man who has got a good pair of lungs,
brazen face, and a tuh of his ;own, 10 set up in
business as a « street-preacher."". But as, if
every one were to do this, the streets would soon
be impassable, and as it would be unjust to pre-
vent any from indulging in the practice unless
all were probibited, the State, as a- matter of
necessity, is bound to put down all  open-air
preaching” in the public streets ; and in this res-
pect to apply to all its subjects, whether Ca-
tholic or Protestant, one uniform rule. Now we
put it to our querist—would a Romanist con-
troversial sermon be allowed in the Strand, or
Hyde Park, or in any of the London thorough-
fares? Of course it would not; of course the
sermon would be quickly silenced by the authori-
ties, and a stern order to “ move on” from the
Police would disperse the congregation. Of
this we do not complain ; but we demand that
the same measure that would be meted out to a
Catholic priest, were he to attempt open air
preaching in Pall Mall or the Strand, be applied
also to the Protestant open-air preacher in Bel-
fast, and every other city of the Empire.

It is true unquestionably, that Our Lord was
an * open air preacher ; but our querist must
remember that Our Lord had a divine comiis-
sion for what He did—and that His example
therefore can furnish no precedent, except to
those who, in hke manner with Christ, are the
holders of a divine commission. Any man there-
fore who can prove before a magistrate that he
bas received from God Himself a commission to
preach the Gospel—in the same sense that Our
Lord was so commissioned—should be not only
allowed to preach where and when he pleased,
but should be protected in so doing by the civil
power. Our Lord always recognised the sound-
ness of this principle ; for He always first proved
His divine commission, by working miracles, by
healing the sick, giving sight to the blind, mak-
ing the lame walk, and by raising the dead.
These things did Our Lord, in proof of His
divine commission: and if Mr. Hanna will do
any one of these things, or if by any other sim-
ple means he will only prove to any intelligent
person, that be holds a divine commission to
preach, then, but not til} then, will we admit his
right to preach as Our Lord preached ; and not
only will we recognise his right to preach where
he will, but we will ourselves attend bis ministra-
tions, and enroll ourselves amongst the most
humble and obedient of his disciples.

It will ot do bowever for Mr. Hanna, or any
Protestant minister, to refer us to his feelings in
proof of his divine commission. 'We care no-
thing for—indeed we should only laugh at—the
ordinary cant of these gentry about an “ ¢nward
cal.”” The evidence that we demand in proof
of a divine commission must be outward and vi-
sible ; of the same order as that which Our Lord
Himself produced when challenged by the Jews,
as an impostor. Ior the preacher’s subjective
impressions, we care not one straw ; and should
treat with contemnpt any attempt to bring these
into court as competent witnesses in the case.—
We know that where the Lord has given 2 com-
mission to preach, there also Te has given sim-
ple and infallible means of verifying the fact of
that commission. No man,who cannot prove—
by his power of working miracles, as did Our
Lord, that he holds sueh a commission Zmmc-
diately from God Himself—or from authentic
documents, that he holds it mediately, as having
been transmitted to him from and through others

who were themselves smmediately commissioned
to preach——can have any claims on our respect,
or any right to expect that we should waste our
valuable ~time in listening to him. To every
pretender to a divine commission to preach, we
would say——produce your testimonials, show your
credentials, and show that they were given to
you, and not to another ; then, but uot before,
will we admit your nght to block up our the-
roughfares ; then too will we hasten to submit
our=ehes to your teaching, and, acknowledgmg
your divine authority, 1ecoomse your right to
plead the example of Jesus Christ Himself as a
precedent for your “open air preaching.” In
the mean time, we contend that it is the duty of
the civil authorities to put a stop to every thing
which experience has shown to he an incentive
to rioting—and 1o prevent any person upon any
pretence from blecking up, or causing any ob-
structions in, the pubhc tlloroughhres

It is both amusing and edifying to observe the
manner in which the RMontreal Witness, and a
French Protestant paper, known only to a few as
L’ Avenir—alow pot-house organ of the Franco-
Canadian Yankees—mutunally endorse one an-
other’s slanders upon the Catholic clergy. Both

re intensely Protestant ; the one from a batred of
Popery in particular, the other from a horror
of Clristianity in general ; alike regardless of]the
obligations of truth and decency, the one attacks
the Church, as a rabid fanatic of the ¢« Praise
God Barebones” school—the other, as a low de-
magogue, whose brains, if -the poor creature has
any, have been turned by a too assiduous study
of the platitudes and niaiseries of the infidel
writers of the XVIT century. Tna word, the

Jone is the dlsclple of; Tltus ‘Oates, the other of
Jean .Tacques, and if the former holds : Luther ..
in: veneration as 2’ Man of Gad,” the othier evis
denlly still. cllnas to the. equally smgular delusron,..
that Voltaire was a great phxlosepher, and a pro-
found thinker. -

- With so many pomts of resemblance, betwixt
them, it is to be expected that these two Protest- -
ant champions should act in concert ‘against the
common foe. Thus if a slander against the Bi-
shop of Montreal is published in the Avenir, the-
Montreal Witness reproduces it in English ; and .
vouching for its truth, adds thereuntoa few notes
and comments of his own, more remarkable fur
their malignity indeed, than for their wgenuty,
but which nevertheless impose upon us the unwel- -
come task in which we are now engaged. Uhx-
welcome we say, because as gentlemen, we con-
not, without a feeling of -humiliation, condescend
to a controversy with the Avenw ; and because
it is pamful to the Catholic to bave to notice the
calumnies vented by the Dontreal Witness -
against our beloved and venerated Prelate. Yet -
as our silence might be construed into a tacit ad-
mission of the truth of the charges addnced in
the columns of the Montreal Witness and the
Avenir, we must address ourselves to the task,.
unwelcome though it be.

‘The gist of the accusation which the Mosnr-
real Witness copies fromn the Avenir, may be
thus stated. A former priest of the parish of
Varennes left, at his decease, a farm near the
church to the Bishop of Montreal. Tlhis farm
some two years ago was purchased by the Fa--
brique for the sum of £3,000; of which sum.
they, the said Fabrique, were to pay the annual
interest in the form of a * constituted rent” to-
the Bishop, who on his part was not to exact
payment of the capital sum. Now it is asserted
by the Avenir and his worthy colleague the-
Montreal Witness, that this bargain is null and
void, because it was made surreptitiously, without.
the authorisation of the people of the parish ; be-
cause there is an enormous imposition in the
price, the farm sold for £3,000 not being worth-
more than £1,000; because the object of the-
meeting at which the said bargain was concluded.
had been kept a secret from the people ; and.
because it is a fraud practised by the bishop and:
priest against the parish. To these various al--
fexations we reply. -

1. That it appears from the afiidavits of
M. M. Lussier, De Martigny, Archambault,.
Morgan, and others of the most influential pa-
rishioners of Varennes, that the object of the
meeting at which the purchase of the farm was
decided upon by the almost unanimous consent of
the persons present, had been long previously
well known to, and fully discussed by the parish-
ioners—that a lengthy correspondence on the
subject had passed betwixt the latter, and Hijs
Loydship the Bishop of Cydonia—that the meet-
ing was publicly announced from the pulpit of
the parish church in the usual manner—and that
M. A. Girard—and nct the Cure of Varenness
as mendaciously asserted by the Azend» and
Montreal Witness, “acted as secretary of the
meetmrr

Wlth regard to the price at which the
farm in question was disposed of, it may be suff-
cient to remark that the names of several per~
sons who offered for it, on their own account,
the sum of £3,000, can, and when the proper
occasion arrives will, be given—that for the vil-
lage lots of I'. Lussier, Xsq., who owns the ad-
Joining land, the price of £300 per arpent has
been asked—and that the land acquired by the
Fabrigue, which is as well sitnated, to say the
least, as that of the above named gentleman, and
on which there are two houses, barns and otler
farm offices, consists of 115 arpents. From
these data it would appear that the price at which
the farm was disposed of to the Febrigue was
by no weans exorbitant.

But it would appear that one of the Church-
wardens—now that the bargain has been conclud-
ed, and possession of the land obtained by the
Fabrigue of which lie is a member—thinks it
very hard that the parish should be called upon
to pay the stipulated price. Hence the present
outery ; and as, according to the principles of
Jjurisprudence, recognised by the Awzensr and the
Montrcal Witness, a Catholic Bishop must al-
ways be in the wrong, and 1s not like other citi-

zens eatitled to a lau and dispassionate . hearing
before having sentence passed upon bim, our Pro-"

testant cotemporaries above named have not he-
sitated Lo give their verdict against His Lord-
ship of Montreal, without allowing him the op-
portunity of saying one word in his own defence.
This 1 Protestant morality and Protestant jus-
tice, but it is not ours. We therefore, for the
present, content owrselves with a simple state-
ment of the facts of the case, as put forward by
the party in the suit, which sides with the Bishop,
and the priest of Varennes—for, even the Avenir
admits that  the parish is divided in two parts,
the onc uphold the Bishop and the priest, and -
the other the churchiwardens”  Now since it is
evident that there_are . two parties amongst the
parishioners, one of which supports the Bishop=~~ .~
and as it is also evident that the parishioners are
pecuniarily interested in supporting the cause of
theChurchwardens against His Lordship-~it must,



