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MONTREAL, FRIDAY, DEC. 16, 1859.

- - NEWS'OF THE WEEK. )

As an'item of the néws most interesting to Can-
ada, and.to Montreal in particular, we may men-
tion the positive assurance from the highest au-
“thority, that a member of the Royal IFamily, pro-
bably the Prince of Wales, or’ Prince Alfred,
will-visit this country ‘o thé’ Spring, to inaugur-
ate with due’ pomp. the completion. of the Vic-
toria Bridge. . Tn anticipation of this great event,
and, it is. whispered, of tbe operation of . Knight-
hoed, which, with unbacked rapier, may possibly
be inflicted upon the Mayor of Montreal for the
time being, considerable excitement has prevail-
ed in_fown during the past. week, with regard to

the -Municipal elections -for-the ensuing year.

From the neighboring Republic' louder and
wore shrill rise the accents of discord betwixt
North and Sauth,, The well knawn psalm, be-
ginming -with the touching words—* John Brown
that good old man s dead”—stirs the hearts
of our American friends, as the “ Marseillaise,”
at ils first appearpace, is suid to bave stirred up
the liwarts of the ¥French. The one was a mast
efficient agent in the Revolution, and the first
way yet lead teo a dissolution of the Union.—
* Joln Brown” is in short the standing matter ot
the American préss.  Able ‘editors write upon
him'; evangelical divines make lim their text;
preach and iiterally .pray upen him, likeming him
—some will say blasphemously—to One Who
died aw » Cross, and Who gave His life a ransomn
for many. But we have no right to erilicise too
severely” the Yankee DProtestant pulpit, and no
design to cortail its special privileges, to blas-
phewe, spout lustian, and denounce Popery.

[n the Halls of Congress too, the nasal melody
makes itsell beard ; and grave Senators, as the
strain wherein the death and many virtues of the
dernet Jobn Brown are set forth, meets their
eirs, are suddenly metamorphosed into brawling
maniacs, who shake their fists 1n one another’s
faces, and {ranlically menace one another with
bowie-knives, and revolvers; und as all the de-
listes are more or Jess seasoned with John Brown,
1t nay easily be supposed that the spectacle of
the Congress of the U. States is not ultogether
edifving, or calculated.to give n ¢ kigh moral
Zesson”’ to the people of those less favored coun-
tries within the walls of whose Legislatures spit-
toons are not, and where lLonorable wembers
neither expectorate, nor piteh iuto onc another
with their fists.  As a specimen of the scenes of
almost daily occurrence in Congress we tuke the
following from the correspondence of the Evern-
tng Post :— _

“.At lnat, steady, grave, but determined, Thaddeuvs
Sievens passed bis poiot of order, that but two mo-
tions were, or could be, in order—the motion to pro-
ceed to elect & Speaker, and the molion to’ndjourn.
He said but little, but even this little was most
shamefully interrupted Ly Crawford of Georgia, who
approached him definntly, swinging his fist ia his
fuce. A fight was inmiivent; und probably, with
alimost any vther member in Stevens's. place, would
bave vccurred.  Keige who was on the watch, now
came up close by the side of Criwlord, and placed
his right baud en a revolver beneath his cout, ready,
doubhtless, fur any emergency.

# This-is n foretaste of what may be expected.”

From the Continent of Europe we have nothing
new to report. A hint from Louis Napoleon 1o
the Trench press to abate soemewhat of its aeri-
monious toue towards Great Britam, bad produc-
ed the desired result ; and is aceepted by the
Tinies as a proof of the efficacy of its thunder
n clearing the political atinosphere, and in dissi-
pating the storm of war with which the coasts of
England were apparently mnenaced. The Italian
question has made no progress towards solution ;
but the bumiltions or ** snubbings™ which the
King Victor Emmanuel receives {rowm the hands
of the French Ewmperor, are very consoling, and
foster hopes that the latter is not altogether com-
milted to the cause of the ltalian Liberals and

~ cul-throats.

CarrraL PuNisiMENT.— A correspondent of
our Quebec cotemporary, Le Canadien, ac-
cuses us of entertaining “a burning thirst—aene
soif ardente—for huinan blood little lionorable
to Christians of the nineteenth century, and weil
calcutated to excite the indignaton of men who
see sincerely—qui volent swncerement — that
the immolation of the murderer is neither agree-
able to God, nor advantageous to the security of
the life of the citizen, but the reverse.”® The
same writer atiributes to absurd or dishonest mo-
tives our article of the 2ad insiant, aud isswnu-
ates that we therein set ourselves in cpposition o
tke heads "of our Church; who, if we rightly
comprehend: the dnft of s argument, look upon
Capital Pusishment inflicied upon the -murderer,
as disagreeable or offensive to God, and -not pro-
fitable to society. We feel that the writer in

guestion has hercin not only been unjust towards {

the TRUE WITNESS, but that he bus certainly
misrepresented those in whose name he professe.
to speak. .

Is.Capital Punishinent, for the crime of mue-
der, repugnant to the Divine Law, and offensive
to God? This is the first question that presents
itsed o _us apon reading the Canadien’s cor-
respondence 5 and (o s question -we will first
address ourselves. A

We assert then that the ¢ smmolation” of the
murderer, is not offensive 1o God, or repugnant to
Jis Laws. The Catholic Church, our sole in-

.|.the: -lawfuliess:

| morals, that tliat penalty is acceptable to God, and ]
therefore advantageous o society, R remarks. do.riot apply ;-for.a man in the ‘heat -of

fallibleiguideion’
teshos ot
1S duty,to,panish, the ipurderer, with death
ztlife}_ Cathalic'.Church.would:nat thusispeak ;as;
- 'of |Capital ‘Punishmenty'if tlier
the-slightest;“doubts even upon‘such:a;

y

'were any;

there can be no doubts amengst those who recog-
pise “ler as an infallible teacher “on -faith ‘and’
therefore advantageous to society. .
'~ We have before our eyes at this moment .a
work ‘which we think our opponent, ¢f a Catho-
e, will allow.to bave some weight. Itis"eu-
titled ¢ Pralectiones Theologice Majores .in

and certainly no mean authority upon the matter
in dispute, which he treats in full. He too
speaks ot ‘the philosophers—¢ phalosoplis™—of
his day, who under the pretence of philanthropy
— sub philanthropie obtentu”—argued that
# Capital Punishment” should be abolished, as
repugnant to the moral feelings of the age, and

the philosophers, we suspect, rather than from
the theologians of the Church, that the corres-
pondent of Le Canadien derives his inspira-
tions. . ‘ .

" Tor the theologian, and in reply to the philo-
soplers, unbesitatingiy asserts that:mmalefactors
may be condemued to death by the public autho-
rity ; an assertion he adds “ which all theolo-

of the Waldenses.”—Tom. II. 'p. 3Td. Thus

{it would seem again that our opponent of Le

Canadien is in the habit of keeping very bad

consent to retract his errors, or submit to being
classed amongst the heretics. The lawfulness of
death punishment, or the mght of the cinil ma-
inistrate to inflict that punishment on tbe mur-
derer, cannot, in short, be called in gquestion with-
out impugning the moral doctrines of the Catho-
lic Church ; and we feel therefore that our op-
ponent’s insiniuation that we have arrayed our-
selves in opposition to our Pastors, is as unfound-
ed, as his theory that Capital. Punisbment is not
agreeable to God and-beneficial to society—is
opposed to the teachings of all tiie most illustri-
ous Theologians and Doctors. = . '
Thus fortified by the explicit teachings of the
Church, we assume as incontestable that God has
Himself ratified the right of the civil magis-
trate to punish the murderer with death. But
an ommscient God would not sanction that
which was prejudicial, or not profitable, to so-
ciety : therefore we conclude, from the fact that
God has sanctioned the infliction of death upon
the murderer, to the fact that the inﬂic}ion of
Capital Pumshment for the crime of murder is
highly beneficial to soriety. ‘o -deny this is to

God Himself; as 1o contest the lawfulness of

pugn the infallibility of the Church, which ex-
pressly recogaises the right of the eivil magis-
trate to punish the malefactor with the sword j—
and reminds the latter of the warning of St.
Paul—% Non. emam sine cause gladivm por-
tat : Dei enim minister est, vindex in wram et
quee malum agit,”>—RoM. xiii. 4. :

Haring thus vindicated ourselves [rom the re-
proach of opposing ourselves to those whose
business and whose right it is to teach us, we
would say a lew words in explanation of our
views on capital punishinent, by way of 4 reply to
the charge of blood-thirstiness, urged against us
by the correspondent of Le Canadicn.

In the first place, we would remark that there
is no wore any necessary connexion belwixt a
** blood-thirsty®” disposition, and the advocacy of
capital punishment for the crime of murder, than
there is betwixt a humane disposition and the ad-
vocacy of the abolition of that punislient in all
cases.  Indeed the fact is, that the most zealous
and notorious champions of the cause which the
corvespoudent of Le Canddien espouses, have
been tufamously notorious for their brutality and
disregard of human life, and human suffering. —
We may cite, as a case in point, a certain well
known ¢ green-fuced” awocat of Arras, of the
last century, who was at once remarkable for s
opposition to capital punishment in theory, and
for his resource to 1t in practice. This human
beast, who—we thank God for ‘it—partially ex-
prated bis career of cruelly, falsehood and cow-
ardice on the scaffold, may perhaps be cited by
our opponenl as an authority on his side of the
question ; but we conless that, to us, the simple
tact that Maximilien Robespie: re first distinguish-
ed hunselt ‘in public life on the same side, is al-
most a sufficient reason for adopting the other.—
Indeed, whenever we come across any of our
modern philanthrophists, and Lear them declaim-
ing against the use of the gallows, we cannot
betp shuddering, and thanking God thal, as yet,
we are not in taeir power. :

In the second place, we advocate the death
punishinent upon the murderer—not because we
thirst after bis blood, but because of our aver-
sion to bloodshed, and our regard for the lives of
our fellow-citizens, In that God sanctions the
punishinent, in that - the Church enjoins its inflic-
tion by the civil magistrate as an act of para-
mount duty—(see Calechism of the Council of
Trent) —we kuow Lhat it wmust he prolitable to
society 5 for God Who 1s infinitely wise and
good, would not hase sanctioned it unless it were
what its advocates contend it is—a terror'to evil-
duers, and Lherefore a protection. to the inno-
cent. - ‘ . , ‘

We know (oo, that, of ail punishments,.capital
punishment is that of which all erimivals —that is
all those who compose .the criminil “cliss proper
—entertain- the, most profound .tervor. . Few,
~very few crimes against person or property are
the result of pussion. The great majority of
crimes are committed in cold blood ;-and alter a
long and careful caleulation of the'chances of de-.
tection, and cousideration of the nature of the
punishment to which they render their perpetra-
tors subject.” The first, the very st question
which presents atsell’ to bitn who. mednales a
crime, is as to whether it 15 what is called a
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| Seminarwo Sancti. Sulpitii Habite,” by the.
Rev. Jos. Carriere, 2 distinguished theologian,

of no use as a safe-guard to society. ' It is from

gians admit, condemning as heretical the opinions

company for a Catholic ; and that he must either |

call in question the wisdom and the goodness of

the infliction of the ¢ Death Penalty,” is to im-

| tion of the imposed penalty the conviction of the
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'its pirofession’;tlian7r1s- that “which furnishes.tbe’

4 ‘question. ~In-that {he Cathiolic' Chiureh expredsly | ““dangerois sembers” of society. - Ryrély;buti):
| récoguises the Tight, of the. ciil magistrate. 10
.| inflict. the penalty--of. death.upon the - murderery

'Very rarely, “crimes, ihé'corniitted in'a moitient”
‘of passion, or - under Severe external pressure ;.
‘bt as staistics shew, these are, when compared
withi tlie; genérnl crimes of the , community, rare
.and exceptional cases. * * To.these of course our

passion, or desperate with starvation starng him-
an the face, cannat stop to calculate. But as

.are committed coolly .and with premeditation, as
matters of business, and after a careful calculation
of all the “ résks” attending their perpetration, 1t
15 evident that the greater those ¢ #is/s™ the less
will be the chances of their being even attempt-
ed. It is this principle that regulates all "the
business transactions of our Insurance..Compan-
1es 3 .and there no.fact of sociology belter estab-
lished-than this—that crime 1s as much’a regular
“ business” of one’ class of society, as buyiog and
selling are the busiiess of another class. .
This is strikingly exemplified in -a- fact which
at first'sight. seems to militate agamst if, and to
which our opponent alludes, - though' he has evi-
dently no clear views, as to its origin, or its bear-
ing upon the question. He adverts tothe:fact
that' certaii crimes have diminished since the
mitigation of tle sentence attached to them j and
thence argues, or ‘appeidrs te -argue, that the
death punishinent is less cflicacious than are other
milder penalties, tor the ,suppressioir.of crime.—
We admit to 2 certain .extent “our opponent’s
facts, but we-altogether reject his deductions: -
The criminzl we said is a most careful calcula-
tor.. . He weighs every conceivable chance, in
favor of, or opposed ‘t¢ his escape ; and when he
sees, or thinks he sees,a certainty, or an approx-
imation lo. a certainty, of conriction, and. pun-.
ishment—even...though that punishment be. not
‘the extreme penalty of the law—he will:lle much
more cautious, than when be sees that the chances
oi conviction are small, thoiigh the “punishment
awarded m case of conyiction 1s. the gallows.—
In other wards, the certamnty of a minor penalty
is more deterrent from crimne, than 18 the mere
chance’of the infliction' of a greater. =~ =
Now when death was the legal penalty: aliot-
ted to a great many offences, it was difficult; al-
most mmpossible, no’matter how codelusive the
eevidence, to get a verdict of guilty against the
criminal. - Juries, with that stolidity, aud disre-
gard of logic, for which intelligent British juries
are still notorious, instead of confining therr at-
tention to the simple matter of fact « Ghuilty™
or . Not Guiley,” wineh alone they were. im-
panelled to decide, would persist in embarassing
themselves with questions of law with - which
they had no right Lo meddie ; and with considera-
tions as to the amount of pumshiment to which
thew verdict of © Guilty” would render the ac-
cused liable ; and thus, ia their thick-headed stu-
pidity, they arrogated to themselves the functions
of the judge, and made abnegaution of their own
legitimate and equally mportant functions.—
They discussed the question whether the aceus-
ed before them were worthy -of death j and if that
punishment seemed to them too severe, they
brought in a verdict of « Not Guilty.”? Thus
the rigor of the law defeated its object ; because:
by making convictions most uncertain it gave
another chance in favor of the criminal, and this
chance of course becams an important factor m
lis calculations. When however, by a mitiga-

criminal was rendered comparatively easy, he
found that his “ r2sks” had creased in propor-
tion, und m consequence crune diminished. This
shows, not the inefliciency of capital punishinent
to repress crime, but the skill with which the cri-
minal classes make their caleulations ; and is, at
the same time, a strong argnment against the re-
mission of the sentence of death pronounced on
the convicted murderer ; because the ¢ chances”
of a similar remission of sentence in his favor
would be taken into calculation by somne other
criminal thirsting lo imbrue his hands in his Yro-
ther’s blood. Certainty of conviction, and cer-
tainty of infliction of the full sentence 1f con-
victed, would at once reduce the amount of mur-
der 1n any sociely to s munimum; and this is
why we, not from blood-thirstiness, but out of
regard for buman life, would insist upon the duty
of the civil magistrate to punish invariably the
murderer with the extreme penalty assigned by
law. Had the unhappy man wha to-day has ex-
piated his .oftence on the scaffold, foresecn the
consequence te Immsell of his crime, he and his]
victun would have been still in the land of the
hwing.

We entreat our opponent of Le Canadien
to take these rewarks in good part; for we as-
him that we do not class hun either with heretics
or the © Terrorists,” and that we believe his only
fault to be this, that be allows his feelings to
overmaster his judgment.

* The agrarian crimes of Ireland furnish a few of
these cages.

In tbe Montreal Herald: of Monday last, we
find the following paragraph, the substance of
‘whiehi is repeated in the Commercial” Adver-
tiser :— . _ '

Tus UserorscTev. Poon.—On Saturday morn-
ing we published a letter . from a ‘* Qity [ncum-
bent,” in- which he complained of. the manner in
which: the 'unprotected poor: ure threwn upon in-
dividual charity. The case: we are. now about to
publish will furnish even a. sronger :plen for the
eatablishment of some institution. like  a. House of
Refugo. . Qo Saturday  morniug an old woman,
nnmed Therese Labelly, was brought before the Re-
covder, having beon found in the streets in a desti-
tute condition, nnd no other place of refuge existing
than the crmmon jail. Thither the Recorder was
forced to.send her. The cirenn:atances under which
this 0ld woman was given into the churge of the
Pulice are touchiog in the extreme.. On Friday she
wis dent from St. Andrew's to this. city, under the
impression,: perbaps, that she; would find refuge ia.
the Grey Nunnery; but there, if her own state-
went s correct, ahe was refused. The old woman,
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30! "well, 48 - bhunger.
, somi table ‘person, a . witness . of. her
"condition, cAtsad hér to'be' takento the’, Police “Stasl

i posaibleris. |
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tion. ~Hafe she'ias ag'well shrad: o

‘¥ious ;* 41 in “this'state’ was ‘gent to prison.” Tt:may’
seem soniewhat strange to those At ‘a distance,’ that
31 o city lké'Monireal, where thero afe ‘5o many chati-
tnble institdtions'cf all kinds, & ‘cage like ‘this coild'
one, do ocour evéry: day, ahd Mr, - Goursol’ and' the:
Recorder, in order tosaveapplicants from starvation
are obliged at their own’ request to ‘send them to
jeil. The fact of an ‘old Wwoman naked, as ‘well -as’
barehosded and barefooted, being forced to wander
through our'streets on &' winter's duy, i3 emongh to
.cause the question —is not ‘some better system of re--
lief required than that which at presentsexista? =
. As the above seems to include an aspersion.
upon the charity of the Grey Nuns, we feel it

the public ; as we are convinced ‘that these facts
completely exonerate the Sisters of Charity from
every imputation. . - . .

It is true that on Saturday last a poor old and-
insan€é wornan was brought to the Grey Nunnery
in-a sleigh ; the driver of which presented to one.
of the Sisters a letter from a gentleman at St.
Andrew’s, wherein the writer requested the Nuns
to find some suitable asylum-—~*for a’ poor wo-'
man, fallen 1ito a state of imbecility, and whom
the Mayor of the parish sends fo you, in “order

maison qut lui convient.” The writer evident-
Iy knew, as did those who seit ‘the poor msane
woman to Montreal, that the Grey Nuns gould

ng in accommodations for the insane. ~However
the great object with the St. Andrew’s official
seems to have been to get the poor woman off
his bands, and to leave the rest to chance.

When the letter alluded to above was present-
ed to the- Sisters, they were much surprised at
‘the very unceremonioiss maner it which the good:
people of St. Andrew’s forced their poor upon
them ; and they told the driver that it was abso-
lutely impossible. for them . to comply with the
request. of which he was the bearer, for .two
reasons. First, that they had no room m-their
Asylum for a single additional ininite, evéry hole
and corner thereof being crammed zlready so as’
to menace the health of the inmates.” Second,
that-it was against the rules of their establishment
‘to recesve insane persons therewn, as the latter
could not be-placed in the same apartment with
the other poor, and as there were no separate
apartments tor the reception of lunatics. They
recommended therelore that the insane person in
question should be sent to the Beauport Asylum,
whither, and not to the Grey Nunnery, she
should have beeun sent in the first instance. '

~ These reasouns, we say, are sufficient to exon-
erate the Grey Nunmns from the imputation of
want of compassion towards the poor. So numer-
ous, 80 incessant are the demands made upon
them, that it 15 with the utmost hifficaity that
they can manage to support tae poor whom they
have under their charge at the present moment.
With. their small revenues, aceruing from their
property and an annual aséistauce from govern-
ment, not- amounting in all to $13,000 per
annum, eked out by their own labors, and the
free will offerings of their fellow-citizens, the
Grey Nuns bave to support no less than 750
persons of different sexes and ages. Their
means are taxed (o the utmost; every available
spot in their - house has its occupant ; and it is
absolutely impossible for them situated as they
are, and with their limited resources, to meet all
the deands made upon them, not by the pauper-
ism of Montreal alone, but by that of remote
parishes, whose duty it is to look alter their owo
poor. Asa proof of the overcrowded state of
the Asylum, we may mention the fact that in
wards destined for 25 persons, no less than 30
are now actually crammed ; whilst from the pres-
sure on therr means, the revenues of the Grey
Nuonery are considerably less than its expences,
though the Sisters stint themselves of every
comfort, and barely allow themselves the first
necessaries of life, in order that they may have
wherewithal to feed their poor.

Under these circumstances the Sisters were
obliged, and were 1 duty bound for the sake of
the health of their Asyium, to act as they did in
the case of the woman Labelle. Blame of
course there is attributable somewhere ; but if s
to the Mayor of St. Andrew’s, in taking upon
himself to thrust his paupers upon us of Montreal.
We have enough, quite enough, to do to take
care of our own poor ; and it 15 monstrous that
we should be expected to take charge of, and
support those of all the rural parishes in Canada.
We therefore take this opportunity of telling the
Mayor of St. Andrew’s that by acting as he has
done in the case of Therese Labelle, he has
given a great scandal to religion, and exposed the
reputation of our religious communities to very
painful comments from Protestants, ignorant of
the real merits of the case. 'We trust however
that for the future the error may not be repeat-
ed; and that henceforward the people in the
country parishes will make some slight efforts to
support their own poor ; which, to say the least,
they are as well able to do, as we of Montreal
are to-support our poor, and whoin wedo support
to the hest of our means. '

‘We speak not of our Catholic instilutions
alone ; for though we clain for these an organi-

which our Protestant -fellow-citizens can boast,
God fgrbid that we should arrogate to ourselves
any superiority on (he score of compassion for
the poor, or .lor our liberaly towards them.—
No ! it is but an act of bare justice towards our
separaled brethren to acknowledge their gener-
ous eflorts, and their warm sympatlies with the
poor of all origins, and without distinction of
creed ; and we would only ask of them this :—
"That, when they hear or see some story which at
first seems to cast discredit upon the manage-
ment of onr religious institutions, they wouhl
take the pains to make themselves acquainted
with the full. particulars, and suspend their judg-
ment until the entire truth be before them. :

over her. shoulders, and & .pair of stockings, thus

Y

with no clothing except a petticoat, n handkerchief |

for perhaps which wds
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‘occur. "But“cnsed’though'not sp revolting ds “this'|
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not themselves furnish such an asylum, since their |
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sation better. and more extensive than that of

merated in.order the various degreés;ofithe

Fac

AT A S S TPy ey Gk ) e el e
‘lions pursued ‘their’ptéy” in’the Torest of “A
A ISR T LA ot R ,,‘.n.é.-. rit, .

Sy iy

mainly ‘in this, that, directly, 1t neither asserts,
nor denies anything. -Tt isa Lie by “implica-
ton ;”'and being, therefore, a safe lie to use, and
one not easy to refute in thatit commits it-
self to notliing, itis a form of Lie greatly ip
vogue amongst all modern evangelical writers,

. These gentry want to convey to their readers,

and to impress upon.their minds, that the  Ro.
mish” Church, does nol teach- such and such a
doctrine, or that she does teach some other doc-
trine. nost, repulsive to natural and revealed reli-
gion.. They, of course, do not desire to commit
‘themselves: . too openly, and. they know that
that Which they wijsh to impress upon their read-
ers’ mind 15 false ; they have resource, therefore,
to the « Lie by tmplicaton” to- which as almost’
exclusively the property of evangelical writers
-we give the name of the ¢ Lie Buangelical?
Ot this. particalar form of Lie, the following
_which we clip from a late number of the Toron-
to Christian Guardian (Methodist) is a fair
specimen :=— C - : .
' Tng Lig, EvANGEUICAL OR THE LIE BY IMPLICA-
Tiox.—Many, said a speaker at a prayer meeting,
think it no use to.inviie tho ;clildren of Roman Ca-
tholic parents to go into a Protestant Sunday school.
There never was & greater mistake. .They are not
‘only willing, but glad to huve thom go. And often
' their going i3 an unspeakable good to their parents,
Let me give one illustration. .

‘Away in the West.lived 2 Roman Catholic tamily,
in which there was a little girl seven years old. - Sho
.wag induced to.go to o Protestant Sunday schooi.—
The father became anxious about his sonl. | His dis-
tress increused daily, and one night, at the midnight
_hour, he. arose from his bed'in ugony. He begged
his wife. to pray for himself. ..She told him she % could
nol pray—no betber thun he could.” o

' What shall I.do, then? . .

‘“Perhaps,” gaid she, “our little Mary can pray.!

.So_the father went up to her chamber, where she
was fast nsleep, and took her np from her bed in. his
.arms3, end bore her down stuirs, and putting her
gently down, he said . to her, with great earnestness;

“Mury, can you. pray " : :

Q, yes, futher, I can pray I”

" Will you kneel down and pray for your poor fa-
ther ?” -

“Yes, I will pray for you.” .

So she kneeled, put up her little hands, and suid,
“ Qur father who arl in heaven—going through with
the Lord’s Prayer. Then she prayed for ler father
in her owa langnage, asking God té6 love him, and
have mercy upon him, and-to pardon all his sing for
Jesus Christ's sake.. :

When: she had finished her prayer, her futher said
to her, * Mary, can you read in your Bible 7"

O yes, father, T cau read, Shall I read to you in
my Bible?” .

“ Yes, read to me.”

She began at the third chapter of the gospel ac-
cording to'St. John, = Sie read nloag till she came
to the verse— -

¥ As Moses Lifted up the serpent in the wilderness,
even so murd the Son of Min be hified up, Thal whe-
?zi;_r believeth in him should nol perish, but have elernal
life C .
¢ Qh; Mary, said he, is that there ?” -

% Yes, father, it is here. Jesus Christ said so0.”

* Well, that ia just what [ nced,—what your poor
father needs.” - < .

“ Yes, futher, and hear the rest of it—

i For God so.loved the world that he gave his only be-
gotlen Son, that whosoever belicveth n him should not
perisk, but have everlusting Iife”

01 thatis for me—for just sach as we: whoso
ever believeth in him. I can believe in him—I do
betieve in him.” :

And from that hour the father went on his way re.
joiciug in Christ Jesus with great joy., :
8o gatker in the children—all children into the
Sunday schools of all classes—from all coaditions.

The object of this story, and the wnpression
thereby intended to be left on the mind of the
Protestant reader, are obvious, and cleariy in-
dicated by the passages we have ventured to 1tali-
cize. 'T'he story is intended to convey the idea
—that Romanists, in general, are not aceustom-
ed to pray ; that private and family prayer is not
a duty imposed upon themn by their rehgion ;
that even of the “Lord’s Prayer”® Romanists
are commonly ignoraut; and that the doctrine
of the Atonement, through (he life, sufferings,
death, and resurrection of Jesus Christ, 1s alto-
gether unknown to them. It would not do for
the evangelical writer to state all, or any of these
things in so many words'; for .the first book of
Catholic ‘devetions that he might take up-—for
even the child’s Catechisin, which contains the
rudiwents of Catholic dactrine, would suffice to
convince hiin of wilful and deliberate Fa'sehood.
He has resource therefore to the® Lie by wmpli-
cation” or ¢ Lic Evangelcal ;* und that which

insinuates under the
gelical anecdote.
Aund the lie thus insinuated, finds ready ac-
ceplance amongst Protestants, They have been
taught to believe that, somehow or other, Ro-
manists do not pray for themselves, but leave

garb of an interesting evan-

Romanists place their hopes of salvation, not on
Clirist, but on the priest, and rely rather upon
the due performance of certain guasi mechanical
religious - acts, than upon a’ holy life 5 and that
the doctrines thatit is by the blood of Christ that
their xins are washed away, and’ that withouc the

are. the especial characteristics "ol evangelical

siduously nculcated” at  Anniversaries”' and
“ BEyangelical Tca Parties” by sleek-faced
mwnisters — as' they. style themselves — of the
Gospel of Christ! L '
Here again is another specimen of the ¢ Lie
by implication,” or ¢ Lie Evangelecal,” taken
from the Montreal Witness. "The retailer, if

torious Kirwan, otlierwise known as  the: Rev.

* This dues not iuclade tue mul.itude

L to whom the
Sistera give reiief out of do.rs, :

‘Nick Murray of New  York. - The: reverend
-gentleman was himself a Catholic' we believe, .in:

PR TV B S I T PR I PP Mt PRI
.The.particular Lie,or.yvariety of Lie. to which.,
‘wé allude,:and which;-for :want of a better name, -+
“Wwe i would - ‘distinguish . as- the “Lie. Evangeli- .
cal,” 1s’'a Sub-variety of the “.Lie #ith: a Cir-
-cumstance. It.differs-from the ¢« Lie Direct”

he is Loo prudent to affirm directly, he cunningly *

the priest to do thewr praying for fhem; that '

application to them of that all cleunsing stream,
no acts of their own.can avail to the remission’
of their sins—are doctrines altogether strange to-
the Romish system, Untaught to its votaries, and.

Protestantism.. This, we say, i3 the belief pre-.

valent'amongst the great mass of .Protestants .
these the notions - respecting Popery ‘that are as- -

'not the author of the Lie in this ease, is the uo- .

A anovE Ly e, Touglatons env,,

ed in.order the va : 1, 1)
there was one' variety jofsuluie which-henitorgot sy
‘unknown id=the‘days!when-’



