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d. Sir Arrbdale Wilson and Col.
I lo the eemp parapet on the aime errand 

find ool where the gun waa eitnate. 
tone eight et nine ehete into the eemp, 

alp eileoced. Ae I etood hj the parapet 
I of maeketry riaing into rolleya from the city 

h, and ae oer gone had eeaeed their fire it 
ire eeeaelting that plaea. There was two 

I from hajeee, which for a moment cheeked the mae
ketry, hat it eeee rang eat again ; roes and fell, aod epread 
wider and wider, aed thinner in trolame ae it epread. In a 
few minotea mote we heard that the Imambarrah had been 
taken ia a meet gallant charge by B raster's Sikhs and her 
Mejeaty’e 11th Regiment. Horace were ordered to be ead 
died in teidineee fei a gallop into the Ingembarrah. and we 
were all waiting in expectation of some other position being 
mucked, when there came into camp a haaty message from 
Brigadier Napier to the Commandet-io-Chief, radio with all 
the headquarters’ staff, mounted, and dashed off to the city 
As we rede the newe flew from month to month. •• We are 
in the Kaiaerbagh I” Lucknow ia our !” To the Com 
mandnr-in-Chkf, and to the generale, thia great aueceea waa 
as eneapentad an it was welcome.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.
(Drum Wittmtr 4 Smith't European Tima.)

It enema tolerably elear that the conduct which the 
Derby Government hare panned towards Lord Canning 
meet end in hie resignation and retirement. He can pur
sue no other course, and in the present elate of India 
thia in an event to be deplored. Lord Derby’s explana
tion, last night, shows that the Government did not in
tend to prêts nndoly on Lord Conning. The blunder 
waa committed by divulging unnecessarily, and without 
an object, the deepatoh which has been forwarded to him 
in hie capacity of Governor-General of India, thereby 
weakening hie authority at a critical moment by an act 
which ia an absolute Centura on hit conduct, whatever 
may hare been designed. The smart debate which the 
subject provoked in the House of Lords ia only e prelude 
to much fiercer controversy. Thia is the most ill-judged 
and foolish set which the new Government have yet com 
milted, and the view we have taken of it below is confirm
ed by the language of the Duke of Argyle and Lord 
Granville last night

Lent night it was expected that Lord John Rneeell 
would have oeeepied the attention of the House of Com
mons with a statement of the course he intends to pursue, 
now that the Lords have again rejected the Bill for the ad
mission of Jews to Parliament. Hie Lordship did not do 
os, bet moved that the Lords’ amendment be taken into 
consideration on Monday next, when the subjest will take 
precedence of ell other business. The aKiirof the Cagliari 
ones more come under discussion, and also some of the 
recent magisterial appointments of the new Government, 
the good taste of which was strongly oensured by Mr. 
Bright And other independent members.

A proclamation issued by Lord Canning after the fall 
of Lucknow, addressed to the “ tatookdars, chiefs, and 
landowners,” of Oude, inciting them to loyalty, and 
threatening eneh of them as do not make immediate sub 
mission to the Indian Government, through the Chief 
Commissioner of Cede, with the confiscation of their es
tates, formed the subject of a conversation in both Houses 
of Parliament on the evening of Thursday, and again in 
the House of Lords last night. It appears that the Home 
Government disapprove or this proclamation, and the 
policy which it indicates. We hare looked carefully 
through this proclamation, and are unable to discover the 
cause of its repudiation by Lord Derby and hie friends, 
and the explanations in Parliament do not help us to a 
solution. There may be edroething more than meets the 
eye in this document, or in the present condition of Oude 
. -- “’ *------- * the Government and

rhare been commnni- 
other Government

supporters ; for the announcement by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, that a despatch had been forwarded to 
Lord Canning declaring that they would not sanction it, 

----- The ’ "

eye in tots Qooument, or in me present 
itself,—something known only to the 
the Governor-General, or which may ha 
rated privately to Mr. Bright and the i

was received with load cheers. The leading Opposition 
paper of yesterday puts the case thus fairly towards all 
parties “ The landowners of Oude are in rebellion, and 
consequently most be held to hare forfeited their right to 
their estates. Of these estates the British Government 
accordingly taken possession, determined to restore them 
only when submission and satisfaction shall be made. 
Shall any ‘ talookdar, chief, or landholder ’ persist in re
bellion, hie patrimony will be finally taken from him, and 
given to some one whose services bare been valuable to 
the Britiah cause, and neither be nor bis heirs will bare 
any claim to restitution at a subsequent period. This 
confiscation of rebels’ property seems the only means by 
which the fidelity of our own adherents nan be rewarded, 
and it is doubtless the policy of the Governor-General to 
place at the merey of the authorities a class who are now 
hostile and will long be dangerous.”

The Duke of Malakoff was entertained on the evening 
of Thursday by the members of the Army and Navy Club, 
at the new Club House, St. Jamee’e-equare. On this oc 
onion the chair was filled by Sir ten wick Williams. 
Toe assemblage of officers was very numerous, and in- 
ol uded several of the most eminent men in both services. 
The guest of the evening made two speeches, both in 

, French—one returning thanks for the toast in honour of 
the Emperor and Empress, the other for the earns compli
ment to himself. In the last speech the Duke was par
ticularly vehement for the alliance, and proposed ae a 
toast “The imperishable union of onr fleets and armies,” 
adding, “ let us know how to unite the two fleets and the 
two armies, and let our sentiments be mingled together 
in one common feeling,”—a sentiment which was warm
ly applauded by all the soldiers and sailors present. The 
only Cabinet minister at the banquet was Sir John Pak- 
ington, whose speech breathed a warm feeling in favour 
of the alliance, with something akin to a contemptuous 
sneer at recent demonstrations against our late ally. 
“ He trusted that the Duke of Malakoff had seen enough 
of this country lo know that the sentiments of the nation 
were not to be judged from those which were uttered in 
the deep recesses and crowded alleys of a great city (here 
the aristocratic audience eheered lustily), nor in those 
indiscretions of speech which bad been committed by 
men who ought to have need a more temperate tone,”— 
a aly hit at Mr. Edwin James, which seems to have been 
relished by the company.

But the very day preceding the brilliant reception of 
Pelissier, in St. Jamee’e-equare. Lord Panmure, the War 
Secretary in the Palmerston Administration, occupied the 
position of chairman at a lecture delivered by Colonel 
Wilford, on the “ Coast Defen nee of England.” Not con
tent with hie presence at each u gathering. Lord Panmure 
went further, and made a speech, the gist of which was 
that Portsmouth ia now strongly fortifled, and will soon 
be impregnable, that Plymouth would next be placed in 
the same state, and that Dover, “ the key to this country 
in any attack from our powerful neighbour," would soon 
be emotively fortifled. It may be prudent and proper to 
entertain theee feelings, and to act upon them, but while 
this in the language openly expressed by the late Secre
tary at-War, persons holding high office in the present 
Ministry are buoy telling the French Ambassador how 
cordially we reciprocate ihe French alliance, and how 
popular it is with the better elesMS in this country. We 
know that a Ministry in power are not responsible, in a 
caw like this, for the acts of the men who preceded them, 

i as the one to which we advert is on- 
ently insincere- The sooner it is ra
the more creditable it will be for the

•opean
West India Mail Company carry the mails to 

Sydney, at which place the steamers of Mews. Pear
son and Coleman, of Hull, take up the mails, end 
convey them to Nelson, in New Zealand. Meurs 

i and Coleman’s steamers have to carry them 
to iflerent stations, vis:—Wellington, New Ply-

Canterbury, and Otago; and this 
nthly, and will require three steam- 
thin firm are establishing houses 

and are sending out clerks for the 
The steemers will sail about the 

i Milford Haven, and will probably 
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THE BIBLE IN THE NEW TORE SCHOOLS.
That Romaniste hale the Bible end endeavour to hinder 

its circulation by all the means in their power, we here 
always believed. We have an iuetructiue illustration of 
this met, in the conduct of the Trustees of Schools in the 
4th Wald of the city of New York. The majority of 
the* persons this yeat ara Romaniste, and ae a natural 
eoneequenoe they immediately determined to banish the 
Bible from the Public Schools. An order was passed to 
thia «fleet, and the children were forthwith deprived of 
the privilege of reading the Seerad Scriptures, which they 
had hitherto enjoyed. A greater act of despotism was 
never perpetrated, and weave not surprised that it baa 
créa tea much excitement. The New York Churchman 
by no means an ultra Protestant journal—refers to the 
subject in the following terms

This is a bold stand for the Romish Church to take in 
our country. There are in the Fourth Ward—probably 
the densMt peopled ward in the city—some 40,000 in
habitants ; and the whool authorities there have deter
mined that the Word of God shall not be read in the pub
lic schools. We do not here rail in question the legal 
right of the Commissioners to determine what book shall 
or shall not be used in the whoole ; but we aignali* the 
feet, and we «11 attention to it, that in a Protestant city 
like this, the right of Protestante to leech their children 
the Bible as a part of their public education, can be 
taken away from them through the working of the ballot- 
box.

The Roman Catholic Church, if consistent, must, we 
believe, deny their people the privilege of reading the 
Bible. That it should I» read only under the guidance 
and interpretation of the authorised interpreter and 
teaeber, is indeed the ground all along taken by the 
Churchman, and it is one for which authority is found in 
the Bible iteelf But for the Roman Catholics te deny 
the large number of Protestants in the ward in question

_r l___ :__ tk. n:i,i„ a ik.:.____ui:_ * »___
large l e ,______

the right of haring the Bible read in their publie eohoole, 
•hows plainly what a despotism we should be subjected 
to, if they eould gain like power everywhere in the oity 
and country.

This encroachment of a corrupt and despotic power, 
and this attempt to get the control of publie education, 
must be met by Protestants with firm determination, or 
the time is not far off when the Church of Kerne will be 
in possession of our institutions and of our country. 
While we are making a great ado about the conversion 
of the adults in the land, and about the heathen in 
foreign lands, the Romanists are drawing onr children 
and young people within their influence.

By not attending to the Christian instruction of the 
young belonging to the.Protestant portion of our people, 
as an essential-and indispensable part of their education, 
we play into the hands of Roman Catholics. To us it 
really seems that we are like watchmen asleep on the 
wall—the enemy close at hand, and no one to give the 
warning err.

This neglect lies at the very root of our danger, of all 
that should fill us with alarm. The Roman Church well 
understands this. She well understands that she can 
gain the ascendancy only by destroying the radical prin
ciple of the Reformation—the right to read the Bible 
“ Give me”—is what she save by the policy she pursues 
—“give me the nation’s children, and L will make a 
nation of Roman Catholics.” <

The resolution of the School Commissioners given 
above, only embodies the spirit of the decree of the 
Council of Trent. The motive and reason at the bottom 
of it—whatever else may be alleged—is the consciousness 
that free reading of the Bible is fatal to the success of 
their efforts to imbue the minds of the young with the 
distinctive doctrines of the Romish Church—the perver
sions of the truth of God’s Word, as we call them. Hence 
this despotic trampling on the rights of Protestants in the 
Fourth Ward ; and it is but a type of what will be done 
everywhere where Romish priests get the power.*

We trust our readers will take the warning this inci
dent is so well calculated to convey. 4

From the Presbyterian Witness.
ROMISH PERSECUTION IN NOVA SCOTIA.

We are informed that in one of the Eastern counties of 
this Province there is a school attended by a mixed popu
lation, the majority being Romanists, where the priest 
habitually attends in the morning in his “ canonicals” 
to say mass ! ! In the same school there are idolatrous 
pictures which the children are taught to reverence—and 
more remarkable still, a bucket of Holy Water with a 
branch of Spruce with which to sprinkle the water on the 
children. A young Protestant woman—18 years of age 
—was three week ago ordered to kneel during some of 
the idolatrous proceedings. She refused. She was or 
dered a second time. She refused again. A third time 
—with the alternative of being expelled from the school. 
Sho would not kneel,and accordingly she had to leave the 
school ! ! The schoolmaster and the priest live in the 
same house. The former is said to have been at the head 
of an Institution in the States in which a Protestant girl 
was concealed and which the Yankees set on fire. Con
sequently he lÿd to run ; and he found refuge in this 
Province. A Case like this requires no comment We 
challenge the pro-popish press to give any instance of 
such intolerance on the part of Protestants. For Mr. 
Marshall’s sdification we may state that this happened in 
the countv represented by him. Our authority for the 
above is ftr. Donald Currie, one of the Students of the 
Free Church.
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THE SPIRIT OF THE POPISH PRESS.

ary on which yobr entire corporation « known and proved to be 
Miaod, and the systematized fraud and falsehood authorized by 
it,” there can be no confidence placed in yonr statements, when 
we bave not proof independent of your authority.

Not for want of similar chargea, and similar anlhentic docu
mentary proof of oar propotitioos as characteristic of the Popish 

or apace, we mast dtaw to couclaaion.

Dreadful Railroad Accident in the States!

SEVEN KILLED AND FORTY WOUNDED !

m A ROTTEN BRIDGE.
Utica, May 11.—A frightful accident occured this morn

ing, at 64 o’clock, on the Central Railroad, by the crushing 
of a bridge over the Sanquoit Creek, 34 miles west of thia 
city,-near Whitesboro’. Seven or eight persona are already 
dead, and five or six others are hardly alive. The injured 
number forty or more. The accident occurred to the Cincin
nati express train, due here at twenty minutes past six. It 
waa somewhat behind time at Whiteaboro*. and coming up 
at a high rate of speed, when it waa met on the bridge over 
the Sanquoit Creek by the Utica accommodation train for the 
West, each on its own track. The engine crossed the bridge, 
but ae the passenger ears of the express and the freight care 
of the accommodation came upon the north aide, il gave way, 
precipitating the freight cars into the creek, piling the pas
senger ears one above the other, and splintering the platform 
and aeata to atoms ae the cars struck the abutments. The 
bridge at which the accident occurred waa entirely rotten, 
several of the main beams on which the track was laid being 
found decayed all the way through. There is no doubt that 
the accident occurred through the breaking of these timbers 
by the weight of the two locomotives passing over the bridge 
at the same lime. The greater portion of the heart of the 
wood ia like so much punk, and the wonder ia that the bridge 
had stood so long. The smash ia a moat terrible one, and 
the ruina convey a vivid impression of the horrors of the dis
aster. Between the alone abutments of the bridge ia a apace 
of thirty-two feet. The ordinary length of n car is thirty-five 
feet ; and the depth to the bottom of the creek is nine feet. 
Three entire care lay lengthwise, crushed up like a telescope 
between the abutments of the bridge, thus occupying thq 
apace of but little more than the length ot one car. The first 
and second ears cannot be distinguished one from the other. 
The third ear is entirely demolished, except shout one-third 
of the resr. On the side of the ears and on the timbers of 
the bridge are frightful stains of human blood.

One young man at Whiteaboro* station it délirions, s email 
hole having been made in the top of hie head. He worked 
for some time to rescue others, without knowledge of hie own 
injuries, until he became delirious. The Coroner’s jury to 
night examined Benjamin Stontenger, engineer of the up 
train, whose testimony shows that both engines passed over 
the bridge at the same time. He felt nothing until his engine 
got on Ihe west side of the bridge, when there was a sudden 
jerk, akd the tender broke short off. He then looked around 
and saw the ears piling ap in the ereek. The engineers 
have orders not to ran engines at the same time over the 
bridge at Rome, but no euoh orders as to any other bridges. 
Both engines passed over the bridge, and remained on their 
separate tracks. Charles Champion, of Yorkville, was then 
sworn—Helped get out the dead and wounded ; had heard 
several persona talk lately of the rottenness and insecurity of 
the bridge, and predict an accident there. George Bay lis, 
Justice of the Peace, of Whiteatown, deposed that two weeks 
since he passed over the bridge, and was «track by the rotten
ness of the wood. Many of -he beams were of bastard elm, 
apparently unfit to bear their own weight. He bed atampi-d 
hie heel into them by the aide of the rails, and found them 
perfectly rotten. This unsoundness waa so apparent as to 
be evident to hia eye while crossing the bridge. The inquest 
adjourned at 11 P.M. till 7 P. M to-morrow. The theory 
of the railroad employees is that the axle of the baggage car 
on the train broke, and this caused the accident. 1 his ia 

d, however, bv the hot that the baggage car waa 
bridge when the brr. k look place, ae wel| as by the 

as of the bridge.

We propose in onr present moo to give onr readers some cor
rect idea of the Popish pre#s.

1. We maintain it to be essentially unpatriotic. It is a spirit, 
whose home and fatherland is Rome, aod thither ever tend its 
most intense longings, its most ardent hopes and aspirations. 
That such are its natural tendencies throughout Europe, to every 
etedent of history, need requires that we only give the most 
gentle hint, and forthwith evidence of the troth of onr assertion 
■tarte up before his mind, associated with eoenes of war and 
bloodshed, of detestable oppression and gloomy desolations, 1 hat 
chill his eool, call for retribution, and authoritatively announce 
it to be his duty to exert every energy of mind, and use every 
Christian and enlightened means placed at his disposal, to have 
each a demon, whose existence caused all this sorrow and cala
mity to ao many nations, “ taken oat of the way.” France has 
struggled long against this spirit of ohramonlanism, but, ae if 
jaded to utter hopelessness by unabated C"Me«t, and stupidly 
expecting refreshment and quiet by a cessation -f strife, she ap
pears about to resign herself to the superior tactics of her power
ful and never-tiring foe. Austria lies helpless, shorn of her locks; 
where is her patriotism, who has bound by a debasing Concorda• 
her whole liberty to the iron despotism of Rome ? Flashed with 
recent success, this spirit ia wielding its power to nnprotestantize 
Holland and England even; to trample upon the heroes of Sar
dinia, and present them all as vassals lo l’ope Pins IX And, 
whatever her expectations are notv, hut four years ago her hope 
was big that the reign of Popery would be inaugurated over the 
neighboring Republic ! We will present both the theory of gov
ernment and its development, as existing in the minds of Popish 
writers of the present day, and in America,— where one might 
least expect the advocacy of such principles. We will do this 
in the words of their ablest writers The Biownson Review, an 
intensely and leading Catholic periodical, gives us the following 
profitable instruction:

‘•There is,” say» this Review, « in our judgment, but one 
valid defence of the Popes in their exercise of temporal authority 
in the middle ages over sovereigns, and tb«l is, that they possess 
it by divine right, or that the Pope holds that authority by virtue 
of his commission from Jeans Christ, as the soccersor of Peter, 
the prince of the Apostles, and visible head of the church. Any 
defence of them on a lower ground man, in our judgment, fail to 
meet the real points in the c;«se, and ia rather an evasion, than a 
fair, honest, direct and satisfactory reply.” «

After shewing that, as a a matter of policy, tlria high ground 
ia the best to occupy, the Review goes on to say :
“Say whit we will, we can gain little credit with those we 

wou'd wish to conciliate Always to their (Protestants’) minds 
will the temporal power of the Pope by divine right loom up in 
the distance, und always will they believe, however individual 
Catholics here or there may deny it, or nominally Cath
olic governments oppose it that it is the real Roman Cath
olic doctrine, to be re-aaserted aud acted the moment that 
circumht «ncea render it prudent or expedient. XVe gain 
nothing with them but doubts of our sincerity, and we only 
weaken among ourselves that waim and generous devotion to the 
Holy Father which is due from every one of the faithful, and 
which is so essential to the prosperity of the church, in her un
ceasing struggles with tho godless powers of the world

The theory of government which this “ Review ” announces 
to Americans, is—The Pope.éy divine right, it universal king, 
has been this in times past, and ought to be so now, and in all 
tme coining ; for it adds “ What the church has done, tv hat 
the hat expressly or tacitly approved in the past, that it exactly 
what the will do, expressly or tacitly approve in the future, if 
the same circumstances occur.” Yet are we taught by some of 
our politicians that Popery has changed,especially as to the above 
particular. Which tire we to believe, render, an able and fear- 
less Roman Catholic Review, or an interested candidate ? Some 
people we wot of senm to think they know far more of Popery 
than ita ablest advocates ! “ Bat.” continues tho Review, hav
ing reference to America, “would you have thia country come 
under the authority of the Pope ? Why not ? Bat the Pope 
would take away our free institutions ! • Nonsense ! Hal how 
do you know that ? from what do you infer that Î After all, do 
you not commit a alight blunder ? Are your free institutions in
fallible ? Are they founded on divine right? This you deny.” 
Now mark the following—•• l« not the proper question for you 
(Americans) to discuss, not whether Pap icy be or not compati
ble with republican government, but whether it be or be not 
founded in divine right ? If the Papacy be founded in divine 
right, it is supreme over whatever is founded only in human 
right, and then your institutions should be made to haimmize 
with it# not it with your institutions.” Of course, the Review 
has no doubt as to the “ divine light” of Popery, and has ns lit
tle, therefore, that nil American institutions should be under the 
influence of Rome. Then it tolls ns that “ the first lesson for 
all to learn, the Inst that should be forgotten, it to obey.” Thus, 
having made every thing ready for the introduction of Popery to 
supreme government in America, the Review asks—*« But is it 
the intention of the Pc ne to possess this country Î Undoubtedly” 
is ita answer, and ihewTUk» the following pointed question—“ In 
this intention is he aided by the Jesuits and all the Catholic 
prelates and priests ? Undoubtedly,” it replies, «* if they are 
faithful to their religion.” Here, then, is inveterate foreignism. 
Rome! Rome! Rome! is the cry of every papist, true and faithful, 
in every part of the world. No wonder, then, Lafayette,—a 
lover of liberty, and detesting tyranny in every form ; a true 
hero, whose generous impulses, beating in sympathy with the 
down-irodden, inspired him with the idea of leiving his native 
France, to share the dangers and the toils and privations of the 
Revolutionary war of America,—should tell that great and grow
ing Republic, in hia last visit to the scenes of his former battles 
fought and victory won, that “ If ever the liberties of the United 
States are destroyed, they will be by Romish priests!!” And 
no wonder that Dr. Adam Smith, so profoundly versed in the 
science of political economy, should say that “the church bf 
Rome may be justly considered ns the most formidable combina 
lion that ever was formed against the authority and security of 
civil government, as well aa against the liberty, reason and hap
piness of mankind. And knowing the principles and the prac
tices of that church, and the estimate held concerning both by 
each men, with what sovereign contempt and pity can we afford 
to look down upon men who. for filthy I acre’s sake, coqnettii 
with Popery, speak of her loyalty to Great Britain’s Queen, 
her love for onr institutions. But
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“ 2. The spirit of the Popish press, at the present day, is quite 
harmonious with the dark ages, t it is persecuting, both ex
clusive mid intolerant. That we are bringing no railing accusa
tion against Catholics, but giving a faithful transcript of their 
views, let as read from a paper called the Shepherd of the Val
ley, printed, not in some inquisitorial den in Spain, some two 
hand red years ago, bat in the United States, in the year of Onr 
Lord’s Grace 1854 —when and where the following spicy state
ment was authoritatively altered “ Heresy mid unbelief are 
Crimea, that’s the whole of the matter ; and where the Catholic 
religion is an essential part of the public laws of the land, they I 
are punished as 4>ther crimes !” Again the same ghostly piper 
says—“ If the Catholics ever gain the ascendancy here (United 
States), aa they certainly will, religious freedom in this country 
it at an end! /” Hear what the Catholic Herald, of Philadel-I 
phiu, says to the Jesuits, who wish to hide this abomination of 
desolation. By this paper, in the city of the Quakers, this effort r 
of concealment is pronounced to he a “cowardly system of mil- 
representation and concealment,” like that “ which lei English 
Catholics to attempt to throw dost in the eyes of contemporary I 
heretics, by disavowing the practices of their brethren in bit- 
TER DAYS and Other lands ” Again this paper, under the fos-| 
tering care—mark, reader !—of Bishop O’Connor, of Pittsburgh, 
adds—“ The Catholic who says that the Church is not intolerant,} 
belies the sacred Spouse of Christ. The Christian(l) wlm pro
fesses to be tolerant himself, is dishonest, ill instructed, or 
bsth!” what think you of that reader ? what a declaration in 
the middle of the I9tli century, and on this side the Atlantic ! 
yet these men, who so write, are not so bad as those who con-1 
ceal their principle»; te their other crimes, the latter add that of 
“ dishonesty,” so says the Catholic Herald, too ! And what 
renders the above quotation so alarming is, that it is the fruit| 
which Catholic school training must bear—the Popish disciple, 
assuming the editorial chair, must write so, to maintain hia edu
cational individuality or identity. We shall, in proof of this, give| 
one quotation from a standard school-book of the Romanists. 
The title of the book rone thus—A Synopsis of Moral Theology, 
as prepared for Romish Seminaries and Students of Theology :| 
“ Question—Are heretics rightly punished with death ?” Aye,| 
that ia the question. Let us hear the Answer, given by Pop
ish teachers residing in America. Well, here it is; “ Answer_
St. Thomas answers (2.2. quest xi, art. 8, in corp.) Yes.”! 
There’s for yon, reader. Heretics are to be burnt, fl iyed alive, 
hang, roasted, dtc., &c. Talk about Sepovism after L<at !—but 
we cannot allow ourselves to dwell in thought on that a thousand 
times horrible answer! Here’s the reason that heretics ought to 
be put to death, and added in the above book to the above ans
wer—“ Yea. Because forgers of money and other disturbers of 
the state are justly punished with death; therefore also, heretics, 
who are forgers of the fuith^honld ju«tly be punihed with death. ” 
Catholics dare not teach this answer in mixed schools, hence one 
reason for the cry of “separate schools.” We (Protestants; 
are then, reader, in thef estimation of every true son of mother 
chorch, a counterfeit article, gail y of forgery, and as such de
serve to die the death — “ that’s the whole of the matter.” 
not good logic, it ia, at least, a short way of reasoning ; ai 
good or bad, it ia not want of will, but lack of power, that pre
vents ita practical effects.

8. The spirit of the Romish press is grossly deceptive. For 
example, a bishop will say that •• he know a nothing in hie relig
ion that wonld teach him to hate any one;” and then he adds_
“We teach, to be sere, that God hae made a revelation; that 
the charch is the organ by which he communicates it, and that 
all, under pain of sin, are bound to hear her voice.” One might 
•oppose that here nothing ia presented hot pure love But what 
is meant by thia —“ all under pain of sin are bound to he ir ?” 
Why, it a just the Inquisitor’s commission-to destroy all and 
•very heretic in the most summary manner. Hence, says Pro
fessor Morse, of telegraphic celebrity, lo Bishop Spalding— 
" when we know the ptioeiplea of allowed equivocation nod per-

preaa, bat for wont 
In view of the foregoing, we may remark, thit there ought to 

be no wonder felt or expressed when we hear of Protestant asso
ciations, combinations, &c., to chuck and overthrow the schemes 
of Popery ; nor ought we be surprised at the outburst of indigna
tion which, in the United States, has fallen upon this system. 
Further, we tee how the echool-boy criticisms which, from time 
to time, appear in the Examiner, on the Protector and oilier 
Protestant papers, should be rated. At beat, they but remind 
one of Maitland’s remark upon the celebrated Robertson, of 
whom iKe former saya—“ Robot tson, and other each very mise
rable second-hand writer»!” They are made to hide tho defects 
of those who volunteer them, and to cast duet in the eyes of the 
ignorant. Again, we see that British Catholics are placed in a 
most disagreeable situation—either they cannot be true sons of 
their church, or loyal subjects of Victoria! And, lastly, that 
whilst Popery repudiates the idea of change, acorns, ae for the 
sake of self-cojuistency it must do, the idea of change, and re
pudiates compliments baaed on such a supposition, it, at the sains 
lime, is aiming at universal political as well as spiritual domina
tion. Hence their tenacity to the term Catholic—a term that 
cannot have a retrospective bearing, for universal the system 
never waa : the term is used in a prospective sense, and declares 
their intention, if poflwible, to role in the future by sea and land! 
With them (the Papiste) it ia not the designation of the universal 
brotherhood in Christ, but the watchword of usurpation and 
oppression ? _

To the Editor or tmi Protector.

Sir,—In the last issue of the Examiner, there is notice 
taken of » meeting held at Georgetown bv the Govern
ment party, the proceedings of whidh I wish to observe 
through your columns.

I feel somewhat reluctant to notice anything that may 
emanate from a paper conducted by an individual of such 
doubtful character as Mr. Whelan ; bat I being a publie 
speaker, and reports having been made in ,the article 
referred to whieh are partly untrue, and partly glossed 
over by an unfair representation of facts, perhaps yon 
wl’l agree with me in saying that my position demands a 
reply. Well. The Meeting was a politieal one, and it 
may seem strange to my Christian friends that I should 
have attenckd such a gathering ; but the reason^Feome- 
what explained by the editor of the Eraàtinef, as I will 
shew presently. I wished, ae an admirer of Mr. Havi- 
land, to bear public testimony to bis noble and bold 
defence of the Bible and its cause in the House of Assem
bly. I know that this is delicate ground, for people here • 
are not accustomed to see Protestant ministers eome out 
on any political question, however important ; but I may 
just remind the public that such proceedings are nothing 
uncommon in the mother country, from whence we pro
fess to take onr inspiration on a great many important 
points. But, Sir, although tho Meeting waa a political 
one, I need not inform you that there was a great relig
ious question lying at the bottom of tho proceedings,—for 
Whelan lets out the secret by mentioning the Bible, 
although I most carefully abstained at the meeting, dur
ing tho remarks which 1 made* from introducing religion, 
or the mention of that, blessed Book here referred to. 
This, then, was the main-spring of my movement, and 1 
hope my brethren will see that the present moment calls 
for such bold and decided means,—tnat 1 was justified in -- 
proposing Mr. Haviland. However, as it is a matter of 
opinion, I will take no offence should they differ from me 
on this point. Having said this much by way of intro
duction, let me nuw addri 
in question.

dress myself shortly to the article

It is there stated, that my position was sustained by » 
zeal without understanding ;”—that, of course, must 

be judged by impartial witnesses ; I letva that to them. 
I have only to say. that I have not a blush to spare for 
the occasion ; but as tbs writer has introduced Mr. Ken
ny’s name into hie effusions, and thrown out a doubt on 
the facl of the gigantic schemes referred to in my reply to 
that person, I am willing to discuss that question with him

C0RRE8P0HDEHCE.

To the Editor dr me Protector.
Sir,—For the sake of our suffering humanity, and for 

the purpose of removing -a most pernicious clause from 
our Statute Book, 1 wish to draw your attention, and en
list your sympathy towards bringing about the abolition 
of that part of the Act,—l mean the Imprisonment for 
Debt,—which is pressing so heavily upon the poor Debtor 
these distressing times.

If you are pleased to consider this enactment from two 
points of view only,—morality and religion,—you will 
come to the conclusion that no punishment could have
been more adapted to demoralize and unùhristianize men, v ^______________
and thus render them unfit to fill their part in society as —not, however, in a paper warfare, but in open debate, 
respectable and good citizens. I am sorry to confess to f give Mr. Kenny tho same challenge. But to proceed :
the reality of this statement, founded upon the personal u" uru~l--------- ---- ’
experience of a few months' confinement in our town jail,
—which, though not worse, nor better than tho generality 
of such places, still gives evident proof that this mode oi 
punishment is quietly working a great moral evil, and 
therefore calls loudly on the Legislature for their inter
ference.

It is a well aseertained fact in England, that juvenile 
offenders, when released from the Houso of Correction, 
instead of beiug improved in their morals and habits, arc 
generally turned out adepts in the diflerent phases of 
crime which prevail in that country. Reasoning from 
analogy, it is very easy to foresee what the result of even 
a short incarceration will produce on the mind of any one 
so unfortunate as to be cast into the company of those 
who usually occupy thfcxlebtore’ room.

I have not time to go into any lengthened arguments 
in favor of the abolition of this cruel law, for “ their 
name is legion,” (and I have never heard of the ghost of 
an argument in favor of the continuance of this punish
ment). Passing hastily in review those which present 
themselves to my mind while I write, and which go to 
prove the correctness of tho foregoing, I may here jot 
them down in order, leaving the sketch to be filled up by 
those better able to treat the subject than the writer,— 
who, feeling so deeply on the matter, may be led to use 
stronger language than it may be supposed by some to 
demand. Please to consider—

1. The loss of that self-esteem which every one pos
sesses, in a less of greater degree ;

2. The habits of idleness contracted,—there being no 
employment in jail ;

3. The comp my and conversation of the ignorant, the 
vulgar and the profane ;

4. The thoughts of revenge conceived and fostered in 
hie breast against hie creditor ;

5. Profanation of the Lord’s Day. —Remember there is 
no Sabbath day in jail, but every day alike ;

0. The injury to a man’s family, to his business, and 
the loss of income ;

7. The destitution of his children, and the cutting him 
off from all social ties ; the bad example to the whole 
household, in the laying up in the memory painful reflec
tions foi their future life.

8. The loss to the creditor usually of the whole sum 
for which the poor debtor is imprisoned,— but who would, 
in many cases, strive to pay, if the opportunity were 
allowed him ;

9. The expense to the country for his maintenance dur
ing the term of his imprisonment,—varying from ono to 
eight months ;

10. Loss to the entire community of his services for 
that period,—he being a non-producer.

Unwilling as t am to go deeper into the working of this 
inhuman law, by citing examples in proof of my cause, 
yet I do consider myself at liberty to note the case of a 
poor laboring man, which fell Immediately under my 
notice, and which called forth the commiseration and 
charity of hie fellow companions in tribulation. This 
unfortunate was taken away from hia work by an active 
limb of the law, and lodged late at night in the jail, for a 
debt under three pounds, and which was not denied. He 
wept that he had been obliged to take the only ninepence 
they had in their possession, leaving his wife and nine 
children without a loaf of bread in the house,—and which 
fact was fully corroborated by the woman herself on the 
following day. And so it is m most cases ; the punish 
ment for getting into debt does not fall only on the man 
himself, bat unfortunately the‘innocent suffer with him.

But, what is most astonishing, and deeply to be deplor
ed, is this painful fact,—as confessed by those with whom 
I have conversed,—that, after a few months’ confinement, 
they have felt careless about quitting the jail, aud totally 
indifferent to the interests of their families,—having lost 
much of that affection which binds men to their homes.
Surely, Sir, the framers of this measure could hot have 
foreseen the misery arising from its operations, otherwise 
they would have hesitated before passing it into a Law, 
if we are to give them credit for possessing the common 
feelings which adorn the human breast. Ae in all social 
Reforms, we must look to the Press, the great moral 
lever, to bring this giant grievance before the public 
mind ; and trusting to your kindness to allow the cçlumns 
of your journal to be open to all who wish to advocate the 
removal of this measure from the pages of the Statute 
Book, I beg to conclude this letter with a quotation from 
Holy Writ :

“ If thon eeeet the oppreanion of the poor, and violent pervert
ing of judgment and justice in a province, marvel not at the 
matter; for he that it higher than the highest regardeth, and 
there be higher than they.” Ecclet. v., 8.

I remain, Sir,
Your humble servant,

An Insolvent Debtor
Queen’s County Jail, May 24,1858.
[In giving insertion to the above, we may remark, that 

we view with deep regret and commiseration the many 
evils occasioned by imprisoning a debtor. The wife, chil
dren or relatives of the imprisoned suffer a great calamity.
They are often reduced to the lowest straits, in want of 
the vary necessaries of life, and disgraced in the commun
ity. That there are difficulties in the way, we admit.
There must be some check te dishonest dealing,—there 
must be some disgrace to reckless extravagance. But

. Whelan says » that not only did I propose Mr. 
Haviland,but Mr. McDonald, as^a proper person to repre
sent Georgetown in the next Assembly, And that he is a 
Catholic.” Now this requires a little cxplanâtion. It is 
true that 1 did what he says in this particular ; and the 
reason is, that the parties are so equally balanced that it 
was considered by the most intelligent in this town as a 
most desirable line of policy to let things remain as they 
were, so as to prevent the heat and contention of a strongly 
contested election,—believing, as there is good ground tor 
believing, that the same parties will be returned after the 
battle is over. Now, if the Catholics must have a mem
ber for Georgetown, I do not think they could select a 
better man ef that faith in the Island ; for the gentleman 
in question is highly respectable, both as a merchant and 
as a private individual, and whoso acquaintance 1 am 
proud to acknowledge, notwithstanding hia differences of 
opinion. The sii<l gentleman waa not designed, as you 
will perceive, to represent the Protestant constituents of 
Georgetown, as Mr. Whelan would make it appear, but 
his own party ; and I need not say—as you will bo»will- 
ing to grant—that all sections of the community have a 
right to be represented Pardon a digression. I wish to 
embrace the opportunity of saying, that I never find fault 
with a man for differing with mo ; nay, I boldly affirm 
that every man has tho inalienable right to hold what 
opinions, and to defend what sentiments he pleases,— 
provided, always, that the defence and development of 
these opinions do not interfere with the peace and pros
perity of the-community. Holding these views, you will 
be prepared to admit that 1 fully understand and nppre- 
Ciat? l*10 r*8*lt fcl,e P®rty which tho Examiner supports, 

'•"hough I differ as the poles from them in their social, 
religious and political sentiments ; in fact, every man, 
and far more, every class of society, has a right to slmre 
in the representation of a country. But to proceed : He 1» V ***** ^e Colonial Secretary boro down upon 
mS- Well, so he did ; he charged me with inconsist- 
enuy, being a minister of the Gospel, in proposing Mr. 
Haviland as a political candidate. In reply to this, I 
called attention to the foot, that, admitting it to have 
been inconsistent on my part,—which, under all the cir
cumstances, I do not, - the inconsistency at most was not

greater than his; for that honorable gentleman, as you 
oow, is embarked in the manufacture and sale of spirit
uous liouors,—a poison, which is and has been ruining 

hundreds, it may be thousands of people in the Island, 
thereby impairing their usefulness in timo and unfitting 
them tor eternity. It will be said that it is a lawful bus
iness. Well, that is a mart ter of opinion ;—however, if 
bis own conscience will allow him, lot him go on ; he will 
soon find its lawfulness tested at the judgment seat of 
Christ To shew hia comparative inconsistency, 1 referr
ed also to the nice way he continues to keep things going 
for hie family interest and personal ends,—though he 
knows this must be done at the sacrifice of the Island’s 
prosperity. But this may also be said to be. a matter of 
opinion. Well, let those acquainted with the facta judge ; 
l leave that to them. I also said something about amog- 
® IOm'<L Ut W1* Pa.89 on»—although perhaps Mr. (Jules 
could throw some light on this interesting subject. To 
this the Honorable Colonial Secretary replied, “ with 
tremendous force,” as Whelan says ; but the reply was 
only what might have been expected from one under these 
painful circumstances. Ho felt keenly the truth ef the 
remarks, and I sympathised with his confusion. But to 
go on : He says that one of my congregation gave me a 
sovsre rebuke Now. Sir, there waa one of the people 
that sometimes attends our place of worship who forgot 
himself so far as to be impertinent; but perhaps Whelan 
does not know that we inculcate freedom of expression 
among all our people, from the highest to the lowest.—

* fiurcb of which he boasts of being a member 
did the es roe ; for we would then have some chance of a 
tree enquiry, and the consequent conviction and conver
sion of many who are now nndor tho blighting shade of 
papal darkness I might go on at length, but l do not 
t unk it necessary to occupy your space any further. I 
shall only add. that time will tell whether the so ca led 
liberal party, now 00 busy at Georgetown, will not have 
occasion to regret the rejection of my proposal, to let 
things remain as they were,—and thereby to have pre
vented the heat an 1 animosity of a warmly contested elec
tion, embittered by religious zeal.

Yours faithfully,
ANDREW LOCUHEAD

[For the Protector.J
Messrs. Editors,—God helps them that help themselves, 

says Benjamin Franklin. Yes ; to succeed in anything, 
ÎÎ!ere- mu8t *ie work.—real, earnest, physical exertion. 
Ibis is what every lover of the Bible should bear in mind, 
and ad upon at the coming general election. Bible advo
cates have reasoned long enough. Mere talk, it seems, 
will not do. Protestant meetings have been ridiculed,— 
Protestant petitioners entering! y insulted,—Proto tant 
clergy stigmatized as ” fanatics ;’* and hitherto they have 
confined themselves to moral suasion But the time for 
adion is at hand. If Protestants are sincere in their 
advocacy for the unrestrained use of the Holy Bible, not 
Vote by Ballot, nor an Elective Legislative Council should 
ho the chief end of their voting. Ah, no, follow Protest
ants ; while we have been dozing, our religious liberty 
has been tampered with,—yes, restrained by law. “ My 
religions liberty!” do vou say ! “ who woufd dare inter
fere with, it ? Thank God, I and my children can read,
teaoh and use our Bibles when and where wo please : this, 
Str, is part of the Britiah dominions.” Religious liberty, 
indeed ; let us examine the extent of it in P. E Island

surelj Mme method might bo adopted b, which ,h. ...
fortunate debtor might be dietinguiebed from him who per/e/ which you an taxai, with the Word of God lo head! 
deserves imprisonment, or somethin, worse, for living —You dan not! Send eon. èMM «i«n..i. —i—. - 
splendid); on the none; of others,—or «pending in grog 
•hope what jaetly belongs to his creditor,—ot speculating 
rashly on the eonfldenoe of the publie. This matter de
manda ravieion on the part of onr law makers. No men 
ihould he idle in pritm. A distinction ehonld be made in 
the moral character and prêtions standing of tho* impri- 
woed. The b*t should not be compelled to lire with the 
worst. We need a House of Indue try for every beggar on

—-ïeu dan not! Send your child eimileriy eouiprod"to 
the Normal Sohnol what then ! This oertainlr leeomc- 
thing better, y your child wall until those whom minds 
the Word of Gud'mfght taint go away,—,/ he remain after 

a";-?1/, ma,ter ,lllnk proper to remain with him ; 
and if all thesa contingencies concur, then mao yonr child 
open his Bible ; aod till then he dore» not. What a priv
ilege ! Surely, surely, this is s cause ol gratitude for 
you. ye " free end independent ” Protestant electors of 
P. K Island! Just think of It! Although you mutt 
support the Academy, yet dan not have the Bible taught

our «tracts. We need an asylum for erery citizen found w*Ulio ••• walk- Still, be of good cheer ; your children 
drunk, where he would be compelled to work for at teas,

return to the eubjwt We would say to erery creditor— 
Take anew the pledge of every boneet, though unfortun
ate debtor, and let him out.]—8a. Pso.

ask

how free is your condition compared with that of 
“ eo-r«flgionlite ” In Spain ! And why, might we 
not u* the Bible in the Central Academy" For 

two reason.: first, it is a teat ; and secondly, the U*d 
Matter of that *bool would bo obliged to reeign if the 
Bible were introduced. Two very novel reawne, indeed.


