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it NEWS.OF THE WEEK. .
"Bue steamship Canods, fram Liverpoc] 6th Jan.,
arrived here this afternoon. - ° G
N " 'T'he news from the seat of war is unimportant, ex-
L.cupt.tiat the Allies had, on.the 28th Decernber,
-.$00 guns in position-and ready to open fire on ‘Sebas-
- «topol,;and: after a bowmbardment for 48 hours it was
v-expeotet! that the place would be stormed. .Geperal’
““Qanrobert writes .« we shaH soon be gble to take
T'#le 'offensive. 'We make good our losses more
“‘prouiptly und solidly than the enemy can. We are.
;- full of confidence. : I
1+ -Negotiations at Vienna had been postponed for 14
-«dnys i further, to give the Russian Minister Gorts-
+.chakofl, -an opportunity to communicate with his Go-
-*veriment. Although peace was supposed to be al-
“Yogetier improbable, it was not thought to be wholly
- impassitie.
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. nsols bad farther declined, and closed on Friday
~wt 30% for momey.
' PROTESTANT MISREPRESENTATIONS,
.., 'The Church Journal, one of the leading organs of
ke Anglican sectin the Uunited States, thinks it his
iduty.to. belp his readers to a clear understanding. of
“ANe dogma of the ¢ Immaculate Conception ;> this is
“the wore urgent upon him, in that be is scandalised at
Xhe -amount of ignorance upon this question which
“prevails amangst his brotlier Protestants. “ We have
Yéceived”—be says— several commuoications which
satisfy.us that there is more ignorance afloat on the
subject of the new Roman Dogina than we had sup-
yposed . possible.”  After sich a pompous exordium,
we - naturally expected to find the Church Journol
free from that gross ignorauce which he so.justly
‘dohdemis in others. Aad yet, a few lines lower
dowa, we read = — : -
- “4¢Qur church, while teaching, with universal Chiis-
tendom, that ‘the Mother of Qur Lord was a pure vir-
gin, has-never asserted—nay abhors—the false dog-

ma; which would make her, equally with her Son, to |

be
- s(lyureh Journal.
= +Thus-our erudite colemporary—who rebukes the
ignoraiice of others—gives his readers, to understand
that' the ‘dogma of the Tinmaculate. Corception,. as
{tely. defined, teaches—Ist—That Mary was imma-
“culate, or ¥ pure by nature ;” 2nd—that, she stood in
no ceed of a Saviour; and therelore, as needing no-
thing, so.also recciving nothing from, or in virtue of,
the merits of the R&deemer. If there be meaning
i1 words; this is. what the passage cited abore clearly
implies ; and as we should feel loth to attribnte willu}
falséhood fo a journal so respectably conducted as
the Church Journul, and oue whose arlicles are ge-
nerally . characterised by a freedom (rom abuse and
ungentlemanly personalities, we must in charity hope
that be has not read the definition of the dogma
whichi he denoances 'as ¥ cortrary to all revelation
2nd redson ;*or that, having read it, he is himself un-
der the influence of .that gross ignorance which, in his
opening pagraph, he-so. foreibly rebvkes.. We there-
fore - commend 1o-bis attention the words of the So-
vareign Pontilt-in which the dogma is defined: — -
-~ &t “is-an aticle of faith that the Blessed Virgin
Mary=-from thé ivstant of her conceptior, by the spe-
ctal privilege amd Grace of God, end - in virlue of the
mierits of Jesus Christ the Suviour of the human race—
was preserved from all stain of originul sin.”
~Ths, by - this_definition, the Church expressly
téaches that the Blessed Virgin was conceived imma-
culate, or pure, by a special grace—but if pure, © &y
grace,’” thennot « by nature”—asis most falsely, hut
we'trust most ignorantly,alirmed by the Church Jour-
nal. 2 Agaid, it is, also expressly asserted in this de-
finitiofi; that this ¢ special grace” was accorded to the
Blessed® Viigin, solely “an virlue of the merdis of
Jesws Chaist,” Who was thus as much the Savionr
ol ilie Blessed Virgin .as He is of any others -of the
redeemed 5 as it is solely in virtue of His merits as
Reédeemer.of the -human race, that she was, by the
grace of God, exewpted from the stain of original sin,
or ‘thitt they are unumbered amongst God's elect,—
Welt- therefore, and with good cause, might Mary
exglaim==% My, soul. doth maguify the Lord, and my
spirit, haih . rejoiced in. God my Saviour ;” and this’
the doctrine : of the Immaculate Conception, as de-
fived; by thePope, is not-opposed.to Revelatiop, -
Buk,-acedrding "to- our cotemporary-— to “assert
thit the' Blessed Virgin was bhersell iuunaculately, con-

pure by raluzre, and therefore needing no Saviour.”

ce{y@-(ﬁg‘ atrary (0 all.7éuson.” Nay, good Church
Jobriial’; o .human reasonis to be the: final .arbiter

an (bis;question; the decision: will be in favor of: the
podr, Papist.: ‘Reason;: without:the aid of revelation,

* “woyld-pronounce that' @/l are* iimzculately conceiv-
ed ; and would condern S as contrary™ to its prompt-"
ings, the assertion that the newly conceived babe s,

PR

taintedi with sin,-and 'c‘omc's=int‘o"~éxist’én'é.ef'r’g'[spzﬁsil}}@ i,
for:an ‘actiof. disobedience in“which fit"had no part.—

Reagdntalbne i an onsale guide in these mitters 5 if.
w it! afGiie We irustéd, We, should‘feel, compelled - to
~awdit). jot theisamdculate, conception -of the Blessed:
Vi il Gud ol verychl-of Adam, T

Born immaculate, The Protestant sect also to whichi

| the Church Journal belongs, still retains amangst its

Festivals, that of the Nattvity of St.'Joeln: the.
Baptist—thus admitting—ualess it professes to honor
that which is defiled with sin—that. the Bajtist was,
in his ¢ Nativity,” Tmmaculate. But this Immactlate

" | Nativity was as much a miracle, a3 much an. act  of

¢ special grace,” and as much in “virtue of the me-

I rits.of Christ Jesus the Saviour of the-human race,”
{{and therefore the Saviour of St. John as well as of

His Blessed Mother)--as was the Immaculate’ Con-
«ception of Mary. To be conceived Immaculate, is
no more qut of the ordinary caurse, is no more won-~
derful, no more contrary to Revelation, than it is to
be forn immaculate—as is conceded by the Anglican’
Prayer Book, shich, in the Baptismal service, ‘de-
‘elares that a2/ men are, both  conceived and born in
sin.”” - Now, as onr Anglican friends make an excep-
i tion. in the case of St.

‘i the words of the Coll
to be used on the Festival of his Nafivity, that  he
w
declaration of the Baptismal service, that Joln was
not born in sin ; and that therefore his Nativity was
Linmaculate. Why then should it seem to them re-
pugnant to Revelation, to admit that the Mother of
| God was not concetved in sin ; and that therefore her
‘ Conception was ag Imaculate, as was the Nativity of-
'the Preeursor of her Divine Son? To admit - the
one, and deny the other, upon the pretence that the
latter is opposed. to Bevelation, is but to imitate the
hypocrisy of the Pharisees of old, who strained out
t the gnat, but swallawed a camel. _

And if, from Revelation we appeal to reason, it
(does certainly seem *““contrary to the latter” 1o ad-
mit the Immaculate Va/iwity of the Baplist; but to
deny the Immaculate Conception of the Mother of
' God. Reason tells us, that, if for the greater honor
and glory of Cliist, and to confer additional lustre
on the inauguration of the Messiahship, it were re-
quisite that St. John the Baptist—who, in compari-
son with Mary, was called upon fo play but a very
subordinate part in the work of man’s redemytion—
| should be Zorz immaculate—mueh more was it fitting
;and requisite, much more was it necessary, that she
| —who stood in so much closer a relationship with
i Christ, who bore Him in her'womb, and for whose
consent, for whose * F7a?” the Angel Gabriel had to
: wait-ece the # Incarnation” could be commenced—
should be concetved immaculate.” Again we say, that,
if the Anglican admits the Tmmaculate Nativity. of.
St. Joba the Baptist, it is unreasonable on his part to;
object to the Iwmaculate Conception of Mary, &s.
contrary eitber to reason or Revelation. :
the salee of evading this difficulty, he denies the Tm--
maculate Nativity of the foriner, then—as liis sect,
by command of Parliament, honors with a special
Testival that Nativity—he must admit that « the
Chureli, as by law established,” honors that which is
not immaculate, which is therefore tainted with sin,
and loathsome in the of eyes God; and {hat there-
fare his sect is not the Church of Christ, but rather
the synagogue of Satan, '

One word as to the antiquity of the dogma which
our eotemporory sneers at as the *new Roman
Dogina 3 but which, if he knew anything of eccle-
siastieal histary, he could see was a dogma, not pecu-
fiar to the Latins, and of immemarial antiquity in the
East. From the earliest ages, the Church bas sanc-
tioned the celebration of the “ Cenceplion” of the
“ Virgin” as a religious festival ; and 'as even in the
Anglican ealendar, tlis festival still holds its place—
though, for it there is o special service as there
ts for the © Nativity” of the Baptist— Aoglican Pro-
testants cannot deny the antiquity and once general
celebration; of the Festival of the Conception, But'
as the Church never- sanctions “the celebration of a’
religious Testival in houor of that which is defiled
with sin, or wlich is'nof Tinmaculate,§ it is a logieal
deilluction from her sanctioning the celebration of the
Festival of the Conception, that she believed that
Canception. ta be Tmmaculate ; and thus we conclude
that the belief of 1he Church—both in the Kast and
inithe West—in the Immaculute Couception is as
old, at least, as the celebration of-the Festival in honw’
or of the Conception. This argument is decisive,’
not indeed as to the trnth of the dogma,but as to its
antiquity and universality, As, from the celebration
of the ‘Testival of the Nativily of St. Johw ‘the
Baptist, swe are compelled 1o: conclude to the belief
af the Chureh in the Jmmaculateness of his Nativity,
s0.also must we conclute, from the celebration of the
Festival in-honor of the Couceplion of the Blessed
Virgin, to the belief in the Twmaculateiess of that
Conception ; unless indeed we are prepared to assert
ih:at the Church bonored that which she believed to
be defiled with sin, aid: therefore loathsome in the
-eyes of her Divine Sponse. From enunciating such’
an absurdity, such a palpable contradiction in’ tefing;
even Protestants would shrinkl} | o
" To return to our eradite cotemparary of the
Church Jowrnal—swho “wonders that aChureh Mﬁéjf
so highly honors Epiphanius, both as. a° Saint and
Theologian, should give so little heed "to his solemn

* % Majora j)rivﬂcgia creduntur- concessn- Beat: Virgin,
quam aliis, ut Jureniiee et Joanni Baptistee, qui fuerunt sanc--
tiicali in utero.#—S. Thom. “Sem. pars.8.q.2%,, )
i» $ « Festum non celébratur, nisi pro aligwo sanclo =
‘Thos. Sum.p. 3,¢.27. 7 7 T ) '
‘1 “The’ Church’ celebraics—b f
Lord—the Wativities of thee Bleeséd. Virgin and of St. Tohii the
Baptist, because of 1hese: only were'the Naitvities Tmimacu-.
lq!el...df‘.l_l)e o .
?zhc; O thefr martyrdom-—~dies nutales—or conversion.!” © |
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. other. Saints, reho’ celebrates tlie anniversaries; |
i
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fsertion;;that; Romanists! liold"tliats thé Virgin“tas
| Spure by naturé,” firgeeeded from” his gross’, ignos!

Tohn the Baptist—declaring ;
ect'appointed by Parliament ;

as ¢ wonderfully bora”—they admt, in spite of the |

Andiffor |

1were high!

esides (ihe’ Nativity. of our |

tupon Louis Poissanttonithe 815t of October iast, -

B N A T E I
tes M t thiswonder proceed: from onr,.
cotemporary’s’. iendrance..of . the: writingsnof | Saint

Lpiphanivg 1.just -as, in:charity e trusty thaty histas-.

e

‘rance’ of -ihé: defiitition given'by the  Sovereign Pon-’
tift! -Had<our’ catemporary studied. St, Epiphanius;
liad*lie éven'paid any attention to the passages which
he qiotes from the writings of that Father, he would
hove perceived that St. Epiphanius ¢ the Saint and
Theologian ? clearly asserts the Immaculate.Con-
«ception,of the Blessed Virgin.. In the words of the
Clirch Journal he “ gracelully compares her to Eve,
the Mother-of all living ;7 and by all the old writers,
‘Mary s spoken of as the second Eve. But thesoul
of the first Eve came {rom the bands of its Creator,
Tmmaculate ; therefore, unless the soul of the second
Eve was created in a Jike state—unless Mary, as well
as Bve, was (ree from all taint of original sin, the
“ graceful comparison” of St. Ipiphanius would be
but: a 'silly mockery ; and: the language. of all -the
Fathers, who liken Mary unto Eve, Dut fustian bal-
‘derdash—intolerable ever to a Protestant audience
—and Lord knows there is scarce any awmount of
trash that they are not prepared to swallew, nor any
absurdity too gross for their acceptance.

| Envcatronar CoNvesTion.—A bedy so ealled
—that is, so self-dubbed—is in the habit of meeting
in the rooms of L'Iastitwt Canudien, for the pur--
pose , ot devising a new edueational systemn for the
Catholics :of Lower Canada, When we mention
that, most prominent amengst these apitators is a
certain’ M. Cyr,—a person very well knowa for
his Anti-Catholic prejudices—our readers may be
able to judge what conlidence Catholics should place
in, or what countenance they should give to, such a
movement,

Tt is, in plain English, merely an attempt on the
part of a few demagogues and anti-Catholics, to en-
foree the same tyrammical and irreliginus system of
educaticn on the Catholics of Lower Canada, as that
which presses so eruelly upon our brethren of the faith
in the Upper Province. Now, the best, because the
shortest, method of dealing with these gentry is, sim-
ply to tell them at once that, as Catholics, we will
not submit to their dictation—that we need not their
‘advice as to how to educate our children—that when
proffered, we scout it with contempt, 3s a monstrous
piece of impertinence on their part—and that if we
had any doubts as how to act, the sinple fact that
they—that the Doutres, the Cyrs, &e., &c.,—re-
commend one course of action, is sufficient to deter-
‘mine us, and every souad Catholic and honest French
Canadian, to adopt the rery opposite.

How our children, how the children of Catbolics,
should be’ educated—is a guestion with which these
men can have no possible right to meddie; it is a
question which, morally and intellectually, they aré
uttesly incompetent to answer. Hitherto Upper Ca-
nada has been the field on which we have had (o
fight the battle of ¢ FFreedom of Education;” but
signs are not wanting which indicate that the scene of
combat will, ere long, be transferred to the Lower
Province'; and that here too-we shall have o cox-
tend for the principle—that the State has. no wmore
right to tak the individual for School, than for Church,
purposes ; and that if it does tax its subjects, it must
give to al/, schools of which /{ can make use, with-
out doing violence to their -conscientions seruples—
no matter how unreasonable these seruples may ap-
pear to the ruling powers. '

+¢ Freedom-of Education” is our motto, as is also
« Freedom of Religion.” By “Xreedom of Educa-
tion” and ¢ Freedom of Religion,” we deny not 1he
right, nay the duty, of the State to make  material
provision for the support of education and religion—
of Church and School~—willin its bounds, By these

aad religion, of both Clhureh and School, (vom all
State control. As against the State, in these mat-
ters, the rights of the Church, nay of every indivi-
dual parent, are good ; and any attempt upon the
part of the State—no matter whether exercised in
the name of King or People—to enforce of itself
areligion or.an education,a Chureh or a Schiool, upon
ifs subjects, is a usurpation of power not rightfully
belonging to it, and which therefore we are not only
not bound to abey, but are at liberty to resist by all
means sanctioned by the Church, « State-School-
ism’” and ¢ State-Churchism”—-that is, the assumption
by the State of the right ol control over either
School or Clurch—are alike odious, alike incompati-
bie with civil and. religious liberty. Now; we per-
ceive clearly, both from the language and the ante-
cedents of-the most active members of this * Ldu-
enizonel Conventivn,” that the design of tlie move-
ment is; to make (hé-State, or Civil government of
Canada, supreme, in both sections of the Province,
over the schdols and educational institutions of the
country. This design it is the duty of every Catlio-
lic, of every lover of liberty, to counteract ; and for
this purpose it would certainly- appear as if some Ca-
tholie organisation, capable of exercising a directand
powerful intlucnce on all political questions in which
.the interests of religion or education are concerned,.
y desirable at the present_juncture, or ra-

T N B
ther, indispensably necessary.

" The: Quebeq papers announce the' death of Judge,
Paiiet in the 64th year of his age. -

-+ %5 Our best thanks-are due to our aclive-agent
-for ‘Aylmer, dr. James Doyle. Co
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| The -Official. Gazette-offers-a eward of £50 for
the diseovery.of ‘the: persons coticerned in the assault
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words we mean the perfect immunity of education |.

.j with such distingnishied Jusire in. foreizn  service;
¢ [have judged ‘it i
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£250 for ithe reliefiof thie poo
_y_lcl%mgm 'season,” when' 'i_rréi;k 9§ scarce, and proyja
sion 58 dear<*/This st Will b Uevotéd to, fignaty
mg o1’ 10 the” poor ; and for this purpose fonr depors
have' beed formed—at the  Provideace Convent ond
Gtey "Nunnery ; “for . the -Quebec suburbs—at the
Widows. Asylum,: Visitation street'; and, for the othey
end of-'thie . oivn, sat the St. Joseph Convent in Ce.
metery- Street.”* We - trust that these provisions will
‘meet the’ wants of ‘the poor, and we are certain that
in the' distribution” of the relief, no, distinctions oi'
creed or country wifl be allowed to interfere;

e ;iv’ole'd-"-tlié aiem .;f
i the prestat

QOuvr attention has been directed to-the followiy,
statement in the Montreal Witness, to which we
have been requested to reply:— '

I. ¢That alew Sabbaths ago—the Irish endeavored
by force, lo remove a French priest from the aliar or
pulpiti® in'St. Anne’s Church, Griffintown. *— Blont-
real [Pilness, Jan. 17. ‘ .

Our reply shall be short,—No Trishman, nor any’
one else, ever endeavored to remove, by force, a
French, or any other, priest, either from altar or pul-
pit of the church in question. ‘I'lie statement of the
Witness is but'an ordinary Protestant lie. '

2, The JFitness adds—that the resultaf thin
to ¢ remove by force,”” &c., was “a general fight bu-
tween the Irish and the French Canadians;” iy which
¢ several persons Were injured, one severaly.?—]b,

Our reply again shall be short.  As no attempt
was ever:made, by any person “ 1o remove by force”
any priest either from altar or pulpit, so no * generat
er arose 72 consequence of snch an attempt 3
and so also, no persons were injured in a fight which
never occurred, We trust our readers will pardon
us the pains we have been at to give the lie to one
who is a notorious liar.

nll!mpl

Tae 5tu or Novemorr.—In memory of tle
glorious battle of Inkermann, in which the blood of
Cathelic soldiers was so freely shed in the cause - of
Great Britian, it has already been proposed that the
Iying and insulting Service in the'Anglican prayer-
book should henceforward be disallowed. A Clergy-
man, writing on this topic in the T%mes, observes
that this might the mare casily be accomplished, see-
ing that “ the use of the service for the 5th of ' No-
vember is not sanctioned by Act ot Parliament,” and
that, in consequence, every government clergyman
making use of it, does thereby violate the provisions
of 13th and 141l Charles II., commonly known ss
the « Act of Uniformity ;” and exposes himself to the
penalties enacted aguinst every minister of the
Church of England who shall worship God otherise
thanj as provided for ¢ by Law.” Another curious
fact connected with the * Church As By Law FEs-
tablished,” is brought “to light by the Very Rer. E.
Tighe Gregory, of Kilmore. Complaining of the un-
authorised services in which the clergy of the estab- .
lishment are wont to indulge, he particularly. ehume-
rates the “ fanciful church consecration formsvinvent-
ed and adopled by some prelates, and for receiving
converts, used by some fervid clergyman, and all the
occasional forms, which are mere Acts of Council ;
on the very last occasion of whick there was not
one bishop of the church present ;while two Reman
Catholic members of the Council were, and ap-
pended heir names to an ¢ Order for Observance’
in all Drotestant churches and chapels.”— London
imes. ' : '

Mivrrary HisTory or Tae Irisir NaTioN, cox- .
PRISING A MemoIR oF THE TRISH BRIGADE 1IN .
THE SERVICE OF FRANCE ; with an appendix of .
official 'papers relative to the Brigude, from the

" Archives at Paris. By the late Matthess O"Con-
nor, Barrister-at-Law. = Dublin, Hodges and
Snith. , L v
We have been favored with a copy of. the above

book by Messrs. Sadlier, & Co.,and have great

pleasure in recommending it to our readers as one of
the most interesting volumes that has for years come -
under our notice. It was published in Dublin as the -
title specifics, by the eminent house of Hodges and

Smith, publishers to the University, and .was sold at

nene shillings sterling, {or 115 3d of our money);

but one of the firm of Sadlier & Co., on a recent
visit to Europe, purchased all that rémained of the
edition, and the work is now offered to the public at

a reduced price. The'appendix alone is worth the

price of the whole book, R

Although a work.of general interest, cspecinlfy ot .

the present time, when - Trish valor is again reaping

a harvest of. glory, ‘this work - will have a peculiar

interest for the Irish people. Tt is written 'w,ill_l the

avowed object of vindicating thie militacy character
of their nation, 25 will be seen by a reference to.the

first paragraph. . - ' I

‘A French writer, whose cursory remark has grown

into a sort of historical apothegm, observes ihat ¢ the

Irish-who show themselves the bravest soldiers .in

France and Spain, have always behaved shamelully

at home.”’ " Remarking on this, the historian of the

- H =
Brigade goes on io say:—

1

“ Had the lively M. Voltire coudescended -to roadi- -

‘the annals of an obscure people, shut out by dintance -

-and insularity” from European history, he. probably.
wouid not have indulged Tn this disparaging contrast;.
for' he woulil have found " Irish_ valor the. samu.at . :
Clontasf, ai'the Black Water, and at Auzhrim. as at.. .
Luzara, Cassano, and Funtenov.;. the same at Dynboy..".
and Limerick, asat Guillestre, Embrun, and Cremona§

| thereflore, althoush my .chief object.in: these: Memoirs...'

is tn preserve the remembrance: of my gallant, conn- .. -
irymen; whose valor, when proseribed.at home, ghone- .

ey

ght to. couple;, the :Memoirs;of the
riga } a'shoit révieiv of .the mililary.achigvesi
ments of the Irish’ at home. and.abraund, during:thes.:
century of active'seryice that preceded,iis formation 5"

ork ; and:although we:i’;

bave as yet “only glanced lh;bﬁg!x its pages we con




