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The thicd veading of the Tncome Tax Bill has
heen carricd by a majority of 185 to 573; some ad-
ditional clauses were added to the Bill on the motion
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and it was then
fally passed.  Io apnouncing the resignation of
Messrs, Keogh, Sadlier & Co., last weel, we gave
these pentlemen credit for a good deal more honesty
#nd manliness than they really possess. Tle resig-
nations were indeed tendered 3 but as a sham only, by
way of keeping up appearances, and were withdrawn
alinost as soon as tendered. 'The dog has returned
to ils vomit ; the washed sow to its wallowing in the
mire; and Irisk members of Parliament, ealling themn-
selves Catholics, submit to the ineffable degradation
aof holding place under a Juhnny Russell administra-
tion. The best part of the joke is, the correspond-
ence and explanations that passed hetween these up-
right Trish representatives and their ministerial chief.
T aceusing Irish Catholies of disloyalty, + Tord John
Itussell is to be understood in a Pickwickian sense, and
the sentiments complained of are not shared by the
ather members of government.”  Thisis the sum and
sthstance of Tord Aberdeen’s explanation, which is
received by the needy and unscrupulous place hunters,
as very satisfactory indeed, and with the assurance
that they will continue 1o draw their salaries, and put
up patiently with Lord John Russell’s iasults to their
religion, as usnal.  Truly these men are meek, and
as-such ought to inherit something handsome.

'The agitation against the  Ladies Bedrooms In-
spection Bill” is rapidly gaining ground threughout the
British Ewmpire. A requisition, signed by Lords
Keamare, Southwell, Bellew, and by Catholic gen-
tlomen of all ranks, and of every profession, has been
put forth, calling a monster meeting for Monday the
13t inst., to protest against the meditated outrage
upon liberty and decency. Throughout England and
Seotland also, meetings with a similar object are
about to be held; and there are good reasons for

‘hoping that the excilement will be so general and so
strong, that the measure will be dropped. Tn the
present critical circumstances, with the danger of a
European war imminent, the British legislature will
see that it is not prudent to alienate the affections of
- ¢ight million of Dritish subjects for the sake of pan-
deriag to the depraved tastes of a few Exeter Hall
fools and fanaties. Tt is indeed difficult to conceive
how any men, not ulterly destitute of every gentle-
macly feeling, can for a moment entertain the beastly
propositions of Mr. Chamber’s Bill—a Bill which
avthorises the irresponsible nominees.of a Protestant
governmentypfiicer, to brealcinto any young lady’s bed-
room, thrustiout, all ber attendants, all witnesses, all

2r

friends, all protectors, all relatives and guardians, and .

1hen and there, to put such immodest questions to his
rictim, and take sych indecent liberties with her, as
in his brutality he may think fit; with the power
moreover—if she should manifest any maiden unwil-
lingness to answer bis filthy queries, or should resist
bis beastly advances—to send her for six months to
the Fouse of Correction to herd with thieves and
prostitutes. . This is.the treatment with which the
Catholic ladies of England are menaced ; and the un-
seanly ruffians who advoeate it, call themselves friends
of » Civil and.Religious Liberty.” “They have not
_the cournge to propose that the exercise of the Ca-
tholic religion be proscribed by statute ; or that the old
Protestant laws, for racking, burning, banging, and
cutting the bowels out of Popish Priests guilty of
saying Mass, should be revived: this would be too
bold and manly a line of conduct for the Spooners
and Chambers of the XTX century. The latter are
as tatolerant, 2s cruel, and as dishonest, as their Pro-
veptant predccessors, but they have not the same
audacity in thejy villainy. So instead of legislating
dicectly against Catholicity, they attack itindirectly,
Ly passing laws subjecting its female professors, to
such beastly and uamaaly insults, as no woman with
2 spark of wodesty or decency about her, will ever
sebmit to. By these truly Protestant means, the
rcodern Protestant gentlemen ! of England hope to
banish all Catholic schools, hospitals, and charitable
asylums from the realm,and thereby put a stop to the
alsrming increase of Popery, which, if not checked by
legal enactment, must soon carry every thing before
it. ‘But we cannot believe that this most monstrous
measure will ever pass into a law, or that, if passed,
it can ever be enforced. We all know how—in the
days of Richard II—a « commissioner,” who availed
bimself of his ¢ privileges as a public officer” to put
certain extraordinary questions to ap English maiden,
was treated by an indigoant father. The old spirit
sehich nerved the arm of that stout Anglo-Saxon
tlacksmith, is not dead amongst the Catholics of
Emngland—there are still fathers and brothers who will
.defend their daughters and sisters from pollution, even
at the risk of their lives. : :
The Eastern question seems as far from a satis-
factory solution as ever. The utmost that can be
.said is, that it is hoped that peace may still be pre-
served ; but the fact that war is not only probable,
_but at this moment apparently  inevitable, cannot be
acncesled. By the Baltic, we learn that afier a fewr

days’ delay, Russia had reiterated her <demands vpon
Turkey, accompanicd with the threat of forcibly oc-
cupying the Danubian principalities if: these demands
were not complied with.  The most cordial under-
standing scems to prevail betwixt the- French. and
English governments, and the flects of both nations
are in the vicinity of the Dardanelles, ready to act
as circumstonces may require. Russia is augmenting
her armaments, and has a large naval .forcé; reaiy.
for service, in the Black Sea. Tt is genevally. consi-
dered that the invasion, by the last named power, of
the Danubian principalities will be the signal for a
peneral war, ) T
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Mr. Deummond was applauded for saying, in his
place in Parliament, on the occasion of the Garazazi
riots at Quebec, that it was perfectly lawlul for a
citizen to defend his house, and to fire ‘upon, and
shoot, any persen attempting by force to break in.
The thesis—«that under certein circumstances,
there is no more sin in shooting a fellow creature
than io shooting a mad dog’—in the mouth of an
Attorney General condemning an attack upon a Pro-
testant place of worship, is a highly faudable thesis,
but is 2 “ murderous doctrine™ if asserted by @ Ca-
tholic, of Catholic places of worship, according to’
the wiseacre of the Montreal Herald ; who, how-
ever, very prudently abstains from entering into any
discussion, or stating under 1what circumstances the
True WiTNEss asserted the right of every man to
use force in repelling outrage and aggression.  We
are however quite prepared fo maintain. our thesis,
not by appealing to the laiv of God—lor in maiters
involving an appeal to that law, the True WiTxEss
and the Montreal Herald have no first principles in
common, ind do not recognise any comimon neans of
ascertaining what that law is, or where it is to be
found—but by appealing solely to the openly ex-
pressed opinions, and the recorded actions, of Pro-
testants themselves. .We have thus, quite recently,
the publicly and deliberalely expressed opinions, af
no less a person than the Attorhey General for Ca-
nada East: and we have little doubt that, if the
editor of the Rdontreal Herald were to see a
scoundrel breaking, or attempting to break, into
the bedroom of Lis davghter, in order to take
indecent Jiberlies with her, he would very_ soon
give practical testimony to the lawluiness, vader
& certain circnumstances,” of shooting a fellow grea-
ture as he would a mad dog. In fact, that it is- the
duty of the parent to watch over, and defend at all
hazards, the purity of his child, is what no reasonuble
man will venture to deny; and if the father has rea-
sons to believe that that purity is about to be assailed
by indecent actions, or proposals, it is bhis duty, a
duty that he owes to God, and from which no human
enactments can absolve bim, to risk his life in repel-
ling the assault, no matter from what quarter, or with
what pretended authority armed, it may come-—God
will hold him responsible for the soul of hiis child.
Far be it from us, howerver, to advocate resourcé to
force, except in the last extremity ; when submisgion
would cease to be a duty, and compliance. avith ‘the
edicts of man would become criminal.  The parent
has the right to say—¢ No man shall have a private
interview with my daughter, If he has aught to'say
to her—aught to ask her—let him say it in the pre-
sence of her legitimate guardians, and of one of lier
own scz—let her be examined before the tribunals of
her country, openly, and in the face of day,” This
he has a right to insist upon; and no human legisla-
tion can deprive him of this right, for it is based upon
the duty, which, as a father, he owes to his God, of
watching over the purity of his child. But how, or
by what means, he is to enforce this right we do not
pretend to determine. The curious will find Some
speculations of St. Augustine in his. work, * De
Civitale Dei’—Lib. 1, c. 17, upon the lengths to
which it is lawlul to go in the defence of chastity;
but, as a general rule, the Catholic' Cburch teaches
that submission is more excellent than resistanée—
that it is not enough for the Christian to abstain from
sin, but that he must also practise heroie virtue in
imitation of his Divine Master—and that, though
self-defence is not forbidden, it is more blessed to
submit to injuries, persecution, and outrage—so long
as submission does not imply eriminal compliance—
than to use force evenin self-defence; But this does
rot affect the proposition that, under * certain cir-
cumstances,” it is law{ul to use force in repelling out-
rage and aggression,and in defending life and chastity.

Upon the grounds, however, of sel-defence, the
Montreal Heraid prudently declines to meet us.i-He
dare not openly declare that there are “no circun-
stances” under which it would be lawful for a Christian
to defend, even to the shedding of blood, himself} his
wile, sister, or daughter, from outrage: nor can he
preach the doctrine of non-resistance without thereby

ant sect, since the XVI century. He therelore adopts
the more convenient process, of wilfully misrepresent-
ing an adversary whom he can not refute ; a process, it
must be admittéed, far more natural to him, and quite in
keeping with the ordinary conduct of the editor of
the Montreal Ierald. ¢ His hypothesis is"—says
our unscrupulous cotemporary—¢ that any human
being who refuses obedience to the Church of Rome
forfeits his right to existence, and becomes as dan-
gerous to society as a mad dog.” To this we con-
tent ourselves by replying that when he made the
above assertion, the editor of the Montreal flerald
stated that which.he kiew to be false; as le did
also when he stated that, either Dr. Brownson, or the
True WITNESS, had stigmatised all 'Proteéstant mar-
riages . as concubinage: the only hypothesis wpon
which we can acquit our cotemporary of deliberate
falsehood is, that he is too stupid to understand the
plain meaning of words. ' R
_And there are grounds for this hypothesis in‘the

article at present lying before us. It is, for instance, !

formally condemning almost every act,ofeveryProtest- {.

diffcult to imagine that any.one; intellectually above
an-idiot, would be guilty of- enuaciating the following
absurdity :=—~ S
 Protestaptismis’the recognition of one supreme
and only law, which'is contained in, what Roman-
ists as well as Protestants acknowledge to be the
revealed word of God.” : : '
“‘That a protest can affirm anything, or that a ne-
gation can be the logical subject of any predicate, is
a discovery in logic, scarcely equalled by the subse~

quent discovery in theology, that Romanists—we

tholics--and Protestants acknowledge something in
common to be the “revealed ward of God.”. Ca.
tholies we know-—and it is in this that’ Catholicity
essentially consists—recognise the revealed word of
God, as contained wholly in the teaching of One,
toly, Catholic, and Apastolic Chureb ; whilst Pro-
testanis—and it is in this that Protestantism essen-
tially consists—reject, deny, or protest agninst, this
teaching. On the other hand, Protestants, in so far
as any- Protestants recognise any * revealed ward of
God” at all, pretend that it is contained in a book,
published by her Majesty’s authority, but for which
Catholics entertain no more respect than they do for
the Koran, the Book of Mormon, or Johanna South-
cote’s ravings. 5o far then from there being any
thiug in common betwixt Catholicity and Protestant-
ism, one is the direct contradictory of the other.
Bat is it the fact that Protestants do recognise any
“revealed word of Ged™ at all 7 or that, if they dd,
they recognise it as contained in any book, or

so, we readily adimil ; not in virtue, or as the logical
consequence liowerer, of their protest against the
Catholic Church; but thatall, or even the majority
of intelleetual Protestants do so—or that any do so
in virtue of their protest, is ‘notoricusly false.  The
theory of the inspiration of the * written law”—to
which we suppose our cotémporary alludes—ihe
theory upon which alone that ¢ written law” can be
calied the “revealed word of Goed”—is scouted by
all the wmost eminent Protestant theologians of the
present day, in Kurope and America, in England,
Germany and the United States. The Tubingen
school of divinity, comprising 2l the most illustrious
names ol which European Protestantism can boast,
hesitates not to treat the greater portion of that
“written law™ as a forgery of the second century.
Tn America, not a single Protestant divine of any
intellectual distinetion, will now-a-days nssert its in-
spiration—and whilst some of the inost eminent
amongst them, for their talents and elogquence,—as the
Rev. ‘Theodore Parker—reject afl idea of a ¢ re-
vealed word,” other Protestant sects—as the Mor-
mons for instance—assign to King James’ ¢ word of
God” an authority far inferior to that which they
claim for Joe Smith’s ¢ word of God.” Some Pro-
testant sects, carry their Protesting prineiples a good
deal farther.  ITere for instance is an account of a
great Protestant Convention held the other day at
‘Hartford ; and though it be the custom of some of our
'Protestant cotemporariesto sneer at theis niove ogical
and consistent co-religionists, we can see no reason
why the proceedings and resolutions of the Hartford
Conventisn should not be treated with.as mueh respect
-as thase of the Assembly. of Trotestant Divines at
Westminster, or of any other Protestant Synod what-
soever: in either case they are but the expression of
the « private judgment” of fallibie individuals. Tle
first speaker at this Hartlord Convention was a Mr,
or a Rev. Mr, Andrew Jackson Davis—we suppose
e has as good a right fo tack Rev. to his name as
another. This gentleman, after Protesting like a
thorough Protestant, against the authenticity of the
Bible and the Christian religion, gave utterance to
the following noble, and essentially DProtestant senti-
ments in favor of “liberty of copscieace,” and the
“right of private judgment” :—

¢ We pray.and work for liberty, for human love, and the
kingdom of heaven, which must necessarily come afier ali
sectarianism is forgolten.’—Georze Brown could not have
spoken better—<1 would say”-—continued the Rev. A.J.
Davis—¢¢ we should free ourselves from the sectarianism of
the Church, from the mythology of the Bible, and from the

shrines of superstition and bigotry. Reason is the sovereign
of the soul, and truth is the sovereign of reason.’?:

The next speaker, a Mr. W. Freen—we don’t
know whether to call him Reverend or no—~came out
equally strong in favor of ¢ private judgment:¥—

I have no respect for the Bible as a book ; 1 shall reject
what I conceive to be untrue, and uphold what I think true.”

The following resolution was carried—and surely
no Protestant who asserts ‘¢ liberty of conscience”
and the “right of private judgment,” can find any
thing therein to condemn :—

¢ That the Bible, in some parts of the Old and New Tasta-
ment,sanctiond injustice, concubinage, prostitution, oppression,
war, plunder and wholesale murder ; and therefore the doetrine
that the Bible, as a whole, originated from Gud, is false and
injurh:us to the social and spiritual growth aund perfection of
man.’ '

Blasphemous as all this must appear to Catholics,
we quote it, because the BMaontreal Herald appeals
frequently to the fact that the editor of the Trus
“Wirness bad the misfortune to be born a Protest-
ant ; and because the religious sentiments contained in
the above speeches and resolution, are almost pre-
cisely the same as those which, as a Protestant, {he
said writer held. The Montreal Herald taxes us
with being a ¢ Protestant convert to Romanism® or
Catholicity ; a fact which we -admit, and for which
we thank God. The editor of the True Wirness
20as a Protestant, and as a Protestant, he claimed, and
exercised to the fullest extent, the right of ¢ private
judgment ;” and so doing came to the inevitable con-
clusion—that, if his Protestantism were true, Christ-
ianity itself must needs be an almighty sham—that,

‘words of the Anglican homilies, the whole world—
man, woman and_child—relapsed, for eight hundred
years and more,into a state of damnable idolatry, it

must have been, from thebeginning, a pecious hum-

suppose by- this phrase our cotemporary means Ca--

“written law?”  That individual Protestants may do |

if within a few years after the departure of its foun-1.
‘der, Christianity went all to the dogs, and to use the

bug, and ‘most decidedly’ nt;t of divine erigin, or e-
titled to the réspect of any: intelligent b%lin;;--—-and

| that, if the author of a religion 114d nat; ‘or could

nat, take the necessary precautions to preserve it
from such error, he must be defirient, cither in" good-
ness orin power, either in intelligence or in virtue
and in neither ease worthy of honor or love from man.
In a word, common sense convinced the writer—nsii '
must every intelligent Protestant, capable, and not
afraid, of exercising the “ right of private judgment,”
——that it was impossible to deny the indefectibility of
the Christian Church, without denying the divine ori-
gin of Christianity—and that to admit the funda-
mental principle of Protestantism—the general cor-
ruption of the Church—wasin fact to reject the
Clristian religion altogether. We trust we may be
pardoned these purely private details, upon which we
should not have presumed to touch, but for the per-
sonal allusions of the Montreal Herald, and its ridi-
culous assertion that “ Protestantism is the recogni-
tion of pne supreme and only law.” Where this
true, the writer would have recognised this “ gne s
premnc and only ln? whieh, as-a Protestant, andin
consequence of the dictates of his ¢ private judg-
ment,” he rejected with contempt, and Protested
against.  The Montreal Herald then wmust be in
errar, either in its definition of Protestantism, or in
its accusation ‘against the editor of the Trug Wir-
~ESS of being a “Protestant convert to Romanism,”

Yo the Editor of the True Wilness.
Mentreal, June 22nd, 1553
Srr—The following choice morcear appeared in the
Gazetlenl Salvrday, the 18th instant :—

¢ With our French Casadian fellow-subjects we have hod
no religious differences.  Theirs has been de religion Cono-
dienne—ours, fa religrion Anglaise, which, like any other diy.
tinctive manner or fashion qf our race, they deeied might fur
us be natural and appropriate, though by 5o meuns to be
adopted by themselves.”?

That, surely, is rich ! The religion of the Canadiana
is ¢ lazeligion Canadienne ;»* not the Catholic religion,
which is, in all countries, the same, but a sort of religion
pecaliar to the soil,—a religion of Canadian growth,
But what follows iy atill better : ¢ La religion Anglaise
which, like any other distinctive manner or fashion of
our race,” &e. Then the «rehgion Anglaise® is n
mere matter « of fashion, like any other fushion pecu-
har to the English race.”  This sentimerit is worthy of
a man who deoms relizion of recondary importance.
Then again, according to the Gazetle, the ¢ reli-
gion Canadienne”™ is unthing better. If Canadians
permit their religion to betreated in this manner
without a retort, it is plain that all the religion
they possess is nol worth much; thal, Jike the
“ religion Anglaise,® It 1a a mere matier of fa-
shion, as changeable as the form of their dress.—
God preserve us, Irish Cathiolics, from sueh a humbup
as the « religion Cunadienne,” or ¢ religion Anglaise,”
of the Guzelte. After such grand lucubrations, there
cannot be much danger to public merals, and to so-
ciety, in allowing the contribuiers to the above journal
ail that they comtend for, under the title, “Jiberty of
speech.”  However, what they contend for, under the
title ¢ liberty of speeeh,’ cannot be so safely allowed
to Gavazzi, Jenkins, Taylor, Wilkes, Campell & Co.;
as the harmless inventors of ¢ La religion Canadienne.’’
It iz not for liberty, butfor an unbridled license of
speech, they contend;it is ihis that has been. prao-
tised, by the last four abovs-narned warthies, promi-
rent leaders in the French Canwdian Missionary So-
ciety, for years, Their addresses teemed with slanders
against the morals of Catholics, 'their clergy, and
their virtuous nuos, and this with the view to produce
in the publio miind contempt for the Catholic religion,
its practicer, and its3 members. Every oue in Moat-
tezl can attest the truth of what I assert. But ag if
all this was not enough, they were not ashamed to in-
vile a fomentor of sedition, a rebel, the nctoriens Ga-
vazzi, amongst vs, in order 1o give a greater semblanco
of truth to their infamous slanders, "This is what the
Gazefte calls ¢ liberty of spaech,’ but I call licence.
The standard of morals, in a country where sush un-
bridled liberty of spaech, asthat practised by Gavazai
and the Swiss missionaries, is permitted, must be low
indeed. Plutarch observes that ¢ Agesilaus, censuring
the froward license of those who inhabited Asig, the
manners of that nation being corrupt, was wont te say,
“that those amongst them, who had been immoral, .
were free ; on the contrary, that those who had been
virtnous were slaves ; because where every thing was
allowed, virtue was held in abhorrence.””> Doos the
Gazette then contend for a principle reprobated by the
pagan Agesilaus ? and are we to believe that that wiss
Greek had more virtue than an English Proteatant 2
Yet this is what must be conceded by those who adopi
that Editor’s principle 28 to liberty of speech.—
He may talk about Catholic intolerance. Let him
shew ua where or when have Protestant governments
ever left the Catholic Church nnfettered ? Let him
tell us was there much toleration in the Ecclesiastica!
Titles Bill? 1s there much toleration in the Bill of
Mr. Chambers for the inspection of Nunneries and:
Catholic houses? What is the amount of toleratiop
given by the  Swiss Radivals® 10 the poor Catholics
of Friburg? We would thank the Guzellz to reply
to these queries, before he says any more in defence
of the Protestant ¢ scum?® that went armed to Gavaz-
#i’s lecture, piously thirsting for the bloni of their Ca-~
tholic fellow-citizens; and who, coming out’ of the
church, fired on the people without any necessity,
after they had been driven away by the police from
the vicinity of Zion church, against which not a stona
was cast, nor any assault made; and this is what the
Gazette calls ¢ victoriously repnlsing the mob.”® Sueir
language is like the crowing of a cock after awallow-
ing a worm. In this day’s issue the same journal
says :— : g : o

«In Ireland; the addresses of the Bishops ant Pricsts are
fierce denunciations of the Saxen, and hatred of the Protestant
system.”” : B '

All this we know to be a lie; but even if it woro
true, we see no reason why we should love the I'ro-

testant system ; nor Jdo we think ourselves under arny

special obligation to be grateful to what soms sre
pleased to call our ¢ paternal Saxon rulers.”
' T ‘AN Trisi Cartnortc.

We would venture to dissent from someé of the
views implied by our correspondent.” We cannot,
for instance, agree with him as to the propriety, or
policy, of putting, in a mixed community like ours,

any restrictions upon'what is popularly termed “ li-



