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STATE OF FRENCH PARTIES —MORLE HOT
WATER FOR LOUIS NAPOLEON.

(LF'rom the Weelly News)) -

The present aspect of French politics is one of
singular interest.  Three great parties, Lecoming
from day to day more clearly defined, divide the field
of political conflict, and struggle for the prize of
political supremacy. These parties are the Republican,
the Bonapartist, and the Monarchical. Let us
briefly examine the present state and prospects of
each. The Republicans are weak in numbers, but
strong in unity ; their attitude is one of opposition,
and they are in posscssion of all that an opposition
can require (o render it formidable and respected
with the important exception of a single leader of
paramount and transcendant ability. The strength
of their position consists in this, that they have the
letter of the Constitution on their side, and assume
the attitude of men zealous for maintaining the last
expression of the nation’s will as fixed by the institu-
tional laws which formalised the Revolution of 1848,
Their weakness, apart from the want of genius in
their leaders, lies in the apathy or distasie of the
aational mind for any such system as that of organised
Republicanism. Let us understand clearly an import-
ant distinction. L'he men of the {auhourgs and the
harricades, who raised the Republicans of the National
~—the Girondists of 1848,—to the power which they
maintained from the fall of Louis Philippe in February
down to the Socialist insurrection ol June, and the
election of Louis Banaparte in December, are Revo-
Zulionary, not Republican. A destruction of the
present order of society in order to the construction
of a new, not the predominance of one theory of
government over another—Secialism, in a word, not
Radicalisim, is that which alone can rouse the masses
of the Tfrench proletaires into a secound battle against
2 society for tleir suppression. When Lamartine,
“in February, tallked down the Red Republie—still
more when, in June, it died hard under the canons of
Carvaignac—all effective union between the parly of
the Republic and the men of the Revolution, was at
an end. Itismore than doubtful whether the present
members of the Mountain could ever appeal again,
with success, to the detnocracy of the sireets.

The events of the last few weeks have made a
material change in the views even of the most san-
cuine amongst the politicians, who looked for a
restoration of the Empire in the person of Louis
. Napoleon. Elected by tle almost unanimous voice
of France, he aceepted ihe mission in the sense in
which, doubtless, it was intended, as a call to substitute
for the preceding anarchy a centre of constituted
authority, and a government of conslitutional order.
The position thus assumed soon manilested itself as
nne of opposition to the Republican party, and so long
as the dread of half-vanquished Socialism and the
terror of another democratic earthquake prevailed
over every other feeling among the leaders of the
party of order, their support was given undividediy to
Liouis Napoleon, with whom the cause of order as,
for the season, identified, Under the impulse of
these motives, the conservative laws, limiting the
right of universal suffrage and the liberty of the press,
were passed by triumphant majorities, and Louis
Napoleon was deluded into thinking himself the
leader of those who meant but to employ him as
their tool. ‘

Then came in their natural course the Imperialist
aspirations—the solemn progresses—the reviews of
the troops, and all the long train of little incidents
that betrayed the wish, without the ability, to climb
from the chair of the President to the throne of the
Emperar.

From that time the party of order and the party
of Louis Napoleon have been gradually, but surely,
loosening the connection which nothing but a common
danger could have cemented, and which the overthrow
of a common enemy disjoined. The Prince President
served well cnough as their titular- chief, in days
whea the temper of the nation would have chafed at
the very name of a Bourbon. But when the revolu-
tionary storm was finally overblown,—when a desire
for stability and ancient prestige became paramount,
—when people began to desiderate the firmness of an
liereditary throne, and the splendor of a regal court,
the state of the question was changed, and the
monarchical party arose with Changarnier as its
warrior, and-a mixed medley of Orleanist'and Legiti-
mist Statesmen for its counsellors. Then came the
struggle between the President and lis former sup-
poriers,—a struggle which issued in a drawn battle—
.the fall of Changarnier on the one side—the anni-
hilation of the Baroche Ministry on the other.

After that trial of strength ensued a momentary
pause, and then a fresh scene came over the shifting-
scene® The party by whom the Parliament triumph
had been won, became disunited,—old jealousies
ghowed: themselves between Legitimists and Orlean-
Ists;—nay, the rivalries of the days of Louis Philippe

were renewed, and N, Thiers refused to act with the
politicians amongst whom M. Guizot was fast regain-
ing his former ascendaney.

Latterly all shades of monarchical opinion, and,
with the exception of Mons. Thicrs, the wliole party
of order who are not Bonapartists have amalgamated,
or, as the Ifrench phrase is, ¢ fused* themselves into a
political union, of which the journal called L’Assem-
Ulée Nationale, under the direction of MM. Guizot,
Mole, Berryer, &c., is the organ, and of which the
main article of faith is—XRestoration of the French
Monarchy in the person of IHenry V. As this Jast
scion of the direct Bourbon line (best known to
readers of the present day as the Count de Chambord,)
is childless and without hope of issue, his re-estab-
lishment on the Trone of France, would only postpone,
not extinguish, the rights of the Comte de Iaris, the
infant-heir of the ITouse of Orleans.

Such is the programme of the party who, in the
name of order and the French Monarchy, are now
prepared to resist the prolongation of the President’s
powers, the granting of which, it was some months
back supposed that the whole Anti-Republican party
would eagerly advocate. According to the latest
reliable accounts of the temper of the TFrench pro-
vinces, a restored Monarchy would be a more popular
measure than a prolonged DTresidentship.  Nous
verrons.

TOLERATION IN SWEDEN.
(LFrom the Tablet.)

Under this ¢ Edict of Toleration,” in the first
place, the “Romanists” are described as «foreign
religionists ”—¢ professors of a foreign religion.”
Lord Lyndhurst, it seems, borrowed that goed old
houseliold persecuting phrase of his, “aliens in re-
ligion,” from the Swedish Edict of Toleration, MMr,
Gordon and his Whig masters now improve upon
Lord Lyndburst, and approve the Swedish precedent.
Henceforth we are to be « foreign veligionists.”

Well, but what becomes of these foreign religion-
ists in Sweden? IHow are they treated? Whatis
the similarity hetween the position of these # pro-
fessors of foreign religion” and the “aliens” that
should make the Swedish precedent so applicable ?

First—They “may, under no condition, be ap-
pointed to any office or employ in the State, high or
low.” From the way in which this is set {orth, we
gather that Mr. Gordon and his employers consider
this to be a piece of antiquated botching. The new
Whig plan is far simpler, more eflectual, and works
with less {viction. Ifis to give the aliens * office
and employ, high and low;” not teo much, indeed,
but quite enough to bribe a faction of them to sell
the Church—Wyses, Hugheses, Redingtons, Bellews,
and the rest.

Secondly— That nowhere throughout the King-
dom may they,” the alicns aforesaid, “ establish any
public schoolhouse or other seminary for the spread
of their Taith.” ™lhis, too, is an absolete contriv-
ance, though the spirit of it is ever new.” The
modern Whig substitute is to get hold of the alien
schools, and use them as instruments to sap and
destroy the Faith.

Thirdly— That {or this purpose they may neither
send -nor receive any Missionaries within or without
the country.” This is the modern style. This is
the very thing at which the ¢ Papal Aggression™
outery is sedulously directed.

The Fourth is nut less decidedly Whiggish—
“That no monastery shall be established, nor any
Monk allowed or permitted of any sect or religion
whatscever,”

The Fifth proscribes the Jews, and is so abhorrent
to the Whig Cabinet that in the brief statement of
the substance of the ¢« Edict of Toleration * it is
omitted altogether. :

The Sizth is of undoubted Whig parentage—
“Public processions and ceremonies of foreign re-
ligions ”—(7.¢., Cardinals’ hats and other “mum-
meries ”)—must be forbidden “ for the avoidance of
seductive provocations to perversions and scandal
among the more simple.” : :

Then comes the penal portion of the edict which
are specially selected and put forward as deserving of
particular notice,

“(1.) Should any one speak disparagingly of Our
belief, Our Divine service, Our Ecclesiastical rela-
tions, ceremonics, or teaching, he must be fined ten
to fifty dollars silver, &e.”

%(2.) He who teaclies to any one his (foreign)
religious doctrine, or spreads his legends, must be
fined for the first offence 100 dollars silver, and for
the second double.” ‘

%(8.) ereeeresssenes Any person tempting another to
attend any foreign religious exercise ...e.eessis shall
also be fined 200 dollars silver. - Should he still
persist in-so doing he shall lose his privilege of
residing in the kingdom.”

# The prohibition against their receiving or sending
Missionaries, within or'without the kingdom, must be
executed with the utmost severity.”

And executed it is with the utnost severity to the
present day. No further back than the 5th of August,
1848, Mr. Wackerbath publishied in the Zablel the
names and particulars of a case in whiclh a poor
woman was dragged through the streets by four
policemen to answer for the crime of becoming a
Catholie, with every prospect of having to undergo a
fine of £330, and *banished 1o one of the many
islands of granite, uninbhabited and uninhabitable,
where cold and hunger will soon consmnmate her
martyrdom.”

(From the Freeman’s Journal.)

The noble enthusiasm displayed in the following
lelter, from the pen of Lady Arundel, in defence of
the wronged and outraged mums of Iingland,is equall-
cd only by the trencliant power which is manifest in
every sentence. Lady Arundel has been forced
from the privacy of her domestic circle into the rude
strife tof public political polemics by the dastardly
conduct of the gentlemen of Xngland ; but while
we can appreciate the cost at which this noble lady
bas entered the lists in defence of ¢ heroic virtue,”
we cannot but rejoice that sueh o defender has been
found—to put to shame the pitiful cowards who insult
women, and the more pitiful poliroons who, being
themselves Catholic sten, the brothers and relatives
of nuns, bear the insult with slavish patience, and lap
the crumbs that fall from the hands of {he minister
who stimulates to the outrage. We know not
whethier more to adnire the beantiful simplicity of
Lady Arundel’s defence of the nuns—the scathing
scorn which she lieaps on their calumniators—her
eloquent appeal for that justice to the most pure of
created beings which ile law dares not deny cven to
the most abandoned—or the irresistible force of argu-
ment which pervades the whole letter i—

LADY ARUNDEL’S DEFENCE OF THE NUNS
AGAINST THE GENTLEMEN OF ENGLAND.
70 THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

# Sir,—~Unbecoming as it would have been, on my
part, {o have made the slightest attempt 1o stem the
torrent of abuse which Lias been so unjustly showered
on all that js dearest and most sacred to us—Catho-
lics, I cannot allow the day to arrive on which Mr.
Lacy’s bill against our religions houses, will be
brought before parhiament, without making, at least,
one eflort, for the sake of the dear inmates of those
abodes of peace and charity, by calling on the more
generous members of the Ilouse of Commons, for
protection and justice.

«To Catholic ladies, who, like myself, have sisters
and relatives in convents, it is, indeed, humiliating
and most painful, that in England, hitherto cousidered
ihe land of liberty, we shonld be foreed to exert our
influence 1o save thosc loved ones from the grossest
insults, the most unmanly attempts being now made
ta deprive them of a security which even the meanest
woumen slaves lave insured to them. Can it be pos-
sible, that to the members of the House of Commons
heroic virtue is so hateful, that no insult is too great
to offer those who dedicate themselves to ifs constant
practice? Ts divine charity so distasteful to English
Protestants, that ladies, by devoting their lives to its
various duties, should become objects so contemptible,
that they are to be deprived, by law, of the liberty
granted to the meancst of their sex, even to the most
abandoned? O, that such a reproach on English-
men should go forth to the world ! Iatred of Catho-
licity is a poor plea for so cowardly, so wanton, an
insult to ladies.

% Our countrymen must remember {hat those much
abused convents are places in which nearly all the
Catholic Iadies have received their cducation, and
though some few may have no relatives among the
religious, yet the aftection these bear their angelic
teachers, is the tenderness that persons will ever [eel
towards those whom, from their earliest childhood they
bave respected and loved, for their many virtues, their
enduring kindness,  Little do Protestants know the
feelings of joy and happiness with which a lady re-
turns to visit a convent where slie has been educated ;
these are ever the brightest spots in her life, even be
her Jot among the happiest of this world.

“ To Catholics, who know by faith, the day will
come when these, our spotless sisters will be fearfully
avenged, and that those who now so cruelly insuit
and calumniate them will have to exclaim, in the lan-
guage of Scripture— We fools esteemed their life
madness, and their end without henor.  Bebold how
they are numbered among the children of God, and
their lot isamong the saints ~~that knowledge urges
us the more to raise cur warning voices, and call on
those who know them not to beware how they insult
them.

“But if that consideration lms no weight, oh let
me implore those members who have sisters and
daugliters, to ask themselves, ere they treat with in-
sult our sisters aml daughters, what would they feel
were we to do the like to them?  Would they con-
sider any language 1oo strong for their just indigna-
tion, and are our feelings one iota less keen, heeause
we ook on those dear ones as the toved of God?

“But not to dwell at greater length, on this too
painful subject, allow me, who have been entirely edu-
cated in a convent, and, through life, in habits of inti-
macy with pumerous members of religious communi-
ties, to ask those who credit their ealumniators, how
is it, il any one of the many charges has the slightest
foundation, that those who, like me, have the mest
experience, should ever be the first to place theic
children in these very convents? Wlat could any.
one desire move, than that their daughters should be
instructed by ladies of bivth, and the highest eduea-
tion, who are actuated not by worldly gain, but by
the love of God and their neighbor? = And liere let
me incidentally remark, thatil Protestants would only
reflect on these motives, the prejudice regarding the
apparent insignificance of the pension would at onee
be removed,

¢ The tenderness I fecl for my children is, I hape,
quic as sirong as the warmesl-hearted mother can
know, yet the sacrifice of parting with a daughter for
a time, I cheerlully make, rather than deprive her of
that which I know will eause lier to bless the parents,
who deny themselves a present pleasure to insure her
the lasting advantage ol a convent education.

¢ Should these few remarks lead some of our more
genersus antagonists to hesitate, ere they inflict cruel
injuries on those who have never given them' a mo-
ment’s pain, I shall be more than rewarded for what
it has cost me to address them in so public a manner.

“ With many apologies for trespassing so long on
your courtesy, I am your obedient servant,

“'TERESA ARUNDEL.

“WWardour Castle, May 3.”

PENAL LEGISLATION —« WHAT WILL
THE CATHOLICS DO??
do the Edifor of the Tablet.

Dear Sir—The account contained in the Iast
number of the Zablet of the aggregate mecting of the:
Cathoiics of Dublin, shows that in Ircland there is o
spirit abroad, which bears evidence to the strong and
lively TFaith that will not suffer its religion to he
trampled upon witliout using every efiort to maintain
its rights and defeat the machinations of its enemies.
If zeal for the Church of God warms into actions the
Taith of Trcland, the Catholics of England should not.
be backward in uniting their exertions with those of
the sister island to sccure the independence and free-
dom of their religion.

Bigotry is alive, perseculion {lreatens, and there
is a sullen silence on Catholic afairs, which warns us
of an approaching storm. Does it hecome us, ther,
to remain mule and motionless, as the monumental
effigies of our forefathers, whilst that which is most
sacred and dear 1o us is assailed by every species of
calumny and insult?

These cvil forcbodings have not been unnoticed by
your able and talented corvespondents, Messrs., Weld
and Waterton, and, as an humble individual, I beg to
thank them for their firm and independent letters to
the Tublet, wherein they express sentiments which
ought to find an echo in every Catlolic breast. L
trust they will favor us with a further development of
their opinions, qualified as they are by their talents
and principles, to lead us into some. active and sub-
stantial mode of meeting the present emergency.
Mr. Weld, in the postscript of his letter, adds—
“What will the Catholies do?” If we look to the
precedents of later years, we shall find little to gwide
us; but if hitherto we have done nothing, cither from -
an idea that Catholics are recreants to suffer all
things in silence, or from some other mative equally
wise, though known only to oursclves, it is now no
longer possible to entertain such considerations. The
late insulting division in the ITause of Parliament—
the foul-mouthed slander and shocking blasphemies of
Henry Drummond, backed by the Speaker of the
House of Commons—the impending bill against our
defenceless Nuns—{forbid it.  The hand of persecn-
tion is lifted against us, and until the injustice of our
legislators has compelled us to recognise in them the
scourge of Ileaven, the Lonor and dignity of the
Church demand that we should raise our voices, and
appeal in one firm and united: opposition against these
acts of tyranny and injustice.

In the meantime, « What will the Catholics do??
I think we may, in the first place, congratulate our-,
selves that our enemies have proposed measures so
mean in principle, so oppressive in detail, so disgusting
in their exccution, that of themselves they will enforce

an unanimous opposition in the mind of every Cathalic



