 Conrespondents that . no
DPost- Office, unless pre-

‘wxONTREAL; FRIDAY, JUNE 3.
‘NEWS OF-THE WEEK - '

‘The ‘Conference. meets, adjourns .and. does.
zothmg Tt would be premature- to‘:a;;e;t that ir
is'a fatlire; but the.general ~opinion. 18 “that the
chances of an amicable:arrangement of the Dan-
ishquestion are small wdeed, ~The other Con-

" tizental news is of hittle political importance ; but.
there are two items which our readers will note
w.iiﬁ':piéasureQ . The first refers to the Sovereign
Pontiff, whose health, ia spite of Reuter’s tele-
grams,.and the speculations of Itahan- revalu-
tionists, was so far re-established that he was
able to take part in the solemnities of the Feast
of Corpus Christi on the 26ih ult. The second
concerns the finances of the Italian Kingdom,
which 1t seems are on the verge of bankruptey ;
the budget for last year showing a defieit of
Two bundred and thirty-five millions of livres,—
« Male parta, male dilabuntur,” says the
proverb.

‘It is not for mortal man to decipher the
strange telegrams which, three or four times m
the course of every twenty-four bours, reach us
from the seat of war on (lis Continent, There
js a striking umformity in all these precious
despatches. They begin, invariably, with an-
nouactng a splendid Federal victory, and fiash
with an admission of a Federal defeat. One is
a specimen of all, and here is one which reached
us on Monday last :—

 After some fighting, Hancock's corps turned the

Confederate left, capturiag men, guns, acd colors;
but were unable ‘o hold their ground, or bring off

the guns.”
1n other words, Hancoek’s corps evidently

% caught a Tartar,” who would neither go along
with his captor, nor allow the lalter to retire in
peace. Hearuly do we wish the Yankees many
more such victories.

As far as may be gatbered, 1t would seem as
if Grant bud been compelled, by the firm front
of Lee, to edge off 1o his own left and to the
north-east of Riclmond, so that he mow occu-
pies very nearly the same position as that ib
which some two years ago, General M'Clellan
met with his defeat,  Richmoad, it is said, can
only be attacked with any chance of success
from the north-west; and the site of Graat’s
army, amoogst the swamps of the Chickabominy,
is notoriously unhealtby. The best mdex to the
real’state of matters is to be found in the bigh
price of gold at New York, which rose to 95 on
Monday last under tbe exhilirating influence of
one of Grant’s bogus victories. 'We have also
the good news of a serious defeat to the Federals
under Sherman, at Dallas. The difficulty aris-
ing out of Mr. Laird’s Rams has been settled,
the British Government having become the pur-
chaser of the suspected vessels,

Of the treatment which British subjects re-
ceive from the Yankee Government, when so
upfortunate or 50 1imprudent as to place them-
selves witliin 1ts grasp, the following short para-
graph from the Witness of Monday last affords
a striking example. The Waitness 15, as we
suppose our readers well know, rabilly Yankee:

Mr. S. Y. Levey, merchant of Montreal, and who
was lately arrested at Boston by the Federal Gov-
ernment ou bis arrival in that Oity of tbe Jsig, has
been released, there being no charge against bim.”

. Certaioly it is a wonderful thing that British
subjects, generally, evioce such itile sympathy
for tbe Yankee Goverminent which thus deals
with them. Mr. Levy, without offence, without
cause assigned, there bemng in fact ¢ no charge
against him,” was treated as a felon for ten
days, and then released without apology, or com-
_pensation for the wrong done to bim. And this
is but one out of a thousand instances of similar
violence. British subjects have even been foully
murdered ou the high seas by Yauakee officers,
and no red:ess can be obtawned, so abject is our
Liberal Gavernment, In the words of Black-
awood (or last month,—

* The succesaion of humiliating rebuffs which it
has received and has tamely submitted to, has at
Jength tanght every foreign Government that Eog-
land under the present Administration, is & bully
who talks big, but wou't fight,”

" Let us fancy, if we can, the indignation of the
Great Briton bad the outrage to Mr. Levey
been perpetrated by some of the weaker Powers,
by the Pope, or in the Brazils ; how Lord Palm-
erston would bhave trotted out his time-honored
s civis Romanus;® and how the British lion
would bave made the welkin ring again with his-
roariog ! | '

Lk 3

e are bappy to learn that our Catholic fel-
Jow-citizens of Williamstown, Glergarry, under
th_:e"-“a1;spié_es.:qf their zealous pastor, appropriately-
celebrated. the festival of Corpus Christi by a
solemn public' procession:-on the Sunday withim
the. Octave. - Everything was well arranged,
and ‘passed off tn’the most admirable manaer.

‘We understand that Mgr. de Charbonnel, laté’
Bishop of Torontoj lias been " appainted Co-ad Ju-.
tor to’the Cardinal de Bonald, the ‘ Archbishop
of Lyote. - : e

Eup’,’ and so “ carried abou1” was, and is worthy
| 'of supreme worship, and was so adored by ‘men
/|'and angels, even as we poor Papists adore Him
1o-day. Not ¢ special to Catholics” is their

100, 01 ah (he.cogmas O e AL !
that the:heretic cannot attack one of:them,.

unreasonableness, are, word - for ‘word, the argu~

monstrat e the unreasonableness of . Chrishanity ;
and, as with all arguments that prove-too much,

| so those of our evangelical opponents prove noth-

ing : because if logically applied they are as fatal
to those parts of tbe Christian system be pro-
fesses to have retained, in spite of his defection
from the Church, as to those Romish dogmas
agamnst which he Protests. - :

In theory, evangelical Protestants profess to
hold the doctrine of the *f Incarnation,” ar. in

the divine and the human in the Persoo of Our
Lord Jesus Christ; in practise, of course, no
Prolestants do, or consistently with their system
can, mamntain this doctrine of the locarnation.—
They may assert it with their lips, but 10 their
bearts they repudiate it, and in their contro-
versies with Catholics they ignore it altogether.
To ilustrate our meaniog, and to show how com-
pletely the doctrine of the Incarnation has ceased
to have any place in the bearts of evangelical
Protestants ; how completely this doctrine, the
great and fundamental fact of the Christian sys-
tem, has been fost sight of by them, we will cite
the termsin which the Montreal Witness of the
31st ult., denounces, and as he thinks, triem-
phantly exposes, the wickedaess and the absurdity
of, the Calholic doctrine of the Real Presence,
and the worslip or Latria which we pay to Our
Lord present in the Ioly Sacrament of the
Altar, The God Whom Catholics thus worship,
says the Witness, is— )

‘“not however the gphritual Gad whom bath Ga-
.tholic and Protestant may revere in common, not
the jnvisible God of the Patriarchs, not the Gad of
the Gospel dwelling in the heart, but the Divinity
apecial to Cattolics, anpd identified with a waler;
in a word, not the almighty God of bosta whom
¢ peither eartb nor heaven cao coantain,' ‘bat the God
of the host ehut up in & pyx of gilded brass, end car-
ried about as an idol in the hands of the priest that
made it.”

Iow thoroughly, though unwittingly, does the
TWutness in the above silly tirade, mamfest his
utter disbelief in, his total iocapacity to form
any idea even of, the Catholic doctrine of the
Tncarnation. To all this verbiage of our evan-
gelical eritic, it is sufficient for us to reply—that
the God Whom' we warsbip in the Eucharist,
sa “God-man;’ 2 God Who 18 even now
perfect man as well as perfect God, ® of a rea-
sonable soul and human fesh subsisting,” wn the
words of the Symbol of St. Athanasius. 'This
1s the Divinity whom we worship: a Divinity of
Whom, from his language, it is evident that the
writer in the Witness cannot form any concep-
tion. True, no doubt, God is a Spmit, and in
spirtt 1s He to be worshipped. DBut the God of
Christians, at all events the % Divinity special to
Catholics’—is a God Who for our sakes and
for our salvation came down from heaven, and

in the practical recoguition of this great central
fact in listory that Christianily consists. The
Mahometan, the Dewsts of all ages and of all
climes have recogmsed ‘ the spiritual God,”’
and * the 2nvisible God” ol the Watness: but
they have denied altogelher the “ God made-
man,” the visible and incarnate God Who divelt
amongst us ; and whose glory, as of the only be-
gotten of the Father, our {athers n the faith be-
held with their eyes.*

The Walness may not see 1, for his eyes are
not keen: he may not perceive it for his logical
sense is not acute. IBut in basing bis objection
to the Real Presesce of Our Lord in the Eu-
charist—upon the argument that God is a Spirit,
and ivvisible, be does by implicatios deny that
God has been made man, and was and will again
be visible to human eyes—and senzible to human
touch., The Watness demes, by implication
that He, Who said to Tlis Apostles, after His
Resurrection, * Beliold, my haods and my feet
that it is I wnyself; hanlle me and see; for a
spint bath not flesh and bones 2s ye see me
bave”—t is God : and thus we say, unwittingly,
whilst designing coly ao attack upon a Romish
superstition, he actually repudiates the funda-
mentals of Christianity—so closely and’ inse-
parably are all the doginas of Catholicity inter-
woven, so mutually depeadent are they upon one
another. ‘

The Watness cdnnot for his part conceive a
God that can be * shut u;r 10 a pyx of gilded brass
and carried about;” such a God be cangot
worship.  We reply that the' God Whom we
worshp was “ shut 1p" in the womb of the ever
blessed Virgin Mary, was “ carried about” in
ber maternal arms ; and that this God, so * shut

—

'+ 4Tt dum’ visibiliter Deam cognosoimus, per
huone in-invisibjlium' amorem rapiamur,’” - -

1 We qugté{ ‘from the Abglienn version

{bard :at. Christianity, and the foundation of 'that | of Sir, E. P: Tache’s speech; which appears it
- .| very similar terms in-all the journals,:and which,

ments used’ by the Dest:and the' 1nfidel to de-

other words to believe in iiie hypostatic union of

was made man—** el homo factus est.” It is|

tic_articles to the public, -is, .if not
|at all events a little singular. -

out'attacking all otlz_ei{é‘,‘-}i:ii!,'-_,‘q‘f_;i:‘dylf;}_é',“-tl’i;(_:é:ﬂf‘e;_:yf ‘host; iwho worshipped: Jesus carried ‘about i the
doctrines  or. dogmas. .which . lie -piques: hinself- ' His Blessed Mot . we S
'upon Tetamiig; and u'pqr:)ﬂ';the::;'p655e55i9g"olf‘ fvhl!ih_ - Watness in“striking ‘at “Popery: strikes equally.
= | he bases his clatms to - the. title of Christian.—

| The ‘arguments which the heretic of the evange-
| lical. stripe employs -agninst Catholieity, and its,

arms'of His Blessed Mother, 'Again. we say the

faith which he still professes to retatn.

‘So'in h_!;é,';lﬁa_i{nner "'Wbe‘n‘t'ﬁe Witness :érgdej'él

diguities to'which God might thereby be rendered
subject, he does but repeat the .arguments of the
carnal Jews of old, who i the man Jesus refused

the - Witness « (hat can . be ‘consumed by-
fire, “carried away by . 2 rat, or eaten. by
vermn!”  Can this 'man be God~—exclaimed
the unbelieving Jews, ©who 1s subject to all
buman infirmities—to leat and to cold, to
bunger aud to thirst: who can be consumed
by fever, ar carried off by a bear!” The logic
of the Witness is the logic of the infidel: and
as it therefore proves too much for his cause, it

stood round the cross of Qur Lord, looking on and
mocking Fim, even as the Witness to-day looks
on and mocks at the God. #shut up™ 1p a host:
A God that can be ¢ carried about I quoth the
Witness. A God that is nailed to a cross !
exclammed the Jews, * Vah: sz filtus Der es,
descende de cruce!” '
We acquit the Witness of any formal design
to impugn the doctrine of the Incarnation, ar of
the Divinity of Our Lord, but lis arguments
agawmst Popery strike at the root of both these
doctrines. That is to say, if they are conclusive
agaiast the Real Presence in the Eucharist be-
cause God is spiritual, they are conclusive against
the Incarnation or the docrine of a ¢ God-made-
man ;" 1f they convince Catholics of 1dolatry,
because they worship a God Who can be © shut
up® and “ carried about,” they in hke manner
convince of idolairy the shepherds, and the an-
gelic host who worshipped lim Who actually
was “ shut up” in the womb of Mary, and who
was “ carried about” in her arms. But tusis ab-
surd : therefore we conclude that the argument

has resort to it must be very jgnorant indeed.
Of deliberate design to shake the faith of his
readers m an incarnate God,Who is perfect man
as well as perlect God, we say that we acquit
the Witness: but we tax lim with ignorance,
and an amount of presumption which if possible
surpasses even lus ignorance. Remember that
this Wulness sets bimself up as a guide and tea-
cher to bis co-religionists ; as one intimately ac-
qnainted with the workings of the * mystery of
iniquity,” and therefore emnently qualified to put
his readers on their guard agamnst the seductions
of Romamsm= and then take into account that
this impertinent and presumptuous creature is so
profoundly ignoraat ot the doctrines and disci-
cipline of that Church, whose discipline and
whose doctrine he criticises, as to publish, serious-

ly such trash as this :—

4 Jt—2he Romish Church—teaches that the priest
by utterriog certamn words, provided however it (sic)
be in the Latio language can transform a common
wafer into the very body of Chriat.”?

‘What plunmet live can sound the depths of
wgnorance implied in the above passage: such
ignorance of doctrine, such ignorance of history,
such ignorance of facts—who can fathom it ?
We sland aghast as we look into the black abyss,
aod shrick from the task—as surpassing mortal
strength. This 15 the stronghold of the W3-
ness 3 s ignorance is the fertress i which lLe
entrencles hiunself, and from whenee be cannot
be dislodged. Toevery animalnature has given
some means of defence against its enemies; to
one strength, to another courage, to another cun-
uing, to another speed : to the Sepia is given
the power of emiting when pursued a black Ii-
quid, which conceals it from us foes and 1n which
it finds s safety,  So with the Watness ; be has
been gifted, neither with wit nor bumor: he
is incapable of Jogical argument, and his intellec-~
taal faculties are but feebly developed. But
his very stupdity lies his safety ; and the thick
darkness which, when close pursued he, like the
Sepia or cuttle fish, 1s able to copjure up all
around him, stands bim in stead of ull nobler qua-
lifications, and oft enables him to escape with
wspunity from the chastisement which his im-
pertinence had provolked.

Strange advertisements sometimes appear in
the columas of the relizious papers of the United
States—strange at least in the eyes of Catho-
lics. - Here for instance 1s one “ which we fiad in
one of cur United States exchanges, and which
is eulogistic .of a new invenuon, yelept,—
% Brown’s Patent Baby-Tender, or Magic
Spring Cradle.” "This wvaluatle invention 1s
recommended to the public by the Rev, James
R. Dunn, « Pastor Ceuntral Presbyterian Church
New. York,” as “ a neceessary adjunct to every
house where (here is a baby.” We doubt oot
that the reverend gentleman is far more conver-

| sant with « Patent Baby Tenders” than be1s

with the mysteries of the Gospel, and more com-
peteat to pronouace an opinwon “tpon the merits
of a # Spring-Gradle” than to sit in' judgient
upcn the ercors of, Romanism ; bat the spectacle
of our Apostolic man recommenting such domes-
an anomaly,

S

agamst the: & Real Presence”-because of the in-

to behold their God. Can this be God, argues’

proves nothing. Itis the logic of the Jews who;

of the Witness is worthless, and that he who‘;

n_il(m_'e'd,:be_‘feé'd'-a secon® time. - In: this- report,
of* Sir, B P. Tache’s speech, which: appears i,

we, copy w “particular ‘frotn " the - Quebec; Daily .
News of the 3rd nstant—the . honorable. gestle~
man s represented as having ‘delivered  himself:
asfollows:— . . T

Hon. Sir E. P, Tache~In the cdse-of Napoleon, the
Pepe granted a divorce because his marriage with
Josophine kad ‘not béen legally solemnized, accord-
ing to the rites of the
merriage at all, :

Hon. Mr. Ohristie'would like to ask the Hon. Pres
mier if the granting of the divorce was not a recog-.
pition of the exictence of the marriage tie. ~~ -

Hon, Sir'E, P, Taché said the hon. membéer should
bear in'mind that there were such things as constitu-
tional priests in Franee, &t the time ot the Revolu-
tion, who pretended to have the right to administer
the sacrament in the same way as recognized priests
of the Church. - Napoleon was married to Josephine
by one of these priests, who had no authority to do
so, and that was the reason wby the divorce bad
been granted ? i

Hon., Mr. Qurrie—Why ? .

Hon, Sir B, P. Tache—Because the priest had no
authority from the Church of Rome.

We do not believe that Sir E. P. Tache,
who is a man of education, gnd a Catholic, and
therefore conversant with lustory and the doc-
triges of the Catholic Church, could bave utter-
ed such artant nonsense as is here put mto his
mouth. Ta the remarks attributed to him there
are almost as many errors—errors of fact, and
errors of doctrine—as there are words. And as
upon such an importaat topic 1t 1s desirable that
there should be no such errors given to the
world as truths upon the authority of Catholic
geutlemen holding a prominent position 1 the
peltical community, we deem it our duty to
pomnt out some of these errors, and to contradict
them. ’ .

1, Ttis an “error of fact” that  the Pope
granted a divorce” in the case of Napoleon.—
He did nothing of tle kind, The Pope never
granted a Jdivorce betwixt Napoleon and
Josephine,and indeed lus assent to their separation
was not so much as asked for. The Pope was
uot so much as consulted in the matter by the
French Emperor; who, setting himself above
ail taws, buman and divine, aud availing himsell
of a servile Senate, and 2 few courtier priests,
who cared more for the favor of the Lead of the
State than for the sacred cause of religion—
cbtained a decree declaring bis marriage with
Josephine 1nvalid.

2. Itisan “error of fact” to pretend that
the marriage of Josephie with Napoleon was
beld to beinvalid because 1t was celebrated be-
fore one of tire * constitutional priests.”” That
marriage was celebrated by Cardinal Iesch, in
the presence of Portalis and Duroc, on the eve
of the Coronation of Napoleon: and this cele-
bration was msisted upon by the Pope himself as
a conditton sine qua #on, of his presence at that
political ceremony of the following day. The
marriage of Napoleon and. Josephine was then 2
valid marriage in the eyes of the Catholic
Church ; and was sel aside by a few servile
Gallicans, on the pretence that the Pepe bad no
right to authorise Cardinal Fesch to assist at, or
celebrate such a2 marriage.

Tt is an “ error of doctrine® 10 pretend, (bat
the priest 1s the Minister of, or admimsters the
Sucrament of marnage ; for 1t would thence fol-
low that persons not married in the presence of a
priest were not sacrameotally united. And yet
1nto 1s strapge error of doctrine Sir E. P.
Tache 15 represented as baving {allen, in that he
is reported as making the sacramental validity of
Napoleon’s marriage depend upon the status of
the priest before whom 1t was celebrated. The
doctrine of the Catholic Church is, that in mar-
riage, the contracting parlies being Christrans—
that is to say baptised—are themselves, to them-
selves, (he Muuisters of the Sacrament; and the
functions of the priest are those of a witness, and
according to the disciplhne established by the
Council of Trent, the mdispensable witness, of
the contract, who also gives it his benediction.
Were it otherwise, were no uplons valid mar-
riages unless celebrated before a Cathohe priest,
the umons of Protestants would not be mar-
riages at all, i the eyes of the Catholic Church ;
and the opposition offered by Cathofics to the

Darliameat, would be senseless.. They oppose
that disso lution because tbey believe, with thewr
Clirch, that the anions of Protestants are valid,
therefore Sacramental and - indissoluble unions ;
they cannot therefore believe that the Cathohe
priest is the Minister of the Sacrament, seeing Lhat
w their unions, or marriage ceremonies, Protest-
ants dispense altogetber with the services of the
priest. L a

We know not if what we write shall bave
the honor of bemg perused by Sir E, P, Tache ;

liim as'a Catholic, as one to whom the hooor of
his Church, and the memory of . one of her Su-
preme Poatiffs should be dear, to take the earliest

buted to hini by the'press. - Heowes: it to"the
memory ofa_Pope fo deny that that Pope ‘granted
a’ divorce’to' Napoleon from ‘Josephine-; ‘and' thns

{ that not only no Pope ever granted

Oburch, and therefore WAas 20°

pretended dissolution of such marriages by Act of |

but should such be the case, we would implore.

opportunity of repudiating . the language attri:.

reviled, and 'the lionor 6f her Ponfi,
"bY our.enethies 5 -but” 1" js - tenfolq
warse, sud 1t becomes really serious, when' (;
thalics: of ; high standing a'p;;éal; tb-.im‘ldl‘se'-tll‘ié:;
slanders, to misstate the facts 'of ‘history, arg
misrepresent the doctrines of their own Ch,ufch'
I reply to the strictures of other .
Protestants—upon the. action of te
trumonial causes, we say, dnd we say

members——.
Popes in mj.
it advisedly,

. a divorca g
vinculo 5 but that-no Pope ever so much as took

the case of such divorce mto dehberation, When
as beads of the Church, ap'pealed'to,' to adjudi.
cate and apply the 'law in mateimonial causes

Popes _ha;we paused ‘to deIiberﬁte, and to ex-’
aminq witnesses, the subject matter of their (e-
liberations has always been—not- whether a valid
marrizge could be dissolved, but, whether a valid
marriage bad actually occurred in the case of the
parties pleading at.ther tribupal, This, and
this alone, was what the Popes had to determuge ;
and this was a question of fact, involving also of] tex:
some very intricate questions of canon law, upoq
which they were called to pronounce judgment

But never, we repeat it, did any Pope ever pre:
tend even to have the power to dissolve a vahdly
contracted, and therefore sacramental marriage

or in other words to grant a divorce. ’

Certainly, as a general rule, we of Montreal
have no cause to complam of the behavipyr of
ouk Drotestant fellow-citizens towards our Pre.
ce'ssions of any kind; certamly' it will be ag..
mitted by every candid person that, with some
very rare exceptions, these celebratians are al.
ways treated with m.arked courtesy by our separ-
ated brethren: and indeed we have every reason
{o congratnlate ourselves uvpon the gentlemanly
reception that we have met with from the grea't
majority of the Protestant population, when ep.
gaged in celebrating the rites of our religion.

But there are occasional exceptiuns,b and of
these cne has been broughit before the public by
the PT’zz??ess, whose intent it isto make outa
case of violence agamst Romanists, To this aftajr
we alluded last weel, abstaining from any com-
ments thereupon, as 1t was then believed that the
affair would be brought before the Courts. In
this expectation we have been deceived, and dis-
appointed. ‘The persons against whom it was
pretended that Catholics had been guilty of out-
rage, have wisely come to the-conclusion not to.
provoke investigation, lest the tables should be
turned against them, and 1t should appear that
they, and not the Catbolics, were the aggressors.
Knowing what we know now, we certainly ap-
plaud the prudence of this proceeding, '

But we no langer feel ousselves under any ob-
ligation to withhold our version of the facts of the
case of winch the Witress has already publish-
ed a false account; and we have therefore no
hesitation in making public the subjoined state-
ments, made to us by persons eye-witnesses of
the facts to which they depose ; who on Wed-
nesday the Ist instant, were prepared to swear
to the truth of their statements had the case
been proceeded with; aod who, if the truth of
their allegations be 1mpugaed, are prepared to
give their names to the public, and to make good
their every word,

From the independent statements of these
witnesses it will be evident that, so far from any
outrage having been perpetrated upon Protest-
ants by members of the Procession on Sunday
the 29th ult., a deliberate and wanton attack
upon that part of the Procession which was com-
posed of little girls, and where the stalwart arms
of the males of the congregation were conse-
quently least to be apprehended, was made by
the driver and occupants of a carriage belongieg
we suppose, to DProtestants; that by tius unex-
pected and cowardly attack, the limbs and lives
of the little girls were seriously endangered ; and
that, if the driver were interfered with, and his
progress arrested, the act uader the circumstances
was not only strictly legal but highly laudable—
one—we hesitate not to say it—one which nine
out of every ten Protestants would have imitat-
ed. Where, m sbort, is the man, whether Ca-
tholic or. Protestant, who would not interfere to
save the lives of children, 1n inmment danger of
being crushed to death !

With these prefatory remarks, we commend
the following communications to the attention of
our readers ; reminding them that, to every word
therein the writers were and are prepared to
swear, should an opportumity for an investigation
be afforded them:— . =~ .
' o MonrasayL, June 2nd, 1854,

: (Té'tl;e Editor of .the True Witness.)

" Sir,~<Ag an eye-witness of the disturbance which
ceecurred to the Procession -oa-Sunday last, and of
which mention- has ‘been made-in ‘the city press,
allow me.to relate through your ¢olumns what I'my-
self gdw and heard. - e

1 was stending at she corner of St. Deaig and St.
Louid, Streets, watching the :Procussion pass, when
my atteniion was atiracted by loud.cries from some
people stanting . near me,, calling upon and makiog
signs to. the driver of ncarrisge, paeding rapidly
along St. Louis Street, to pull up. 1 locked, and I

84w & privite carriage drawn by {wo horses advanc-

ing fast npon the line of the Processipn—at this
point cotaposed of little. girla:t Instend -of 'pulling
up, or modersting his speed,”the'driver'of - the-‘cas- .
riige in’ quastion  pushed *hig:Boraes ‘the- faster and
more’furiously’; a8 itappesred to:me, with the inten-
tion of .driving overtheilittie “childrén, who' were



