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NEWS OF THE WEEK.
TU Canada brings dates from Liverpool to
the 1st inst. The iessels composing the expedi-
tion, for laying down the submarine telegraph,
were at Cork, ready for a start, and there seems
to be perfect confidence in the success of tbe gi-
gantic undertaking. The Parliamentary news is
of litle interest.

A report of the capture of Delhi, not fully
confirmed, but vhicb may be traced to a Mad-
ras letter dated June 27th, was in circulation at
the tine of the Canada's sailing. What is au-
thentic is, that several sorties of the besieged
mutineers had been repulsed, but that the niutiny
was spreading, and that the entire Bengal army
was tainted vith disaffection. Other revolts
-amongst the Sepoy troops, and attributed to the
same cause as that in which the present is sup-
posed to have originated-a suspicion on the part
of the natives that the British government had a
design of interfering ivith their peculiar religious
and social organization-have occurred before
now. but none so general or so serious as tis.
In 1806, the Sepoys at Vellore rose and mas-c
sacred the European troops then in garrison atr
that place, comnitting horrid barbarities ; but that
and siniîlar outbreaks, was, and bave always hither-1
to been suppressed with signal punishient inflictedt
on the mutineers. In the present instance it ist
to be supposed that the valour of British soldiersi
and British oeficers %vill again triumph over every
obstaclek; but thei mnutiny put down, the serious
question wvil] still present itself-how is India to
be governed, or rather garrisoned for the future?
in the opinion of nany, the British Empire in
the East is doomed. From China the newvs is
favorable ; the enemy's fleet bas been destroyed,
with siight loss on Our part.

Froin Paris we learn that the trial of the Ita-
han conspirators had been fixed for tLe GUi and
Sth inst. The harvest prospects thronghout the
Continent were iost excellent.

THE "IHEADSIIIP OF THE ANGLICAN
CHUR.C H Y

Our controversy with thelontrcal Hleraildem-
braces two points-]1.-Did Henry VIII. daim
the right of " Headship' over the Church of
England, and exercise the - Royal Suprenacy'1
ini-irtue of an Act of Parliament-26th Henry
VIII. or as a right held imediatdy froin God,
and inseparably attached to the crown of the
realn ? 2.-What was the extent of power
daimcd by the king in virtue of bis assumed
right of ' Headship ?-and wherein did it differ
froin the power acknoviedged by al Catholies to
be inierent in, and inseparable from the See of
Peter ? W\e contend that Henry VIII clainedi1
his spiritual authority as a divine right, held i--
mediatly of God-and that, if Cranmer may in
any sense be accepted as the exponent of the

principles of Anglicanism, ie King of England
is, in theory, invested -ith greater power than
the varmest defender of the Papa] prerogatives
ever assignedti te he Sovereigan Pontiff. Cran-
Lmer-the Arclhbihoap cf Canterboury-he Pri-
mate cf the Church ef Engiand-- Hienry's cond-
dential adviser-andi, according ta Haliain, "the

- inost censpicuous ln moulding the faith andi disci- .
pline af the English Church, which bas net been
i-ery- materia]]y alteredsmece bis time"-is the wvit-
ness te whem wec appeal, andi whom w-e quote inu
support af cur pesitien. Now n-bat are Uhe ex-
press werds cf Cranîner as te thec orizin andt
cxtent cf the Rayai Supremnacyl ? Here w-e have
them: -

SAll Christian Princes have comîmited untoe
thenm, uaîmediatcp of God"-(not in Tirtue of any
particular Act of the Legisature)-" the w-hale tai-e
of ail their subjects, as wecll concerning the adminis-
tration cf God's word for the cure cf seuls, as con-
cerning the ministratien cf tiogs pelitical and emvil
gorernance; and ia both these ministrations they
nust have suadry minuisters under them to suppiy
o eai pic e, apaintedC ae ther seea offie-ase

Loard Great Master1 sud the Sherliffs fer Civil Minis-

cier ap bs a;point el'y Rïs Jfgness inu t
ministratien cf the n-ord-as fer esample, the Bishop

cf Wicesî tt arso fWoik 1 i
said fficers ad ninisters, as -e11 of that sort as thc
other, mustbe appointed, assigned, and eîected, and7
inucery place ty the ian-s and orders e? ttc Rings
Ad Princes, n ith divers solemnities, whfck de nef
nrerssity, but only for good and seemly fashion»

Here then, in plain unambiguous language, weE
have before us the claims of the King as to the
crigin and extent of his supremacy ; and it mat-i
ters not in so far as our argument is concerned,2
whether these powers were forxally recognisedt
by the other estates of the reahn as inherent inE
the sovereign. But, the Monteal Heîré d not-i
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*ithstanding, we assert that these powers were

rec giseédàïatâchèd iàthe0 aq1 5 .
byheiUng exercised to their full extent. -

'The Act6th: Hènry meI ta whicbhtheHer-

do! appeals l uport 6f argnuent, that the

f'-Headsip' of the:Church was conferred on the

King by;Act of Parliament, is anAct siniply.de-

claratory, in so far as the Royal Supremacy is
concerned. That " Headsbip," or supremacylad,
n fact, been recognised by Parliament as already
existing, two years before, in "an Act for regu-
lating the succession to vacant bishoprics-Hd-
lan's Const. Hist. c. 2; and could not therefore

bave been conferred by the statute to which aur

coteinporary refers us. That famous statute was

never appealed to by the Sovereign, or by An-

glicans, as the source or origin of the Royal Su-

premacy,; which, on the contrary, it was always
asserted, was, as laid don by Cranmer, an inh-
rent indefeasible portion of the Royal preroga-
tire. Indeed, we bave little doubt that, had the

editor of the Herald dared to enunciate bis
views as to the origin of the said suprenacy in
the days of the "4bluff King Harry," Le would
have been quickly accomnodated with a very un-
pleasant ride on a hurdle to Smithfield, alongside
of, perhaps a Catholic priest, and a puritanical
repudiator of the doctrine of transubstantiation.

Our cotemporary will, we trust, pardon us if
ve differ from him upon another point. The
Articles of the Churcb of England, as originally
drawn up by Cranmer, Bucer, and others, were
imposed upon all tLe clergy and universities, with-
out having been assented to, either by Convoca-
tion or Parliament ; though, in consequence of
the KXug's sudden deai, it would appear that the
subscription did not actually take place.-Hal-
lam's Const. Hist. c. 2. Froin tbis it is evi-
dent,-the Herald notwithstanding,-that the
King, acting by the advice of his most intimate
councillors, and of the leaders of the refornation,
did suppose that, in virtue of Lis Royal supre-
macy, " Lhe could settle the doctrines of' the
church without the consent of any of its mem-
bers, lay or clerical, through their representa-
tives. aIn the days of Elizabeth, indeed, when
the Toice cf the Puritans first began to make
itself beard in Parliament, this assumption of
power was openly called in question ; but in the
days of Henry VIII, and his son, no one, unless
Sa Papistdared to hint that the King could not,
proprio rntu, declare and define the doctrines of
the Church upon all disputed points or tiat Le
was not the sole and absolute judge in al] causes,

spiritual as well as temporal.
Had we time and space we night easily multi-

ply instances, illustrative of our thesis, that the
I Headsbip"of the Church of England was clavn-

Cd by Henry VIII, as a right held, not by con-
sent of people, Convocation, or Parliament, but,
immcdiately of God; that in virtue of that

pretendedi "Headship," le claimed a power equal
lm extent to that assigned to the Pope by Catho-
lies; and that in these claims lie was supported
by the leaders of the Reformation movement,
and b> the Anglican church. It will however
be suf cient for Our purpose to cite the following
froui the Protestant historian Macaulay, which
we commend to the notice of our cotemporary'.

Speaking of Henry, (" cwho chose to be his
own Pope") Cranmer, Somerset, and Elizabeth,
"the four great authors of the Reformation,
Maculay says:-

I Three of them had a di:ect intercst in the exten-
sion of the royal prerogative. The fourth" (Cranmer)
" was the ready tool of any who could frighten hlim.
It is net ditficult to ee from-wha t motives, and on
what plan, such persons would benclined to remodel
the Church. The scheme wa merely to rob the Ba-
bylonian enchantress of her ornaments, to transler
the full clip of her soceries to other hands, spilling as
little as possible by the way. The Catholic doctrines
and rites wer e tobe retained in the Church of Eng-
Ian'd. But the King Uws to exercise the contrao whicih
jbrîcl e hagc t e Roman Pontiff. In ±hLs Henry

fora (bac succeedcd."1

Howi far the Protestant Church of England
herself acquiesced in this scheme, the saine Pro-
testant writer informs us in the following passage:

" Ste continued to te, fer more than a hundred and
fty years the servile handmaid cf monarcby, thec
steady enemyeof public lierty-. The divine right cf
Rings, and the duty cf pacriely obcying ail their com-
mands, w-ere her favorite tenets....- Once, and but
ente-fer a marnent, snd but fer a moment-w-henu
her en-n dignity sud property n-cie touched, she for-
get te practise the submissionwhich she Lad taught.i'

Thse Gilobc comnplains bitter>' cf the " pro-
selytising" practices la the Catholic colleges of?
Low-er Canada. " The Canadiani ublic"-hec
says-have " been assuredi that, im the Roain»
Cathelic edacational institutions af Lower Ca-
nada' ne proselytism,' direct, or indirect, is per-
mittedi" anti upon the strength cf this statement,
" not a few credulous Protestant, parents- have
beens led to entrust their children ta Roman siua-
neries anti monaster-ies." The Globe the» pro-
ceceds withs Lis ch.arge against the saidi " nunneries
anti monasteries," cf which the following is a
res ume.

A "correspondent"-name not. given of1
course-has writen to the Globe, iforming the
editor that he-the correspondent afresaid-had
sent Lis son to a "monastery in th &'Lower Pro-
vince'-namne of mnonastery of ciurie not gi-
ven-upon the distinct understanding that no
tampering with the boys religion should be allow-
ed, and that he should not be compelled to join
in Catholie, or hindered in tie exercise of,Pro-

testan t Vcts dif n Hadil" êatmues
testnt,,~ ~ ,~/.<-i.:ra ' îR.,b rs'i'

t''iàii i na a _0 4 in t.
inmatdaoaffthèé clôisteof éì.e-he 'dicovered' that
tif L htdo hfi t ue.
kept with heretics was religiously acted upon ln
the -Diocese of Queb.é" - Protestant children
were. required to attendirass:;. bys l-'i force,
was occasionally resorted i" in erdèr. to pràcure
a compliance wih the ceremonies of the Catho-
lie Churcli, and the reading of the. Bible was
proibited t. then by th e "son of Ignatius
Loyola;" who upon: one occasion, the Globe
adds, wvas knocked down by a refractory Pro-
testant fromn whom it had been attempted to'

snatch the Bible.
This is the story of the Globe; but as with

the ordinary prdence of Protestants when brng-
ing their accusations against Papists, the writer
purposely abstains from giving the naine of his
informant, the naine of the "monastery" where
the pretended outrage occurred, or indeed any
circuinstances whereby the actors in the transac-
tion may be identified, we do not think that it
requires any serious notice from the Catholic.
An anonymous accuser is invariably either a liar
or a coward, probably both; and were there any
the slightest, grounds for the charge brought in
the Globe against our Catholic educational msti-
tutions in Lower Canada--were not the editor
of the Globe fully persuaded that the story as
tolid by hi iwould not .bear investigation-he
would have given us the nane of his informant,
or at least of the "monastery" in which the out-
rage is said to have occurred.

We would remind the Globe, however, and
his friends, that the directors of our Catholic
colleges and convents are not very anxious to
receive Protestant pupils within their walls ; that1
the reception of such pupils is. a great favor, a
great act of condescension and charity on the
part of our Sisters and Catholi professors to-
wards their Protestant fellow-citizens ; and that
it would be in better taste were the latter to show
themselves grateful for favors received, instead of
calumniating their benefactors. If P-otestant,-
like not the course of training adopted in our
Catholies institutions, the remet d is in their own
bauds ; andti al îLe> Lave te de is ta refrain for
the future, from sending their children te Popish
"nunneries and monasteries»?

Tii political, and politico-religious contrerover-
sies of the French Canadian press are, we see,
beginning to attract the attention of the English
speaking portion of the community; and the
Afontzeal Herald devotes nearly a column of?
its issue of Tuesday last to a translation of an
article from the Pays-the e-gan of the Anti-
Catholic, or Protesting section of the French
Canadians. As the subject of these controver-
sies is one wbich deeply concerns us ail, and as
the theories of the Pays are susceptible of an
application fatal to our best interests as citizens,
and as Catholics-we avail ourselves of thqje, r-
aid's translation, to call our readers' attention
to the fact, that they have as much to dread
from Lower Canadian 'lRougism," as froua

Orangeism, and ": Clear-Grùism," l ithe
Upper Province. Under different standards, and
with diverse battle cries, our enemies have still
one common object, and are inspired by one sen-
timent. That sentiment is hostility to the Ca-
tholic Church: that object is the subversion of
ail personal liberty, or individual freedom of ac-
tion.

The Pays says:-
I We must not dissimulate; the strife here is not

between whig and tory, liberal and conservative, re-
former and non-reformer, within the framework of
the institutions which it is attempted to work; but
between the past and the future: belieen ithe autkority
of divine right and popular sovereig-nty : between des-
potism and liberty." The Italies are our own.

Here, as elsewhere, now, as in times past, so-
ciety and liberty are menaced, and seriously me-
naced ; the sole question at issue betwixt us and the
Prys is-" From whom, and from what quarter,
does the danger proceed V' That there is here,
as elsewhere, strife betwi t " despotism and l-

bery, ow admit ; Lut the question - arises--
"MWho are the fricnds cf liberty', n-Le are thse up-
hioldens cf despotismi ?"

Liberty', as understoaod b>' îLe Catholit, con-
sis la submission te legitimnate authority', anti
exemption fromn allaither contral. " Legitiniate"
authority', as tiefied b>' the Catholic, us that
authority alone,nwhicis lfromn God, araf" ivine

right ;" fer aIl power--i.e., legitimato paower-us
fromi G'od, anti tint n-hich is not fromn God is not

legitimate, an entitledi te our respect. The Pays,
as tise argan cf democracy', places " diviceright,"
or authority' cf divine erngin, la opposition toe
"popular sovercignty ;" anti, ha this sense, " po-
pular sovereigaty'," mtust Le odious te the Catho-
lit, anti te symbol a? absolute despotism.

Despotism, as diefned b>' flic Catholit, is~ the
Geornmenit o? msere hsuman wilfl; nor does itl
msatten whether thsat will, Le the will o? ene, as
ins a monarchy-of a few-, as in an aristocraty-
or of an immense upajority, as in a democracy.
In other words, despotism is the ascendancy of
"4 Mighi"over " right; ;of" Ihuman will" over
" human reason ;" and is equally odious wlhether
it be asserted and exercised by a minority over
a majority, or by a majority over a minority.-
But ail exercise of authority not fron God, is
the Government of mere human will.

That all men are naturally equal, that conse-

queitl a ant Las an> inberent-or-natura -rght,
tôvVéèxéisnfiu ólJto Ô oroveri:f : 9s,
equl,we supposetLPays n) it;but if;

- himblîself.2 noM anc~mân häa an> *-i.h Iigti u
authroty over bisbrother, no nunber.ofE men-
cano,'f 6themselves, have an'y rightto ctotl orl
exoreise authority' over- an>' one.lndividual of
their number-for every multiple" of' noiing must
StI benoting. Fromi ma' therefore, as the
sole factor in the-social problen, it is impossible
to deduce the "right" o6fivil Government, or of
human. sovereignty in.any form. But any> Go-
vernment, or sovereignty, of which l night" only,
and not "rigbt," can be predicated, is a despot-
isn, call it by what naine you will-no matter by
vhom, or in what manner, its functions are exer-
eised. Now, by placing "divine right," the only
absolute "leght" in antagonismt te "popular so-
vereignt"-by' eliminating the divine element
froin the problem which Le attempts ta solve
-the Pays leaves us ne alternative betwixt
anarchy and despotisms. God alone can im-
pose a duty; to man, speaking in bis own
name alone, his equal man Las alvays the riglht
to replyI, "Non scrvian-" I wvill not obey;"
and if therefore in popular sovereignty there be
nothing but the human element, there can be no
obligation upon the individual to yield obedience
to it-no sin in bis treating it ivith contemapt.-
If the Pays wants a "eason' ihy man should
yield obedience to civil goveraînent, le must
needs have resource to God, and to the I"divine
right" of that government. But from this re-
source he las eut himself off; and his theories,
if logically earnned out, would terminate, as all
such theories have always terminated, in the
establishment of prie unmitigated despotismn-
the substitution ot" might" for "right," and the
subjection of human reason to brute will-as the
only refuge against the still greater evils of an-
archy.

Strange, and except upon the hypothesis of
diabolical agency, inexplicable, is the policy of
those Frencb Canadians, n-ho, like the Pays,
consent to play the gaine of Upper Canada radi-
calism, and ho are doing their best to lay the
ceunir>' n-iictîtbcy prafess ta love, prastrato ut
the feet f its bitter and irreconcileable enenies.
Poor silly creatures! Can they not see that,
even whilst applauding them as fine spirited fel-
lows, and patting them on their backs, their Anglo-
Saxon allies can scarce conceal the contempt

hich the>' feel for tbem-which every man o?
common sense and ordinary penetration, must
feel for then. The preservation of a distinctive
Canadian nationality amongst the hostile races
by which it is surrounded and outnumbered, is
possible, but upon one condition only-that Ca-
nadians remain truly and frankly Catholhes. It
is their Church, and their Chureb alone, that as,
in spite of so many adverse chances, in spite of
the strenuous efforts of the Anglo-Saxon race,
hitherto maintained that nationality intact ; and
to her alone, do Canadians owe the niraculous
preservation of their laws, and their language,as
well as their religion. Her priests, her Bishops,
have been, and are the true, the best of, Cana-
dian patriots ; and if ever the day arrives n-hen
their influence over their flocks shahl Lave been
lost, and their counsels disregarded, the last, the
fatal day for a distinctive Canadian nationality
will haye arrived likense. Tie C urch, and
the Churc alone, iwe repeat, is, in Low-er Cana-
da, tle guardian of the national liberties of the
Frenci Canadian people ; she is the sole barrier
betwixt them, and ileir Protestant Anglo-Saxon
neighbors, seeking to extirpate then; the day
thai sees that Church curtailed of her power,
and lier children forsakino her maternai shelter,
will also see the unhappy eanadians "improved
of the face of the earth"-as it is written in
the book of Brother Jonathan.

'Since our'last article on the Fete Dieu, the Truc
Witness bas net had a single word to prove the
legahty of that procession."-Montreal Witness Sth
insi.

" Another subject on -which the True Witness secs
it n-lea te maintain a profoun'd silence, istht eincen-
diar>- fine lu Gniffinlannouit tnighi afte Orange
Ball, and the attacks of the Protestant Fire Com-
panies, togetluer wih t e sacking of the St dOaries
Saloen on tint uight. Olîr zenlous upholden cf
supposed law in the case of the ete Dieu calls for
no investigation into these intolerable crimes."-b.

Our saint>' cotemporary' lias contractd suchb
an invetorat e habit cf " evil speaking, lying, asndi
slanderng," that it is stance wornth the n-hile of?
an>' respectable persan te notice luis attacks.
Yet oui- readers wiIl w-e trust pardon us, if w-e
pay the ceature the unnmeritedi cempliment e? a
passing notice-.

Wie Lare net attesmpteti te " prove the legal-
ity" cf the Pete Dieu precessions-because,
upon every' principle cf Iaw- and logic, bthe oinus
probandi rosis w-ithi ia n-lu asserts their Ile-
galit>': the presumptien being, until the contrary
cuis Le shsown, anti the words cf îhe Statute toe
thiat 'effect citoed, that they are legal. Tisey-
wvere legal before the British ever got possession
off Canuadau; the>' have been lu existence eveor
since, n-thout a word cf protest againsti their
legalit>', fronm eihen the Imaperial or Colonial
authaioities, thougb tise attention of Loths Las
boen trawna teo them; their legality lias been,
nlot cr-eated, but, recogaisedi as an existing fuel,
by the presence of British troops ; and with
these strong presumptions of the legality of the
Fcte Diciu processions in our favor, we cannot
-as any one acquainted withi the laws of evi-
dence will infor tise editor of the M.lontreal
Witness-be called pon to prove their legality.
It is for our opponent to prove their illegality if
he cau. But this he knows lie cannot do ; for,

conclusions thereupon.
Afontreal WVitncas,

(EVASGELIcAL,)
Sugust SUE.

" Another subject on
which the True Witness
secs it Wise to maintamu
a profound silence is the
incendiary fire ia Griffin-
town, and the attacks on
the Protestant Fire Com-
panies," &C.

lugust 8th.
" Our zealous upholder

of supposeda lawn the
case of theFete Dieu pro-
cession, f)ILls fer ne lu-
vestigatioeninto thse in-
tolerable crimes against
the peace of society, de-
mands no maintenance
of real and acknowiedged
Iaw in the premises."

Aqugusi Sth..
Bît .by bis silence

shows, either that he is
lutixiidate'], an that te
approves of ther deeds n
question."

'rue Witnes,
(PoPmeH,)

July 241h.
"We should te weii

pleased to sec a souna
punishment inflicted in
due course o? law upon
the cowardly fellows who
illtreated the men of thc.
Union Fire Cormpany."

July 31st.
The line of policy to

be adopted by the Corpo-
ration is very clearn-
First, to use every menus
within their power te de-
ted aund bing te punist-
ment the assailants of the
Fire Companies on the
night ofthe 13th; second-
]y, to take every precau-
tien within their powver te -
prerent the recurnee cf
a sillai cutrage."

Augus l7th.
"Mr. Coursol as been-

conducting an investiga-
tien into the cause of the
origin of the fire at Doug-
las Saw Milis on the night
ofthe l3th tlt. Tlieresu);
tas net yet transpirei;
but we hope that the in-
vestigation will be a
searching one, and that,
if it should appear that
the fre was the work cf
an incendiary, the uutnos:
vigilance may te employ-
ed by the authorities to
detect and bring ta pun-
ishment tthe guilty par-
ties."

uy 11th.
"We cannat termin ate

our notice of these melan-
choly and disgraceful pro-
ceed'ings without, as Ca-
theils, beartili- express-
ing aur condemnalion e?
the violence of wict, ne-
fear, h la but tee trac,-
that several of the part-
opposed te the Orange-
iremen ec guilt...
These mcn shoul'] te
given plainly te under-
stand that, by calling
themselvesCatholics,they-

-ive scandal to religion;
that if Irishmen, they arce.
a disgrace ta their coun-
try ; and that, no matter
wbat their creed or nation
they are a curse te so-
ciety, and abhorred by a]
honest citizens."

If to speak in the terms given above, be "to
mainiain a profound sdenc"-jf the lanuage-
cf UE TuE \ITNESS Le tiat of one who is
"intinidated" or wh "approves of the deeds
inz questiO-if ta conenn be to "appr-ove,
-anti if to cal? for a I searching investigation>
Le precisely the sane thing as t "cdl for no
investigation"-tlhen indeed we will acknow-
ledge the editor of the li ontrcal Wieness to be
an ionest nan. But as it is not our intention to
cal] our cotemporary iard naines, we shall leave
it to our readers to forn their own opinions as
to the lhonesty and credibility of the >' L Montreal
Witness.

The Toronto'ik-ror lias-as from his ante-
cedentsire expected-struck out of his columns
the .post objectionable part of Amos' filthy ad-
vertiement-wih hlie inserted in ignorance of'
its' iontents, and after a positive assurance that
.-the. book it recammended to the youth of botI-

such is Lis harnar -cfPope' that n-csa> be
Stbaatif d ehad th

ance of' success-i.e.rof. proving te sai
prcsions.ilégl"bewoul ngagobave
incited legal proceedings againstithe Bishop e0
Montreal and-ibe other iembers f- th altho-
lie CLurch, w-ho on Sunda> the 14th Of June last
Must have openly' violated the Iaws o? the land
if the. lirocession of the Fete Dieu be illegal.
It is in the Courts o taw, and theie only, that
the question of the legality or illegality of the.
said procession can be authoritatively de-
cided, and to them we leave the decision.

That everything connected b ith the practise.
of the Catholit religion, andi "contrary to the
lawys of Briain" was, as our cotemporary pre-
tends, prohibited by the treaty of Paris, is false.
At the date of that treaty- the sanguinary Pro-
testant penal laws, makîng the exercise of the
Catholle religion a felony, were still in force in
Great Britain ; whilst froin the tersas of the
treaty It is clear that the intention of its framers
was to secure-(except. where expressly stipu-
lated to the contrary)-to the French Canadians,
upon their becoming British subjects, the full and
unmolested enjoyment of al) the religious rigits
and privileges whichthey had enjoyed under the
dominion of the French Kngs. We theless won-
der however, at the erroneous interpretation put
by the Montrcal Witness on that treaty, seeing
thathie is so ill-informed upon cotemporary events-
as to informb is readers that the Pete Diciu pro-
cessions are no longer allowed in France; the-
fact being, that at the very time he perpetrated
this egregious blunder, the Univers and other
French journals were giving full accounts of the
great splendour with which the processions of
the ete Dieu had been celebrated througihout
the Empire.

Passing on to Lis personal attacks upon us, and
the course pursued by the TRun WTcNESS Wit
reference to the riots on the 12th and 13thi ult.,
wve think that the best mode of answermng hin is,
simply to publish, side by side, the folloiwing cex-
tracts from the TRUE WITNESS and the other

Vitners-leaving our readers to formi their own


