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NEWS OF THE WEEK.
Tuz last dates from Liverpoo! fully confinn the
previous -reports of the outbreak in China. Tt
would seem that Brother Jonathan has alse a
“ crow Lo pick™ with the Celestials; and that
Vrench squadron is fitting out for the China Sea.
The Son of the 2oon, and first cousin to all the
heavenly hodics generally, will soon have cnough
‘on his hands.
¥rom Europe, the news is pacific. The Newf-
chatel question is in a fair way of being ad-
justed, and the Paris Conferences are a mere
matter of form,

Frox our ¢ frank  confession™—as the Aylmer
Times calls it—ihat the Roman Catholic Church
is not, and that the one true Church—that which
tias been in existence ever since the day of Pen-

that Church is older than the most ancient por-
tion of the said scriptures, and that it is impos-
sible for a superstructure to be older than its
foundation—our cotemporary hoasts that he © can
readily prove that Rumanism is not Christianity.”
This proud vaunt he attempts to make good, by
the fellowing strange logical process :—

He argues—1. That ¢ Christ acknowledged
the authority of the Seriptures of the Old Tes-
tameut.”  This we admit; but as Christ left no
« Canon,” or list, of the said Qld T'estament
Scriptures, this avails but little. 'There were
apparently amongst the Jewishinspired Scripturess
books which we bave lost: as for ipstance, that
wherein was recorded the prophecy of “ Iinoch
the seventh {rom Adam,” quoted by St. Jude in
his General Epistle, 14th verse; and of which
tbe knowledge must have been preserved by
weans of a book: unfess indeed, even under the
old dispensation, oral tradition, as well as Scrip-
ture, was a recognised medium for transmitting
divine truth from one generation to another—
from the days ef Enoch before the Deluge, down
to those of the first century of the Chrislian era.

Secondly—argues our cotemporary— Christ
taught THs will to His disciples, in order to pre-
pare them for preaching it to men, and commit-
ting it to writing, which they did ot His direc-

tion, and under Iiis authority.”

That Christ taught Iis will to His disciples—
<« gr"—[to quote vur cotemporary]—* apostles
as they were afterwards calfed”—is undoubted;
for it is implied in the name ¢ disciples,” arlearn-
ers, which of course implies a teaaher; but it
no where appears upon the record that He ever
directed Ilis disciples, “ or apostles as they were
afterwards called,” to cowmit ITis teachings to
writing. If our cotemporary holds to the opi-
nion that Fe did dircct themn so to do, he should
be prepared to prove it; not by vague assump-
tions, but hy well established historical facts ; and

! retics, and modern Protestants, dened to be the

remembering always that, according to a Pro-
testant maxim, % whatsoever is not read therein”
— Holy Scripture— nor may be proved therc-
by, is not 1o be required of any man that it should
be belicved as an article of faith.?—39 Articles
—Art. vi.

Not only 15 there not in the said Scriptures
one word to make us suspect that Christ ever
directed His disciples, ¢ or apostles as they were
afterwards called,” to commit Ilis teachings to
writing—but, {rom the subsequent conduct of the
said Apostles themselves, we bave the strongest
reasons for believing that e did not. 'We have
for instance, every reason for believing that they
were sincerely attached to, and faithfully obedient
to the directions of, their Divine DMaster; and
would therefore, had they been so dirceted by
‘Him, have been all, not only prompt in fulfilling
‘His directions, but would bave taken good care
1o seeure the fruits of their literary labors to
futurc gencrations, by bequeathing to them a list
of the books by them wrilten, and therefore to be
received as authoritative by all men in subscquent
ages. These things doubtless they would bave
done, if obedient disciples, 7f directed by their
Master to write, and Zf possessed of a grain of
ordinary prudence.

Now, the undoubted historical fact is, that, not
only the disciples,  or apostles as they were af-
terwards called,” left behind them no list, or
« Canon” of Scripture—no means whatsoever by
which the humble, but carnest inquirer of distant
~ages might learn what writings he was to receive

" “as ‘the authoritative works of the Apostles—but
that there is scarce a- single writing now extant,

* whiich, without calling in the asiistance of an 4.~

. fallible authority in veligious matters, can be
proved to be the work of an apostle, or of an

eye witness of Clrist’s miracles, and an ear wit-
ness of His teachings upon carth.

To begin with the' Gospels. - Those of St.
Mark and of St. Luke do not even profess to
have been written by Apostles, or under Qur
Lord’s direction. On the contrary, the latter
begins bis history by inforining us, that ¢ 2¢ seemed
good” 1o him to write; a form of words hardly
reconcileable witha positive direction from Christ
to write. Of the Gospel called of St. Matthew,
all that the Protestant can state positively is,
that, in its present form, it is sot the work of
him whose name it bears ; whilst the (rospel of
St, John, the last in point of age of all the New
Testament writings, has been, both by early he-

writing of an Apostle at all.  Whether any of
the other Apostles wrote biographical notices of
theiv Master, with a summary of Iis teachings,
(in compliance with His directions), we need not
inquire ; it is cnough for us that, if they did, not
a vestige of their literary labors remains at the
present day.

‘Thus Neander, the Protestant theologian of
the evangelical school in Germany, in his * Life
of Christ,” tells us that:—

i The settled results of my investigations on this
subject may be stated as follows. The historical re-
mains, ag well u3 the nature of the case, sbow that
the writing of the Gospel bistory did not originate in
any design o give n connected account of the life
and public ministry of Christ as a whole, but rather
grew out of n series of traditional accounta of sepa-
rate scenes in Ilis history, These accounts wers
parily tranzmitted by word of mouth, and partly lnid
down in written memoirs Our first three
Cospels resulted from the compilation of such se-
parate materials, as Luke bimself states in his iatro-
duction. Matthew's Goapel, in it3 preseat form, was
not the production of the Apostle, whose nrme it
bears.”

Tassing next to the Acts, and Epistles of St,
Paul, our Protestant cotemporary will hardly
pretend that either were written by a ¢ disciple,”
to whomn Christ bad taught His Will upon earth,
or one to whom He gave the commission to
« teach all nations,” and the assumed directions
to write. Of the Epistle called of St:'James, all
that our Protestant friend can assert positively is,
that, on the highest Protestant authority—that of
St. Luther himself—it has been pronounced an
« epistle of straw ;7 whilst of the other writings
of the New Testament, there is scarce one whose
genuineness has not been called in question, not
one which has any other claims upon our vencra-
tion as inspired Scripture, than the autboritative
decisions of the Catholic Church. This may
appear very shocking to our Aylner cotemporary ;
but if he will attempt to establish the authority
of any one book of the New Testament, without
appealing to those decisions as linal, he will soon
find the truth of our assertion. And this should
suflice 2lso to convince him that Seripture, or
Writings, cannot be the foundation of the true
Church. For, until by a competent living autho-
rity—(and only an tnfallible authority was com-
petent for such a work)—ihe Canon of Scripture
Lad bLeen settled—which was not till late in the
IV. century-—no one, without pretending to a
special revelation, could possibly know what
Scriptures, or Writings, he was to receive as the
inspired Word of God, or as authoritative in the
supernatural order.

Let us ask of our cotemporary to transport
tumself in imagioation to the middle of the second
century of our era, before the “ Canon of Scrip-
ture” had been authorilatively defined ; and whilst
by many Christian communities, or churches,
many wrilings which are now included in the
New Testament Canon, were rejected, or looked
upon as apocryphal ; and others, now excluded,
were accepted as IHoly Seripture ; how, under
such circumstunces, would be, as a Christian,
have acted 2—by what process would ke have en-
deavored to arrive at certainty upon the numer-
ous and important controversies which then raged
in the Christian world? By appeal to the Scrip-
tures? But how would he have known to what
Scriptures to appeal ; when, as yet, no univer-
sally recognised ¢ Canon of Seripture” was in
existence {—or has he the presumption to sup-
pose—cither that God would have given to Lim a
special revclation upon this head—or that by his
individual judgment he would have been capable
of solving so momentous a question; one upon
which there is, even at the present day, so much
variety of opinion amongst the most learned Iro-
testants? And yet, until he had with infallible
certainty settled his « Canon of Scripture,” it
would have been impossible for him to appeal to
Seripture as the “touchstone that must settle
all controverted doctrines;” for till then, Scrip-
ture itsclf would have been to him an « unknowa
quantity” in the problem preseted to him for
solution.

The Church therefore could not have held in
the second century, or before the ¢ Canon of
Scripture” was settled, “that the Scriptures”
were the foundation of the Church ; but would
have asserted of herself then, as St. Paul assert-
ed of her in the first century, that she was
« built upon the foundation of the apostles and
prophéts”—Ern. ii., 20. Now, though tradi-
tion tells us that the said Apostles bequeathed to
the Church the valuable legacy of the “ Apos-
ties’ Creed,”* yet it is certain that they did not

e Ttis worthy of notico that this Creed’ conlainsa

leave her, what would huve been of infinitely
more value—nay ndispensable, upon the hypo-
thesis of the Awylmer Temes—viz., o ¢ Canon

of Scripture,” or accurate list of the - writings

which were .to be received by all as of divine
authority, and'as the foundation of the Christion
Church. Of two things therefore, one.  Tither
we must adinit that the Aposties were the uost
stupid bluaderers and nincompacps to whom was
ever commitied -an jmportant charge—in that
they did not settle the foundations of the Church
or, from the fact {hat—though careful to ordain
Bishops in every conntry which they visited, and
io whom they gave the charge to kecp that
which was committed to their trust®—1 T
vi., 20—and to commit the things heard f{rom
the Apostles to other faithful men, who should
% he able to teach others alse”—2 T ii., 2—
they took no precauntion whatever to seltle a
“ Canon of Scripture,”” we must conclude that,
in the opinion of the Apostles themselves, the

Seriptures were not the “ foundation of the

Church,? or ¢ the touchstone that must settle all
controverted doctrines.®  I*he Churel, and the
Church alone, is that * touchstone ;" and there-
forc is it that, with St. Augustin, the Romanist
of the XIX century still exclaims ¢ T would not
believe the Scriptures did not the authority of
the Church move me thereunto.”

Our cotemporary is perfectly coryect in his
surmise,  that—*if religion is from heaven it
must be true, and there must be some mode or
method of communicating it to man”; but it
does not thence follow that that “ mode or me-
thod” must either be Seripture or writing, or
clse oral teachers, all alike inspired.” TFor
there is another mode conceivable ; as for in-
stance, that of aliving body or Church ; no indi-
vidual member of which is indeed inspired ; but
which, as an organic whole, is possessed of a vital
principle, cven the indwelling Spirit of Christ ;
by Whom it is effectually preserved from all
error, from all possibility of corruption, and
is constantly led into all truth. Such a % mode or
method of communicating it”—religion— to
man” is conceivable ; and thereforec we are not
compelled to accept either alternative propound-
ed to us by the Aglmer Times. Itis alse evi-
dent, that, if there be such a body, Church, or
spiritual organism, there would be no fear of her
changing, or of ¢ some new thing turning up
which would overtbrow ber whole past teaching
and experience.” "The posstbility of clhange and
error can not be predicated of a body, animated
by the Spirit of Him Who is truth—the same
yesterday, to day, and forever ; and thus the ob-
jection urged by the Aglmer Times against a
Church, as the “ modé or method of communi-
caling religion to man,” is valid only upon the
hypothesis that she is a mere human institution.
But if of Divine origin, the body of Christ Him-
self, in vital union with Iim as her Head—a
divine organism in fact, not a mere congerics of
individuals—his objection of course is worthless;
and such a ¢ mode or method of commuvicating
religion to man” may still be, for all he has
shown to the contrary, the one ¢ mode or me-
thod” appoioted by Christ Himself.

e

To the pressing, but reasonable invitation in our
last number to the Montreal Witness, to name
his authority for, or to withdraw, his positive as-
sertion that « 88 per cent.”” of the juvenile cri-
minals committed to the Montvreal juil during the
past year ¥ were puls of the nuns and friars,”’
our cotemporary refurns no answer. e refuses
either to give his anthority for his calumny, or to
withdraw it.

Amongst non-evangelical persons, there can be
but onc opinion of such conduct; and though it
may find favor in the eyes of that numerous class
amongst whom our cotemporary lives, moves, and
has his being—amongst the saints of the conven-
ticle, who having, during six days of the week,
duly adulterated their goods, cheated their cus-
tomers, watered the rum, and sanded the sugar,
on the seventh go up to our Zion to give thanks
to the Lord that they are not as other men are—
amongst the worldly minded, amongst those who
make no peculiar profession of sanctity, it will be
treated no doubt as it deserves.

Having thus effectually disposed of Lie No. 1.
—that, of the juvernile criminals, committed dur-,
ing the last year “ 88 per cent were pupils of
the nuns ard friars”®—we will procced 1o demo-
lish Lie No. 2.

Io his issue of the 14th the Montreal Wit-
2ess asseris—referring to the “ books of the
Montreal jail” as his authority— that, out of
300 commitments of juvenile offenders during the
year—264—or precisely 88 per cent—ivere Ca-
tholics.” To this we reply by the following
slatistics kindly furnished to us by one who has
authorized us to use his name as a guarantee of
their truth, if they are contradicted. We may
add that they bave been carefuily compiled from
the ¢ books of the prison.”

During the year 1856 there were committed,
of persons under 18 years of age—(and persons
above 18 can hardly. be ranked amongst ¢ juven-
ile offenders”)—214, and not 300 as the Moxnt-
treal’ Watness asserts. . .

But of these 214 commitments, 45 have been

profeasion of bellef “in the Holy Catholie Church,” but
not a word about believing ¢ in the Foly Scriptures.

recommitments of the same individuals ; thus leav-

committed. during the past year, 169,
Of these 169 juvenile criminals, the religious
denominations are given as under :—

CatholicSeee s ceneevnannrern.. 142
Protestants.eee e s ov venen. 27

169

Thus showing that 19, and not 12 per cent.of
the whole juveniles committed were Protestants.

Again, of the 142 Catholic juveniles commit-
ted, only 31 were of French Canadian origin;
the remnamder being for the most part unfortunate
Irish immigrants, committed to jail generally, as
an act of charity, and not because of any offence
against the laws of God or man.  'We will ex-
plain the pracess.

Of the irish emigrants of whom numbers are
shipped out to Canada, often from the poor-
houses of the mother country, a great many are
of course landed upon our shores in a state of
extreme destitution. A widowed mother, for in-
stance, with perhaps a couple of little children
from 4 to § years old hanging to the skirts of her
petticoats, another in her arms, and another at
the breast—is arrested by the Police a3 a va-
grant. As a vagrant she is, as an act of charity,
committed to jail ; and—not to separatc her from
fier children—{be [latter arc committed to jail
along with her. “Lhis is an vvent of constant oc-
currence amougst the poor Irish Catholic immi-
grants ; and thus it is, that, of our “ juvenile of-
fenders,”many are babies at their mothers’ breasts ;
sucking criminals as it were, certainly not very
dangerous to socicty, nor offensive in the eyes of
ITim Who once took litte children in Tis arms
and blessed them.

But—and this is the best and most convincing
test of the moral results of the training given
by our Catholic educational institution—at our
French Canadian population which as fixed and
permanent is of coursc most subject to the in-
fluences of our  puns and friars,” only 31 have
been inmates of our jail; and this though our
population is composed by an overwhelining ma-
jority of French Canadian Catholics. Indeed,
when we take into consideration what an incon-
siderable fraction (numerically) of the popula-
tion of the district is composed of Protestants, it
is clear that m furnishing 19 per cent. of the
« juvenile offenders,” they furnish fully their quota
of crime.”

Our object is not however to impute criminality
to our separated brethren; but to convict the
Montreal Witness of wilful and deliberate false-
hood in his jail statistics. This we bave fully
accomplished. We have contradicted, and defied
him to prove, or to giwve his authority for his
statement, that « 88 per cent.”” of the juvenile
offenders for the past year were “ pupils of the
nuns and friars ; and be dare not answer us;
be dare not meet our challenge, thus avowing
himself a convieted liar. We bave shown by
statistics, which are unimpeachable, that there
have been only 169 juveniles committed during
the past year, instead of 300, as asserted by the
Montreal Witness ; and that of these 169 juve-
niles, 19 per cent., and not 12 only, were Pro-
testants. We bhave shown, lastly, that of that
portion of our population which is most subject
to the influences of the “ nuns and friars,” only
31 have been commilied to jail ; and having done
this, we can weil aflord to treat the future ca-
lumnies of our evangelical cotemporary with the
contempt that they deserve.

Tse “ BostoN PiLor” anp e Catuo-
vic University oF JRELAxp.—The delusion
under which we, in company with many others,
have for some years labered, that the Boston
Pilot was a Catholic paper, has been eflectually
dissipated by the perusal of a scurrilous and -bi-
goted communication from a soi disant Ivish
correspondent, wriling over the signature of O-
Keefe, with which the P#ot of the 3rd inst., pol-
lutes its columns. This infamous article is direct-
ed against—not only such men as Dr. Newman
and other distinguished converts to the Catholic
faith—men not more distinguished by their learn-
ing and rare abilities, thau by the heroic sacrifices
which, in obedience to the dictates of Divine.
Grace, they have made for the cause of truth—
but against the Sovereign Pontiff and the Catho-
lic University of Ireland. Of the former, the
« converts” who with the approbation of the lat-
ter have been named Professors in the Catholic
University, this Mr. O'Keefe has the amusing
impertinence to speak as © #lldterate, stupid, -
bred Englishmen ;* and according to the same
authority, the author of Callista, and one of the
ripest scholars of his age, is set down as onc of
a bateh of « smported dunces” and ¢ scounerels.”

Indeed for n Protestant to join the Church,
and to abandon home, station, position in sociely,
and all that on earth men most dearly cherish, for
the sake of Christ and Iis Gospel, is, in the eyes
of the Pilot’s correspondent, an unpardonable sin.
« It is they,” he says, spcaking of the pretended
failure of the Catholic University—* it is they
who are guilty. They come in the garb of converts,
and pour their pestiferous breath into the ears of
our venerable bishops”>—(silly dupes these Bishops
must be to let themselves be deceived by such a
set of “illiterate, stupid, ill-bred Englishmen™)
—* and poison the holy hearts of those pure and

g the ‘actual number of ¢ juvénile‘ offenders”

rrm—

amiable ‘prelates " with- their - crafty . whispers_
polluted 25 the aristocracy are with every vice——
foul with ‘every variety of cofruptiou. 1t s
these scoundrels, who arc (o blame and theq;
alone.” And then a litle further on he spea';;
of these * scoundrel converts”® as « Wrélcll(.'s";
who ¢ will adopt any creed” in order to warp o
simple Irish Catholic Bishop to their purpase 3 for
it would seem that the said Prelates, and the
Sovereign Pontifi’ to boot, are but a zet of ensilj;
gulled simpletons, whose intelligence can be of
no higher order than are the morals of ¢h,
“ scoundrels”—the dliterate, stupid, ill-byog
converts” who make tools of them. For, gy,
naturally asks, ¢/ the said ¢ converts” of Tyy..
lish origm—the Newmans, the Wilberforces, the
Mannings—are the « dliterate stupid {H-brog
scoundrels” that the Boston Pilot represeny
them, how is it that they bave been able tp « wgﬁ
their way into the confidence™ of the Catholic
Bishops of Treland 2

‘Lo reply seriously ta such cllargcs would he
beneath the dignity of the gentleman, or the (.
tholic journalist. We notice them solely fo;
the purpose of warning' our Catholic readars
against the Bostor Pilot, as a publication more
dangerous to the true interests of the Chureb, ang
our holy religion, than the most rabid Tjta i’m-
testant sheet issued on this Continent ; because
under pretence of advocating the cause of Iri.\.h-’-
men, it wantonly and malignantly assails the eligp-
acters of some of the best and noblesi of . the
Churel’s children 5 and because, whilst Lty pocriti-
cally professing itself a friend of Catholics, it
gives insertion to ribald abuse of Catholic clergy-
men, in which even an Achilli or a Gavazzi would
hardly dare to indulge ; and plainly insinuates that
the Irish Hierarchy, with the Pope at their head,
are but a set of simpletons, the dupes of  ilite.
rate, stupul and #I-bred scoundrels ;” and there-
fore of comrse, more illiterate, more stupid, ang
more ignorant of good manners, than the scoun-
drels swho impose upon them.

‘We bave been requested to publish the follow-
ing details, in the hope that some clue may be
obtained to the “ whereabouts™ of the clief ae-
tor therein.

A young Irish girl, Mary Anne O’Comuer,
about 2 years and 6 months in the colany, was
engaged a few weeks ago as house servant by o
Mr. William Henry Jones of Sawlt are Recoller,
who used formerly to practice in the United
States as a Baptist preacher; but who, whilst in
Canada, devoted his energics to the business of
block making. The girl O’Conner, who had
been living with Mrs. Flyny, who keeps = ser-
vants’ Registry Office in Alexander strect, enter-
ed ler service with her late master upon Cluist-
mas Eve. On the 5th inst., he told her that he
and bis family were about to make a round of
visits to their friends, and would in consequence
be absent from home for several days. He re-
commended her therefore to return to Mrys.
Tlyna’s during the interval ; promsing to call for
her, about noon on Saturday the 10th inst.,at Mr.
Mountain’, St. Lawrence Main Street. The
girl (’Conuor did as she was advised ; leaving
however behind her, her chest containing all she
had in the world, in the expectation that her ab-
sence would be but short.

On the Saturday following she waited as ap-
pointed, at Mr. Mountain’s, but in vain. Ne
Mr. William Heary Jones made his appearance.
Anxious for her box, the poor girl started for
the Sawlt ; and on her arvival there, found to
ler dismay that ber master had decamped—
having, i the hurry of his departure, not only
forgotten to discharge certain debts by him con-
tracted, but taking with him the entire worldly
possessions of Mary O’Connor. Itis supposed
that this worthy has “made tracks” for the
States, to resume, very probably, bLis old trade
of evangelizing as a Baptist minister of the
Gospel. Should this meet the eye of any one
acquainted with the present residence of the
aforesaid William Henry Jones, he will confer a
great kindness an 2 poor friendless girl, by put-
ling himsell in communication with her at Mr.
Fly;m’s Registry Office, Bleury Street, Mon-
treal.

(&~ Information wanted by his daughter, now in
Montreal, of Michael O’Connor {rom the county
of Limerick Ireltid; who came to Americt
about four years ago, and is supposed to be stil
in Detroit, where he resided—Leonard Strect—
when last heard of. Address to Mary O"Con-
nor, care of Mr. Tlynn, Bleury Street, Mon-
treal. American papers will confer an act ol

kindness on a poor girl by giving insertion to the
above.

e Y

A subscriber wishes 1o know why we Lave not
noticed a scandalous affair, m which a clergy-
man of the Church of England is scriously im-
plicated. We reply that we have not done 30
—because the details are unfit for a Catholic
periodical, which finds its way into the hands of
young persons of both scxes; and because to at-
tempt to base au argument, or to creaie prejudices
against a particular denomination on account of the
misconduct of one of its members—unless such
misconduct is the direct and neeessary result of fi-
delity to ils teachings—is conduct as répugnant
to all the rules of logic, as it is uabccoming &
gextleman and a Catholic ; and should therefore



