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5 We would call attention to the change
in the DProprietary of this journal, which came
into operation from the commencement of the
present Volume. In consequence of this altera-
tion, we would urge upon our subscribers who
are in arrears the importance of a prompt ligut-
daiion of their aceounts.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.
To all appearance the real Italian Difficulty is
only now beginning, and s been brought about
by the success of French arms in Italy. Napo-
teon has, in fact, been placed by his victories
somewhat n the condition of the man who won
the elephant n the rafile, and who was ruined
in consequence. The victories won in Ttaly have
been to the French Emperor that elephant.—
They bave encouraged revolution in several of
the Ttajian States, whose people have forcibly
driven their sovereigns away. Hopes have thus,
by the success of Freach arms, been excited,
and passions aroused, amongst the Italians, whick
ke Emperor cannot gratify without assuming
an attitude of decided hostility towards the Holy
See ; or suppress, without provoking against hun-
sell the wrath of all the revolutionists of Europe.
If by force of arms he restores the exiled princes
to the thrones whence by their subjects they bave
been driven, he will again be singled out as the
mark for the assassin’s dagger; if he favors the
revolutionary party, he must break with Austria,
and involve himsell in hostilities with Rome. At
present bis position is apparently most embarrass-
10g ; on every side of him the path is bestrewed
with thorns, and lLe can aeither advance with
safety, oor retreat with honor. Whether the
Conference at Zurich shiall succeed in extricating
bim from this pamful dilemma in which lis very
victories have placed him, remains yet to he seen.
He has, however, one cansolation. He has given
his good people of Paris a spectacle, in the shape
of the triumphant entry of his gallant army into
the City. All Paris turued out, and cheered lus-
tily ; for there were tattered colors and captured
cannon, though other results from the slaughter
of Magenta and of Solferino there are none to
boast of. Still it was a grand military spectacle ;
and if not altogether so effective as those which
graced the first unpire, when the victor had
something more substantial to show for his wic-
tories, and when he led Kings and Emperors cap-
tives behind his chariot wheels—yet it cannot
but have proved highiy fattering to the specta-
tors, who above ali things delight i military
pageants.

The British Parliament s been prorogued ;
and the legislators of the Ewmpire are recruiting
their faculties on the maors, and amudst the stub-
bles. The invasion panic seems in a great de-
gree to have subsided  and though the question
of « Coast Defences” stili occupies a promineat
pace 1 the British press, save for Puncl’s -
morous remnders, we might almost believe that
the fears of the French Ewmperor’s designs agamst
lus ally, had given way to 2 biind confidence in
liis good intentions.

The Jason from Galway, 20th ult., adds but
little to our budget of news. The Zurich Con-
ference was doing sothing ; the National Assem-
bly of Tuscany bal formaily pronounced agaiast
the recall of the ancient dynasty: and that of
JModena was makiuy a similar stand. The Inost
important dfem of Englsh news is, that the
Great Eastern was to make her first trial trip on
the 34 tust. ; and on the 15th instant would start
for Ler run across the Atlantic. The accounts

of the voming harvest are most favorable.

" Bericion axp Pourics.—¢ The prest has
no right to meddie with polities,” says the Pro-
testant statesman. % The domain of politics be-
longs exclusively to we, as the affairs of religion

“ belong Tto the priest; and I will not allow the
Jatter (o intrude upon my domain.” And this
silly clap-trap passes for sound practical philoso-
phy with the common kind of Trotestants; who
are a5 incapable of reasoning upon any subject
in " which the interests of their bellies is not in-
volved, as is the ox in ibe pasture. DBut even

Catholics, or persoss calling themselves Catho-
tholics, reiterate sometimes the same unmeaning

dressa fow words, uponttbeiﬁcons:stencyandah-
surdity of their conduct. - . o

| Religion belongs to the Priest, you say ; and
you must admit that all that can affect, directly
or indirectly, the religions and woral status of
the individual or of the community, in like man-
per falls within the Priest’s legitimate jurisdic-
tion. To assert therefore, consistently, that the
Priest has no right to interfere with politics, or
with the acts of the statesman and legislator, you
should be prepared to assert that palitics, or the
acts of the civil ruler, can have no effect, direct or
indircct, on the religious and moral status of the
governed. Are you prepared to assert this 7 and
if you are not, how can you pretend that the
Priest, to who you accord supreme authority in
the moral and religious order, has no right to in-
terfere with politics, by which that order is often
seriously affected ?

The position of those who refuse fo the
Priest any jurisdiction in the domain of politics,
and who at the same time admit that the acts of
the statesman are often pregnant with unportant
results, either for good or evil, to the cause of
religion and morality—is absurd, and therefore
logically untenable. It isa false position ; a
position adopted for the most part by knaves,
with the view of covering their ultimate nefa-
rious designs upon civil and religious liberty.—
When the politician cries 20 priestcraft—mno
| priest’s interference with politics”—he virtually
claims for himself the right of supreme and inde-
pendent jurisdiction in the domain of conscience,
asserts hisright to legislate for the Church
well as for the State, and assumes to bimself the
functions of the Priest; to whom, in theory, he
accords the exclusive control over the affairs of
Lt us take a case in point.

as

religion.

No one, we suppose, will deny, that educa-
tinn nust exercise a considerable influence upon
the religious and moral condition of the people
subject ta it. The question of education, or the
School Question, is therefore a question with
which it is the duty, as well as the right, of the
priest to interfere; and the statesman who re-
fuses to the latter that right, or obstructs him in
the discharge of that duty, virtually arrogates to
himself the right of supreme and independent
jurisdiction over matters in which religion is
deeply and directly interested.

Again, it will be generally admitted—that the
moral and religious condition of a people must be
affected, either for good or evil, by the relations
subsisting amongst them betwixt the sexes—that
the moral and religious condition of a people
which countenances polygamy will vary greatly
from that of a nation of strict monogamists—
and that, therefore, the acts of the legislator
which prescribe the terms of the sexual unions of
the people, carry with them imiportant moral and
religious consequences. ~ With what show of
reasan then can the civil legislator claim for him-
self tae exclusive right of jurisdiction in the
premises? or treat the action of the priest—the
sole legitimate authority in the moral and re-
ligtous order—as a wanton interfereace ?

And so with almost every conceivable act of
the statesman. Scarce is there one in which,
either directly or indirectly, the interests of reli-
gion and morality are not concerned, and which
does not carry with it consequences in the moral,
as well as in the material order. Granting to
the State absolute jurisdiction in the latter, or
material order—in the former, or moral order, 1t
cannot pretend even to any such right. Within
its own limits we allow it to be supreme ; but no
one will claim for it & supremacy beyond those
limits. And so long, but so long only,as its func-
tions are confined exclusively to matters connect-
ed with our hodies, our roads, streets, canals, and
sewers, will we admit the impropriety of any
priesiy interference with those functions.

But when the cinl legislator, leaving lus own
domain, trespasses upon the domain of others ;
when he interferes with questions in which our
religious and moral, as well as our merely mate-
rial, interests are concerned, then is it time that
he should be warned back ; and that the rights of
the true lord of the Manor be asserted against
him. This it is that Protestants complain of:
for the same feelings of hostility to the game-
keeper that prompt the poacher detected shoot-
g in another man’s preserves, prompt the civil
statesinan to exclaim against the impertinent and
wanton interference of priests with polities.

But do Protestants praciise what they preach?
does the history of Protestantism since the great
apostacy of the XVI. century, warrant us in be-
heving in the sincerity of those of its professors
who now in the XIX. century clamor for the
tota} separation of refigion and politics? On the
contrary :  State-Churchism,” or the particular
union of Church and State known by that name,
is a plant of Protestant growth; and if in some
Protestant communities this particular form of
conneciion has been repudiated, it hus been so
repudiated, only because there the Church has
been merped into the State, and the two Orders
have become confused instead of being umted.—
The Anghean, who recogoises in the head of kis
State, the head also of his Church, and whose
Bishops are members of Parliament, cannot con-
sistently exclaim against the intervention of the

verbiage; ard it is to them that we would ad-

Catholic Priest in politics.  Neither can the
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spirithal ‘descendant “of the fI’l'_urntans 3.-of - those

political preachers, the trumpeters of rebellion. in
the days,— R o
 When pulpit’ drum ecclesinstic
Was beat with fist instead of a stick.”

All denominations, by. turns, have interfered and
that actively, with the politics of their several
States ; and the most incessant, and active in that
interference, have been those who piqued them-
selves the most upon their opposition to Popery.
These facts, of which no student of history is
ignorant, we cite, not in vindication of the action
of the Catliolic Church ; but as a proof of the in-
consistency and hypocrisy of those who, with an
utter disregard for facts, condemn that action as
wanton and unprecedented.

So long, and in so far, as polities can affect
the interests of religion and morality ; so long
as they exercise an influence upon the Church as
{ well 2s upon the Slate ; so long, and to that ex-
tent, is it the duty of the true Priest, of him who
is not a hireling, to interpose his influence w
politics. The State undertakes to control the
education of our children—to regulate the terms
of the sexual untons of its subjects—to limit the
right of the individual to dispose of his own pro-
perty as he pleases for religious and charitable
purpnses—c'hallenges for itself the right to confis-
cate our ecclesiastical endowments—and in innu-
merable other instances directly interferes with our
refigious institutions—and yet it is urged that the
Priest, the divinely appointed guardian of religion,
the supreme judge upon earth on all matters that
concern our spiritual interests, shall not inter-
fere to remind the statesman that, in bis public
as well as in his private capacity, he is God’s
creature, and owes account for all his actions to
s Creator !

Cease then, we say to the statesman, to legis-
late in matters extendmg beyond the material
order. But this is impossible, it will be said ;
for in the actual order of things, the material and
the spiritual—things temporal and things eternal—
are as intimately and inseparably connected and
blended together, as are soul and body. True;
and therefore is it that the attempt to divorce
themn must ever prove a failure ; therefore is it
that the cry against priestly interefence with pol-
itics is, and must be, so long as the present order
of thinzs subsists, so long as the nature of man is
what it is, pure bunlwm.

With regard to the particular occasion which
has elicited these remarks, we cannot do better
than lay before our readers some extracts from
the Hamelton Spectator ; wherein our Protest-
ant cotemporary ably and conclusively replies to
the hostile criticism of the Herald, the Globe, and
others, upon the action of the Catholic Hierarchy

of Canada :—

% The Herald says:*For a long time past, it
geems to have been the chief aim of every Ministerial
journalist te break down the character of Mr. M‘Gee.
A sinzular failure has been the result; and now 2
new power has, thercfore, taken the field in aid of
the speat forces of the former assasilants, and the
victor, in the fair confliet of reason, is, if possible, to
be suppressed in the name of religion” We need
hardly say that the whole of the above extractis a
mere tissue of untruths. It is unfair to impute to the
Ministeria! journals a desire of breaking down the
character of Mr, M‘Gee, when they do nothing more
than expose his want of political honor and consist-
ency, This they have, undoubtedly, the right to do;
and how far they have succeeded must be apparent
enough by this time. As toa new power having
taken the field, any one who reads the last number
of the True Witness will perceive that the bishops
have merely followed up the course they took some
months since in laying down certain rules for the
guidance of their organ. Tho True Witness having
acted up to the principles laid down by the heads of
the Church, there could not be anything wrong in
the bishops expressing their approval of the or-
gan's conducet in adbering to the course marked out
for it. More than this they have not ventured to do;
but it 50 happens that, in applnoding the conduet of
the True Witness, taey at the same time denounce,
by implication, the conduct of the junior member
for Montreal; that is, they fully approve of the
courze pursued by the True Witness, which embraces
its damaging exposures of Mr. M‘Gee’s deviation
from the lire of policy laid down by the heads of the
church.

To what way it can be said that the Cathelic
episcopacy have come to tie aid of the Ministry, we
are at u loss to divine, zince it must be evident 10 all
that thc bishops are caroful in giving preference to
any political party. Their approval of the course
taken by the Zrue Witness affords no indication of
a leaning towards the Ministry; in fact the True
TWitness has never shown any preference for the

" Tviz Beiisvincs Appuerion Css.The
‘Montreal Herald has . at last condescended to

| notice' this case of fraud, and oppression prac-.

tised upon a poor Irish Papist; assigning as one
reason -of his previous silence, Ins- ignorance of
the facts and circumstances of the case, beyond
what hat appeared in the Trus WirNESS.

¢ Beyond the statement of her father, as given by
the True WiTNEss, We were, and we ave, in total ig-
porance of the facts and circumstances connected
with, Mary Martin's alleged conversion and abduc-
tion.”

But this is no valid reason ; and at all events,
the Montreal Herald,in the case of Miss Starr,
saw no vahd reason for refusing to call for inves-
tigation into the particulars of that young lady’s
bogus abduction, in the fact that, * beyond the
statemnent of her father, as given by himsell,)” he
was, at the time he commenced his attacks on the
Seminary, Clergy, and Sisters of Charity, “in
total ignorance of the facts and circumstances of
Miss Star’s alleged conversion and abduction.”
In the bare, unsupported, and as events proved,
the, in many respects, mendacious statements of
Miss Starr’s father, the Herald found motives
amply suflicient to induce him at once, and with-
out investigation, to devote columns of his jour-
nal (o attacks upon the Catholic Clergy ; thougb
be refuses to call attention to the case of Mary
Martin’s abduction, because be kuows nothing of
the facts and eircumstances of the case “ beyond
the statement of her father.”” Why ! what more
did he know of the Starr case, when he first be-
gan to discuss, and to direct public attention to
it 2 and why, if the bare statement of the Hon.
Leander Starr sufficed to throw the press of the
Ilerald into spasms ol righteous indignation—
why should the equally well authenticated state-
ment of Mary Martin’s father be allowed to pass
unnoticed ? We can see no reasons for the
difference, save those winch we indicated.—
Patrick Martin is a Papist, and a poor man,
not moving in good society. Mr. Starr is a
rich Protestant ; but,if certain printed documents
lately laid before the public with reference to
a certain Hon. Leander Starr may be relied
upon, be has certainly no right to claim precedence
over Patrick Martin ; who if a poor man, is, ac-
cording to our correspondent’s statement, “a
perfectly Zonest man.” '

Another reason, wore futile even than the
first, is assigned by the FleraZd for bis refusal to
«all for an investigation into the particulars con-
nected with the abduction of Mary Martin. He
says :—

# Admitting the correctness of the True Witness's
narrative, we can find no analogy whatever bet
the Martin and the Starr * cases,’ berond the fa%‘

both the young women having abandoned the frith of
their parents.”

Mark the bad faith of the Herald, in the
words ¢ BOTH THE young woniten ;7 as if, in
the Martin, as well as in the Starr, case, the
persons said to be abducted were entitled to the
nawe of “ young women.” Miss Starr was 21
years of age, and, therefore, legally a woman,
when she of her own {ree will, and proprio motu
left her father’s house. The “young women”
in the Martin case are mere children, one barely
sixteen, the other scarce twelve years of age;
both of whom are, according to the stetement of
our correspondent, kept secreted frow their pa-
rents by Protestants, Iu this sense there is no
analogy betwixt the Starr and Martin © cases ;”
but we will allow the Heralld to continue his
exposttion of his reasons for not notiving the lat-

ter.

% In Miss Starr’s case there was, avowedly heartless
deceit, towards her parents, and on the part of her
newly chosen spiritual gnides. It was their avowed
deception towards her parents, in her and in Ler ec-
clesiastical advisers, that we condemned ; and not
her conversicn or thei: endeavors 0 make her a cou-
vert. In Miss Martin's case, as reluied by the Lrue
Witness, we find po evidence of deceit cither jn the
girl herself or in the person of the name of Lamb in
whosa servize she is said to have been.”

No; but evidence of violence; of za auttack
by Protestants upon a Catholic’s lLouse for the
purpose of tearing his child from bin 3 and of
the forcible detention of his children by Protes-
tants, in violation of Ims rights as a British sub-
ject, and as a father. It is of these things, ard

powers that be, and the bishopsin their meanifesto
apploud the independent stand it has made. It is;
clearly false, then, to assert that a new power has:
taken the field in aid of the Ministry. There can be |
no doubt that the bishops do not approve of Mr. :
M‘Gee's political conduct, inasmuch az they denocunce !
Represeatation by Population, and are strongly at
variance with him on otler points. The *new
power” has done nothing beyond sustain the True
IWitnoss in its course; and we cannot see that the
Minigtry have reason to rejoice over the manifesto in
question, farther than that Mr. M‘Gee's alliance with
the Clear Grits is disapproved of, and his adherence
to their views denounced as inimical to the interests
of a very large body of the electoral community.—
There is nothing of a partizau or political charneter
in the document tbat we can perceive, for we pre-
sume the episcopacy have a perfect right to advise
the Catholics as o the course they may pursue with
regard to certain measures likely to affect them.-—
All religious bodies claim o similar right, and we
cannot see that there is anything wrong in the issue
of the manifesto complained of by our Anglo-Rouge
contemporary. It is a matter concerning the Catho-
lic body alone, and it i3 for them tosay whether they
will accept the advice of the epizecopacy. The mat-
ter in dispute affects the interests of Qatholics solely,
and we can only express our views of it as merc on-
lookers. We can liave no particular interest in the
matter, one way or the other, hence we do not think
the Bishops will be regarded as allies by the Minis-
terialists, cimply because they have come forward
to endorse the conduet of their organ. It isnot true
that they bave comse to the aid of the Ministry ; nor
is it to be fuared that their advice will influence the
Catlolies, g0 as to induco them to take & cerfain
position, as hinted at by the Heruld. The manifesto
hag reference solely to the conduct of the True Wil-

|
|

ness, sud conld not bo intended to influence the vody

generally.”

not of the ¢ conversion,” of his children, that we
complain ; and 1t is grossly dishonest on the part
of the Herald to conceal these, the important
features of the case, from his readers. Had
Miss Starr been torn from her father’s house by
a Popish mob; had she been subsequently carri-
ed away, and access 1o her denied to the father
by force—would not the Ilerald have deemed
these things worthy of comment in his columus !
would not the Pratestant press from one end of
the country to the other, have teemed with invec-
tives against the tyranny and lawlesness of Po-
pery ! Why then does the Herald in his edi-
torial comments upon the Martin case suppress
all allusion 1o the violence and cruel outrage, of
winch, if our mformant’s statement be correct,
the father has been the vietim at the hands of a
savage Protestant mob? Tt will be seen that
we do not vouch for the wuih of the version
communicated to us; but that we content our-
selves with urging the propriety of mvestigation
into its truth, and with invoking for that purpose
the aid of our Protestant cotemporaries who were
most zealous in the Miss Starr case.

The Herald's attacks upon the integrity of
the young lady in question, and the accusation of

deceit which be urges against her, it is not our

duty to notice ; we leave that duty to ber male
relatives, and her big brother if she has one.—-
But the imputation of deceit to our Clergy, we-
again hurl back in the teethof their libeller.  The

“only appearance of culpable deceit m the entire-

transaction arose from the young Iady’s concesl-
ment of her change of religion, and her compli-
ance with her father's commands to attend Protest-
ant worship. But this weakness on the part of
the young lady was not only not countenanced by
her spiritual adviser, but was by him strongly
condemned. Ior the rest there can be no cul-
pable deceit in witholding the truth from these to
whom no conlidence is due. 'The General whe
purposely deceives bis enemy as to his inteutions,
the number, and positton of his troops, is guilty of
no moral offence ; neither is the private indivi-
dual, who refuses to answer a queslion wliclh be
is not bound to answer, or which he is bound
not to answer. This was the case of the priest
who was cognisant of Miss Starr's place of re-
sidence. Xe was not bound to answer any ques-
tions put to hun by Mr. Starr, as towards that
person he had contracted no obligation, and owed
no confidence. He was bound not to answer any
person whomsoever ; because as a priest he was
not at liberty to divulge secrets made kaown to
him in his professional capacity, and because as a
gentleman he was bound not to divulge a sgeret
which be had promised not to betray.

Since writing the above we have seen a Belle-
ville Protestant paper winch promises to pub-
hish its version of the particulars of the Martin
case. This 1s all we ask ; forwe have carefully
abstained from pronouncing any opinion as to the
truth of the fucts cormmunicated to us by owr Bel-
leville correspondent.  1f false, and proved to be
50, we will at once publish a denial of thew truth ;.
but if true, or not impugned, we contend that a
gross outrage upon Patrick Martin has been
committed ; and that, poor man, Irishman,
Papists, thougl he be, he is entitled to protection
and reparation from the laws of his country.—
This is all we ask for him; and it was for this
that we invoked the co-operation of our Protest-
ant cotemporaries.

LFrom want of space we were compelled last
week to postpone some remarks that we had de-
signed to ofler upon the Globc’s article of the
23rd ult. ; aud his sirictures upon the letter from
the Bishops of Canada that appeared in the TRuE
Wirxess of the 19th of last month.

The Giocbe accuses the Bishops of coming to

the help of the Ministry :(—

4 They"—1he Ministerial press of Lower Canada—
Y fivly run ocer with joy at tie idea of the Cutholic
Bishops belng brought fo the help of the Binistry)

This accusation, or rather insinuation, is ut-
terly false. Throughout the decument referred
to by the Globe, there is not the shghtest sha-
dow of an allusion to the Ministry ; not a word
that the most malicious ingenuity can torture into
an expression eitber of censure upon, or of ap-
probation of, the political acts of the Govern-
ment. Indeed, seeing that the ¢ independent”
course of the TRuE WrrxEss 1stherein lauded ;
and that the course of this journal has been
strongly and steadily that of ¢ Independent Op-
position®—it is hard to conceive how even the
Globe, even with 1ts habitual contempt for truth,
could have daved to tell its readers that the Ca-
tholic Bishops had been “ brought to the help of
the Ministry.”

At the same tine, we are © {ree 1o confess)” in
Parliamentary language, that—considering the
attitude adopted by some of the Catholies of Up- -
per Canada, (who undoubtedly are the Dest
judges of their own inferests), and the policy
adyvocated by their organs of the press—we
see not why we of Lower Canada sbhould wny
longer continue a war, carvied on hitherto with
many personal sacrifices, 1o our owa disadvan
tage, and for the sole interesis of people who
not only do not thank us for owr pains 3 but who
treat an alliance with s as a nuisance, spurn our
proffered aid, and who ally themselves witli our
most bitter enemies, with those who design to
impose upon us * Representation by Papulution—-
a ineasure, which, disguise 1t as they will, must be
fatal to our dearest interests. We of Lower
Canada have our own interests 10 attend Lo and
the fizst aim of all owr political action should be
to stave off the danger with which Lower Canada
1s mevaced by the agitation for organic chaoges
in the Constitution.  Every other consideration
must with us yield to the immediate interests of
Lower Canada ; the great question with which
we have to deal is how to maintain the ¢ Consti-
tution of Canada as it is ;7 this is the problem
whieh we must impose upon our representatives
to solve.

Besides, our furmer iriends of Upper Canada
have to all appearance, and if there be any de-
finite meamng m words, thrown the * Schoo}
Question” overboard. We are told by those
who profess to speak the political sentiments of
the Irish Cathiolies of Canada, that the latter hold
precisely the same views on the Voluntary Prin-
ciple as are held by the ¢ Protestant Reformers”
of Upper Canada ; that they—the Irish Catho-
lics—hold the ¢ Valuntary Prineiple in itsbroad-
est application,”

Novw the ¢ Protestant Reformers®” of Upper
Canada make no secret, never have made aay



