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4"The very tetm Proteslant, as applied to a religious believer”
say theso worthies ¢*is an exponent of ignorance, an empty
souad, an umreaning titlo 1" ( title,) a mierc negation, an idea
without paint or substance, a common noun. (wo wonder it is
that much 12 their estimation) which may signify any thing or
thirg, which caa be applied to onrsslves (oh ! certainly, just as
Protestams may use the tusm Catholic, a designation which ap-
liedt to the I3ditors of The Cruss, and the Romish creed. is false
1n fact aund interence) as well as the Fditors (2 What Editors,)
for we too are staunch Protestants,”  Ieve is more culighten-
mant ot our ignorance, coupled with illustrations in Lindlay
Murray, a Jesuitical calightemuent, which shows how apt the
Cross puople avo 10 13ke eitherside of un arzument, the nght or
the wrung, which is hiiclicst to scrve theic purpose. I our
Protestant ignorance did not come to our relief,we should realiy
be smnthered under the mystification,  We have always be-
Jieved, with all due defercnco to the Protestants of The  Cvoss
that the term as regards the religions world, was used to signi-
Jy a deaial of the Charch of Rome, and a disbehiel of its gross
and idolatrous superstitians.

We have not time now to comment ¢t length upon the re-
eated absurditics of the Editors of The Cross—we shall per-
1aps touch npon a few next week.  They aceuse us of writing

bad graimar, and certainly it would be a fitter task for them to
correct our syatax than to boemploved to their lasting  disgrace
in sowing the seeds of relinious strife.  But these Editors are
not such proficients in Finalish Granmnar, as the discovery of a
small mistake, which perhaps afier all ought not to be laid 1o
our charge, mighs lead pcople to suppose.  We need not go
far into their own Editorial o conv.ct them of gross inaccuracy
in this particular.  The very next sentence to that they con-
demn is full of blunders, ¢ We fear” say they, ¢ that the Pro-
‘testant ignorance of The Times has ¢ put 115! foot® in it alto-
geihor, and we nust recommend The! to take a few lessons
in Lindlay Murray ' (do they mean £nglish Grammar?) from
the ‘ aggravated criminal’ of the Guardian.”  Surely fer this
we need not fear to put our Protestant ignorance apatnst the cri-
tical accuracy of Maynooth and St. Mary’s to boet.”

01 looking ovEr tho Times moro carefully, we discerned the
following allusion to the Cross, which we also publish as an ad-
ditfonal speeimen of the refined taste, and lugh mental culture of
those accomplished vrriters.  Ifad we scen it at first, we might
have reprinted theabove Editorial, as the “*people’of the Times™
publish their Bibles-—‘* without nete or comment.”” Ilereit is!

¢ Ta Correspondents.-~-We are much obliged for the loan of
the Afhill Herald. Wo shall make it leather® the writers 1
the Cross next week !’ We are positively quaking with fear.
What will become of us?

¢ ' leather v. 2, To beat; to Tash as with a‘tnong of lea-
ther. A low cxpression.”  Dr. Johason’s Dictionary.
«Yon may say what yon please
There is nothing like Lather.*” Universal Spelling Book.

JUSTICT. TO CAPE BRETON.

We are glad to hear that tho Sulicitor General. has made a
move at lensth, in (avour of the deeply injurcd people of -Capo
Breton, o hopoit will not tura vat ta have been- & mere.flash

-in the pan, like so many former allusions to the same subject.—
*We perceivo from the distribuiion of the Road monay, that the
seventy thousand inhabitants of Cape Breton get £1,260 for
poblic impiavewments, whilst Nova Scotia Proper. will receive
neatly Lwenty six thousand Pounds. Is this justice?

Mr. Dodd gave some faint hope of renewing the discussion on
this question hefare theclass of the present Session.  Whatcan
prevent lum from doing so? _ Certainly no subject of greater, ov
cven cqual importance. DBut if his memory should preve
treacherous, we expeet that the other members from Cape Bre-
ton will give hiin what the Lawyerscall 2 Refresher.  “ Now’s
the day, and now’s the hoar to.introduce this question, and to
1est by a division the gendine sentiments of those members who
aze so soon to give an acfoaat ufsheir stewardship to the.con-

slituencies wholn they TepFCsent, O FUSKCPECSeAt, 93 the cast.

may bo.  \Wou thorefore tély on the Hon. Speaker, Mr, -Mo-
Keagney, Mr. Martell, aod Mr. Brymer, for tho faithful dise
charge of their duty in this respect, to the untepresentcd thons

sands of Cape Breton,

Our ¢¢ aggravated” fricad of the Guardian has become nll” at
once as gentle as a suekinyg dove, and as junocent as o playful
kid.  Any thing to equal the infamine simplicity of his last cffu-
siott wo have nover scen.  'The child's bargain too, of ¢ let no
dluno and I'll Ict you alono™ is intraduced with the most touch-
ing and yosistless eifeet, and forms an appropriate finale to his
graceful cssay. Itisciident that his friends have been abont
him, and that they have recommended him to rescue ¢ his conl
and his bones’ as speedily as possible out of the profane hands
of those ¢¢ olden Monks™ of the Cross whose ¢ stabs in the
dack® have put his ally tho Presbyterian in such fear for his lifo
Wo humbly opine that the sdvice was a sound one, and that
nonc but a ““capiit insanabile tribus Antyciris’” would hesi-
tate for a moment in sdopling it.  There is one announce-
ment mado by tho innocent Lditor of the Guardian, which
will reliove the anxicty of his distant admirers, and proclaim
to the world his cool and undaunted bravery in the midst of
so fierco a struggle.  Alluding to a former Editorial of tho
Cross ho writes:

“Tthas not disarranged onc feature of our countenance” (We
would not for:the wotld be gmlty of impairing the effect of
cuch atyactive beanty, and thereby depriving the Conventie*s
doves of their wonted salutations) ¢ it i3 not singed onc hace
of ourueans” (Does he mean his own and the Presbytcrian’s ?

or are wo to look upun the Eduwor as a Janus Difions?  Acd
yot how can this be, 1f he has but enc ** countenance’ ! At

all cvents wo may safely conclude with the proverh thut * two
heads sre better than one,”) Tt has not amputated one
Limb of our bady’” (\Whoat a blessed escape!  Ife could have
wuch beter affurded tho Joss of one of the Teads) “¢or even
drawn one drop of blood from our seins!’”  This is certainly
a most consoling assutance to the nervous friends of the Guar-
dian, though it must be no small monification to the ¢ Olden
Monks whose pens are so pointless as to be unable to pene-
teate his Miin an tender skin.

Wo cannot conclude this briel natice without expressing
our admiration of the incidental and skilful defence of that
¢ Jamb of a man?” so happily described by our friend P. Power.
The Editors” (of the Cross) * commenced a furious assavlt not
only npon us, but a wanton attack also upon a peaceable and
unsuspecting  brother, who had given them some supposcd
offence ! several years ago.”

Thetefore, the fact which wo stated cannot be denied.  Pro-
batwn est.  Aud this being the case we cunnot heip thinking
that « judicious silonca wounld have been a more graceful homage
to public opinivn, and a better defence fur this * peaceable and
unsuspecting brother.”’

Ecovony —All to whom want is terrible, upon
whatever principle, ought tc think themselves
obliged to learn the same maxims of sur pamsime-
nious ayeestors, and attain the salutary arts of con-
tracting expense ; for without economy none can be
rich, and with 1t few canba poor.  ‘I'he mere pow-
er of saving what is already in our hands must be
of casy acqutisitivn to every mind; and as the ex-
ample of Lord Bucon may shosv that the Tighiest
intelleet cannot safely ueglect it, a thouswid -
stances, every day prove that the humbiest may

may practice it with success.—Lambler.



