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NEWS OF THE WELK.

Up to the time of going Lo press, the mail steamer
had not been telegraphed.  "The news from Europe
by the last arrival presents liftle of interest. The
Taastern question remains a question still, and seems
1o defy allattempts at solution: the negaciators being
al a « dead lock™ as Mr. D’Israeli remarked in the
Ylouse of Commons. 7The demands of Russia, as
contained in Nesselrode’s last note, are exhorbitant ;
the withdrawal of the British and French fleets from
thie mouth of the Dardanelles being insisted upon be-
forc the Czar will consent to recall his troops from
the invaded DPrincipulities,  Though peace, peace, is
still on every body’s lips, the general impression seems
to be that war is inevitable. “The disposition of Aus-
{ria is very uncertain.

A gentle passage of arms betwixt Lord Shaftes-
bury of Exeter Hall notoriety, and Lord Mornington
1ims terminated without effusion of blood. The evan-
aelical peer having referred his opponent to the po-
Tice court, and lus solicitor, for satisfaction, Lord
Mornington rejoined by telling Lord Shaftesbury
that he was impertinent, and was not a gentleman ;
a proposition which nobody seems inclined to deny.

"The project for extending the line of electric tele-
graph across the Atlantic, irom Galway to the cas-
torn point of the American continent, a distance not
exceeding 1700 miles, is about to be earried into
éxecution. A contract has been offered for making
the wires, varying from £300,000 to £800,000. Ia
Treland the 12th passed off quietly ; the crops are
generally reported good; but in certain localities the
potate diseasc is again making its appearance.

Another serious aceident has oceurred on the Dela-
ware Railroad, by which 10 persons have been Lilled

-aud 15 wounded. 'The sufferers seera to lave been
all Trish labourers.

THE GAVAZZI RIOTS.

There are two circumstances connected with this
unhappy affair especially note worthy.

First—That the Zion church, said to bave been
attacked by an Jrish mob on the evening of the 9th
of June, did not, on the following morning exhibit
the slialitest marks of wviolence having been offered
104t.  Not a panc of glassin iswindows wasbro-
Tien: not a scratch even was there to be scem on the
paint worky or panclsof its doors,

Second—That, though amongst the victims of
these riols, we can enmmerate Irish-Papists who were
murdered by Protestants, and Proteslants and Ca-
tholics, wha were killed by the fire of the troops, 20t
a single Protestant’s life has been taken by the
riotons Irish Papists. These are faets, not without
a deep significance, and which no amount of misre-
presentation can affect. Having premised this much
we will proceed with our narrative.

Although the events of the preceding days, cou-
pled with what had ocewrred at Quebee, had caused
wuch irritation, and anxiety as to what might be the
result of Gavazzi’s appearance in Montreal, it was
koped that all would pass over quietly 5 thatall Catho-
lics would abstain from taking any notice of a low
blackguard like the lecturer, and leave their Pro-
testant {ellow citizens at full liberty 1o say and do
anything they pleased, within their own buildings.
Accordingly, about lialf after six, Gavazzi, attended
by his friends proceeded to the lecture room, without
insult, or molestation of any kind. The Zion church
in which the lecture came off rapidly flled ; and a
strange speclacle did 1ts interior present, We have
ihe details from Mr. Bristow, one of the witnesses
‘at the inquest, and who was himself inside the church
duving the lecture. ‘

Near the pulpit, the audience scems to have been
decent and sober enough ; but about the door, and
in the passages between the pews, were gathered to-
gether as “ riotous and disorderly” a mob of ruffians
as were ever collected inside the four walls of one
building. Oaths and execrations against Papists, al-
most drowned the voice of the lecturer ; whilst drunk-
ing blackguards, waving their bludgeons and pistols
over their heads kept erying out for the ¢ face of
q d——d rebel.”  In fact the interior of this Pro-
testant place of worship bore, for the time, a_strong
resemblance to that of some low brothel, or drinking
house during a debauch ; and the worship, if to such
proceedings the name of worship may be applied,
might easily have been mistaken for the Devil’s Ma-
tins” or a Witches’ Sabbath.

"The bellowings and vociferations of this © riotous
and disorderly” (vide evidence) assemblage of « 2g07-
shippers™ naturally attracted the atiention of people
i the strects ; of whom a crowd, numbering—accord-

ing to. the eﬁd‘ehcé'qfl?-‘»_Dx". :Mfll)fbl:mell,‘,i,l‘ Protestant

gentlemin, Tiving Within a couple. of hundred ‘yards,
or so,-of Zinn-Church—{ron200..to 300 persons—
« including men, women, -andichildren”—had by this
time assembled, “‘The voice of the lecturer could be
heard as far as Dr. MDornell’s house ; and the crowd
gathered round, and in the vicinity of "the church, to
Jisten to what was going on inside. From time to time
the bellowings of -the  worshippers”.provoked coun-
ter cheers from the crowd collected cutside ; but no
violence was offered ; and, in the language of Dr.
M¢Donnell, who was watching the wheleproceedings
— no attempt was made by any person to get'into
the church.” This evidence of Dr. M<Donncll is
farther corroborated by that of & host of otlier wit-
nesses : of Colonel Ermatinger and Capt. Ermatinger
—who were on the ground, and who swore they saw

was seated in ihe gallery of a louse opposite the
church, taking notes of all that eccurred, and who
positively swore— that he saw no attack, though he
must have seen it, had one been made”—of R, M*-
Donnell, Iisq., a Protestant gentleman, who was in-
side the churchand who testified that, during the whole

{time, “he neither smw, nor feared any attack ;”

and of every respectable witness who was examined
on the inquest. But we need not appeal to the evi-
dence of these wilnesses fo convince any reasonable
person of the falsity of the assertion, that either Zion
clureh, or the “ warshippers,” were altacked.  The
appearance of the cburch itself is a sufficient refuta-
tion of the lie ; for, what kind of an attack wust that
have been, would we ask, which left not a trace on
the building attacked? Tt is not thus with Catholic
buildings, attacked by Protestantinobs. The black-
ened walls, and smoking vafters of the Clialestown

attack of a genuine Protestant wob upon a few inof-
fensive, and unprotected ladies ; the ruins of Catho-
lic chapels, and houses at Stockport, desiroyed last
suinmer by another Protestant mob in England, still
tell the tale of Protestant brutality, and Protestant
intolerance. But what marks of an attack does Zion
chureh bear? or what traces are there of the assault
made thereon by a Popish mob? Not one ; not the
slightest. It most be admitlted that, when Protest-
ants attack Catholic Churches and Convents, and
wage war against women and children, they do not
do their work thus negligently ; they fuil not to leave
bebind them traces of their assault.

But though there was no attack on the church
made or oflered, the crowd, and the increasing ex-
citement, evinced by the increasing noise made by
the people outside, in response to the bellowings of
the % wordiippers” within, alarmed the police. Asa
measure of precaution they commenced pushing the
crowd back. At first—and here we are merely
quoting the evidence of Dr. M‘Donnell—the crowd
retived quielly 5 the police still kept pushing them
back; and the crowd gave way, until it was driven
some distance [from the church. But the mob, as
mobs often will, became at length restive, at being
pushed, and shoved about, by the police. It wasnot
till then that, in the words of Dr. M‘Domneil, ¢ the
mob hecame excited, and commenced to resist the
police.” The mob refused to retire any further ; se-
veral individuals of whom it was comnposed exchanged
blows with the police; and in the rear, others took
up, and threw, stones at them, by which one or two
policemen, as well as Colonel and Captain Trmatin-
ger, were struck. ¢ Altogether,” says Dr. M:Doe-
pell, « the number engaged in the riot amounted to
from 30 to 50.” Now,we dor’t attempt to offer
any excuse for this conduct 3 these 30 or 50 persons
had no business to resist the authorities, to strike them,
or to throw stones; and we only regret that the po-
lice did not succeed in arresting the more riolous of
themn ; but this was rendered impossible by the con-
duct of the armed, and more lawless, mob inside the
church, who now sallied out, and fired upon the crowd.

These fellows, who had been watching for an op-
portunity to take revenge for the row at Quebec,
thought this a fine opportunity to make a display of
their Dutch courage. Hall' drunk, and thoroughly
brutalised, these ruffians rushed out of the church,
immediately upon bearing the scuffie betwixt the po-
lice, and the crowd; and, “awithowt ihe least neces-
sityy,? (virle evidence) opened an indiscriminate fire
upon the crowd below, which had the eflect, not only
of thoroughly dispersing the mob, already routed by,
and retreating before, the police, but of dispersing
the police as well (vide evidence.) Then growing
bolder, as they became more assured that there was
no danger, these valiant champions of Protestantism
waxed almost heroic in their dranken valor, They
ran after, and nobly shot down, an unarmed, and in-
offensive man named James Walsh, who was run”
ning away, and otherwise greally distinguished them-
selves ; until finding that there was no enemy in front,
they returned to the church, and resumed their devo-
tions, unmolested by the police, who were intimidated,
and overawed by their numbers, and the display of
arms. Why did you not arrest the murderer of
Walsh, when you saw the murder committed ? was a
question put to the police. ¢« Because,” they replied,
“we did not dare do so, lest we should have been
shot ourselves; and we were not in sufficient force to
make such an arrest in the presence of the armed
party in the chureh.”” Thus we see,—if the majesty
of law was violated,—that the culprits are to be found,
not amongst the Irish Papists only, but the * riotous
and extremely disorderly’ mob of Protestants, so gra-
phically described by Mr, Bristow in bis evidence
before the Coroner’s Jury.

Upon the subsequent events we need not dwell,
as they are sufficiently familiar to all our readers.
The troops were called out, and drawn upin front of
the church, as a protection to the audience against
the mob, now rapidly increasing in numbers, and fu-

riously excited by the wanton murder of Walsh.

no attack made on the church—aof ¥r. Leprohon, whe

Convent, long bore unmistakeable testiiony to the

T'his demonstration ‘sufficed to allay the tumult, and,
but:{or the unaceountable firing of the soldiers, there is
no reason to believe that any more: lives would have
been sacrificed. Why the troops fired—or by whose
‘orders—is still 2 mystery ‘which is not likely to be

ever fully cleared up ;- and though' great ‘blame at-’

‘taches somewhere, it4s impossible, from the eonflict-
ing statements, and the contradictory ecvidence ad-
duced on the inquest,to decide where. .. =

But from the discussion of this'much vexed ‘ques-
tion we will relrain : our object being to vindicate
the Irish Catholics of Montreal. from the charge un-
Justly brought against them as a body, that they were
the instigators of, and responsible for, the fearful loss
of lile upon the evening of the 9th of June. That
the crowd who collected in the vicinity of Zion church
during the lecture, were blameable, we adimit; we
admit, that the “ 30 to 50 persons” who resisted the
police with violence, were rioters, deserving of pun-
ishment; we fully admit that they liad no business,
direetly or indirectly, to inferfere with, or insult,
eilther Gavazzi, or any who chose to go and listen
to him, much less to strike, or throw stones at the
police in the execution of their duty. All this we
admit : but we protest against attributing this illegal
and offensive conduct to a whole class of men, of
whom the imnense majority, both before, and after
the outbreak, did their best—and many at no small
risk to themselves—1lg preserve the peace, and to
cause the unmistakeable right of their Protestant fel-
low citizens to be respected. That their exertions
were not wholly suceessful must Le attributed, in a
great measure, to the brutal conduct of the armed
parly within the church, and to their indiseriminate
firing upon an unarmed and fleeing mass. It was this
wanton act that roused the indignation of the mob,
and led to the excitement which rendered a repetition
of Gavazzi’s lectures so dangerous to the public
peace, as to induce many Protestants to recommend
tlieir discontinuance.

We have so often, and so fully expressed our opin-
ions as to the legal rights of Proiesiants to do and
say what they liked within their own conventicles
and meeting-houses—and of the duty of the civil
power to protect them in the exercise of that right
—that we think it unnecessary to repeat them.—
That even the semblance of an interference with
this right should-have been offered, is a subject of
deep regret 1o every Catholic ; because, of all men,
Catholics ave mostly interesied, in asserting and con-
tending for the true principle of Religious Liberty,
and in condewnning all acts of violence, lest, by their
silence they should give their sanction to the brute
violence which, since the days of Lulher, Calvin and
John IKnox, has been exercised against them, and
wlhose records are still to be read in the ruins of
churches, couvents and monasteries throughiout Ting-
land, Scotland, and every country where Protestant-
ism has ever gained any ascendancy. Next then to
the terrible foss of life, we regret the opportunity
that the Gavazzi riots have furnished Protestants,
for representing Catholics as inimical to % Freedom
of Discussion”—and ever ready to have resource to
force. Tror this purpose, these riots have been ridi-
culously misrepresented—and the facts connected
with them have been—sometimes grossly exaggerated.
at others suppressed—but always shamefully distorted.
A trifling skirmish betwixt the mob and the police has
been magnilied into an attack upon a Protestant place
of worship; but scarce a word has been said about
the brata! murder of unarmed men, by the party from
the church; whilst the obscene and blackguard lan-
gnage applied by Gavazzi to Catlolic priests and
nuns, has been cither passed over in silence, or openly
defended, as by the Montreal Gazetie who ean
see nothing intemperate in calling a clergyman a
< murderer, a soul of the devil or of satan himself
—in speaking of the Nuns of the Order of the Sac-
cred Heart as ¢ devils-—very charming devils—but
still devils ’—(we quote from the printed report -of
Gavazzi’s lectures, «correcied and awthorized by
himself*’)—or in his filthy insinuations against the
Sisters of Charily, whom he represented as  corrup-
tors ” of female innocence, and accomplished pro-
curesses. We do not cite these foul insults as offering
any warrant for violence,even against the foul-mouthed
blackguard who uttered them; but, we do say, that
justice requires that they should be taken into account
in judging of the conduct of those against whom
these insults were divected, Tt is becanse these facts
have heen suppressed, and the amount of viclence, re-
sorted to by afew hot-heads in consequence, has been
grossly exaggerated, that the conduct of the Irish
Catholics of Montreal has been so harshly jndged ;
it isin the hopes, that an impartial examination of
facts may yel lead to the revision of that judgment
that we have endeavored to represent them in their
true proportions—naught extenuating, naught set-
ting down in malice.

FREEDOM OF DISCUSSION,

The Montrenl Guzette asks—« Does freedom of
discussion exist here?’—At the same time dehning
this * freedom » to mean the right of all men freely
to speak, and write their opinions upon all subjects,
provided they do not unjustly tnjure private repu-
tation, or advance doctrines specially reprehended
by the laws as contra bonos mores. Irom this de-
finition we may conclude that the Monireal Gazette
admits that “freedom of discussion” has its limits
which the speaker may not overstep ; and that where
an “ unjust attack upen private reputation ’ begins
—¢ freedom of discussion ends.”” We will, for the
sake of argument, accept our colemporary’s definition
and limitation and apply them to the case of his
friend Gavazzi:—

But lest we should be misunderstood-—or rather
misrepresented —we state distinctly, that we do not
untertake to defend—nay that we repudiate~—the

proposition that because Gavazzi’s lectures were

offensive to Catholics, they should not therefore
have.been allowed to be delivered  within a private
building 5 or:that-any .mnan, or body of -men, had the
right to offer any obstruction to the lécturer, or in-
snlt or violence to the audience. - Still we do contend
that—if the definition of ¢ freedom of discvssion ™
as laid down by the Montreal Gazette is to he ac-
cepted as determining and limiting the right of every
man to speak his mind freely—then Gavazzi, in his
lectures, far overstepped these limits ; and that there-

| fore, even had he been forcibly prevented from lec-

turing—which ve - deny—no violence would, in his
case, have been done, to “ [reedom of discussion,”
asdelined, and determined, by the Montreal Guzelte.

Tle limits 1o “ freedom of disenssion  as laid
down by-our cotemporary, are—tlat no man sha!l
by speeeh, or in writing, unjustly, or what is the same
thing. falsely, attack private reputation. DBut Ga-
vazzi’s Jectures did most falsely, and therclore, most
unjustly, attack privaie reputation. Tn them, from
beginning to end, there is not to be found one word
of argument, or the slightest attempt at reasoning
from acknowledged premises. "Nothing but the low-
est ribald abuse of Catholic ecelesiastics.

GAVAZZDPS LECTURES,

“ Oh de Priests! my bredren—Oh de Nuns! my
bredren—Ol de Sisters of Chuwrity I my beloved
braders—De priests, iy dear broders.  Dey are de
devil, my beloved bredren—dey are murderers niy
bredren—men of bloods and slaughters y dear bre-
dren—dey are de soul of de Satan my broders.—
Destroy de nunneries my dear ladies—very nashty
things is done in nunneries my deur ladies—dont let.
your danghters go to dem dear ladies—dey will b
corrupted—Ob de nuns ! dey are de Devil. Qb de
priests ! dey ave de very Devil—de Jesnits are de
soul of de Devil.”—Da Ceupo.

Such—cked out with «gestieniations, and silent
but expressive fuce-workings,” as his editor siyles the
grimacings of the bulfvon-~was the staple of Gavaz-
zi’slectures ; such the trasls,that for hours,witli searce-
Iy a variation, he poured forth, and to whick gaping
uinnies sat, and listened with intense delight, as to the
most sublime eloquence that ever fell from wo tal lips.
If then, to denounce innocent men as murderers—
accomplished ladics and gentlemen, as devils—and a
whole body of IScelesiastics, renowned for their vir-
tues and indefatigable charily, as souls of Salan, be
an unjust atlack upon private repuiation—us we con-
tend that it is—Gavazzi did for overstep the limits of
¢ freedom of discussicn™ as luid down by the Montrea!
Gazette; and his friends have no right to complain
that in his person, the “freedom of discussion has
been violated.

For it is an unjust attack upon private reputation
1o call a man, falsely—* cruel—cruel-hearted, and
animated by a cruel nature agaiust all beings of man-
kind”—to tell him that he is a ¢ murderer—that
he is at the head of a sociely for “murders and as-
sassinations”—that ¢« he is the soul of Satan, the coul
of the Devi! himself.” Wil the editor of the Mon-
treal Guzette pretend to say that, if any man came
up Lo him, and applied to him all, or any, of the above
epithets, he would not piteh ¢ liberty of speech” and
¢« freedom of discussion™ to the devil; and piteh into
his insulter right and left?  Would lie not knock the
fellow down wio should dare thus address him {1 And
small blame to him if he did.

Now Gavazzi did apply every one of the above
cpithets to the clergy and nuns of the Cathulic
Church, withiout exception; and partienlarly to Irish
clergymen. Ilither then, these attacks were falwe
and unjust, Gavazzi himself a black-hearted liar, and
his applauders nothing betier, or else, Mgr. Bourget
is a cruel-hearted mouster of * blood and slaughiter”
—the Rev. Mons. Billaudel isa “ murderer” anda
limb of Satan—the clergymen of St. Patrick’ church
are members and chiefs of a society for “ murders
and assassinations,” and the Catholic Clergy of Ca-
nada, generally, ave “ souls of Satan, souls of the-De-
vil himself.”  If our Clergy do not merit to e so
branded, then were they unjustly atlacked in their
private reputations, and therefore, having overstep-
ped the limits of ¢ freedom of discussion” as deter-
mined by the Nontree] Guzelte, neilher Gavazzi
nor his friends, can complain, that, in bis case, this
“ frecdom® has been violated, or outraged.

We are sick of these expressions— Freedom of
discussion,” and # Liberty of speech,” from Protest-
ant lips; they are cant, bare unmitigated cant and”
hypocrisy.  Liither they are intended by the Protest-
ant to denote something different frem what the Ca-
tholic ineans by them, or they are not. If they are not
so intended, then it is cont and hypoerisy to employ
them as if they were, or as if they were peculiarly
characteristic of Protestantism. If they are so in-
tended, still is the employment of these expressions
by Protestants nothing but eant and fustian ; because
their practice is always at varianee with their profes-
sions. The Catholic claims ¢ Jreedom of discus-
sion” and ¢ Liberty of speech”—though it is preci-
ous little of cither he would enjoy if Profestantism
were as powerful as it is malignant—but avowediy
under certain restrictions and Within certain limits,
defined and determined, not by the caprice, or pri-
vate judgment, of any number of fallible individuals,
but by God Himsell; and these limits are, the good and
the tree.  Every man has the right tosay that whick
is true and good ;—no man has the right to say that
which is false and evil.  These are the only limits to
« freedom of discussion” whieh the Catholic recog-
nizes. If the Protestant recognises these limits, it
is sheer hypocrisy for him to set himself up zs,in
some especial manner, the champicn of “ freedom of
discussion® ; il he does not recognise lbhem, he is
none the less a hypocrite, for his practice constantly
gives the lie to his professions. No Protestant would
tolerate in others the unlimited ¢ {reedom of diseus-
ston” which he claims for himself.

Were some foreign Catholic lecturer of infamous



