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] Tl xre " . ot
& all xen, could bring himaell 0
; 'ui;wﬁgﬁfiﬁ'e,iit_i; dificult to see.. I:;_jage}
ach ? s that to thie Jewish nation more than to
Hl-lemagr on carth had God’s providence btc_:en
o tcd for bundred of years, this declaration
ml{eZIexandrim Jew is astonishing, _It was in-
ff-hehe exror of Arius, who a8 St. Athanasius re-
ted :do ted the following idea of Christian theo-
ates .JPWhe'n‘God was about to call into exist-
. this world of ereatures (fen gennateen furin)
ence 1 us that His hund was teo pure and _. Jovely
l‘OnSC“t’. cipate immediately io the act He brought
o part oniy-One, whom .He called the Son or,
forth ap an  Intermediator

. ho actin liator
ine Word 3“:“)' b?:'t:-_o«nEGOd and the world,

(m;u;:t create all things.”
g erc is nothing new under

the sun.”

Truly “ 1B SACERDOS.

LADSTONE AND THE PROTES:
ME GLAVTATION OF 1789 1
s 1owing very imporfant letter appeared

. The mm‘; of Sat'urdayl:-o March 13 :— .
in the S{‘t 1s time that the history of the ! Decla-
Sit—'% Protestation signed by the English Pro-
tion i sholic Dissenters in 1789 should be
v b eared up. 1f you would afford me. space
it tehe purpose, I will undertake to show that Mr,
ot has been betrayed into making a series
ts relative to that document absolutely
and directly opposed to fact. Let ?ze
J that I yield, to no one iz respect for
;:{ a(glo;(llcsicnc’s si}ncerity,. veracity, and honour;
put in this matter I think it i impossible to acquit
him of very grave negligence or, as I prefer to
shink somewhat rash - credulity. It is hard, of
course, to expect from him or from any person uot

Cathiﬂic and not trained in _tlgeologlca.l studies
aonsummn’te accuracy in describing the pmceeq-
Fn s of the Conncil of Constance or the Council
]fgthc Vatican ; but it might reasonably be sup-
o ged that he could mot utter half-a-dozen
ro glous misstatements in relating the history of
aﬁm %ct of Parliament, fiom which an hour's
study of * Hangard” and the Statute book would

ed him. .

n;;, p(?]:::;one asseris that ¢ this very important
docpinent" (the Protestation of the English Cath-
olic Dissenters) brought about the [hssmg_of the
gresat English Relief Act of 1771;" that ¥ this Pro-
festation was in the strictest sensea representa-
tive and binding A v
tholics # asked and obtained relief on the express
ground that they renounced and condemned the
doctrines” set forth in it, and especially on the
ground of their declaration that they “acknow-
ledge no infallibility in the Pope;” that the Act
accordingly prescribed an oath ¢ mclu@mg: .the
words. '1t is not an article of the Catholic Faith.
neither am I thereby tobelive or profeas, t}mt the
Pope is infallible i that the Irish Blshops in 1810
declared that this oath had * becomea part of the
Roman Catholic zeligion ” that by such means
principally Cathelics “obtained the remission of
{he Penal Laws’—"the Anglo-Roman Bishops,
clergy, and laity” having previously ¥ r_c_;ected the
tenet of the Pope’s Infallibility’—and in TIreland
ibe still stronger assurance having been that I’npgl
Infallibility was # no part of the Roman Catholic
faith, and never could be made apartof ivy” fi-
nally, that the Roman Sce and Court, awarc of
these declarations and assurances, were ¥ eailty of
peactising upon the British Crown one 'of .thu
blackest frouds recorded in history."—(Vaticanism,
Pp. 45 49.) .

Now if Mr. Gladstone will take the trouble of
referring to the debates on the Relief Bill of 1701
in the 28th and 20th volumes of * Hansard” he
wil1 find that in all these statements he is more or
less, and in the majority and more important of
‘Liem, absolutely mistaken. He will find that Par-
iiament wasin no sense influenced by any dcclara~
tion concerning the Infallibility of the Pope, but
advisedly nnd avowedly gave relief in the Act to
those, the vast majority, who refused to take any
oath limiting the spiritual power of the Pope, s
well s to those who were willing to take am onth
in the terms of the Protestation. Hewiil find that
at the instance of the Anglican Bishop of 88, David's
the passage which he quotes coacerniog the Pope's
Infallibility was struck out of the oath proposed
by the Bill as it came from tbe Commoms; and
that, in a word, no sueh oath has ever been impos-
ed by Parlisment or taken by Catholics, (31
tieorge III, c. 32.) Conscquently® it will be ap-
parent that the oath which the Irish Catholic Bish-
ops approved in 1810 was a different oath altoge-
ther {rom that which he imagines they were con-
sidering. Bofaris it from being true that the
English Bishops, clergy, and laity rejected the
Popo's Infallibility in 1701 in order to get relief
from Parliament, the truth is that they petitioned
and otherwise moved Parliament in 1791 notto give
them relief under any delusion as to their true
doctrines ; and a1l the English Vicars-Apestolic,
in two Encyclical Letters, once dated October. 1,
1789, and another January 19,1791, condemaed the
oatl: which disavowed the doctrine of Infallibility,
and urged their people to demand the rejection of
any Bill imposing such :an oath. I.cannot con-
ceive where Mr.. Gladstone can have discovered
any assurance from the Irish Cathplics not merely
that Papal Infallibility was' no part-of the Catho-
lic faith, bnt thatit never could be made a part
of it. I find no citation to justify this astounding
statement in either of his pamphlets, while he'had

an absolutely authoritative declaration in the op-|

posite sonse, that of Archbishop Troy in 1793,
quoted by F. Newman (Letter to the Duke of Nor-
folks, pp. 12-13,) before him while he was writing
% Vaticanism.?  Let me add that Archbishop Troy
held in Ireland at that time about the same posi-
tion and influence that Cardinal Cullen does now ;
that he was o prelate of very mederate. opinions,
greatly respected by and having . considerable in-
fluence with the Government of the day ; and that
this staterment was made at the time when the
Irigh Parliament was engrged upon its gréat men-
suee of Catholic Rolief, which opened every public
caréer save that of Parliament to us. It fairly
takes one’s breath away to be told that all these
facts arc only the elements of ¢ oneof the ‘blackest
{frauds recorded in history.” _ T

Mr. Gladstone may, however, suppose that the
question of Infallibility was inspficiently conpider-
ed in 1791, and that Parliament then took aTeap,
in the datk, - If he will refer to. Hwisard, he'will:
find that the topic of Infallibility and tkat of the
Pope’s influcnce on. civil allegiance xwere as much
in the air of public debate then as they have been
tince he published his Ezpostulation, Mr. Fox, in
his downright way, gocs straight to the pqi\uta.‘ He

fRy8:—.- "

4Tt was said'by some thiat the Pope was inful-
lible, by othérsithat-tho Church and Council were

infallible, butinone had ,cver. contended that that
House'was infallible ; they:might subject men to
fines ‘and penaltios for-‘being better than- them-
selves; at all éventd only, .for differing 'from them
on the-mode of worshipping the Diety.” . (Humsard,
vol, xXFH, eI 1868L) ¢ ctovoe i ol

It is to be obscrved Mr. Fox ' was here ‘denling
with the question.as to whether the.advantages of
the Bill shiculd be limited to'the minority of Pro-
testing ' Catholi¢ “Dissentérs, or' extended ‘to’ the
majority, of EngliehiCatholics;\who objected’to the
outh /disavowing tPapal Infallibility: Tt ig uafor-
tunate that we do not possesg.s full report of Mr.
Burke's speech, but.the sentencé, which, youwill
allow me;to quote;describing & pnssage: from it is
for every reason: worthy.of Mr, Gladstone’s atten.
tion,  Mr. Grattan said of Mr, Burke that he not
merely “knew cveryiliing” and’ ¢ saw every.

document ;” that the English Ca-'

—— TR TROUE WITNESS AND GATHC

hing,” but that he #foresaw everything.::Great:
is is my vencration for the genius. of the
greatest of - my countrymen,. I could not have
imagined that in 1791 he would have stigmatized
by anticipation the mein argument of the Ezposiu-
‘lation. Mr, Burke, a8 Ifansard’s reporter eays :—
- #Was likewise very successful in his irony upon
the doctrine that much was to be feared from the
‘Pope’s power to release Papists from all slle-
gianee to government and every other scruple of
conscience by his dispensing and absolving power,”
(Vol. xxviii, ¢, 1872)) .
Mr. Pitt too declared he was averse to drawing
a bard-and-fast line between the two descriptions
of the Roman Cathelics, and argued that, if the
Bill were to pass in its then shape, it would be
necessary to repeal certain of the Penal Laws, in
‘order to do even justice to all Catholics, whether
they wers Uliramontane or Protesting Dissen-

‘ ters :— .

« 1t would be proper torepeal those statutes, if
_the present Bill or any measure of the kind passed,
because in that case. if rglief of the nature proposed
by his honourable and learned friend who had
made the motion was grantedto one description
of Roman Catholics, and the statutes to which he
had alluded were suffered to remain unrepealed, it
would have something like the effect of re-emact-
‘ing them, as it would appear that the Legislature,
apprised as they had been of their existence,
thought that the other description of Roman Ca-
tholics merited to have such disgraceful statutes
remain in force against them."— Hansard, vol, xxviii.
c. 1374)

The Bill, however, went to the House of Lords
as a Bill to relieve Protesting Catholic Dissenters
only, and with the objectionable oath attached to
it, but apparently qualified by the addition of some
words recognizing the Pope's Infallibility in
spirituals, I have not been able to discover what
those words were, but the Archbishop of Canter-
bury, though as I gather from his speech, disposed
to support the Bill; ebjected to the form ot the
ocath, on the score that it did mot sufficiently
det;line the limit of Imfallibility. His Grace
said :—

«To the oath there was obvious objection that

though it denied theInfallibility of the Pope except
in matters of spiritual doctrine it was certainly clear
that whoever was admitted to be infallible in points
of doetrine was admitted to beinfallible in declar-
ing what was doctriug, so that the restriction that
was intended as to the influence of the Pope
in temporal matters might be overcome if
he , himself chose o declare that such matters
were not temporal, but spiritual.” Jansard, (vol.
xxix, ¢. 667).
Thus so far is it from being true that any fraud
was practised on Parliament, the very question of
the object and limit of Infallibility was plainly
brought Lefore the House, much as it might be
if Parliament was now legislating in the full light
of the Vatican Council.

By far the most remarkable specch in either House
was that of the Bishep of St. 1'avids's, Dr Horsley..
To that high-minded prelate, the Catholics of Eug-
land are indebted for a frank, manly, and complete
vindication of the gronuds upon which they oppos-
ed the Bill, and for an argument egainst the oath
disavowing Infallibility, so convincing that in
committee the measure was enlarged so as to in-
clude atl Catholics, the more objectionable parts
of the oath omitted, and the Irish oath (the same
substantially as that taken by Catholics until the
Act 34 and #5 Viot,, (" 48, was passed) substituted
in its stead. T have stated that the mojority of the
English Catholics protested against the anti-Infal-
libilist Clause of the oaths Bishop Horsley refers
to ihis as a notoricus fact, He saya:—Now,
wfy Lords,it is, I believe, a well-kunown fact that a
very great nnnber—I believe 1 should be correct
if T were to say & very great majority—of the Ro-
man Catholics scruple the terms in which the oath
is unfortunatcly drawn, and declare they cannot
bring themselves to take it,’—and he fully justifics
their doing so. He goes further,—he wonders that
Catholics can be found of such a spirit as to be
willing to take the oath. I DLelieve,” he says,
u the gentlemen ot the Catlolic Committee who
declare themselves ready to take the oath will see.
some difficulty in particulag parts of it when they
consider the full import of certain terms.” Happily
Bishop Horsley's entire specch is given by Hansard.
Mr. Gladstone might bave expected to have found
seme notice of such a speech and such & debate in
ALr. Charles Butler's Memoirs, to which he refers as
a standard authority., Not a word of it. But, be
it remembered, Mr, Charles Butler was Sccretary to
the Catholic Committee to which Bishop Horeley
so pointedly referred, and was the prime mover in
their least creditable proceedings. The art of
cooking Catholic history so as to eunit the faste of
the age isby no means an original invention of
Lord Acton. 1t appertains to the gentlemen of
that school in all generations,

But the qnestion remaing—Was the Protestation
signed, as Mr. Gladstone asserts, Ly the four Eng-
lish Vicars-Apostolic and a great number of Cath-
elics 7 and did it declare ¢ we acknowledge no in-
fallibility in the Pope”? It wns so sigmed, and
it did so declave. It wus avery great mistake,
but it was instantly, amply, openly repented of and
atoned for. The preceedings in Parliament suftice
to show that the great mojority of English Cath-
olics would not consent . to purchuse civil liberty
on such terms. The four Vienrs-Apostolic, jm-
mediately after the Protestation was published, on
October 21, 1759, solemnly condcmned ihe oath
proposed to bo founded upon it (the eath.of the.
Protesting Catholic Dissenters) ; in this condein-
nation the Bishops of Treland and Scotland agreed;
and it was promptly confirmed by  the Holy See.
So that, though therc was a great wistake, there
was no dgception of Parliament and no fraud upon
the Crown. On Junuary 19,1791, the Vicars-Apos-
tolic, in o letter to all the Faithful of their respec-
tive districts, on the eve of the introduction of the
Biil into Parliament, renewed their condemnation
of the oath; called .upon gl good Catholics to
petition Pa¥liament not to pass any mcasure con-
taining such an onth; and eéxpressly repudiated
the name ¢ Protesting Qatholic Dissenters,” a name
surcly as ofténsive to Catholi¢ cars as 1 ‘suppose
the name "Romanisiog Protestant ~Ritualists”
would be to wmembers of the Church of England
now-an-days. It is mentioned by one of the speak-
ers'in tlic Honse of Lords thiat copies of the con-
demnation and olijections to the Bill wcte generally”
-circulatéd among Mdmbeérs of both Housgs. 1t is
plain from these spéeches that the great leaders on
both sides of the House iwere fully informed as to
the issue§ involved. ~ Mr. Gladstone through-
out argues. s if thé’ Protestation emanated
from some adequate avthority in the’ Catholic
Church, He life ‘d¥erlooked’ Ml Butler's state-
ment; that it was drawnup by Tord Stanhope, fwho
(80 ‘Mt : Butler-says)"did *‘{ot' ¢ven: consult any-
Cathalic of‘his acquaintance as to its terma, Itis
in it8 form and 'verbisge'an: essentially Protestant
dacument. I particulurLthe statementconcern-
ing " Infallibility is'sbrought in," ag'it were,. in
advertently and. gratuitously, and-iwithout direct:
re‘ferem:e2 to thér 'ohm-ge' ‘tor'whichi'the paragraph
containing itAputjioris_ to-teply:y - My.‘own. be-
lief is" that those: *who!-signed -the ‘paper,= on
trust ot at rapdor, didmot atithe moment discern
the differénte between sayingrthat- they-did not
¢ ycknowledgé” ‘Infallibility, and:saying, what all
Catholics did and-oould safely say before 1870, that

bave- alruady' atated, Sthé rarvot Hwas-promptly
and: manfully ‘atoncd*for, «OurtiCatholicpolitics:
aro; ‘1 am’ afraid; often‘*very stupid!but Ithink:it.
cannot~be~denied  that!! thiby~ake” aways faiily’

straightforward, T submit that, under the circum-

it was ‘not h’defined “articletof, faith? - ‘But, as I|:

stances, it-is rather an abuse of terms to treat such
apaper of the Protestation ag, “in the strictest
§ensg, a representative and binding document” upon’
the Catholics of this country, T '

_ I cannot close this letter without saying in all
sincerity that I wish the task had not fallen to my
hand of exposing Mr. Gladstone's sin-in this mat-
ter. I have that sense of his immortal labours for
the good of my country, vainly spent as they may
seem for the present day to bave been on an ingrate
generation—I have the true knowledge of the her-
oic zeal with whick ke gave all his geniue, capacity,
and influence to the service of Ireland in those
years of his glory—that it hes been a great pain to
me to have to say what I have said. But I have
algo-that confidence ia kis magnanimity and love
of truth that I fuel sure he will thank me if I have
succeeded, as I hope I have, in showing that he
has in haste made a mistake which it can only be
to his honour to correct, in uttering & charge of
sucha cruel character agninst the memory of inen,
who, though they erred for a moment through “a
blunder of the sudden,” did not hesitate, at the
risk of public obloquy and continnous civil out-
lawry, to avow their unpopular principles,—so rp
proving themselves both honest Englishmen and
orthodox Catholics.—Xam Sir, &c.,

Ax Inisg CarrOLIC. «

JOHN ERIGHT AI].?E% FATHER O'MAIL-

To the BMitor ¢f the TRur WiTNESS.

Dear  Sir.— Your respected Correspondent
W Sacerdos” (whose letters I always rcad with
pleasure and profit) in yourlast week's issuc has
fallen unwittingly into an error in supposing that
John Bright's letter referred to by bim was addres-
ged to the Irish Home Rule Movement under the
leadership of Mr, Butt. Such wzs not the case. Mr.
Bright's letter was written to the Reverend Tlad-
deus O'Malley, author of a pamphlet on * Federa-
lism"” which the Rev. gentleman hod sent to Mr.
Bright with a letter asking his opinien enit; this
he certainly got in language not very complimen-
tary to the wisdom of its Rev, auther—Now it
should be borne in mind and well understood thad
tho scheme of Federalisin proposed by Father
O'Malley in his pamphlet, iz nof the ¥ Federal
plan” called Home Rule adopted at the Great Home
Rule Conference held in Dublin Nov. 1873, which
is the platform of the Nationalists of Ircland
—that the two plans differ in many cssential par-
tictlars. So much so that Father O'Malley swnds
alone without a single supporter to his ““absurd”
scheme, as Mr, Bright callsit.  On the other hand
the Homne Rulers bave the hearty and the unan-
imous support. of the Nationalists of Ireland. Fa-
ther O'Malley's “Federalism” is what Mr. Bright has
assailed, calling #t “absurd and monstrous propos-
ition,” and not the present popular plan of Home
Rule, s0 ably and so eloquently supported by Mr,
Butt, Mr. A. M, Sullivan the late lamented Mr
Martin, and the other Nativnalists of Ircland. 1
enclose an abstract from an able Editoral, on Fa-
ther O'Malley’s work and Mr. Bright's letter, cut
from % The Nation” of the 6th March last comment-
ing on this sulject that will show the estimation
in which Father O'Malley’s visionary scheme is
held in Ireland and as ** e Nation'' is the organ
of thie ¥ Irish ffome Rule League” it spenks with au-
thority.

By your ingerting this letter and the extract re-
ferred to in your next isssue, you will eblige a
Home Ruler and an old fricnd and admirerof the
Trve WITNESS.

April 26th, 18%5.

The following are the estracts,

#Mg. Jony Brigar axn tng Rev.Mr. O'Mariry,

“Yye are not for taking Mr, Bright’s opinion on
any question of Irish politics for onc whit mere
than it is worth, Mr. Bright is au Englishman
with large and liberal opinions on muny questious
but when the question is of the national rights
and liberties of Ireland his liberality vanishes and
those strong national prejudices which are deep-
gecated in his nature cometo the front. But in
the particular instance now before us, we have no
hesitation in saying that we agree almost entirely
with the views stated by Mr, Bright. We agree
with him in regarding the Rev. Mr, O'Malley's pro-
posal for the establishment of Federal Parliaments
ineach of the three kingdomsas utterly visionary
and impracticable. Of course the Federalisation
of the whole British empire is got a political im-
posdibility, nomore than is the conversion of Eng-
land into a Republic ; Lut speaking inview of all
the existing facts, and with reference to as far
distant a future as living men need care to think
about, we set these things down as incapable of
realisation. It would be quite within the power of
the English people to etfect such changes in their
forin of government if they thought fit, but they
show no disposition to do anything of the kind,
and no proposal to that effect addressed to them
from Ircland will ever induce them to {urn their
{houghts inthatdircction. Mr, O'Malley's labour
to recommend to them the overthrow of their ex-
isting constitution and the substitution of a Fed-
cral scheme for it, is thercfore labour lost, But we
would wish Mr. Bright and everyone ¢lse, to un-
derstand that with the Rev, Mr. O'Malley’s politi-
cal scheme the Irish Home laulers have nothing
to do. FatherO'Malley is a venerable, amiable,
and respected clergyman, but this proposed Feder-
ation of the three kingdoms is & fancy of his own,
an ileal creation which lie fondlcs and nurses with
great affection. but for which he cun get no one
else in lreland to say agood word, His project is
entirely too wild and chimerical to be approved
of for a gingle moment by the common scuse of
the Irigh people.
] » L4

L] - * L]

¢:Tndeed, we can Lardly conceive a wilier notion
than that to the fartherauce of which the Rev. Mr.
O'Malley applics himself in Lis'¢little book It
is, of conrse, quite open to him to propose thet or

‘any ether political scheme which commends itself

to his mind, publish it, and call attention to it, en
his own responsibility, and no one hns any right
to complain, so longas 3Mr. O'Malley’s peculiar
views are nob attributed to other people, But, os
a matter of fact, some persons appeitr 1o suppose
that the Rev. Mr. ('Malley, in this malter, is an
exponent of the principles of tlie Trizh Home Rule.
movement. No opinion could bemore unfounded.
There is not in the ranks ofthe Home Rule League,
nar, we believe, within the shores of Ireland, a
single man willirg to join the Hev. Mr. O'Malley in
.ndvocating the political project with which that
reverend gentleman, is. so enchanted.  Father
('Mallcy stands aloneon'that ground ; be cannot
find & human being to share it with him, = We can-
not be surprised that Mr. Bright—or anyone ‘clse
—ghould refer to his propesed Federalism of the
three kingdoms as a mere fantasy altogether out-
side the range of practical politics ; but we wish
that et all cvents it shonld be clearly understood
'that the Trish Home Rule movement is.a thing al-
‘together distinct and different from the scheme
put before the public *by . Father O'Malley in his
itTittle book,” and that Irish Home Rulers are con-
‘tent to stand upon their nationsl rightin demand-

local affaits, leaving. England and Scotland to en-

‘government, apd deal with theirown affairs as they
3y. er."—Di Haiich GLA.

may. ghiuk,ploper.’Dublin Nation

B Ghaids 'ps £A Craxgl—We lave iecciVed
No. 17 of this musical monthly, exd it contents
exceed, if anything those of the previous numbers.

‘of Music, for which the publisher’s price'is one

dollar and ninety cents but they va® be- procured

is taken to the post oftice, when the official in

"Chippewa Falls, Wis, D C, 2.i0 ; Gaspe Bosin, A J

ing n tocul 1egislature for tho management of their |

joy, their, own constitution, mould. their " formm of

‘THe present number contaids four first class piccos’

are the contéents of the current number :—Preciosa,
Salonstucke, by Theo. Outen ; La - Balancelle, Cap-
rice Imitatlf, by € B. Lysberg; La- Bohemienne,
Romance, by X, Ketterer; Morning Dew.,  Moreean

599 Broadway, N.Y. $4 per annum; Single Nos.
50 cts. )

CANADIAN ITEMS.

Tas ConorEqamion D8 Norae Dimz, OTTAWA.—
Tur Nzw Coarcn—On Tuesday morning 20th inst,
the mew chapel of the Convent of the Congregation
de Notre Dame, Centre Town, was blessed, and the
altar consecrated by His Lordship Bishop Du.
hamel, according to the prescribed ritual. His
Lordship was assisted by the Very -Rev. Vicar-
General Jouvent, Rev. Fathers Collins, Barreti,
Durocher, 0'Connor (Alcxandrin,) &¢c., aod Revs
Dr. O'Connor, Father Porcile, and other clergymen,
whose names we did not learn, were also present.
The ccremony was most interestingand impressive
especially the consecration of the altar, which, as
we before remarked, is the first marble altar ever
raised in Oitawn, and display most admirable
slegance of design, as well as great artistic skill in
execution. The main piece of the altar 18 of
Brockadilla marble, the columns of the taber-
nacle of Amprior marble, and the whole of the
workmanship was executed at Mr. Y. Somerville’s
establishment in this city, which adds much to its
already well cstablished reputation by turaing out
such admirably chaste bandiwork.—Standurd.

Hon. John Young's plan for the improvement
of Montrcal harbour is as follows:—A wide char-
nel cut from the Lachine rapids wonld supply a
great water power; the water from this would be
utilized fo fill a main hydraulic dock built on the
shoals outside of Mill-strect, and between it and
Victoria Bridge; around the edge of this busin
would be mills and fuctories driven by the stroug
head of water. Between Mill-stecet dock, 3,100
feet long, 300 feet wide, and 20 feet deep, which
would be entered by a dvep water channel; vessels
coming intoshe canal could enter two large basins
at Point 5t. Charles, one of which is now partially
constructed in connection with another scheme.
There would also be dircct entrance to the hydran-
lic dock fiom the ‘ Distributing Basin.” The is-
land shoal would be made use of, and a whnat be
built around itif necessary. Railway trains would
run from I'oint St. Charies alonside the two west-
ern basias, and also by mcans of bridges over the
cotrance to the hydraulic dock down on Loth sides
of the Mill-street dock., Between the two railway
Uridges would be the entrance to large tlonting
and dry docks,

There died in Napaoee on Monday mornicg last
one of ita cldest resideuts in the person of Mis John
Husecy, who has resided there without change since
1812, Having been born on the 19th July, i8],
sh¢ was in her ninety-fourth year; and to the very
last moment the stirring scenea in that remote per.
iod of the history of Canuda were fresh in her meme
ory, and lier clenr remembrance of the War of ladep-
endence and the particular incidentsronneeted with
it of local importance were ulways listened to with
intenge Interest, When she and her husbund re-
moved to Nopinee, thare were but 1w stores, n
tavern and two or three residences, and she jived to
gee it spring from this small hamlet into oue of the
most tlourishing and prosperors towpsin the Do-
winion.

Mr. Robert Follis, of Tenth Conceseion of Tirn-
berry, went into the awnmp to chop svme cedar
The first tree he ¢cut down ledged on a hemluck
stub, standing about tweaty feet high. Mr. Follis
then climb:d up the cedarand got on top of the stub,
which appeard to be solid, to let the cedar down,
but, unfortunately for Lim.it proved to be holfow
in the centre, and as soon as he got his weight nn
it, he sank down to the bottom, and could not extri-
cate himself. As he did not get hame at dock,
reveral neighbors went in search of him with o
lantern and did not find him untilubo .t tenoclock
when he was heard calling for help. A pole was
then reached down to himi, which he managed to
take hold of, and was hauled out. He wus pretty
well cramped up, baving been insuch & position
that he could mot move for sbout nine hours.

Proxotiox.—We areglad to fearn that Mr. J P,
Honley, G, ‘I, Statjon Master at thig place, is to
be promotedl, his futurc station not being decided
yet, but supposer’ to be Napanee. At the same time
we regret his removal from Gananeque, as during
the time ho has been here, his accommodating and
friendly manner hag made him cxecedingly popular,
and doing business with him i literally combining
business wit: pleagure. We Dbelieve he is to be
succeeded by the present Agent at Mallorytown.—
Gananoque Reporter,

REcisTERED LeTTER.—Wo bLave before us en in-
genous check book, to be used by merchants for thy
purpose of checking the number of registered lutters
given to their clerks for postal delivery. The bouk

charge marks the number of lesters delivered by
him and afiixes his initinls in proof. The blanks
are so arranged thit the receipt of letters is recorded
in the same manner. The book has been approved
of by the Posimaster General, and will, nodoupt,
provean acquisition to the counting-room of our
merchants and business men,—Gazelle.

A strong whirlwind visited Rebin's Hill, near
Napance, on Monday, the 19th inst., and unceremon-
iously took possession of a partly enclosed new
frame house belonging to Mr. Wesley Dies, which
it raised into the air some ten feetfrom its founda-
tion, throwing it down nearly a complete wreck,
The building was what is calied a balloon frame,
16 x 24 feet. 1t will require to be rebuilt from the
foundation, . .

REMITTANKCES RECEIVED.

Lake Temiscamingue, Rev ¥ P, $2; Lachine,
Rev P 0, 2; New Glasgow, P 8, 1; La Presentation,
Tev 3 8, 2; Ormstown, P M, 2 ; Cadyville, N. Y.
Rev F McG, 2; Ray of Islinds, Nfid, Rev ®8, 2.25;
Windsor, Mrs 31 I3, 2; Gaspe Dasin, Bev M B, 2;

P, 2; Waonsocket, R I, Rev'N A R, 2;_.0_xford
Centre, JH, 4; ITamilton, MJ F, 2; Morrisburgh,

1 ; Beaverion, D A C,2; St Andrews,J H McD, 2
D McM 2 ; St Urbain, Rev A F,'5; Amprior; D 5,
2 Hopefield,J M, 2; St Sylvestre, D 1}, 3; King-
ston, J G 27 St Canute,J M; 25 Egerton,J B.
s0cts ;3Wheatland, J R, 2
Williamstown, Mrs M CF, 4; Rigaud, J 0'C 1,605
Lunsdown, 1' McG, 2; Tweed, Miss M 3M-D, 15 8t
Joseph d’Ely, Rev A D, 1; Huntington, J H,1,50;
Portncuf, RevF D, 2, '

Per J BMcM, Lochiel—A B McM, 2; H'MeD;'2,

Per J Mcl, Port Hawkesbury, N §—3elf, 2 ; 3l D, 2.

Per P N, Thurso—M O'L, 1.50 ; J McD, 1.60; W
K, 1.50. e o I

'Per Rev D O'C, South Douro—Haulfain, RS, 2.

Pér F L E, Ringsbridge—C Mc(,; 2; 3.6, 1. " -~

Pei J H, Gielph--Self, 2; J B,-4; BC;2; Mry
K, 1;M0; 3.2 0 e
Per A'B; Mayo—M L; 1:60. Lo
~ Per Rev F- W, Huntingdon—Selfy 1:505 J Fo 1.
503 ' M, 1.50" 7D, 1.50; W F,;1.50; M McD, 1:507
W-W,Jr, .50; J'C,°1.50; W H,1.60; H 1%°11.50;
Landerviile; WD, 1,50, %

Per L 8, Sheenborougl—Self. 1,76; W-D,’1,75
B¢/ 3,50308,1,75;7G My1,75; P M 1T5 5 U ]
1,75; T H, 1.76% B MG, 1,764 M, - 1,76 5" Fort
William, W.J, 1475, e v e b A g

Hawksbiwy,*N; S—~Y.6wRiver

¥ R el Y

[

HEERSE S I F B
'

Per Mrs eI, Port .
Tohabitarits,"A L, 20y ¢ -Baing o v

for the'small sum of fifty cents. The following |

de Balon, by S. Smith. Published by J. L. Peters, |

D McY, 2 ; Mountjoy, M D, 2; Springtown, P K, ¢ ‘

3 Tracudie W D, 354

Per T M, Peterborough—Self 3 ; So :
C;;ﬁ ciTtl. ! s i South Bowro, ¢
er J H, Chambly Canton—Self, 2 : Mra.
Per P T L, Bllevilie—W G, 3 M A 3.
er D C, Halifux, N 8—Sheet Harbor J I McK, 4
Per L I, Kemptville—Self 2,8 C, 2. "+
Per T D, Marysville—T H, 2.
. 51:)ch D, Leeds Viliage—Loacaster, N. A, M D,
"Per IL, Perth—J M, 2 ; W F, 2.

et

'y

At St - o

.Patrick’s Churob, on the 20th inat, by the
Rev. P, Dowd, P.P, Martin Cassidy to Jemni
Cabalane, both of this city. y & Jonnio
. At the Uathedral of Montreal, on the 20th Apri
inst., .by the Most Buverend E A Taschereau,
Archbishop of Quebec—in the presence of thy Right
Reverend Bishop of Gratianopolis—Edward Axtile
P‘nnet, Esq, N.P,to Mias Marie Louise Elizabeth
Terroux, second daughter of Robert Terroux, Eeq,

In Ottawa en April 23, after a long and pai
illness whick he bore with Christiss migmg:l
Edward ¥arrell, o nutive of the Co. Wexford, Ire.
land. Aged 53 years, R.IP, ’

At StJohn's, P Q, on the 215t inst, John Duna,

formerly of Chambly, and lately of Stanbri
aged 69 yesrl.-—!t.l..f". d ridgo East,

MONTREAL WHOLESALE MARKKTS.—(@azette)

Flour.v brl. of 196 b.—~Follards,,,..$3.45 @ $3.60
Superior EXtra..ciinsceians sovense G165 @ 6.23
Extra Superfine...ccivenevereeiie. 480 @ .40
FIDO tovuve weernearnasncnncs srrn 4.00
Strong Bakess'... ... .eaivann.... . 40
MiddlDgs. s eues vrvnen aernnnvnones 386
U. C. bag flour, per 100 1bs. ..,..... 2.5
City bagy, [delivered].veven o ornnne. 235
Outmeal per bushel of 200 1bs.,,... 6 8o
Corn, per buwhel of 68 1bs.......... &D
Peuse, per bushe] of 66 1bs....... ... 100
Barley, per bushel of 48 1bs, . .. .. 0.9
Lard, per IbSoaeeiieiansennnnnira. O 0.15.
Cheese, per Iba. o cvineevenniiom. . 014 @ 0.144

do  do du Fiueat mew,._,..... 0.00 @ ¢.0v
Pork—New Meg8...0vevvennn.....00.00 @ 2808

Thin Mess....o. oouvuvn.,. 21 850 22 00
Ashgs-—l'ots.... 56 @ G0
Firsts. o o viiniens cinennnn e 000 @ 0.09

Peurls—Firsts . ....o .o 207870 @800
Butter—Muarket quiet; mtes sre léc to 18¢, ac-
cording to quality. Roll ar 15 to 16¢; Nev as

200 to L2,
R e T T .

TORONTO FARMERS MARKET.—(Globe)
Wheat, fall, per bus........ v $0 97 I 0g
do spnmg  do ....... e 091 0 94
Barley do cieeea..., . 1ot 1 02
Oats L R 1 1 G 47
Pean L 1 . 0 8b 0 3¢
Rye do .........., . 900 0o on
Apples, per Wil . iiivie.., 000 8 b
Geese, el vovvinvnnnn... . 0 5b 0 T
Turkeys.ooiiiiiiiiii i iiiieae.., 0 TO ! 00
Cabbage, perdoz..oe . oeveen, ..., 0 00 0 60
Ouions, per bush.......cc00aes,., 075 I ¢0
Diersed hogs per 100 1bs. . ..., ... 68 o0 00
Beet, hind-qes. per b, o000 0o, 6 B0 5 00
“ fure-quarters Cemte e 4 50 G 00
Mutton, by carcaze, per1b,......., 300 900
Potatoes, perbug........oovecivue 0 00 0 00
Butter, b, rolly. ... ..o viiieinn, 025 6 28
* o largeiolls. o, 017 0 20
tub dairy............ veer 020 0 12
Eggs, fresh, pev doa,oov ool 0 U4 015
“oopncked..iiiiiiiaaiin.. 0128 003
Turnips, per bush, ... v ovevven. 0 20 ¢ 25
Hay ........... teaeseiaen Lo B 00 21 Q9
WWBW ,ieerevs vasscinansns aennes 9300 10 0O

THE KINGSTON MARKET —(British Whig.)

Frotr=XXX pertbl,..ivoiv... 896 to 625
i “1001b8...,..... 325 to 325

Family® 100 % ,........ 200 to 2.50
ExFuncylvo ¥ ....... , 8.00 to 0.00
Gray—DBarley perbushel, .. .,..,, 092 to 096
* Rye v w «... 000 to 065

Peag o« ., 000 to o080

Qats & ¥ e, 041 to 042

Wheat « B eeiiiaae 086 to 0.90
Maar— Beel, fore, per 100 1bs, . ... 500 to 6.00
4 hing v owooe ., 700 tuv .00

W hva @ %, 000 to 0.00

“  perlb vn market.., 0,10 to 0.1

Mutton “ ... 0.07 to 009

Veal it “ ... 900 to 0.00

Haw ¢ in store... 8,14 to 0.15

Bacon ¢ “ e 002 to 013

Pork ...... ....c..... 9.00 to 10.50
Hipgs—No 1 untriwmmed, .. .., .. 500 to 6.00
“o2 u ceesse.. 300 to 4.00
Lambskiog, ............ 060 to 125

" pelts. .. ...... 075 to 130

Calf Skins..ovuvenu.o.n, o 410 to 010
Dekin Skins........... « 230 to 0320

Tallow ....ovveeves coune 0.04 to 003
Povutay—Turkeys, each . ...... TL00 o 15y
Geese N 076 to 0.80

Ducks per pair.......... 070 to 0.%5

Fowls per puir........... 050 to 0.75
Gexsrar—Potatoes bus, ........ 060 to 0.6)
Butter, tnb, per b 016 to 0.8

do print 020 to 0.2
Eggs,perdozen.......... 012 to:0.5
Cheese, home made ;| ., 011 to 0.14

Hay per ton ... 800 w0 10.0v

Steaw s % L, 4.00 to 4.50

Wouoed, hord, on sireet ., 500 to 0.5

Coul, delivered,...... ....3.256 to Qoo

Wool perlb...ooo.iir.. 00,30 o v

~J. H. SEMPLE,

IMI'ORTER AND WHOLESALE GROCLE,
53 ST. PETER STREFT,

P 8 (Corner of Foundling,)

MOMTREAL.

May let, 1874 17 5%
'ST. PATRICK’S SOCIETY.

="

io.sh

THYE REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING of ihe
above CORPORATION will be held in the SO-
CIETY'S HALL, Corner of Craig and St, Alexander
Strects, on MONDAY EVENING uext, 3rd May,
at BRIGHT o'cloek.- - i :
ST sAUEL CRGSS, Reo. Sec,

RIRTI THE ANNUAL
MEETING of the Montreal Branch
By of the I RISH HOME RULE
. ‘LEAGUE will be held in.the ST..
BJ, PATRICK'S: HALLy, corner of St
TN .. 'Alexonder and Craig .. Streets, -on
TUESHAY ‘EVENING 'next,’ the 4thi'of::Muy'; at
'EIGHT o’clock; sharp, for the "Election of Office-
‘Bégrersifor the ensuing year, - oot ol
o e cn e o PLJCOYLE, Secs

.

ETATIS

-BEAEje-_-' |
NATIOMAL R

" Per:d H; Eganville==Self; 2" Oseedla;: 00, 2.+
Per W H, Lacolle—S D, 2,50, . .

' §1.% per year




