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HONTREAL FB.IDAY, DEG 6, 1861

 TO- OUR READERS

Mr.‘ Gllhes, of ‘the TRUE Wm\ess office; is
nOW 0N & colleolmg and canvassmg tour lhrouah
banada“‘West. ""He has fiill author:ty to receive
all, monies due. fo.tLis oifice, to give receipts, and.
to make such srrangewents as he shall deem
most convenient. We would respectfully be—
speak for bin a good recepuen from our numer-
ous, delmquent subscribers. :

' NEWS OF THE WEEK.

Qur readers will find much to wmspire them with
hope - dlld confidence m the news from Italy
which we ﬂ{xbhsh on our sixth page. General
Bol?gesds.al;d:e Liead of a very respectable force
of; Neapnl’tan patriots, and bas inflicted several
very decided threshings upon the Piedmontese i in-
vaiers. The cruelties ofCIaIdxm——“ the butcher
as he 1s appropriately slyled— Jave thoroughly.
arodsed the latent” hostility of the ‘Neapolitans
aganst’ the alien rule attempted 1o be imposed
upon them ; and & struggle as desperate as that
whch the brave Spamards engaged in, when the
first Napoleon tried toforce his brother upon
thein as a King, is now raging in the south of
the Italian Peninsula. Borges is himself a Qpa-
viard, and greatly distingwsbed Limself in the
civil -wars of ‘the Christinos and Carlists in lus
pative country. Ervery Catholic, every [riend of
liberty and justice wnli pray that God will be
pleased to. bless his arms, and’ enable him to
purge: the: soul of = Naples of ats foreign invaders.

“Uafil’ “hie’ Kmadom of Naples be thoroughly
Lonquered andits brave patriots exterminated,
or reducid to subjection, the ngdom of Italy
cannol. be regarded. as- un fail accompit ; and
it isonly as’ tbe capital of suck a Kingdom thaz
Rome 1s of supreme political importance to. Vic-
tor Emmanuel. Tt is oot therefore so much from
a desire to see the Bourboas reinstated on the
throne of Naples, as from the desire to keep Vic-
tor Emmanuel out of Rome, that we interest
oursefves in beball of tire oppressed Neapolitans.
The latter, fighting for national independence,
are at the same time fighting the battle of the
outire Church.

Up o the time of gong to press, the hourly
expecled steamer had oot been telegraphed ; we

catnot therefore say how the tdings of the pira-
tical searching of the Trent, and ‘the capture of
Messrs. Slidell aud Mason, bave beea received
by the British Government.

,atmmupition, at certain’ selected spots.

thh those ,who, hke our nelghbors, seem
Inlent upon‘ provokmm anuarrel ‘determmed
to, ﬁﬂht, tbey mll be at no l _;,for a’ casus
belli. s
“The Messnge of the Prestdent of lhe N States
to. tbe Congress which - opened ‘on- the 2nd-mst.:
is’ not reassuting. It i, consldered vrammah-
‘LH“), a vxllamous doeument hp-slop.. slyle,
‘weak in nrgument, and remarkable only ‘lor its
turbidity, remiading one.of those Speeches ‘from
the 'Chrone ‘which’ Liard " Castlereagh’ had the
credit of composing, and which- Cobbett so un-
mercifully onltclsed Mr. Lancola recominends
his Conwre-s to turn its attention towards the
 great lakes and rivers;”’ and suggesls the pro-
pnety of forming thereon depots of arms and
“As the
Northern States can have no cause to apprehend
an nvasion from Canada, these preparauons are
manifestly aggressive, and seem to point 10 a pre-
meditated attack’ upon British North: Amerlca

There are certain people who are popu!arly
said to “ rush in, where angels fear "o tread ;”
and without the most remote 1intention of com-
parmu our contempornry, the MonlrLaI Witness,
to “an angel of light,” we cannot hut feel that,
in his ‘presumptuous intrusion upon ground from
which the Wizness prudently keeps aloof, the
Torento Christian Guardian betrays some
stanrr points of similarity to ‘“the other
party ,” that is to say, to those who popularly-
and profanely are spoken of as “fools.” For
instance, the Witness has always observed a
most “discreet silénce whenever by us challeng-
ed to gwvea full, concise, clear, and exhaustive
definition of the terms * Protestant,” and
« Protestant Futh;® te latter, or Chr wsttan
Giiardian, bhowerer, not having the fear of the
chtlondry before his eyes, rushes impetuously
to the rescue of- kns .evangelical brother, and

thus attempls to meet our challenge :—

1 The only . definition of a Protestant is — Hvery
one who protests againt Popery on the ground that
the Holy Scriptures are the only authority in mattera
of docurine, and that we are juatified only by faith
in Chrigt.”"— Christiun Guardum, 13t4 uut

Our cotemporary adds :—

“ Wiil the True dem please in fature construct
his srgumente agninst Protestants in harmony with
this,, which ia the only true signification of the.

‘word."—1b.
To this request we . glve a: most unquahﬁed

deial. W'e can conceive, indeed, of no reason,
based upon history er tbeology, upon grammar
or etymology, why the Christian Guardwman
should make such a demand upon us; and gud-
ed ulways by the light of history, and by the
principlés of etymology, we reject 72 toto the
definition of the word # Protestant” assigned to
it by our Methodist contemporary.

In its origin, the term Protestant signified
every one who joined in the * Protest” made in
the Sitting of the 16th of April 1529, by the
minority of the Diet of Spires, against the de-
cree of the majority of the same assembly, which
virtually repealed or annulled the decision of

£ el e
o ety
0 untly{f- .
AImpugn*theVpr
b S pf&gl.')ﬂx‘lpzhh, &
ment . oli The™ rd,_,;n;questnou 1o -show,
%hlstoncal theologlca! '»and”etymoloelc

571 -‘! “xui
consMerahons, Tow,, &l h

4IL\wnv e

ThP ﬁrst '

or. supernatural uulhorlty of those acnptures, as
an essential dondinon of Protestautisu.’
man—even aceordma to. this part of . our con-
temporary ] deﬁmuon—who reJec(s the doctrinal
authority of “the Papal Church 'is _ipso facto a
Protestant because he “protests against Popery
on the. ground that the Holy Scriptures are the
only author:ty in matters of, doctrme”—thouah

‘cognlse lhose Scriptures as of any great doctrinal
authority atall, " The second part of the defini-'|
‘tion 15 amblvuous, for it is impossible lo tell whe-
ther 1t ‘exacts'ds an essential conilition of Pro- |
_lestantism, the’ reeogmt:ou of the truth of the old
Lutheran- formula, that * man-is justified by
faith a/one,» —that 1s, by a laith unaccompanied
by good works, and formed or viified oy
charity ; or whether the faith whereof a justify-
ing efficacy is therein predicated, is identical with
that faith which, according to -the teachings of"
the Papal Church |usuﬁes—that is- to say, a faith
vivified and working by chauly , '
Besides, the C'hnstmn Guardian assigns—
suggests even—no means by which his Protest-
ant is to ascertain what © Scriptures” full within
the catégory of “Holy.” This is a point of
doctrine which every man maust settle for him-
self ; for if he accept the doctrinal authority, or
inspiration, of ‘certain seripturés upon the author-
ity of Instory, tradition, or any authority what-
soever, extrinsic to those writings, he recognises
that the « Holy Scriptures- are ¢t the only au-
thority in matters of doctrine. If, Lowever, he
reject” all authority in’the supernatural or doc-’
trinal order, extriosic to the scriptures, he must
claitn for himsell ¢ a verifying faculty,” or in-
tuitive capacity for testing the truth of any pre-
tended revelation—the possession ot which facul-
would render all revelation, @b eztra—whether—
by means of a book, or of a Churck—superflu-
ous. In practise however, most Protestants do,
and must assert, the existence both of a doctrinal
‘authorily extrinsic to the scriptures, whereby
they learn of what writings the “Holy Scriptures”.
consist ; and of a * verifying faculty,” or inward
light, whereby they discover the hidden meaning
of those Scriptures. When the Protestant- as-
serts the sole authority of the Bible, he really
means the Bible as interpreted by his private
judgment.
We understand, however, the Christian
Guardian’s smeaning; for it is the custom of
the little clique to which be belongs to restrict
the employment of the generic term ¢ Protest-
ant,” o that section of the Protestant world
which calls itself “ evangelical® and “ortho-
doz{” and torefuse it to that other and far
more important—numerically and intellectually
—section which is generslly known as “ Li-

In the ovations given to Capt. Wilkes by his | 1526 ; in virtue of whick a large amount of beral;” and which always rejecting Calvinism
cougtrymen, and by several of the most import- | freedom in the choice of religion bad been, in embraces within its ranks, Anans, Soclnlans:
ant municipalities of the Nortbern States, it 1s | spite of the Edict of Worms, secured to the | {Jpirarians, Universalists, Swedenborgians, &e.,
impossible to avod recoguising the manifestation { dissentient States and Cities of the Empire.— &c., &e. This assumption on the part of the
of a spirit of bitter and determined hostility to-| Tlus ¢ Protest” was based upon political, rather | « evangelicals” is untenable, for if submitted to,
wards Great Britain j a spint of hostility none | than upon religious grounds; and was defended it would un-Protestantise the most illustrious of
the less bitter, because ““P"°‘°k5d by any act of | rather by appeals to the public law of the| p orestants. For instance, the great Protestant

apgression on the part-of the British authorities ;

Empire, thao by appeals to Scripture. As

poet Milton was an Arian ; anrd an Arian or

noue the less determined, because. 1t 18 generally | Ranke, the Protestant German historian, tells | soini- A rian Clristology is necessanly accom-

and firmly beheved that, no matter what the provo-

1

cation, Great Bntam will not fight. The ““Laon

us, 1 his « History of the Reformation n

panied by an anthropology more or less Pela-

| Germany,” * They”—the Protesters —¢ espe- gao ; which again, however modified, is incom-

is said to be aged and toothless ; therefore every | cially insisted on the fundamental principles of patible with the doctrine of “ justification by

petty Mayor believes he can msn[t the decrepid
animal with unpunlty, and s pot-valorous ac-
cordingly.. :

There 1s nothmg very brilliant 1n Captaia
Wilkes' exploit, copsidered in itseli ; and we
know of no people, excepl our nuighbors, who
would attach much value to the bogus heraism
displayed by . ‘the American man of war, i stop-
ping, and searching an unarmed vessel, and cap-
turing therefrom two ‘uparmed and helpless men.
It the Arnencan navy hald no brighter deeds
tban this to boast of, its annals would be scarce-
ly worth perusal.

‘It is thierefore rather as an iosuit to Great
Briaio that the conduet of Captain Wilkes is
valued. and approved by a large body of bis fel-
Jow-countrymen, than as a feat of armns calculat-
ed to sbed additional lustre upon Yankee laurels.
Ttis in this light tbat we view the ovations witb
which he has been welcomed ; and viewed-in
this: hght, these ovations are of grave national

importar.ce.  They mean ‘that an iesult offered
by sa American naval officer to the Bntnsh flag,
is so grateful to the feelings, and so perfectly in
harmony with the sentuuenls, of the people of
the Northern States, 28 to entitle its perpetra-

tor to honors which - otber and less eahightened
eommunmes reserve for the oonqueror m the

hrd fought Beld:
Saeh belng the feelings ol w ne:ghbors, and

the law of the Empire” — and declared that
“they could not be obliged, without their con-
sent, to give up the privileges secured to them
by the Recess lately drawn up at Spires.” In
short, it was apainst the invasion of their civil
rights, as members of the Empire, that the first
Protestants protested ; and io the words of the

Protestant historian vnter by us z2bove quoted :

" The discussions of the Diet of 1529 turned rather
on & question of ‘public law, than on any point of
doctrine."—Ranke's Hist, of Reformalion in Germany
lib. v. €. Vi,

The definition of the word © Protestant,”
given by the Christian Guardian is therefore
historically false ; it is also repugnant to scund
etymology. :

Applied in a general religious sense, instead of
in the earlier political, and politically restricted
sense ;n which it was firat applied, to denote
‘those who adhered to the Protest against the in-
vasion upon the civil rights, or autonomy of the
members of the Empire—of which invasion the
majority of the Diet of. 1529 "was accused by
the protesting minority—the word * Protest-
ant” implies aunply’ one who Protesti—srrespec-
tive both of thé Feasons for that protest, and of
the particular” opmlons upon religious. matters
which be who 80 ‘protests may chance to enter-
tain ; and it is in- Lhis semse, and ia this™ sense
alone that : we employ -H—restricting 1ls use
kowever te thole who by Bnptlsn bave beea

faith alone.” So too with most of the great
writers and thinkers of Protestantdom, whether
in England or on the Continent. They were in
their several generations, and are for the rmost
part to-day, Arians or Ubitarians; and it the
Christzan Guardian sist upon our using the
term Protestast in harmony with his definition—~
he must be prepared to rennunce all Protestant
partaership with Milton, Locke, Newton, and
bosts of others, of whom hitherto the Protestant
world has been accustomed to boast, as of its
brightest ornaments. Even Luthec must be re-

pounced ; for Luther was not a Protestaat in
the sense of admitting the * doctrinal authority’
of the book which the Christiur Guardian
reveres as the “ Holy Scriptures.” Luther re-
jected not only the Apocalypse, but the Epistle
attributed to St. Jamus 3 and therefore, if belief
in the doctrinal authority of the entire beok
which the Christian Guardian calls the Bible,
be an . essential eomdition of Protestantism,
Losther was oot a Protestant, because he de-
nounced that book as contalnmg much that was
apocryphel, and much that was certainly false
and an “ epustie of straw.”

For these reasons we: reject the - definition,
which, without a skow of argument the Christian
G'uardmn desires to impose upna ws ; and shall,
still.continue o use.that definition which alone
is complete, eiear, conclse, and exbaustive—wiz.
R A Protestaat is any - bapétzed person who pro-’
- agaiast “the autbonty of - the Papal
Church." '
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Y landuustend\ofn the:South:from ithe:Northerni States,'

the North -Americaus...Would ot the:ghortest way:
to.pence:be to:leti Lancashire'go? :And"yet what
Enghshmen would ¢ 8ay,'go:?::'Nay, more; if not Lan.:
cashire only,but géveral.counties were: to/seceds, and

any. Engllshmun for one moment say that at all baz-
nrdl the. umty of the ren.lm must not be maintained ?

Yes' certamly

England, the’ argumeut ‘used to justify. the action
of the Southerw: seceding States would be palpa—

and to- the “ Linperial* Goverament, and that” in
wl;lch the several States of . the ‘Union. stand. to

‘most remote, analogy. ‘Evea in. the Leg:slauve
Union of the seyeral once indépendent States
which now. compose the British Empire, it is ab-
surd to Iook for the inost -distant analogy  with
that Union'that binds 1ogeétber the stilf Sovereign
States of this Continent. The one is a-Liegisla-
tive, the other a Federal Union ; ; and these two
kinds of Union are radu,dlly or essentially differ-
ent, mdeed incompatible, the one with the other ;
and no one but a amncoipoop would attempt to
compare_them, because they, differ, not 1n degree
‘but i kind. :

The several ‘States of which the American
Unioc coosists, and tall lately consisted, are, and-
-were, 1o theory and 1n fact, Sovereign and Indeé-
pendent States, . with regard to one another;
each having its own mdependent Legislature and
Executive, with supreme or sovereign. powers
within its borders—and that power, not a dele-
gated power or authority, asin the case of & Bri-
tish Colony, whose right of self-government is de-
rived from -the central authority—-but mherent
and inalienable. It existed in its plenitude be-
fore the Union; it was net lost or taken away
by the Union ; and no action of the Federal go-
vernment can in any wise impair or even modify
it. . The essential condition of the American
Union, its form, or wital principle, consists in
this—that it is a Federation of Sovereigsn and
Independent States; each mémber thereof re-
taining all of. its.sovereignty and. mdependence,
which, by the Act of Unioa, it bas not explicitly
consented 1o waive, as the condition of bemg ad-
mitted withic that Union.

It is herefore ehildish, worse than childish, to
argue agalast the right of the Sovereign and In-
dependentState of South Carolina to secede from
a Federal Union ioto which it entered as an in-
depeadent State, from the admitted illegality of
an English couaty, which never was either So-
vereign or Independent—and which as such ne-
ver entered inte a Federal Treaty, either with
the other counties of England or with the Impe-
rial Government at Westminster—to ¢ secede
from England.” The local authorities of Lian-
cashire for instance, derive all their legitimate
power from the Imperial Government ; the Go-
verncr and Legislature of South Carolina do not
derive their anthority from the Federal Govern-
ment ; the former, therefore, has, and can have,
mo right to secede; the right of the latter to
take such a step may also be contested, but upon
entirely different grounds, from those taken up
by the Montreal Herald.

We must admit, however, that the argument
of the Herald in behalf of his Yaokee friends,
vicious though that argument be, is not his own,
and that_therefore, ie is not exelusively respon-
mble for its absurdity, It is an argument which,
in substance, underlies all the pleas put forward
by the Northerners for maintaining the Usion by
foree of arms ; and its constant recurrence is a
convinciog proof bow completely the political
priaciples of the founders of the Union are either
forgotien, or deliberatelly trampled under foor,
by its sell-styled armet\ defenders.” The course
which the latter are pursuing is certain, i sue-
cessfully followed out, to destroy that Usion, or
form of political government, which the great
statesmen of the last century established, because
1t runs counter to ali theic principles, and paliti-
cal axioms. Never did Washington, never did
any of the brave and wise who fought by his
side, and sat m council with him, dream of sucha.
Uaion as that whick the Northerners are vow
seeking to mmpose upon a conquered South—a
Union, the counlerpart of that which the Jaco-
bins succeeded in imposing upon Franee; and
certainly the fathers of American Iudependence
httle imagined that they were fighuog for a cen-
‘tralised,despotism—for are public “one and indivi-
sible,” 1o which the several Sovereigs and Inde-
pendent States to which they belonged should
subside into the condition. ot Eoglish counties.
If the defenders of the Union are but giving ut-
terance to their real sentiments wheo they advo-
cale their cause in language such as that which.
their friend' the Montrea\ Hem]d employs ig

eouaty are indeed to be made apphea%le ‘to ;the"
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;1!.Suppoeez.jt:wete 'Lencnshlre secedtng from 1 ng-r
might:patdny:foreign friend: ase: precigely 2the! mime*
] ; ‘ ; % |‘argument of expediency saithe’ Times now:tenders: ‘tof
Guardzan:s dehmuon is worthless, because im-
ot It cons:sts of two purts.j
ply th negntlon of any: authority.
| in the rellglous or supernalural ‘order besides that
of . the : *Holy.. Scnptures " but it does not.
loglcally mlply the recogmtnon of the doctrimal

that in /sach.force 53 to miske it deubtful how long:
the: ,strugglo would ‘lest,.or whéther . the old orithe
new kingdom' would:in the end: be succesdfal, ;wonld:

For in the .case of a Lanca-.
slnre secession, or the secession of any ‘county 1n-

b!y mapphcable because belmxt the relatlen iu
which 'Lancashlre stands. to. the British Empire,

the Federal authority, there 15 dot any, even the
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‘argumenb 1Whlch Mg ey unenswerable.
are ﬁn'htmg,”j the mny now say, Rt | ortler thay
we may.preserve .- our.. ‘autonomy, and that sove.
reigaty . and; mdependence whtch tbe “origing}
Union prol'essed to.secure-bo-us.; we are: fighting
that -we rnay not: become mere Drovinces op
mumexpahne and .in s0 hghtmg, we are doig
battle in‘the: cause’ of - true freedom, and: of true
Conservatlsm.”‘ e

. We do not ‘presume to dogmatlse, nor il
we assert that . -according -.to: the letter and e
spirit of the- ‘original Treaty” or Act of Union,
any one btate, or._party. tbereunlo, bas the rloh[
to secede from'the Umon, or to retract ity cop.
‘ent to that Trealy, eontrury to the wishes pf
the other cunlraclmg partte& Muc[m we believe
may be said on  'both sides + and whilst lustory
furmshes us with- no pr ecedents by ‘which tc ey.
amine the .value of the. respective pleas, and
whilst there is no tribunal competent Lo pro-
nounce a decision in the case, we thiok it more
‘prudent to abstain from- expressing any very de-
cided opinion “upon the subject i dispute,’ Ty
the case of  the United States the sontrut so-
cial is a reahty, and ‘oo the idle dream ofa s0-
cial visionary , or rather. political -charlatan.: The
Act of Union is an Act of partners!up beuvm
several sovereign and mutually mdependent
States, voluntarily - ellered into, for cerlam de-
fined ..objects, and upon certain- specified. con-
ditions. It would -seem therefore that, like an
act of partnerslnp, contracted betwixt individuals
similarly situated with' regard “to one another,
and under. analogous ctreumstances—-lhe Act of"
Uaion 15 condinonal, and hable to be cancelled,
either by the mutual consent of the contracting
parties, or by-the failure ol one party thereunto
faithfully to fulfil its terms, and to carry out the
objects for which it was designed. Dins posi-
tion may be taken up, and togically mamtamed
and from it, no doubt, the lawyer mmay be dble
to show—according as- his Northern or South-
ern proclivities predominate—that the Southern,
States have, or that they bave not, the right to
secede and that secession: mvolves, or does not
mvolve, a breach of ‘contract.” But to argue -
from the stand point occupied by the Herald is
absurd, or. rather amounts in substance to coo-
ceding the right ' of .the South to take up arms
against the” North ; because "it implies that the
latter chains the same rights of sovereignty over
South Carolina, as those which the Government
of Queen Victoria claims over Lancashire ; and
because the assertion of such a claun is the
negation of the fundamental or formal principle’
of the American Union, which is based vpon
the iaherent malienable sovereignty of the se-
veral States of which it 1s composed. Destroy,
or serionsly weaken, that principle, and there
may remain 0o doubt an American Republic ;
but it will uo longer be, or bear any resem-
blance ta, that Republic which Washington
founded, and which has hirberto been paraded -
before the world as lhe chefd’ceuwe of political
wisdom.

Tue MacMarus Osseques.-—The honors
fately paid in Ireland to the mortal remainy
of 'Cerence ' Bellew MacManus have, of
course, provoked many comments from the press.
The Morning Star’s remark<« upon the subject
are, if not altogether, unexceptionable, at all

-evenls in much better taste than are those of the

majority of its Protestant contemporaries, and
for this reason we transfer them to our columns.
Its reftections upon the origin of (he Protestant
Establishment, and the effects of that bated insti-
tution upon the minds of the Catholics of Ire-
land are worthy of attentive consideration.

For 1t caunot be denied that there exists'
amongst the majority of the Irish Catholics 2
feeling of strong, deep-seated disaffection with
the British Government ; and that this feeling 1s
the natural result of long generarions of misgo-
verament, of which the Protestant Establishrent
of to-day is a standing memorial. In a spirttual
point of view, the Parliament Church has, io-
deed, done but little barm; 1t may be doubted
evee whether it has Deen the instrument, OF
cause of the apostacy of a single Catholic; and
perhaps 1t is not too much to ‘say, that tepid or
mdifferent Papists bave been ‘established in. the
faith by the very sentiment of hostility to Pro-
testantism which the sagbt of that Church could ,
not fail to elicit. . As a polmoa] grievance how-
vver, the existence of sucli @ monstrous anomaly
as a Protestant Church;# By, Law Established”
for a pedple of wbou; th orerwbelmmg majonty
are, 2s ‘they ever hav been, Catholic ‘and_ in-
teasely Catholic, -can™ scarcely be oxanerated ‘
.and. to its. perpeluatwn {he, British - Government.
owes that il 4 will of which"it. ‘ﬁdoubte'd‘l is the -
' which ‘the_lite MaeManusﬂb
seqtues” were the oulward and visible: slcn, 0

pohucal gains of the Sovea et\gn Stiates of wh.u:h
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‘sure’ it “thereof. “Ths Brmsh Statesmnn wbq"; '



