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MONTREAL, FRIDAY, APRIL 23, 1852.

' NEWS OF THE WEEK.

Mr. Walpole has brought forward in the House
of Commons, the ministerial plan for angmenting the
National Defences. By this measure, it is proposed
to raise -a voluntary force of 80,000 men, to be
.drilled and trained according to the regulations of
43rd Geo. TJI. OF this force 50,000 are to be re-
cruited the first year, and 30,000 during the second ;
the whole period of service is to be for five years.
A hounty of from £3 to £4 is offered to volunteers,
to be paid at once in full, or in montlly instalments of
2s. or 2s. 64., the option being left to the volunteer:
the expense is calculated at about £1,200,000. ‘Fhe
ministerial proposition was well received. It was not
clearly stated whether the provisions of the Bill were
to be extended to Ireland; perhaps, with a large part
of the native population armed, and trained to the
use of arws, the Government might find it inconvenient
1o enforce the provisions of the Whig Penal Laws:
an opportunity to test their courage will soon be
offered to them.

On_Friday, the 2nd instant, the three sufiragan
Pretaies, Kildare, Ferns, and Ossory, together with
the Dean and Chapter, met to clect a suceessor to
the late lamented Dr. Murray, Archbishop of Dublin,
the votes stood :—

Most Rev. Paul Cullen, Arclibishop of Armagh,
and Primate of all Ireland, (Dignissimus)
Teev. Dean: Meyler, (Dignior) . . . 9
Rev. Mr. Dunne, P.P., (Dignus) 8

Writing before the result of the ballot was known,
the editor of the Zwdlet remarked— that if the
name of Dr. Cullen be found on the list, whether as
Dignits, Dignior, or Dignrissimus, he will be
selected by the IToly See, as the future Archbishop
of Dublin: the writer intimates that it is in contem-
plation to confer upon this illustrious Prelate of the
Catholic Church, the oflice and dignity of perpetual
_delegate of the Apostolic See in Ireland. The
friends of education in Ireland, and by the friends of
education, we mean the enemies of the Government,
or National School system, have good canse for con-
gratulation, in the prospects of the appointment of
such a man as his Grace the Archbishop of Armagh,
to the Archiepiscopal See of Dublin. 'The British
government, on. the other hand, will see in this appoint-
ment, the determination of the Church to carry into
force, the decrees of the Synod of Thurles; though
it may bully,.and bluster, and talk big, about putting

- {he Reclesiastical Titles Bill in force, and prosecution
against. the ' Bishops, for the illegal asswmption of
territorial titles, it may rest assured that iis scheme
for - perverting -the faith .of (2 youth of Ireland, by
means of mixed, and godless education, is destined
fo meet with signal discomliture. ‘
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‘I'he Baltie brings intelligence up to the Tth inst.,
the most important items of which are those in refer-
ence (o the state of affairs at the Cape of Good Hope.
Sir Harry Smith has been disappointed in the result
of his demaad. for a Burgher levy on the frontiers.
"I'he Caffres have not accepted the terms proposed to
ikem, and the British troops are busily engaged in
-destroying the enemy’s crops, and laying waste the
country, ITer Majesty’s steamer Dirkenhead, with
reinforcements (or the Cape,has been totally wrecked ;
446 persons are missing. ‘Lhe following are the
particulars of this sad catastrophe :—

‘The Birkenhead was lost about two miles and a half or three

‘miles off Point Danger, at two, a.m., on the 26th February.
T'he sea was smooth at the time, and the vessel was steaming

8% knots per hour. She struck the rock, and it penetrated-

through her bottom just afl of the foremast, The rush of the
waler was so great, that there is no doubt most of the indivi-
duals in the lower (roop deck weredrowned in their hammocks.
The rest of the men and officers appeared ondecl, when Major
Seaton called all the latter about him,and impressed upon them
the neeessity of order and silence among the men.

Sixty men were put to the chain pamps, sixty raen to the.
tuckles of the punddle box boats, and the remainder brought on
10 the poop, in order o ense thie fore-part of the ship, which
way ralling heavily. The horses were pitched out, and the
culter was 3ot ready for the women and children; they were
putin it (in charge of Master's Assistant Richards), avd stood
ofl’about 150 yards,

Just aflerwards, the stcamer’s entire bow broke off at the
foreinast, the bowspit going up into the air towards the fore
“tupmast, aud the funnel went over the side, carrying away the
starboan! paddle-box and bout. The other paddle-box boat
upset in lowering. The large boat in the centre of the =hip
could not be got at. It was about twelve or fiticen minutes
afier she struck that the bow brolke off. The men then all
avent 1o the poep, and in abontd minntes more the vessel broke
in two, cross-wise, just abaft the engine-room, and the stern
part immedintely filled and went down. A few men jumped
oft just before, but the grenter number remained to the last,and
so did every oflicer belonging to the troops,  Allthe men put on
10 the tackles (Captain Wriglht I'cnrs? were crushed when the
tiuanel (ell, and the men and officers below at the pumps conld

nol (he thinks) have reached the deck before the vessel broke
* np und went down, The survivors clang to the rigging of the
mainmast, aud others got hold of floating picces of wood.—
There must have been about 200 on the driflt wood. Captain
‘Wright was on a large picce with five othery, and they picked
upnine or ten mare. The swell carried the wood in the divee-
tion of Point Danger. Captain Wright succecded in landing,
and with some of the men procceded into the conntry in search
of shelter; many of the ien were naked, und almost all with-
out shoes.

The cuptain obtained provisions after some ditfienlty.  Lieu-
tenant Girardot, of the -Igrrl Regiment, and Cornet Bond, of the
12th Lancers, accompanied the party, which amounted to
sixty-eight men (including sailors),  He then returncd to the
coast, and cxamined the rocks for more than tweaty miles, in
hopes ol Lnding sume men who might have drified in. * A
iviale boat picked up two men, and found two, all much ex-
haosted. Tt wus eighty hours after the wreck before Captain
Wright icht the coast, and he can salely assert that when he
left there was not a living soul on the coast, of those who had
beewun bourd.  Fivehorsesgot ashore. Theloss is nine oflicers,
and 349 men, besides that of the erew.  Tlhe total number em-
barked was—I5 officers, 476 men, One oificer and 18 men
were lunded at Simow’s Bay. All the women and children
“were put safely on hoard a schooner, .bout seven miles fron
the stenmer.  This vessel also took ofl'40 or 50 men who were
clingingtotherigging, Eighteen of the men saved are Lruised, -
eight hurned by the sun ; and the rest are “ali right? Every
thing belunging to the men was lost.

DR. BROWNSON’S LECTURES.
' On the evening of Thursday-the 18th instant, Dr.
Brownson delivered his first lecture in the Odd Fel-

lows’ Hall. In spite of the inclemency of the wea-

ther, the room was crowded, and the only regret was,
that, unfortunately, the Hall was too small to accom-
modate the numbers eager for admittance to hear this
celebrated champion of the Catholic religion.

The lecturer commenced by stating, that he had
been invited by the Catholic Institute to answer these
two questions—* Why am I not a Protestant 7’ and
“« Why am I a Catholic 7 Tt was the first of these
questions that he intended to consider that evening.
e did not pretend to hold up his conduct {or imita-
tion, or to give his ezperiences as reasons, to others
for following his conduct, as was the habit of those
who considered religion as a mere matter of [fecling;
in which there were no dogmas propounded to man’s
acceptance, and to which his obedience was claiined.
He would, however,- endeavor to lay before” them
the reasons which had chiefly contribuied to his con-
version—reasons which, from the importance of the
subject, ought to weigh upon every mind.

“ Why am I not a Proteslant?’~—TI was born a
Protestant, (continued the learned Doctor,) I was
brought up amongst Protestants, was educated a Pro-
testant, and, for many ycars, I was a Protestant minis-
ter. I then believed that in Protestantisam I might
{ind salvation for my soul. Now I stand belore you
a Catholic, and though I do not hold up my conduct
as an example to others, as God forbid that I,an err-
ing and fullible niortal, shouid have the preswuption to
do, I will explain some of the causes that mainly co-
aoperated in eflecting this great change in me. .

Aund firstly, never amongst any of the Protestant
scets could 1 find the assurance, that, if I followed
Protestantism, and fulfilled all its. requirenients, I
should be saved. Plenty there were who told me,
that by being a good Protestant I shoulll be :saved,
but never found I any one who so much as pretended
that he had any authority to tell me so;'farless could
he prove it to my satisfaction. I felt thiat the object
of religion was to teach map lis relation-to bis Maker
—the end why he was created—how to. fulfill that
end, and how to secure that exceeding great reward
which the Creator has prepared for those who faith-
fully serve Him, Now, reason could not give me a
satisfuctory solutior to any of these questions, for rea-
son can take cognizance only of things in the natural
order ; hence I felt the need of a revelation, and of
a teacher fromn God, to teach me—what was the
end of my existence—how to fulfill that end—and to
assure me that, if 1 fulfilled it, Y should obtain eter-
val life ; and it was here, asunable to Tulfill any of
these requirements, that I first felt the deficiency of
Protestantism as a religion. L

I asked the Presbyterian—Can you.answer me with

infallible certitude, can 'you give me:that, assurance.

that my soul requires, and ‘withoutwhich ]'If;.c.nnnot-
have peace? But alas! T found ‘that np' Prolestant
sect at present existing, could clajin;an]antiquity
greater than 300 years. For 1500 yeafs, if Protest-

antism be true, the world had sat- inc great darkness ;.

the light bad become so dimn, that by. 3t man‘céuld no
longer read the Divine Word. What assuriince had
I then, that the Presbyterian had been able (o bridge
over the chasm of 1500 years, that separated the
ancient from the modern world—that he had been
able to restore the pure, primitive Christianity—that
he had been able rightly to readthe sacred records—
that he, in his turn, had not mistaken the Gospel?
He was not infallible ; then it was possible that he
might be deceived, and that I might, by following his
directions, be taking the broad road that'leads to hell,
instead of walking along the path whose end is in
heaven. But I asked for certainty, for assurance ;
Presbyterianism could not give me what I sought,

I asked the Methodist, and the Methodist answered
loudly, earnestly, and with great apparent unction.
He told me that to be saved, I had only to be a good
Methodist—I was to attend love feasts, and to go
off in fits—1I was to undergo strange ecstacies, and
to detail my cxperiences with much . humility, and
great confidence; if T did all this I might consider
myself sure of heaven. Still T felt that my chance
of gaining heaven as a Methodist, depended upon
whether Methodism were true Christianity, Is that
fact certain? I asked of my Methodist teacher. He
answered me by referring to his feelings; but how
could I know bis feelings? 1Ile told me that the
Spirit bore wilness to his spirit—but I bad been
warped not to believe every spirit. I did not care
about his feelings, for though my informant.might be
good authority as to what his feelings were, he could
give me no assurance as to the cause of his feelings ;
and as the Methodist was fallible, from him I could
get no infallibie assurance, thatin following Method-
ism, 1 should not be following the downward road.
Methodism then could not give me theassurance that
I required. .

And so with all the other Protestant denominations.
If T turced me to the Episcopalian, I fared no bet-
ter than with the Presbyterian, or the Methodist.
“ Qurs is the Church,” said the ISpiscopalian—what
Church? T asked. ¢ The Church of Christ” he
replied ;- and then I called upon him for proof. Has
not your Chureh changed? I inquired. “Ob yes,”
was the answer; “for 800 years Rome usurped
dominion over us, but 300 years ago we threw off
the yoke of Rome, and purged the Church of her
corruptions.”  "Chen, said T, you have, by your own
showing, erred once ; what sceurity lave I that you
bave noterred again? You tell me that you believe
you are right. I give you credit for sincerity, but
how can I tell that your belief is right? What
authority had your Reformers toreforin?- Who gave
them the right to purge the Church? and what
guarantee have 1 tha, in purging out the errors, they
have not lost some of the truth—that in pulling up
the cockles; they have not also rooted up some of the
wheat? ’

The lecturer then proceeded to give a brief his-

‘torical sketch of the English Reformation, and of

the characters of the principal actors, enry VIIL
the first reformer, was not a good -man,—Cranmer
was certaiely much worse; if the latter was a re-
former, and his doctrine the true doctrine, which was
the doctrine professed by Cranmer, that was to be
accepted as the doctrine of the Reformation? for
Cranmer professed so many contradicrory doctrines.
Was he to be believed before he perjured himself, in
order 10 be made Archbishep of Canterbury, or after?
Was his retractaiion of Protestantism, or his retracta-
tion of bis retractation of Protestantism to be con-
sidcred as containing the true summary of the
reformed faith?  During the reign of Mary, the
Church changed again, and yet again in the reign of
Llizabeth ; the latter expelled the Catholic Bishops,
and created o new Hierarchy, by Act of Parliament;
but whence did Elizabeth or Parliament derive their
commission to make or unmake Bishops? God alone
has the power to prociaim what is true—where, then,
is the authority of an Act of Parliament Church? a
Church, the creature and tool of the State? What
assurance, what satisfactory answer to his questions
could be got from such a Church? And yet he felt
that be must have assurance and certitude somewhere,
for his soul required it. Protestantism could not give
bim what he souglit. .

Here, then, continced Dr. Brownson, was my first
difficulty. I sought, but sought in- vain, to discover
the true religion; I feit that if it were nceessary to

liave religion, it was no less necessary to have true

religion, for falsehood could never be acceptable with
God, nor could man, by foliowing falsehood, fulfilt his
end, for man’s end is God, and Ged-is truth. Now,
as in Protestantism, I conld fnd no assurance of having
the truth, and as truth is the great object of the
luman intellect, my mind was troubled, for I could
never fecl assured that if I followed Protestantism,
and fulfilled its requirements, I should be saved 5 but
wy difficulties didl not end here.

Not only I could never find in Protestantism the
assurance that my soul required, but I never could
discover— What Protestantism was.  Words T heard
in abundance, words full of fire and fury—* Glorious
Reformation—R cformers—Emancipation of the bu-
man intellect from the bondage of priestcraft and the
trammels of superstition—March of mind,” and all
the other stock phrases of he Protestant platform’;
but T asked, were these words true? had they any
definite meaning, or were they words and nothing
more? Protestantism, in its negative spect, T could
understand : as such, Protestantism signified a denial
of Catholicity ; but of itself a bare negation can-uever
satisfy the human intellect, for negation is, by itself,
unintelligible. A negative is only conceivable by its
relation to the positive, and thos the aflirmation st
always precede the denial, as a belief in the existence
of God wust always have preceded Atheism ; religion,
therefore, cannot consist in negation, nor can any quan-
Lty of disbelief amount to an act of faith.  Protestant-
isin as.a bare negation, therefore, did not satisfy me;
I sought for it in its positive aspect, if it had any ;
that i1s to-say, I sought to discover, what doctrine
that was, of which it might be said—To ! this is t/e
Protestant doctrine, a doctrine peculiar to, and es-
sentially distinctive of, Protestantism: a doctrine
which it did not hold in common, either with Catho-
lies on the one hand, or with Deists, Infidels, and
Atheists oo the other. By some I was told that the
Trinity—the Incarnation—were Protestant doctrines;
but if 1 went beyond Protestantism, I found that

.these doctrines were Catholic; doctrines of the old

Roman Catholic Church, which Protestantism had
not rejected, or protested agaiust; thevefore, in no
sense could they be called Protestant doctrines; nor’
did the accident of having retained them, give Pro-
testantism any right to call them its own. True,
Protestantism denies many other doctrines of the
Catholic Church, but denial is not faith. By others,
I was told that the right of free inquiry was the
Protestant doctrine ; but then, this right of frce
enquiry is equally asserted by the Deist, the Infidel,
and the Atheist: it may distinguish the Protestant
from’ tbe Catholic, but it does not distinguish the
tormer from the Infidel; the right of free inquiry,
therefore, cannot be the characteristic doctrine of
Protestantisin in its positive aspect. Besides the
assertion of this right is not an article of fuith: it
asserts merely the right of the mind, that has not the
truth, to search for it, but cannot assert the right to
reject the truth ; it is the sign of an intellectual want
—of a want, which can exist only prior to the dis-
covery of truth, that is, whilst the mind is subject to
error—af a want, which must cease, so soon as its
end—the discovery of truth—is acconplished,

Thus, neither in the doctrines which Protestantism
prefesses to hold in common with Cathelicity, nor yet
in the assertion of the right of free inquiry—a right
which Protestantism asserts in common with Deism,
Infidelity and Atbeism—could I discover the grand
characteristic doctrine of Protestantisin, in its posi-
tive aspect. If I betook me to the sects, I got no
satisfactory amswer; none could tehl me, T do not
say, what was truth; but what were the doctrines
which they professed to hold as true? I asked the
Presbyterian what Presbyterianism was. ¢ Lo, it is
bere,” said one— you are wrong, it is here,” said
another-— this isit,” said the old School—+¢ it is this,”?
bawled out the new—whilst the Cumberland whis-
pered gently in my ear,  that it 1 wanted real Presby-
terian doctrine, he was the man that.could supply me
with the article.” Now,amongst all these conflicting
classes of Presbyterians, all giving one another the
lie, one only could be true, and I could find no autho-
rity (o tell me which that one was. I remember, my
old Dastor, a Presbyterian minister, putting into my

-hand the Westminster Confussion of Faith, as con-

taining a summary of doctrine, not that ought to be,
but that was, believed. Ie bid me read the Word
of God, and ta beliese what I ¢howght T found there-

Iy

of the Presbyterian Word of God. T fared ;o

. Y . i
in; he added; that in the Confession that b a
in my hands, I should find the doctr; ¢ Placed

my s | nd.the doctrines of Elpey;
and Lieprobation, horrible doctrines enoug} -
which he had lorg tried to get abolished ; hisgx], bt
as I was subsequently informed, had been re_e:tot‘;on,
a conference of Presbyterian ministers by ;]mee at
and tl}us, but for one adverse vote, th:a doctrin;m:?
Election and Reprobation would no longer form part
better with the Methodists,
Presbyfe‘zri:ms; none could tell me what Methodisig
was. - Thus, even if Methodism were trye Chris. 1
tianity, I was unable to discover what Melhodkmm:
true Christianity was. T
) But, surely, it will be said, I could find my diffieyl-
ties resolved in Anglicanism, with its beautify ohl
liturgies, its book of Common Prayer, and its iirt
nine articles. Well, T asked the Anglinan_whﬁ;
Anglicanism was? what were its peculiar doctriney?
“Oh, the thirty-nine articles” said one; but upon exa-
mination, I found that the thirty-nine articles cont.m.
dicted one another, as was but natural, seeins u,l“
they professed to be, articles of peace, a COmp;Dmu;e
betwist (wo contending parlies.  Hence, epeg
Anglicans .do not understand the meaning of, o
understanding, do not believe, their own articles: op
man, indeed, may believe one article ; another may
may believe another article 5 but no one man beliepes
all the thirty-nine articles: credulity and inconsistency
can not, even amongst Anglicans, go so far, 'Iheg
another told me that the Anglican doctrines wem’
embodied in the book of Common Drayer; butif |
asked what does it tcach? I was told—what tha
Choreh teaches ; and if Tasked what does the Church
teach ? I was told—what the hook of Common Prayer
teaches. But the Church of Lngland hias no teach-
ing faculty: its clerzy are not ailowed to meet iy
Convecation, and the judicial commiltee of the Iriv
Cou.nc.il has kindly u.ndel:lakcn 1o settle its doctrines
for it in a manner, which, if it fails to give satisfacticn
to Anglicans, causes, at least, mucli amusement to the
lockers on,

The lecturer then gare a bumorous acconnt of the
Gorham case, which excited much laughter amongss
his audience, at the idea of a judicial committee of
the Privy Council sitting in judgment upon the vital
questicnr of Baptismal Regeperation, and deciding
that it was equally in accordance with the doctrines
of the Clhurch of England, to teach that all children
were regenerate in Baptism, and that they were not,
# Thus,” continued the lecturer, * I could find no way
of ascertaining what were the doctrines of the An.
glican Church.”

From the evangelical or orthodox seets, I turnel
to the professors of liberal Christianity—men who,in
their excessive liberality, have given Christianity itself
away, and kept none for themselves. 'L'he Unitariag
told me that Protestantism. consisted in erery mae
thirking for himsell; but this was as much the doc- |
trine of the Atheist as of the Protestant, «Take
your Bible, and search for yourself,” said the Unit-
rian. But what, I asked,— W hat does the Bibleteach ?
T find words, but how am I to ascertain, withintallible
certainly, the meaning of those words, or the doc-
trines therein contained 7 « Judge for yoursel*” said
the Unitarisn—Butif I find, or think I find,in the Bibls
certain positive dogmas—the Divinity of Christ—or |
the Trinity, for nstance—what am I to do then?
¢« Believe them,” said the Unitarian.  But then I am
not a Unitarian. * Itis not necessary (hat youshould
be,” he replicd—* You may go to leaven just as
well, as a ‘Prinitarian.” But if Unitarianism be true,
then Trivitarianism must be false—and so, according
to the Unitarian, wan may be saved by falschood, as
well as by the truth.— Where, then, is the need of
Unitarianism?  The lecturer then told the following
aneciote :—

Tn 1834, I was a member of a conference of Uni-
tavian ministers, and was appointed clairman of 2
cominittec to prepare a report upon the best manoer
of spreading Christian truth over the land. In the
veport, T remarked, that before considering what wes
the best mode of diftusing the truth, there was a
previous question to be discussed-- What was Christisn
truth? ‘That truth could not be Unitarianisin, hecauss
Unitarians admitted that Trinitarians might be sased;
thevefore, the peculiar doctrine of Unitarinnism was
not ¢he truth of Christianity, essential to salvation.
"The words of our Lord were, “Cio ye into all the
world, and preach the Gospel to every creature. He
that believeth, and is baptised shall be saved; but
he that belicveth not shall be dammed.—St. Mark,
xvi. 15, 16—Iot. version., Now, no man cano sa¥
that be bas the Christian truth, unless he can stand up
and declare that he has a doctrine, which, unless a mi
believe, he shall be damned. OF which doctrine of the
Unitarian’s could this be predicated? what doctrine dil
Unitarianism teach as essential to salvation? Nota
belief in the inspiration of Scripture, nor even 1 the
miracles ; for men might deny thesc, according i
Unifarianisio, and yet be saved ; what then was t?m
doctrine of Unitarianism, of which it could be smff:
that if a man believed it not Ae showld be damned "
Objections, but no answers, were made, and finally
the veport was accepted. -

Next I called upon the Universatists for a repiy ;
they told ine that their doctrine sas—that all men
should ultimately be saved. I made them wmy ba"i
and said, that in that case Lhere was no necesst}y'fm
my becoming a Universalist. Other liberal Christiaus
made Christianity to consist in not being of any par-
ticular religion; but with all, the iendency was, f"
indiferentism to all religion, and the sum of thew
teaching was—Be good, and do good, ﬂl‘“] ﬂ’,"“f.;
you wiil de good, and do good—a truth which L wii
not venture to deny. -

Here, then, I had, as a Protestant, two great difli-
culties. Tirst—Wlhat assurance had 4 that
I followed Protestantism, and fulfitled all its require:
ments, T should be saved? Secondly—How was
lo discover what Protestantism was? IHow, amidst

than T did wi thy




