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NEWS OF THE WELK.

On Monday ihe 22nd, according io not'u:e., }"Ir.
Napier introduced his measures for finally adjusting
ihe relations between landlord and tenant in Ireland ;
Mr. Sergeant Shee felt bound io siate that the last
Bill of the right hon. member would give no satis-
faction to the people of Ireland. After a short dis-
cussion leave was given to bring in the Bills which
were then read a first lime, and were ordered for a
second reading on Monday the Gthinst.  On Tues-
day the 23rd, Mr. C. Villiers moved his Free Trade

Yesolution, in a speech of considerable length, in
which he called upon the Chancellor of the Iixche-
quer to. make a plainand candid avowal of his senti-
.wents witl regard to Free Trade and Protection.

T"hus adjured, Mr. Disraeli declared himself to be,
and to have always been, since 1846, opposed to the
restoration of Protection—an excellent Tree Trader
in disguise, and fully prepared to carry out in office
the measures which be bad condemned whilst in op-
position: as he found that the words of BIr. Villier’s
resolution, which declared that the Corn Law of 1846
—=¢ was 4 wise, just, and beneficial measure”—iwere
rather disagreeable to swallow, he begged of the
House to spare him so unpleasant an obligation, and
fo accept the following amendment which he pro-
posed instead of the original Resolution :—

.3 That this house acknowledges, with satisfaction, that the
cheapuess of provisions, occasioned by recent legislation, has
mxinly contributed to improve tlie condition, and increuse the
comforts of the working-clusses; and that unrestricted compe-
tition having been adupled,.afier due deliberation as the prinei-

- plu of our eonmnercial systent, this house is of opinion that it

i the duty of the Government unreservedly te adhere to that
pulicy in those measures of financinl and administrative reform
awitich, nnder the circumsiances of the coumry, they may deem
it their duty to introduce.?

Mr. Bright replied by showing that,.since 1840,
ihe whele policy of Mr. Disraeli.and his party had
been composed of vituperation of Sir R. Peel, and
loud demands for the restoration of Protection. Then
T.ord Palmerston came to the rescue of Mr, Disrael,
and proposed the following amendment to the original
resolution and amendment, which after a protracted
debate, was on Friday night adopted by a majority
of 4153 the numbers being 468 and 53 :—

1y isthe opinion'df this house. that the improved eondition.of
the eountry, and especially of the industrivus elasses, i3 mainly
the result of recent legislation, which bas established the prin-
eiple of unresiricled competition, awd aholished the taxes im-
Vsl for the purpose of protectivn.  That il is the opinion of

1his house that this poliey followed, maintained, and prudently

extended, will best enabile the industey of the country i bear
its bnrthens, and ihereby assuredly promote she wellare and
conteatinent of the people.  That this house is ready to take
intw iw-consideralion any measures consisient with these prin-
ciples, which, in pursuanee of her Majesty's speceb, may be
taid betore it.”

In reply to a question from Mr. Osborne, Lord
Nuas stated that it was not the intention of govern-
ment ‘to- propose any alteration in the educational
system of Treland:  Mr. Walpole also assured Sir
X. Shelley that, so long as he had the honor to hold
the office be now held, nothing should induce him to
recommend the Crown to grant to Convocation the
power of making Canons,as Le believed that nothing
could be so detrimental to the Church of Lngland, or
50 likely {olead to divisions in that body, as the revival
of Convocatiow for such a purpose; this decision is a
death blow to the hopes of the High Anglican party.
1)r. Sumner has put an.end to the three days’ farce,
by proroguing Convocation to the 16th February, un-
der a protest from the Oxford Superintendent.  Be-
fore separating, the members presented an address to
the throne, in-which they declaved ¢ that they did not
deern it advisable, at the present noment, to petition
her Majesty for her royal licence "to transact such
business as they might not enter upon without.”
What a joke! reverend men caliing themselves
Vriests of .Christ’s Church, and professing Lo have
received the Woly Ghost by the laying on of Apos-
tolic Liands, confessing’ that they cannot progeed to
discuss, the affaivs of the Chureh without Heense
Jrom-a laic I—that they .must ask leave from a
woman before they-can set- about their Master’s bu-
siness 1 A more explicit avowal of -its own degrada-
ticu, the’ bitterest enémy of Anglicanisin- could not
desire. S0 contemptible in the-cyes of thethinking
portion of the nation is this sham churcl, that'the
reviral of its CoRvocation is -beginning 1o be'looked
upe’as a‘matter of -indilference. = The Spectator
would have littté objection’to it, if, instead . of” intei-
fering with maflers ol dogma—with faith and discip-
line—matters .with which it ‘has no concern, and
avhich;belong to the jurisdiction of the high court of
Pwliament, “it would coufine itsell to such prelimi-

nary: investigations -as tarermeedéd v ihuand woiild,
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st vorship, &e.” “In this manner,
Convocation, though.of | no, authority, might be!.of
some use, although. # the -House of:.Commons -and
Hotuse of* Peers are quite -asfcapable of :déaling with

ecclesiastical matters, as with' legal; -or military; aor
commercial concerns.” * D, Philpotts is very angry,
and talks of leaving the State establishment .if it be
deprived: of -its vitality-: ‘he repudiates; however; any
intention of joining the Catholic Church. - -
The great event of the weels, and at whose tidings
the heart of cvery Catholic will beat with joy, is the
triumph of the cause of truth and purity in-tle per~
son of the Rev. Dr. Newman, over falseliood and
perjury- in the person of Lord' Campbell, and of
beastly lust in that of the Trotestant,e¢hampion
Achilli.  Lord Campbell did his best: to- procure a
false verdict against the.illustrious defendant ; by word,
by gesture, by inuendo, by the deliberate emmeiation
of the false, and the still more disgusting suppression
of the true, in his charge to the jury he so worked
upon the minds of that prejudiced, and intensely Pro-
testant ‘body, that they branglit in a verdict directly
at variance with all the evidence, and thus enabled
the vilest and most corrupt magistrate who ever dis-
raced a court of justice, o wreak (in anticipation at
least) his hatred of Cathelicity upon the liead of one
of its noblest champions. Thank God! im this anti-
cipation he has been disappointed ; the fiithy Scroggs,
the unjust and perjurad” judge, has been put to open
shame, and the administration- of justice i Lnzland
hias been rescued from tiie foul disgrace which Jord
Campbell had brought upon it. A rule for a new
trial in the case of Achilli ». Newman, las been
graated, upon-the motion of the defendant’s counsel
upon the grounds of “improper rejection of evidince
—misdirection—and because-the verdict:was con-
trary to evidence.” This motion made even the
brazen-faced Tuord Campbel¥ wince ; to be charged.
on the bencH, with a crime of which fie knew himself
to be guilty—the worst crime of which a judge can
be guilty—¢ wilful misdirection”~—was more than lie
could bear. “The fearlessness wilh which the learned
counse] taxed the unjust judge with his iniguity,
elicited from the audience an uncontrollable burst of
approbation. ¢ Y.ord Campbell,” says the Catlolic
Standard '« could not conceal his torture: the simple
statement of the facts was too severe an ordeal for
the learned Jord — his nerves gawe way before
the appalling recital of his own proceedings: he was
wounded to the quick by the bare enunciation of the
notorious fact that, he duwelt with empliasis upon
every point which seemed to tell in fuvor of the
prosecutor, and either ridicwled or slhurredover those
incidents and wncondradicted depositions which
operaled in favor of the defendent.”®  The places
of judge aund culprit seemed suddenly reversed ; the
former appeared to be at the bav, the latter ow the
bench; and thus, amidst the enthusiastic plandits
with which the spectators greeted the-learned Catho-
lic divine and hailed his trinmph, exposgd to the
scorn and loathing of every honest man, our modern
Seroggs was compelled, sore against his will, to grant:
a rule for a new trial, upon the grounds that the ver-
tict returned by the jury—a verdict by-the-bye
which Lord Campbell himself dictated—was directly
contrary to the evidence. Yes, thank God, the cry
of indignation with which that lying verdict was re-
ceived throughout the whole world—by aH honest
Protestants as well as Catholies—in America, as in
‘Kurope—Nas made itsell heard even in the strong-
holds of falsehood and corruption-—the Brotestant Law
Courts of lingland—and has compelied cven Lord
Campbell to whine out that, it isnever too late to
repair an- injustice. It remains now to be seen whe-
ther Achilli will dare to face the ordeal of a new
trial, or if shrinking from it, he will confess himsell
to be the {ilthy monster of lewdness and bestiality
that be has, in the Court of Queen’s Bench, been
proved to be. The result is Tooked forward to with
some interest; but it is generally expected that
Achifli will declive again meeting liis Caiholic ad-
versary face to face. Well, if he slirinks from the
trial, the triumph of Catholicity will' be zomplete—
we say of Catholicity, because the tiial is really the
contest between Catholicity and Protestantism, of the
former of which Newman is the worthy champion,
whilst Achilli is a wost fit representative of the lat-
ter, at least of that section which includes the Sir
Culling Smiths—the Cummings—Cowans, and the
great livangelical Alliance generally. But the mat-
ter, in all prebability, will not be allowed to end here ;
already it is rumoved that the conduct of Seroggs

will become, at no distant date, the subject of Par-
liamentary investizgation. The Weekly Telegraph
says :—<The opinton of the Iligh Court of Parlia-
ment is yet to be divected to the conduct of the
judges and the world shall, before long, have the
opportunily of learning whether the Protestant Par-
‘liament of Great Britain sympathises with the Pro-
testant judge, who, rende‘ring himsell ridiculous as an
Irish Toord Chancellor, and proving Limself a plagiar-
ist as an asthor, bas still contrived to gain an ever
enduring reputation for himself as the man who tried
the case o Achilli ». Newman?” .. ' _
In Jreland the law oflicers of. the government have
met with another decided. defeat.. The judges of
the Court of Queen’s Beach, after-a patient hearing:
of tlie arguments on both sides, huve refluséd the ap--
plication: of "Mr. Napier, to quash the verdiet of
& Wilful Murder  returned by the coroner’s inquest
upon the bodies of the victims of the Sixmilebiidge:
massacre, against. Mr. Delmege,: and the soldiers:
of the 31st. ~ The Court decided that the proceedings
at the inquest were strictiy, o conforwity with lasw,
and that it would be unconstitutional to subvert them.
“This decision of the judges is . a satisfactory refuta-
tiow of the libels of the Z'imes and other Protestant
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N [ mitted to"us: © But we saidd nothing' abot the € hirely
ng: everything | of ‘Rome,- forwe Were: liset '

e lafest accounts of the state:of | tion— ‘What is the medivm throughi which tlie doe~
the. poll, show. ax immense majority‘in his:favor;tup ! “have :

Rot then discussing’ the ques~

trines rervealed:“by God-to - man have been fransmits

to:the morming of: the: 2Ttk nlt.; 83 departments, and | ted-?” but:thietother question; which must be decided

the army andnavy; hadigiven initheiradliesion to the
Enpire. The ‘nambers  wvere~~Y¢as; 7,200:000 ;
Noes—250,000; a clear majority ‘of eight million
is anticipated. Tt was éxpected that the resuit would
be made known, efficially, on the 15t inst., and’that,
on the “following day, the anniversary of Austerlitz,
the Empire. would Le formally prostimed.. The
Emperor elect,: still continues to: profess- the most
cific sentiments, - o0 1 0o or L
The Aretés brings intelligence: from- Europe up to:
the Ist instant. Nothing of mach consequence had
been transacted i Parliament ; the 10Ul instant was-
assigned ‘as ‘the date of the adjournment,.for the
Christinas holydays. Mr: Disrzeli had not brought

forward his budget; Juord. Derby had explicitly de-

claved his intention to adhere {o-the Ifree I'rade:po-
licy of his.predecessors ; and Lord Desart promiséd

first—Is there ay medium: througli-wliich the doc-
trines revealed- by God: to'man have been transmji~
ted “to s, and' through which they will likewise -be
transmitted' to all future generations °  If there be
suchia mediuim, reason teaches-us'that it must be an
infallible one, or else we should Tiave no certainty of
the truth- of the' doetrines transmitted; but witiout
certainty thiere must be doubt, and with doubt tle
idea of Faith is mcompatible. '+ e -
Our opponent -ie perfectly correct in Jis surmise,.
that the Catholic™s ¢ idea of Faith is entirely difler~
ent from ours”—that is, .from the Protestant’s jden
of Faith. Witk the Catholic, Faith implies a finn
; Belief in o the doctrines which God has revealed,
‘on- the.veracity of God alone; but as itis impossibly

for man to believe, without knowing what he is to be-
: Weve; ond as it is irreconcileable with:the' idea of

that as soon as the correspondence relatire to tlie | God’s justice to suppose ihat He woulll* hold man
Cannda Clergy Reserves should be-prepared it would'; responsible for his belief without giving him the
be ladd before the House. It is said'that Ciovern~} means of knowing, with infallible csrl:;inty:’ what doe-
ment intends tor call upon Parfiament for a vote in- i irines IJe had revealed, and- which man is therefore
creasing the military forces of the Empire. Disas—; bound to believe, it follows, that the Catholic’s ides
trous floods have again.oceursred in various parts of | of Faith includes the idea of the continual existence
the united kingdem. : B f of an infaliible medium through which man can learn
The French Empire is us fiil accompli: it is i with infaible eertainty alf the dectrines which God
confidently stated:that it will be at- once recognised) has revealed. The Protestant’s idea of Faith, as de-
by all the great powers of” Tiurope. ‘ fined by the Montreal W itness,—if indeed any thine
i so vague and. indefinite may be called a definition—

‘ pE 1 is the repose of th Lor i

The- complaint that a writer in the Montreal TVit- | Christ, as rer:'ealed Lotlt;: i:‘}-llllo]; n\vﬁguti”Itll),lz:: is nfbjl:_s
2ess brings against us is very pitiful, but very funny. | Jief of everything in general, and of nothing in par-
“Itisveally too bad,” says our cotemporary,  first: ticular. Thisis the definition, generally siven of
lo beget bIasphemqu§ ideas, and then to father them'| Faith, by Unitarian Protestnnts,bbut it does strike
on.a Protestant minister.”  Ain’t it now 7 as if 2 usag somewhat out of place in the columns of a pro-
Protestant minister had not enough of blasphemous i fessedly evangelical, and rigidly orthodos journal:. it
ideas, little intellectual bastards, of his own begetting, | is o definition of Taith which is tenable only upon the
without being burdeneq with the charge of the pro- | hypothesis that Christ did not reveal any particular
geny of the Trup Wirsess. This complaint for-| dogmas to be believed as essentially necessary to
cibly reminds us of a story teld of .Sheridan, wlio,  silvation, and which, in order to deny the necessity
coming home late one night, in what the Persian bard | of an infallible mediun through which the dogmas
Hafiz. would call “a state of beer,” stumbled into | revealed ave been transmitted, daes so, only by de-
a- guiter; picked up by a watchmas, and asked for nying that there are any dogmas to be transmitted.
bis pame and address, the bad man made answer— ! With his views of Fail, the writer in the Montreal
“J ain't often in (liccup) invthis state, watchman; | 1¥5tness would find no- difficulty in obtaining the
you, you needn’t mention it ; my name is Wil—(hic- | right hand of fellowship from the Unitarian Cl?urch,
cupy—Willberforce ; this was, as our fiiend of the: but we think that he will find them sadly at varfance
Dovitreal TVilngss very. justly remarks of our enor- | with the TWestmsuster Confession, and sny of the
mities, “ really too bad.” Well, we ave very sorry | other orthodox Protestant” symbols. We do wot
for it; if we have been guilty of misrepresenting the ! deny that to trust, or have confidence, “in the Lord
Rev. Mr. Fraser; our fault proceeded, not from any Fand Ifis Chriss,” is the duty of the Clristian, but te
intentton to wrong the Rev. gentleman, not {from any |

ek’

desire to lay ideas unlawfully begotten—because be-:
gotten ont of the holy state of the conventicfe—at
his door 5 but solely from ™ our ivability to understand’
bis meaning-~an inability which we deplore, but which:
we do not'wonder at, for, not o say it irrevereatly, wa-
do not thisk that the Rev. gentleman had any very
clear conception of his own: meaning ; all we car
say iz that if we have misrepresented the Rev. Mr.

Traser, we regret it, and disclaim any intention of

vaying any thing personally ofiensive:

We have perhaps bettep right to complain. of hav-
ing been misrepresented by our cotemporary; he
makes us say—* that if it: be impossible to prove the
infallibility of the Church of Rome, then must it be-
impossible- to assert the infallibilivy of Ged.” We
said no such thing ; what we did say was, that il it
were impossible 1o assert the infallibility of the ap-
prehended. object, without, at the same time, and by’
the same act, asserting the infallibility of the appre-
heading subject, 1hen would il be impossible for man
to assert the infallibility of God, without, at the
same time; and by the same act, asserting his own in-
fallibility ; and that therefore all revelation, and al}
Faith, would be impossible. For, as the motives for
believing the doctrines revealed are not in the mat-
ter revealed, but solely in the credibility of the re-
vealer, it follows that if, by the aid of. reason, we-
could not predicate infallibility of the latter, we could
lave “no.valid' motives, or grounds, for betieving the
matrer revealed.  We therefore concluded that if a
rewelation from God' to man' bie possible, it must also
be possible, nay, that it must be necessary, for the
Iatter to ascertain with “ objective certainty,” the in-
fallibility of the medium, be it-man or-angel, through
| which the revelation is made. 'L'lus, if the children
‘of Tsrael had not been assured of the infallibility of
Moses—if the Apostles had not been assured of the
infallibility of Clirist—if"the first converts 10 Chris-
tianity lad not been assured of the infallibility -of the

-Apostles—they would have kad no valid-motives, orj
.grounds, for believing in the teaching of  Moses—of"

Christ, or the Apostles; and disbeliefl in such teach-
ing could not have been imputed tothem for sin. Be-
fore then that sin canbe justly tmputed to us. for disbe-
lieving the doctrines propounded to us by Christianity,
‘we must have at least as convincing proof of the in-
fallibility of the medium through which those doctrines
‘have.been transmitted to us, as had the: children of
Israel at the foot-of Mount Sinai<—as had the Apostles,
and the first converts—of the infallibility of the me-
dium through whicl the doctrines taught, by Moses,
and by Christ, were transmitted to them.  We there-
fore concluded that if Iaith be possible, it must also
be possible, nay, that it. must-be necessary,: for vs to
.ascertain with “objcctive certainty” the infallibility
‘of the medium througl'whieh the doctrines of Christi--
anity have been transmitted  to ws; for the*merit of
Taith does not cotsist, as most Proléstants ‘seem to'
.imagine, in'believing upon insuflicient testimony, but in

‘believing whatever God bassaid, becayse God has said |

it. ' We therefore-concluded ‘in the last place, that.as,
revelation and Faith. are notonly posstble, but netual,

so also it is possible for man to ascertain the infallibility

this duty we give the name of fiducia, not of fides ;
| it is-more nearly akin to the theological virtue Lope,
than to Faith, and though it must always be a con-
sequence of the latter, it ean mever of itself consti-
tute IFaith; at best it is but a kind of I"aith which
the Universalist possesses in 2 far higher degree than
' does his brotlier Protestant of the DMontrend 1Vit-
ness ; for the fermer has such confidence in the
mercy and goodness of God, such “arepose of the
seul on our Lord and Ifis Christ as revealed to him
in Holy Writ”—that he gives himself no great unea-
siness about Lis future fate, and concludes, that God
is 50 good and merciful that IZe will never condemnn
thesoul, that I3e has created, to the endless torments
of heH. :

Our cotemperary is also perfectly correct in his.
estimate of the importance of the doctrine of * Chureh
authority.” This is indeed the great question, tlie
only question, at issue betwixt Catholic and Protest-
ant ; it is therefore the ondy question which the for-
mer can ever condescend to discuss with the latter.
Lvery thing depends upon it, and upon the decision
which we may come to respecting it. « Admit the
authority of the Church”—as our cotemporary truly
remarks—and every thing else must follow as a ne--
cessary logical conszquence ; deny it, and to the lo-
gical reasoner, every thing must go withit. The
Churel is, to the Catholic, the pillar aud ground of
truth, upon which wlone rests, as upon its sure founda-
tion, the whole superstructure of his Faith; remore
it, and all comes toppling down. Admitting that au-
thority, to the Catliolic, no doctrine can appear # ab-
-surd or contradictory ;” depying it, all doctrines—
the Incarnation —the Invocation of Saints—the
‘Atonement — Transubstantiation—tlie Trinity—the
‘Divinity ol Clisist—the purity, and glorious privileges
of the Mother of God—the Inspiration of the Bible
—Ilell, Heaven, and Purgalory—would appear alike
“absurd” and contemptible, unworthy the attention
of any rational being, it only for silly old women, or as
bugbears to frighten naughty children withal. Our
cotemporary will perhaps now understand why ¢ we
harp so” continually on the string of “Church au-
thority.” Tt is the quesiion upon which every thing
elsc depends, compared with wliich every other ques-
tion is « but leather and prunethy 3 it is 24e question
which must therefore take precedence of all other
questions, and which must be decided ere it be possi-
ble.to enter upon any other. - « The Catholic Church
is the appointed medium through ~which alone the
doctrines revealed by God, to ian, can be infallibly
transinitted”’—is the whole Catholic thesis ; this thesis
the Protestant denies—and it is this denial which con-
stitutes the whole. difference betwixt the Catholic and
all denominations of Protestants ; a difference as funda-
mental, and éssential, as that betwixt the former, and;
the worshippers ?f Buhd or Fo, as the difference ic-,
twixt the Catholic and thie circumgised invokers of the,
name of"Allah; or the sooty votaries of the bloog-,
begrimed Petisebs 0 L
..Our catemporary acepses us of wmisrepresentation
in asserting,~~that I’rotestants, by iwplication, reject
the supernatural :in religion, . and’that they denythe
‘continual pressirce of Christ with His Chirch;” he




