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|- bave: hardly the: rrght to. complam if the; Governments
|-of: Europe, for themown(protectxon,recowmse.m him, |p

' drplomatrc relations between France and the Umted? »
. . P L ‘|tween Church and State,” means tlien—either" that

’ changed

”‘NEWS OF THE WEEK.

o erastopol still liolds out ; though' its speedy fallis

' eonl‘rdeutly predrcted by..the I'rench and British, press.

..'As-it.was evident on.a close' examination: that the
- place: was not-to betaken by-a- coup de main, regu-
- lars appronches :have beenmade,-and an’ overwhelmmcr
“force of artillery brought 'to bear upon‘the defences.
"The: ﬁre opened on the 16th or 17th Oct.,’ and one
“breach s, already reported a5 laving been effécted ;
hut the assaubt . will not be dehvered until nnother
opemnw “has been. made, and the defences still further
destroyed

~The Asia from leerpool the 4th inst., brings the
follo“mf' particulars:— -

'« Up to Oct. 25th the siege and bombardment of
bebaswpol was going on wrth success. The loss of
““lifeid town of* bebaslopnl was said to be so great that
1he ait was taiuted with. ihe numbers of “unburied
© déad,’ and Admiral Mechlmoff had been killed by a
.abell. The loss of the Allies wWas compatalively small.
“Lord "Raglan i3 understdod to faver a long bom-
hnrdment in preference to an armed assault’; water
" ‘was beginning to fail'in the town.
«" « T} Russians attacked the forces in the vicinity of
" Balaklava on the 25th. Their ‘cumber was about
* 30,000." The attack was unéxpected.
¢ The Cossacks, preveded. the Infantry; 1o resist
" them at'first there were Ottoman troops and Scots.—
The Turks gave way, and even left their guns, which,
sgized by the Russians, were turned against them.—
* Tte Scoitish Regiments held their rrmund, and other
forces arnved when the Russians were forced to yield,
remaining, nevertheless, masters of two forts, from
" which they fired on the Allies.
¢ Three Regiments of. the English line, Cavalry,
' exposed 10 the cross fire of the Russian batteries, suf-
fered severely.’

¢ The French took part in the conflict with admi-
rable bravery.

¢ Next day the position was attacked by a body of
8,000 Russians, as well from the side of the lown as
from’ Bulakava. = They repulsed the enemy with great
slaun'hu.r "The loss of the Russians must have’ been

. very. great It isaffirmed that the fire of the town had
_much slackened.

¢ Accorring to the reports of the wounded officers,
the belief continued that Sebaslopol would soen be in
the lands of the allies. Among the names of the
~ killed and wounded there are none of the General Offi-
CErs.

“¢¢There are contradrctory rumors as to newormtrons
Austna ‘will certainly not, unless compelled come o
an‘open rupture with Russia until she i is ‘confident of
- Prussiaandthe (zermnn Governments.”

‘Lioud cornplaints are being made against the inac-
- tivity—to use the mildest term—of Admiral Dundas,

. whose conduct has provoked, not only the censures of
bis' own: countrymen, but the sneers of our French
Allies. ~Admiral :Hamelin, the Commander of the
Wrench. naval force in the Black Sea, proposed an
altack upon some of the sea defences of Sebastopol ;
but the more prudent- counsels of the British Admi
ral—who seems to have a strong dislike to the smell
of powder-—prerarled and, in consequence, the Fleet
is still doomed to the, mvlorlous task of wilnessing
triumphs, in which it is notpermrtted to share. The
disgust amongst both .officers and crews, is extreme ;
and unless. the " old woman who, for the last twelve
moaths, has been pennitted to brm« dishonor on the
British flag, be speedily superseded by 2 more com-

“petent officer, some very unpleasant consequences
may ensue. Apprehensions of a mautiny are not al-
together unfounded.

I‘t om the Baltic, the British Lion is slowly wead-
ing his \vay. home, with his tail between his legs.—
"Pie rhodomontade of the Reform Club, and Sir C.
Napiet’s.pithy exhortation to his sadors—“ to sharpen
tkeir ‘cutlasses, and the ddy was their own’—are pain-
fully contrasted with the meagre results of the cam-
paign. “That Sir C. Napier brmo's his fleet home
s'\fe, is, no ' doubt, very satrsfnctory ; but greater
.things were nntlclpated from the. man, and the force
under his command ; and the disappointment of the
nation .at the negative results of the campaign will
~find venty
_for next’ sprm and praparations are being made for
an atiack' upon Cronstadtas soon at'ter the melting of
‘the'ice as possible. "

‘The articles of the Tines, co.lhng attentron to the
.-deficient Hospital arrangements for our troops, have
produced a. good effect. Additional Surgeons and
nurses are on:théir way to the seat of war “and large
_sums ‘have- been™ raised. by prwnte contnbutrons m
furthernnce of the 'same obJect in all parts of the
Umted .l(mgdom. .

' Trouble seems -to be. hrewnw betwrxt the French
Tpire, and the United. States,, on. account of the
refusal on Lhe part of: the: Emperor to allow M.
- Soulé, 'the Anserican Minister-to the Court of Spain
" 10’ pass‘through France on his: route to Madrid.—
.M Soule is - well known in I‘rance for his- ultra-
dulge to his heart’s content durmg‘“the late emeutes
“at:Madrid, where his intrigues; and overbearing cor~
- duok, have made: him:very. obnoxious to the Spaniards.
~Jtis not easy to understand by.what: motives-the au-
- thoritiés at’ Washmeton ‘were actuated, in sending |
* sueh'y person as Ihelr ‘représenititive to’ Madrtd ‘but |
hiving made such an extroordmary selectlon, they

“1 lative Councnl will sanctron ‘this infamous’ measure.

' staue. .'l‘he debates on, the . Seat , of Governmentﬁ

-We are promised great things, however,|

‘the! unprmcrpled *filibusterer,rather than'the accredi-
‘ted agent- of«aﬂuvxhqed Government. -+'It"i§ hinteil
‘however thnt the:treatment’ M. Soulé:'has met; with-
| from“the" l'.mperor ‘will"lead “to the. mterruptron of

btntes.

. PROVINCIAL: "PARLIAMI:NI“ ‘
The Clergy* Reéserves’, Bill 'has_passed throngh

Commrttee, with all. the most obnoxious ‘clauses un-|-

It remams to be seen whether ‘the’ Legrs—-

The’ Sergnorml Tenure Bill. hias also beén advaneed a

hare led:fo.a; postponement of the questlon for a fort-
pight, when the:.discussion will. be resumed. - By |
“way. of exposing; the- absurdityof the present system,
‘M. Dorion has given notice of an’ -aniendment, to the
effect, that, if "the ambulatory systeri’ be contmued
-Parhament shall sit: by.turns in every village "in the
Province, from Graspe to Londoa, in order: to enable
the members to acquire the necessary amount of local
and topographical knowledge. The 24ith instant 15
‘now confidently spoken of as the period fixed t'or the
'adjournment.‘ ,

b e

CHURCH AND STATE.

We trust that . in deprecatmg the principle, now
unfortunatelylsanctroned by our Canadian Legislature

—qhat it is desirable to abolish even to the sem-
blance of connection hetween Church and State”—
we may not be suspected of advocaling ¢ State-
Churchism.”  Such a union, or rather fusron, of the.
two Orders—the Spiritual and the Temporal—as is
implied by the Justly odious terra ¢ State-Churchism,”
we ablior, as ruinous to the interests of religion, and
as destructive of the “substantive existence, Sither of
the Church or of the State. - '

That the Spiritual and Temporal Orders—one re-
presented by the Church, the other by the State—
are two distinct Orders, we are bound as Catholics to
admit: but as religion also teaches us that both have
been instituted by God, and derive all their authority
“from Him, and from Him oaly, we cannot subseribe
to the Protestant doctrine that, because distinct, there
should be no connection between them. IF it is im-
portant to assert the distinction of the two Orders it
is as necessary to maintain their connection; and if it
be true that they both hold from one source, it is
monstrous to suppose that they should be entirely
.separated.

Now the very. tern connectnon implies that distinc-
tion ; and not until all connection betwixt Church and
Stnte hias been abolished, can the two Orders become
so confounded as to render that distinclion impossible,
As one thing cannot be said to be connected with
itself—as one State cannot be said to be.connected
with the self-same State—so, as long as there is con-
nection betwixt Church and State, there is no fear for
the distinct, substantive existence of either j no danver
that State will be confounded with Churels; or. Chureh
merged in State < in a word, no possibility of ¢ State-
Churchism.” But if we destroy that connection, one
of two things must ensue; either the Church must
be merged in the State—by the latter assuming to it-
self thc functions which belong "exclusively To the
former ; or the’ State, in all its acts, in all its legis-
lation, must utterly ignore rehcrron and cease to ac-
knowledge its dependence upon, , and relations towards,
Him from Whom it derives all its authority. In the
first case we should have % State-Churchism 3 in the
pther political atheism. Both are to be abhorred ;
yet one or the other must ensue from the assertion of
the principle—* that it is desirable to remore all sem-
blance of connection betwixt Church and State.”

Connection then between Church and State, by
recognising the distinct- existence of both—without
which there could be 1o connection—secures society
against the dangers of “ State-Churchism® on the one
hand, and pohtrcal atbeism, on the other. Tt effectu-
ally gunrds against « State- Churchism,? which is not
a connection of ‘two distinet Orders, but the fusion of
one in the other ;-and in practice means the usurpa-
.tion by the Stateot the peculiar functions of the
Church. . When the State asserts its autonomy in the
Splrltual Order—when, without any connection with
the Chirch, it aspires to legislate with a reference to
.God, and arrogates to. rtself any distinetive religious
clnracler—we have ¢ Siate-Churchism,” as we see
it developed.in. Dnaland and - Russia, In neither
country ean’it e properly said - that there is connee-
‘tion betwixt Church and State : for in both, Church
is merged in the ‘State, and the former is but a branch
or department of the other, as little distinct from the
State, as the .« Customs” or * Oridnance” depart-
ments, In England and in Russia, a Bishop or Arch-
:bishop is buta ‘State official, appomted by the Govern-
ment to- carry out: the instructions of his superiors,
and to preserve ‘ordet in the particular branch of -the'
service to which' hé belongs: "T'lis is State-Church-
ism, or the assumption by he State of the functions
of the ‘Church. " 1t"is "a fusion, or confusion, not a
connection; of 'the‘two Orders—the Spiritual and the’
Temporal ; and wherever a State, not connected
‘with the Church, presumes to legislate with any refer-.
ence.to sprrllual objects, or in a, rehglous spirit, there-
‘to a greater or less extent is. the spirit of  State-
Churchrsm rll'e,” -and there- -are |ts eul results mam-,
fested. I o

On the’ other hand where the State utterly ignores
God, :md man’ s relatton to God—-m wlhich relatronshlp‘
of man'to his maker' consists _religion—we have an,
atheistical State, or political atheism ; a form of Go-v
.vernment . which -indeed . obtained t'or a few. months
‘during : e . first: French: Revolution ; but was soon:
‘abandoned "even'' by “its promoters,: as: incompatible-

‘|an indépendent _]urrsdrctlon in the" Splrrtual Otder—

{of all religious character, and renounce its. allevmncej

to Him from Whom it bolds, and by Whom it was in-:
1 Mr. Fletcher”’—

inevitable conclusion from the premises laid down by

{1« Baptismal Font:? - . - i

| venerable relic used as'a holy vessel in Gad’s temple,

tden.

with the existence ' of'modern society, which® is the’
product of Chrlstramty—that is—of’ the influence of

the Spmtual upon the 1 _,’l'empornl I A.ll our, modern
olitical.and social systems are: based: upon Chrrstranuy,-
and are indebted for all of good:that: they still retain
to the, as yet,.unexhausted influences:of: Church: upon
State ; ‘or in other words; to. :that connection wlnch,"
in Canada,’ we: repudiate,: To declare: that it is
desirable to remove ‘all semblance’ of - connection be-

it is desirable that the State 'should assiimé_to itself

that is=in matters pertaining unto man’s spmtual*
interests—ivhich-is « State-Churchism ;” ‘or that it is’
desirable. that the State ‘should entrrely divest itself

stituted—hich is pohtrcal atheism.
Now the connection for which we contend by re-.
cognising the substantive existence of; and distinguish-
ing between the two Orders, affords (he only possrble
solutlon of the problem—“how to have a Christian
‘State, and at the same time a State which :shall not
be Church.” For the interests of Christian society
it is necessary that the State should arrogate to itself.
no religious functions, and pretend to no mdependent

got re«rularly liappy; o, in ‘thie -emphatic

jurisdiction i the Spiritual Order. Tt is necessary
however that the Temporal Order, or State,: should
work in harmony with the Spiritual Order, or Church 5,
and this harmonious co-operation m.cessarrly implies |
a connection between the two Orders—a connection

supreme and independent, each in its own Order—the |
State in nntters Temporal, the Chureh, in matters
Spiritual.

Hrtherto this connection has obtained in Canada.;
Our State or civil government has not thonght it ne-
cessary to renounce all distinctive relizious chmacter,
neither have our legislators deemed it their duty to |
leave their Chrrstramty in the lobby of the House.
The evidences of this connection are legrble in our
Statute-book, and in all our ‘social institutions 3 and
certainly the effects of that connection have not been
so very prejudicial to society as to. render, it ¢ desir-
able to remoave all semblance® thereof. - Through the
temporary ascendancy of demagogueism it may be
unavoidable, but we cannot bnnnr ourselves to be-
lieve with M. Morin ‘and his friends in the Ministry,
that it is ¢ desirable.” Tor instance, it is solely
owing to the connection between Church and State,
that marrmge has hitherto been recognised by the
State as something besides a civil contraet and that
neither divorce nor polygamy are amongst our social
institutions. As to how members ot the Legislature
who have declared that it is desirable to abolish all
semblance of this connection, intend to act towards
the next Biils that may be laid before them, baving
reference to the intercourse of the sexes, we are of
course in the dark. But—as it is only becausegmar-
riage, or the indissoluble union of one man with one
woman, isa Christian institution, and therefore some-
thing more than a civil contract—and as tlis ¢ some-
thma more” can only be ascertained, and enforced
by the State in virtue of its " connection with the
Church—al! semblance even of which connection it
is desirablé to abolish—it does seem a logical and

the framers of the Clergy Reserves’ Bill, that mar-
riage, as a Christian institution, 7. e.as ¥ something
smore” -than a civil contract, must be. abolished like-
wise, in so faras the Stale is concerned ; and that our
marriage laws must be assimilated {0 those of the
neighboring Republic, where dirorce is legalised, and
\vhere, to the scandal of the civilisation of the XIX,
century, polygamy is a social institution.

PROTESTANT RELICS.

Tt is too bad that Methodists should make us poor
Papists the objects of their indignant vituperation on
account of the respect and veneratian which we en-
tertain for the relics of Martyrs, and holy men of old,
who have sealed their testimony with their blood—
when our evangelical fiiends are just as bad in that
respect as we are, and their relic-worship differs
from ours only in the particular objects to which it
is directed. A piece of the Cross whereon the price
of man’s Redemption was paid, the place where the
Body of our Lord was buried, command the venera-
tion of the Papist: the Methcdrst tooks with reve-
rence on the tub whence some inspired Jumper was
wont hebdomadally to preach his liearers into fits, and
gazes with holy rapture upon Jabez Buster’s old pair |,
of breeches. “The priiciple is the same in both cases.

~The growth of relic-worship in the "Methodist | .
world, is foreibly displayed in a communication which
oppearcd in a late pumber of the Chrisiiun Guar-
dian, over the sranatule of Dr. Green—who, having
accomplished a pderrmawe to Europe; visits, - ‘not the
# Iloly Sepulchre,” but the ¢ Tomb of Fletcher”—
the said Fletcher having been a somewhat .notorious
Methodist preacher of the last century. Madeley,
the village where he was interred, is, it _seems, full of
memormls of the holy man. '

"The first relic which our pilgrim Talls in mth is in
the ‘earden of a snperannuated minister,: nnd is .de-
scribed as “an antique looking stone, about two.feet
high, somewhat in ‘the form of a vase, swelling out
about 18 or 20 inches.” 'l‘hls was Mr. Fletcher 5

. ¢.The reader may . ]Ud"’e my surprise at thrs an-
reuncement,” says the pilgrim:: ¢«¢ There 'stood the

actually turned into!!! a flower vase in a country gar-
I§ squested the’ proprrety of sendrnw it to the
Centenary Hall in London.?

_The- pilgrim then gives us an nnrmated deccrrptron
of his visit to the tomb of Fletclier, by’ the, side ‘of
which, ““hallowed Ly so many recollections;”” ke, lon'r'
lingered ; ¢ and even then”—he adds—¢ I .tore. my-'
self away in. vrolence to my feelings, deeply regret--
ting that.‘my time was so limited that' I'could  not
linger for hours in a place so suggestiré of ddmani-

'j'demnlq,
it'may

Jn-connection with the Church, which can alone.)ud"e

ﬂectmg mmd " The sight-of;T l‘lercher (] pulprt arou-.ed
still more: rupturous ‘sensations:ifi the; pdarnn sbosom
and !4 kneehng*m that' Tioly' place”—the‘ pulpit=—he
| -lnm'uage o|'
Mrs. Gamp, © his feelings became_too manyfor hiin”
Tn" the* same” place are’ c'u'el'ullf preser\ ‘ed ‘the
cushron, lnmps, prayer hooL and):communion . Aable, '
used by " that holy man.?. In :some- cases, ‘the-reljcs
of this great Methodist Salnt lrave:been lost! or. .
stroyed “hut the memorials thereof are preserved by
means whlch we shotld’ have: thoutrht ‘would " hate
roused to fury the iconoclastic zeal of the Protestant
world. " Thus the pilgrim’ tells uss— .

. ¢¢The Old Barn which was once used o8 a depoq.
tory for the T-tllles, -aund subeequenlly for a chapel fyr
be sure when- you read of a- Protestan,
Saint,-that there is Saintess.in-petticoats not far. off—

¢ has lomz since been removed ;; a rlrawmg of ify how.
ever, is felained, AND THE. AGED SAINTS- Loox UPoy

41T WITH . MUCH vnnnnnrov,”_ L

Just as Papists, blinded ‘idolaters that they are, do
upon drawings, pictures, or images of the BIEKSmI
Virgin, the Saints departed, or the Crucifix ; the o;.
ginals of which objects were perhaps as-much worthy
of the ¢ veneration of the awed Saints,” as was 1hr
«Old Bara,” in which Mrs. I‘letcher did her devo-
tions. Now, if % a drawing of.the latter” is * looke,
'upon with much veneration” by elderly Methodists,

{ why shoull not Catholics look with at least equal

beneficial to both, and which leaves both per fecllyive""at'on upon the symbol ‘of Christ’s passion 1

Will the Christian Guardian please explain.

“ WHAT DOES IT Mx-:,w?’—We read in the
Upper Canada press, that the editor of a Protestant,
or Non-Catholic paper, published in German, bas
been - tried and condemned to  imprisaament {or the
offence of blasphemy and. impiety. M. Rudolph,
i the editor in question, intends to appeal against the
decision of the Court, as a violation of the “Protestant
pnnuples of ¢private judgment” and “ right of
speech.”

That blasphemy is a. crime, and a crime of so hei-
nous ‘a complexion thatit should not be allowed (o
go unpunished, we certainly will not attempt to deny,
But by whatright does a Protestant Court of justice,
doet a purely seurlar tribunal,and in a country which
proclaims the desireableness of severing all semblance
of connection between Church and State, pretend to
adjudicate on such a crime, or to decide what is, and
what is not, blasphemy? And why shoufd M. Ru-
dolph be made a victim of, whilst so many hundreds
of others, equally guilty of blasphemy against God,
His Saints, and His Blessed Mother, are allowed o
go uvnrebuked?

M. Rudolph has, according to our informant, Pro-
tested against the Dmmty of Chrisi—the dogma of
the Redemptron and declared his disbelief in the doe-
trines of Cliristianity ; he has also, through the' me-
dium of the press, done his best to make converts to
his peculiar form of Protestantism or Denial. Now
all this he has certainly as much right to do, as the
agents of the Erench Canadian Mrssronnry Society
have to altempt to bring over the kabilans of Low-
er Canada to their pnrucular form of Denialism § and_
yet M. Rudolph is in jail, whilst Lis fellow-blas-
phemers, and propagators of impious libels against
the truth, are not only allowed to go at large in
Lower Canada, but are treated as if they were most
estimable members of society. What strange mockery
of justice isthis! A jail for M. Rudolph—and an
.ovation for Gavazzi!

Have we then an * Inquisition” in Upper Canada?
—and who are these persons who take upon them-
selves to adjudicate in matters purely Spiritual I—
Whence do they derive their authority 1—and by
what tests do they ascertain what is, and what is nor,
impious, blasphemous, and heretical? Not from the
State, nor from the Statute book. Ior in matters
Spiritual, or appertaining to religion, the State, or
civil power, has no lawful, Jurrsdrcllon whatsoever,
no, not the slightest, save in so far as it has been
authorised by the Church to deal with such matters;
but such an authorisation is impossible, if there be no
connection between Church and State. ,

Frankly—even in an age of humbug, in a country
where cant and humbug are pre- _eminent—this tria
and condemnation of M. Rudolph ‘do_scem almost
incredible. And yet there it is, staring us in the
face !—A Drotestant tribuna! in Upper Canada, where
the blasphemous Gavazzi was applauded, arrogat-
ing to itself all the functions of the Romish Inguisi-
tion, and punishing a fellow-Protestant for exercis-
ing bis rights of ‘« private julgment” and -¢ freedom
of speech  And the Protestnnt press is silent 8t
this monstrous outrage upon ¢ Civil and Religious Li-
berty ! Where now is the Gazeite 7-—why tnrry
the thunderbolts of the Globe? - Why does J. M.
Ferres still hold his peace?—and why is Mister
George Brown become nltogether as a.man that is
.dumb ?

M. Rudolph is however gomfr to appeal and itis
most probable that the sentence will bareversed ; we
may almost say - that it is desirable that- it should tie
0. We do not ‘mean that'it is desirable:that blas-
phemy and” impiety, that crimeés ngainst religion,
should go unpunished but we do think that it is be!~
fer that these:crimes should be allowed. to go altoge-
ther unpunished, than that the State should be allowed
to arrogate “to “itsell ‘any:independent: Jlll"lsdlcllon,
howerer- slight; in veligious mitters. For once tolerale
ity and where-shall i be stopped 7 and! who shall de-
fine its limits? To-day, the State may, prénounce tlie
the Divinity of’ Christ, blasphemy : ‘the next,
e blasphemy, aceordmg to law, to. assert it

on these’ matters, . the State. mrght pretend, nay; it

-would be its duty;to- punish with temporal punishment
‘the: impious and: the. blasphemer-—-the Gravazns, lhc-
‘Rudolps;- and- obscene ' T.'C: Mi fes.

no such com.ection is to be'retained, 'w

tory ‘thoughts, ‘and 'so replete with mterest 0" a te-

i
Ry

even let the whole of them of” scot-free

..,P-.!‘.)’ per-




