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* NEWS OF THE WEEK.

"I'he America has arrived, but brings ne inportant
naws [rom the seat of war. Having thrown a few
suotinto Odessa, the Allied IMieet has relapsed into
5 former inactivily ; from the Danube we have no
vafiable information ; and all that we know positirely
of Sir C. Napier, is, that his fleet is much under-
nanned, and that, in the opinion of some of the first
naval and military suthorities, il he attempt an artack
‘apon Cronstadt, he will, in all probability, catcha
Tprtar.  Some 15,000 British troops had arrived at

- Constantinople by the end of April. The adhesion
of Anstria to the policy of the Western Powers may
now be looked upon as almost certain. It is said that
Sweden, Spain, Portugal, and Pledmont are pre-
pared to join the Coalition.

~n

The proceedings in Parliament have been wninter- |

esting.  Another weary debate on Mr. Chambers’
wmotion agaiest Conventual institutions, was followed
by another adjourminent 1o the 18th inst. All parties
seem to be sick of Mr. Chambers, and his low-mind-
ed associates ; and would gladly, if they could, pitch
Littn, them, and their motious, to the hottest place, on
Sir James Gralam has signified the infen-
“tion of Government not fo accede 1o the request that
Catholic sailors, serving on board Iler Rajesty’s

- ships, might be excused {rom compulsory attendance

on Protestant worship, aceerding to Act of Puwlin-
went. :

Lord Llgin arrived from Turope last week, and
was received at New York with every demonstration
of respect.  is Txcelleney is at present on a visil
to Washington with the view, it is hinted, of expe-
diting the settlement of the ¢ fishery question,” and
the commercial relations betwixt Canada and the
United States. o :
 Fhere is a repor(, bilherto unconfirmed, that the
long missing steamer Cily of Glesgow has been
spoken with at sca.

It is strange that Uie MMencrve, Canadien, King-

. ston Herald, and other of our cotemporaries, who,

whilst professing sympathy wilh Catholic interests,
condemn the course pursued by the Fruve Wir-
wess on the * Neserves™ question, cannot, or will
not, understand that the palicy which we advocate is
dictated solely by the probable efiects of * seculari-
zation” upon Catholic interests: utterly irrespective
of its possible results upon the fortunes, cither of the
present ministry, or of existing political combinations.
Such paltry considerations ure far beneath our ne-
tice. . To us, itis a matler of perfect irdifference
whether the present.ministry relain office during the
life time of the present generation, or be kicked oul
to-morrow ; what becomes of the political combinu-
tidus now existing—cxcept in so [ar as the inlerests
of the Catholic Church are therein concerned—is
also a.malter in which we take no interest.
. We lave no wish to embark on the shallow muddy
- sea of Caradian secular politics—we have no fond-
" ness for stirring up the nasty feculent matler which
“lies at the bottom. 'We can imagine, indeed, nothing
more dreary, or more uninviting than the aspect
which its shiores present ; and, save when tbe inter-
" ests of Cathelicity demand it, it is our pleasure, as
it is our interest, to keep alool. o meddle with the
paltry squabbles, and trivial disgusting personalities,
- which make up the sum total of Canadian politics,
supplying the place,if they cannot atone for the want,
. of -high and lionarable principles, is, as contrary to

our tasles, as it would Le unbecoming in a pro-

. fessedly relizious journal. Dat, as a Catholic jour-
~oal, the True WITNESS cannot altogether keep
silent, when measures, seriously aflecting the nearest
‘and dearest interests of Catholics, are at stake ;—
“when, in fact, they are called upon by the secular
1ress, to prefer the interests of the ministry to those
of their Church, and 1o sacrilice a principle for the
sake of"a party: = . '
The Herald too, and other Ministerial organs,
+ spoek as if Catholics were bound 1o support. the
* present ministry, and to make its policy their’s; as
"if they were under some strong obligations to oppose
- t®’opponents, and to resist (he formation of hostile

political ¢ombinations.  Wlichee this notion proceeds

llt(tl‘ki}mld 1o, say’; to us it seems a mostmonstrousand
impertinent assumption. To use all parties, and all
men;. but to be made use of by none ; to drive, but
mever 1o allow themselves to: be driven, or dragged,
t1n Arivmphthrough the mire, belind the chariot of any
“ministry; of-any party, is true sound Cathelic policy
A poliey which ‘is' warmly advocated by the wisest

sllﬁ"');rpi:n', ‘and best Catliolics, of Ircland dt the pre-
_<ent day, under the name of * Independent Opposi-
- tionP—opposition to.every ministry which ‘will not
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erant the just demands of the Cliureh ;' and- support
to any government—no matter by what party walch-
word designated —that accepts, as apart of its minis-
terial progranmme ¢ Justice to Catliolics.” "This also
is-the true policy for Catholics in Canada.

The Kingston Herald reiterates the charge of
Toryism brought against the True WITNESS by
the Mincrve and fhe Canadien. Of this we' com-
plain wot. Tt js a comwon artifice with the worsted
dizputaut, to substilute invective for good argument,
and in defawit of reasons, to seek to crush lis adver-
sary with bard names.  We treat the accusation of
Toryisn with indifference; relying upon the good
sense of our readers, who will, we trust, form their
apinions of the Trus WirnEess, from something
more substantial than the frothy declamations of its
‘opponents. In ils eril sense—swe deny the justice
of applying the term "L'ory, to the TruE WiTxESs.
1f by the appellation is meant one who would seek
to establish, or perpetnate, a system of class-legisla-
tion, and the dominatien of one scction of the com-
munity over another, nothing can be more unmerited
than suck a reproach; nor can those who delight 10
cast it in our teclh, inslance, from the writings of
the Trur VWITNESS, one passage, which, by the
most maliguant inganuity can be tortured into afford-
ing a pretext for the charge.  But, if by Toryism be
meant, respect for authority, and the rights of pro-
perty—the constant assertion of the obligations of
the one, and the sanctity of the other—if by Tory
‘be meant one who prefers truth to popularity, and
| wlio scorns to sacrifice principle, for the sake of ap-
,plouse, or from fear of seusure—then, indeed, we
P willingly acsept the fitle as the highest compliment
[that could be paid us.  Tn this latter sense, all trne
| Catholics are Pories, or Conservatives, for the Ca-
Hholic Church is cminently Conservative; and it is
“in her communion only that we can learn how to re-
sconcile the liberly of the individual, with the require-
‘menis of authority—and how to comport ourselves
as loyal and dutiful subjects, without prejudice to
“our rights as citizens, :

Tinally, we presume not to thrust our opinions
upcn others, as the dogmas of infallibility.  Tirv,we
"may—nay, must,—il in -aught we deviate from the
i teachings of the Catholic Chureh: and to ker cor-
{rection we are ever amenable. DButin those matters
tupon whicl, as belonging to the domain of opinion

{and not of faith, she allows full scope for discussion,
twe claim the right of vespectfully, but finnly, offering
!our opinion. Not as arrogantly assuming lo be the

‘organ or ;mouth-piece of our Trish Catholic fellow-

'eitizens : but as one who would submit to them his
jviews upon a question in the scttlement of which,
i both as lrishmen und Catholics, they are decply fu-
"erested 3 and which it belioves them therefore to ex-
ramine closely, coolly aml dispassionately, and with
tthe aid of those lights which the Church—and the
{ Catholic Church ouly—can bring to bear upon it.—
i In so doing, we were well aware that we must expect
i to encounter opposition, 12 have our arguments mis-
stated, and onr motives misrepresented; such must
ever be the lot of those who refuse to swim swith the
stream, and we are ncither surprised, nor hurt that
it has been om’s; we may regret indeed, for the
moiwent, having to differ with men for whom we have
the highest respect; but far more lasting, far more
poignant, would have been our regrets, hud we, from
fear of giving ofience, belied our convictions, or re-
[frained from giving expression (o our sincere, even if
i erroneous, opinion—that the  Sccularisation” of the
1¢ Reserves™ is unjust, inexpedient, anti-Catholic in
Dprinciple, and in its results fraught with dauzer to
“the best interests of the Church,

g

¢ The Clristran Guardian-inits issue of the 10ili—
tasserts ¢ that oeither the Olristian Guardian, nor
| the Wesleyan Conference—neither the Chiel Su-
fperintendent of Ildueation, nor any oiler minister
jof the Wesleyan body, or member of the churcli—
iis “commitled to the sentiments conlained in those
etters”—f{rom which we laid a few estracts before
our rcaders, in the Trur WirNess of the 5th inst.
This repudiation of the seurrility, and brutality of
the writer signing himself © Profestaint” in ihe
Clristian Guardian, though so far acceplable, as
it shows that our Methodist friends are ashamed of
their advocate, comes too late ; for we hive it in the
words of the Clhristiun Guardiun himself, that e
is responsible, and that his colleagues of the 1 es-
leyan Conference—under whose ¢ Dircecetion” the
Christian Guardian is © Published”—are responsi-
ble, for the sentiments contained in the leiters which
appeared in the Clristian Guardian over the sig-
nature ‘¢ Profestant.” When remonstrated with
by Clericus for inserling such vile (rash in a profes-
sedly religions journal, the Rev. Editors of the
Clurtstian Guardian replied by the assurance (hat
they were guite prepared to tale the entire share of
responsibility that belonged to thew ; and, therefore,
as Joditors of that paper, as the persons under whose
“ Direction it is Published,” the members ol the
Wesleyan Conference are, collectively and individu-
ally, morally ‘responsible for every line, for évery
word, that appears i1 the journal “ Published under
their Direetion,” and sanctioned by their authority.
‘The editor or director of a paper is marally respon-
sible for all that appears therein, unless he expressly
disclaims it; but having, in fact, admitted (hat re-
sponsibility, it is too late to atlempt to shufile it off
1O, ' ' ‘

The Christian Guardian further suggests that,
if offended with the letters of a ¢ Protestant” our
‘propar work would be 1o deal with the statements they
contain,” We do so, by qualifying those slatemeats

ramus, or a deliberate liar; this is the only way
that such statements deserve to be dealt with, Sure-
Iy the Christian’ Guardian would not expect a gen-
t'einan to condescend (0 notice seriously the malig-

as “lies;” and their writer ae cither a gross igno- |

‘nant falschoads of ‘W@  Protestant™ correspondent.
Titus . Qates’ was whipt at the cart’s 1ail—Maria
Mouk, rotted away in a New York jail~but no one
thinks seriously of refuting Titus Oates, or Maria
Monk—who, to do them justice however, were fully
as respeciable, well-informed, and truth loving, as the
majority :of  Protestant controversialists, to whom
« Protestant” is indebted for his wondrous stock of
information concerning Popery. = Tt'is for the Chris-
tien Giardian to prove. and not for us to disprove,
those statements; and {ill proved—proved too by
something better than the testimony of Trotestant
historians—we have the right 1o treat them as con-
temptible falschoods, which dirty knaves eirculate,
and silly fools believe. '

As a proof of the unblushing mendacity of this
¢ Protestunt,” we appeal to a letter which appeared
in a late issue of the Christian Guardian. ‘Fherein
the writer- states plainly that. last summer, Protes-
tants were murdered by Catholics during the Gavazzi
riots. Now, we need nat go beyond this. If the
Christian Gluardian, if the ¢ Protestant,” can
mention the name of one Protestant, wmurdered by
Catlolics, either at Quebec or Montreal, during the
said viots, we will acknowlede ourselves in ervor,
and admit the credibility of “ Protestant.” We
know of Catholics murdered in cold blood by Pro-
testants ; but we defy the Christian Guurdian to
name one single Protestant who came by his death
from a Catholic’s hands. The list of the slain at
that sad period are published: and if  Protestant”
be not-what we assert lim to be—a liar and slanderer
—he will have no difficulty in stating which of the
Protestants who lost their lives on that melancholy
oceasion were killed by Catholics—acting under the
instructions of the Clurch, and the Bishops of Cana-
da; for this is what the mean fellow insinnates., We
call upon hLim then for proof of his assertions, or
clse to submit te put up with the lie that we have
given him.

Does the Christian Guardian require additional
proof of the mendacity or ignorance of his corres-
pondent? Here'it is. ¢ Protestunt™ says:—

¢ Cardinal Bellarmine in the 4th beok de Poutif
Changes, says—* It thie Pope should err it command-
ing vice, and forbidding viitue, the Church were
bound te believe thal vice be goad and virtue bad,
unless she waould sin against her own consecience:
and again, in Chap 31 he says—¢ Christ has given to
I'St. Peter (and eonsequently to the Pape) the power
tof making that to be sin which is no sin, aud that
i which is no sin to be sin.”

E The Christian Guardian will see that the point

at issue betwixt us is very simple. Did Cardinal
Bellarmine, in any of his works, publish sueh senti-
i ments—or sentiments in auy way analogous to them?
P he did not, then is % Protestant,” who says that
he did, a liar and standerer ; and the men who through
their columns circulate his slanders are not much
better: unless indeed their iznorance of the writings
¢ af the great Curdinal whom they seek (o traduce may

be pleaded as un excuse {or their calumnies. Tt he did,

if in any of Cardinal Bellarmine’s works, such senti-
tments can be found, we will acknowledgze oursclves
!in ervor, and renounce the religion which Cardinal
i Bellarmine professed.

We trust that the Christian Guardian will not
shrink from the challenze we throw out to him ; and
that he will admit that % we have dealt with the
statements™ in ¢ Drotestant®s  letter. Tt is for
him to make good his statements apainst Cardinal
Bellarmine 3 and this he ean do by giving the words
of the Cardinal, together with references to the place
in liis voluminous works, where they may be found.
1t Le has any friends at Mentreal to whom hic would
lilke to refer the question, we will undertake to pro-
duce any of Cardinal Bellarmine’s works that may
be required for the sake of verification. I the
Chrisitan Guardian declines ilus simple test, this
speedy and satisfactory method of bringing the ques-
tion of & Protestant’s” veracity and credibility to a
triad, he cannot complain that we ¢ deal with his
statements™ as lies and slanders.—We paise for a
reply. :

f s et

Our eotemporary, the Canadien, of Quebac, says
—that, in the writings of his anonymous correspon-
dent, who of late lias been pretending to enlighten
his feliow-countrymen and coreligionists, on the nature
and obligations of the marriage tie—he is at a loss
to see “ anything of a nature 1o draw down upon
him the anathemas of the Churel.”  We will cn-
deavour 1o enlighten him.

In the articles contributed by the correspondent of
the Canadien—and for which, il they contain any pro-
positions repugnant o faith or morals, the Bditor is
morally responsible, sinee lie is not compelled to in-
sert such communications, and is indeed bound to re-
ject them, if offensive to religion and decency—
doubts, and more than doubts, were expressed as to
the “indissolubility” of marriage, and the * jmmor-
ality” of divorce 3 whilst the Xditor of the Journal de
Quebec was referred (o the Repertoire de Jurispru-
dence in order to correct or modily bis ¢ 00 ezelu-
sive ideas™ upon these points.  Irom this, il there
be meaning in words, we déduce the foliowing con-
clusions :—

1, That, aceording 1o the writer in the Canadien
—who, to make matters worse, presents himsell to
the public in the disguise of-a Cathoelic—tlhe « indisso-
lubility” of marriage, and the * inunorality” of di-
‘voree, are matters upon which it is permitted to
doubt. : ) .
2. That an appeal to another (ribunal, than that of
the Churcly, viz.—the Repertoire de Jurisprudence
—is permissible to Catholics. -

3. "L'hat tue ideas of the Journal de Quebec, that
marriage between baptized persons.is always -and
everywhere © indissoluble,” and that divorce ‘is al-
ways, and-under all circumstances, * immoral,” are

too “ exclusive,” and should be wmodified. * '
1

The True Wirness the
ps:r_inil‘ting his journal to tie made the medium Fap
giving pql)!mily'lo these irreligious, immaral a :j
anti-Calholic sentimnents, e editor of the C'cm’nd 2
lm's relm.d_erled l;iulrllselfobnoxious tothe anathemas c;."n
tained in the followine C; 0 SQciin o
the- Council of T',]m;g:__dnons of the ’A”.l Session of

C.\Nt_m vit.—¢¢ If any one suith, thai the ¢
erred, in tha_l-she hath tauztt, and dorh teach, in ga
cordance Wwith the evingelical and ﬂpﬁ.“l()”(rit] n,"-
trine, that ¢the bond of matrimony cannal be dieey) ot
on account of the adullery of one of the married ‘:.N
lier 3 and that both, or even the innocen uhe I::hr.
cave. not oceasion o the adullery, cannot conly -T
another marriage, during the life-time of ] oth g
and, that he is guilty of adultery, w ot

reupen assérts that, ig

Irarel by

: g ho, having ny
away tne advlteress, shall take nuother wile, as ,Rw

she, who, having put away the adultererer,
another hosband 3 let him be anathema.?”

Caxon x11.— Il any oune saith tha matrimonis|
causes do not belong to the ecclesiastical judmes—lg
him be anathema.” <

By the seventh Canon, the * indissolubility of mar-
ringe” is explicitly asserted, and, implicitly, the * jy-
morality’ of divorce 3 even adultery eannot afford 3
plea for the one or diminish the guilt of the oflier
which is as the guilt of adultery. It is unt pnrmillud1
tlierefore, to any Catlolic to doubt, or to insinuate lhe’ '
possibility of a doubt, as to the « indissolubilny” of
marriage, and the * imwmorality” of divorce 3 lie who
does so, is unworthy of the nawe of Catholic, apd
deservedly “ draws down upon linself the anathemas
of the Church,” as pronounced by the Counsil of
Trent.

By the twellth Canan, the right of the ecclesiasti-
cal judges to decide upon 2l matrimonial causes
guoad vinculum at least, is also clearly asserted «
and he who pretends that the Repertoire de Jurés:
prudance can throw any new light upon tlie subject,
or that any civil tribunal, or any carthly pntnn.{me
whatever, lias any co-ordinate jnrisdiction theretn
sets this Canon at defiance, and thereby does agnia
“ draw down upon himsell the amathemas of Uhs
Church.”

Thus the immorality of divorce is as eertain as is
the'immorality of polygamy, or of concubinase. or
fornication j and he justly deserves to be branded as
the enemy of society, and a corvupter of morals,
who presumes to insinuate even, tiat, under any cir-
cumstances, either polygamy or concubinage, divoree
or fornication, are permissible to the baptised Chris-
tian ; or {hat the esseatial, and inherent turpitude of
any of these acts can be diminished by the decrees
of any carthly tribunal whatsoever. But thisis what
the writer in the Crnadien as done 5 whilst its edi-
tor is equally culpable, for allowing his columns to be
made the medinm for propagating the pernicious, im-
moral and eminently anu-Catholic doctrines of his
anonymous correspondent.  1f, in condemning these

invs, the language of the Trur Wirxess has

shall taks

doctri
been sireng, we feel no regrets, and have no apology
to ofler,

The question as raised between the Journal de
Quebze and the Canadien, was not whether Catholic
legislators should impose their views upon the Pro-
testants of Upper Canada; but whatlier the former
skould aid and abet the latter, in sctting at defiance
the laws of God, and trampling wpon the obligations
of morality ; whether they should, in fact, legalisa
aduttery.  The # immorality® of divoree being a
matter of fact, nnd not of opinion upon which it is
permitled to differ—divorce being positively *im-
teoral,’” a public scandal, and the fmmediate ocen-
sion of adullery—no lionest conscientions Catholie
legislator can, under any circumstanees, ussent there-
unto, or give any eucouragement o its promoters.
He may perbaps refrain from giving any opinion at
all thercupon, if 20t applied to; lut when caflwl
apon to proudunce judgment, when eompelled to
register his vote, he has no option left him ; he must
say—marriage is always “ indissoluble,” and divorce
abways, and under all cireumstances, ** immoral.”—
Thos only can he avoid participation in the sinof
others; thus only ean lLe eseajpe the auvathemasof
the Clureh, pronounced by the Council of "I'rent.

Does the Canadien object to our doctrine 7 How,
then, would he act, if called upon to sanction by his
vole, polrgamy, the practice ol a large Protestant
community, and of .whese *¢ immorality,” as of that
of divorce, there can be no doubt? Youd the
cditor of the Canadien, il a member of Congress,
give his legislative sanction to the practice of poly-
gamy 7 Yel polygamy is as much a Protestant iv-
stifution, as is diverce.

“If the editor of the Tue Wiiness will point onl
wherein the Freeman condemned his erroneous judg-
ment, because of his Catholicity, we shall Le prepared
al once to admit the farce of his reasoning, and ale
its vonsequences.??—Fyeeman, May 20h.

« He, the editor of the True Witness, does not deny
that the Legislature mdy lawlully deal with the qres-
tion, but arcues, as he says, ¢ rom . Catholic point of
view.?  This, you will perceive, s shirking the meri's
of the question.”?— Freeman, May 6th.

In justice to our cotemporary, we should how-
cver add, that the moment e looks at the question
(* Clergy Reserves™) with his Catholic eyes, he sees
it in the same light as does the TRuUE WITNESS i—

« [t is true that, as 'Culho!ics, we maiy not_exactiy
like sueh action”—(secplarisalion)—¢ and ought nut
perhaps to enconrage it.”?=Ih..

Well then—* Don’t encourage it,” or eacoufage
others 1o * encourage it.” ', .

"The Montreal Freeman expresses surprise at our
allusions to the Otéaca Lribine, tlie paper about to
Le started in Bytown by Mr. Burke; a gentleman,
universally, and. deservedly respected by Ins fel‘low-
countrymen on the Ottawa, but of whom the Frée-
man thinks fit to speak in the most ungenerous an
insulting terms.". Mr. Buike is no “doubt able to an-
swer'for himself, and needs not-our assistance; ¢




