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MONTREAL, FRIDAY, DEC. 30, 1859,

To our ReapeErs—A ¢ MERrY CHRIST-
MaS, AND A Harpy New YEar. —This is
the formula prescribed for the season, this the
ardent wish of our hearts, Not words of form
merely, but words of honest truth and sincenty,

Tt is customary at this season to review the
year that is past; to “take stock” as it were,
and to balance one’s accouats. If we refrain
froin so doing, it 15 because we would oot revive
unpleasant memories, because we have no inten-
tion of fanning into flame the now smouldering
embers of strife. Only this would we say for
ourselves, and in justification of our course : that
we have always adbered with inflexible fidelty
to our first principles, and that we have never
swerved one hair’s breadth from our ancient
paths. We are to day what we were yesterday ;
we are in every respect at the close of this year,
what we were at the commencement of the last,
and what we shall be to the last moment of our
editorial existence. If unfortunately we have
come into eollision with others, 1t is because we
have ever, in good repute and in evil repute, held
one straightforward course, heedless of whom we
might offend by so doing ; because we could not
veer about with every shilting gale, or trin our
sails to eatch the fickle breeze of popularity.—
Thus 15 the bead and front of our offending ; and
we feel thul we owe, and should make, no ex-
cuse, no semblance of apology for our consistency,
or fur the terms iu which we have expressed the
profound contempt whicl we entertain for all
trinmers and shufllers, for all ime-servers, pledge-
breakers, and place-hunters, These, and such
as these, but none other, may have motives to
compluin of the TRUE WITNESS ; but of what
we have said of them, we would not retract or
modify a single expression, for we have not sad
a word that is not strictly true.

As a hardened and impenitent sinner, there-
fore do we address ourselves to our readers ; not
{o vindicate ourselves in their eyes, but to assure
them. that we shall still prove what we have
hitherto approved ourselves ; that disearding as
too paltry for a woment’s notice all considera-
tions of secular politics, of nationalities, and of
ersonal or party interests, we will stifl continue
to advocate the cause of # Freedom of Educa-
tion and Rehgion”— z.e., the emancipation of
education and religion from all State control ;—
1o vindicate the rights and bonor of our religious
and charitable institutions against the assaults
and calumnies of our enemies; to assert the true
principles of civit and religious liberty, of which
the Catholic Charch alone is the guarantee ; and
to resist to the best of our abilities, every at-
tempt to set up a * Protestant Ascendency” in
Canada. Against secret societies of all kinds,
but especially  against ¢ Relbonism™ and
“ Orangeism”—-against all attacks upon the sanc-
tity of tne marriage tie, all restrictions upon the
right of religious corporations to receive, or of in-
dividuals to give, our voice shall still be Joud and
earnest. Lo owe political allegiance to no man,
t0 no party shall ever be our pride ; whilst it is
our proyer thut we may ever aad in all things be
fomd obedient to that voice to which alone the
Catbolic journalist should give heed, or by which
he should allow hinself to be influenced—we
mean the voice of the Church speaking through
her divinely appuinted pastors. These are the
sole conditions upon which we would desire, or
indeed condescend,to prolong our editorial ca-
reer 3 and if these condit ions are acceptable to
our Cutholic readers ; if an independent Catholic
journal, beyond the reacl of all secular influences
of any kind, be by them deemed worthy of their
supperi—that support—-appealmg, to our past as
the guarantee for our future—would we respect-
fully bespeak for the TRUE WiTNESS.

Ou one other point, but one of much, indeed
we may say of vital importance to ourselves,
would we touch. We mean the remissness of
inany of our subscribers in discharging their in-
debtedness 1o the printer. Thus delicately al-
luding to this defect, we would pray of our de-
linquent subscribers that ¢ they would reform it
altogether ;7 so may they rejoice at this festal
season 1 Lhe possession ol a good conseience;
so nay the midce-pies, plum-puddings and other
carnalities wherein.iliey, may see fit to indulge

' themselvés, sit lightly>on- their respective sto-

machs.

o THEs

T NEWS OF THEWERK. .

i Iszliuz-: past-wéek ‘has: been' altogether -gtetile :of
""| évents, and the news from Europe by the last

steamers is él’together devoid - of interest. All
the Great Powers had given in thew adliesion to.

| the Congress, but. whether amongst them they

will be able to hit upon a plan for settling the
Italian Question is very problematical. -~ Confi-
dence, as to the continuance of peace betwixt
France and Great Britam is slowly gaining
ground in spite of Louis Napoleon’s pacific as-
surances, and trade was reviving, Tn other re-
spects, there is nothing of importance by the
last arrivals.

The Protestant press has a moral code of its
own ; distinct from, and indeed directly opposed
to, that which regulates, or should regulate, the
ordinary intercourse of mankind. Amongst
simple unsophisticated persons, not tainted with
evaogelicalism, and not addicted to the practice of
slandering their fellow-citizens, it is a moral ax-
iom that he who makes an assertion derogatory
to the honor of his neighbor, is, when called upon
by the aggrieved party, bound, either to make
good, or to retract, his mjurious and derogatory
assertion. Protestant editors alone seem to deem
themselves bound by no such moral faw ; but as-
sert for themselves on the contrary, the privilege
to make any amount of injurious statements with
regard to their Popish neighbors, without incur-
ring thereby any obligation of either substantiat-
ing, or withdrawing, their accusations against Ro-
manists. This, we say, is explicitly and unblush-
ingly avowed by some of our cotemporaries ;
whilst it is to a considerable extent practised by
all, but more especially by those amongst them
who are chiefly distinguished by their pretensions
to Godliness.

Thus the Coburg Star baviag made some in-
jurious assertions with regard to Popery, was
taken to task by a correspondent writing over
the signature ¢ Romantst,” who called upon the
editor of the Coburg Star * to prove the charge”
advanced by the latter. To this, certainly not
unreasonable request, our Protestant cotemporary
replies as follow —

“If we were to enter upon a set theological dis-
cussion with our respected correspondent we should
feel cnlled upon to sustain our agsertion with snitible
arguments, Bul we caanot admil the right of any
one of our readers to cull for detailed proof of cvery
wssertion we muy choose to muke editorially.”— Coburg
Star. The ltulics are our own.

There is a sublumity of impudence in the above
which is unapproachable ; a contempt for all the
laws of truth, honor and justice, which compels
our admiration. T'o such a height of evangeli-
cal perfection has the writer attained, that he
feels hiwself no longer bound by the laws to
which profane persons of all denominations, and
Rowmanists especially, yield allegiunce ; and con-
scious of bs freedom from all such disagreeable
restraints, he rebukes with stern majesty the im-
pertinent Papist who calls upon him ¢ 2o prove
the churge” by hun advanced against the latter,
With such a one, so highly privileged, it is in-
deed in vain for Romanists to attempt to argue ;
he cannot condescend to their low estate; he
cannol waive in their beh.lf his lofty privileges ;
neither will he submit to be called upon to prove
his calumnious assertions against them. He is,
in the peculiar phraseology of the conventicle,
Christ’s freeman, and, therefore, no longer mn
bondage to tiie law.

It 15 thus position of moral irresponsibility for

their ulterances adopted by evangelical writers
generally, that renders it so hopeless a task to
engage with them in controversy, Deeming
themselves at liberty to advance whatsoever
things they please aganst Papists,and not deem-
ing themselves bound, either to prove any of those
things, or else to retract them—argument, bistory,
facts are alike thrown away upon our traducers.
How can argument in short be possible with
men who do not adunit the existence of any ob-
ligation to prove their assertions? and since ar-
gument is impossible with such men, how can the
Catholic be taxed with want of proper courtesy,
who treats them simply as liars? By their own
act, by their refusal to be bound by the ordinary
rules of morality, they have placed themselves
on a plane beyond the reach of argument, and
therefore beyond the reach of courtesy. By ab-
solving themselves from the law to ¢ prove all
thangs” that they may advance, if called upon to
do so, they bave virtually absolved those whom
they calumniate, and whose religion they Lraduce,
from that other law which enjoias all men “ 1o
be courteous.” ]
These considerations often prevent us from
taking any notice of the incessant diatribes
against Catlolic faith and morality with which the
columns of our evangelical cotemporaries are
surcharged. Many a mendacious slander do we
pass over with scorn, rather than engage in an
wle logomachy with its silly and malicious utter-
er. Foraiter all, we know that for the inost part
Protestants themselves do not believe one half of
what they read intheir own journals against Po-
pery ; aud these same charges are often so seil-
evidently false, that they carry their.own refuta-
tion along with them. So long therefore, as anti-
Catholic writers content themselves with making
bare assertions of whose truth they ¢ cannot ad-
mit the right of any one of their readers to
call for detarled progfy” stis often, if not always,
prudent to allow those assertions to pass unchal-
lenged. DBut wlhen Protestants rashly enter into
the domain of reason ; when they substitute ar-
gument—or what they intend as argument—Ior
declamation: when condescending to our lowli-
ness, they abandon their vantage ground of irre-
sponsibility—we feel ourselves in a manner called
upon to accept the proffered combat; and for
this reason will brielly notice the logic wherewith
in its issue of the 24th inst., the Montreal Wit-
ness convicts the Catholic Church of idolatry,
and seeks to justify the * Swaddlers” of the F.
C. M. Saciety.

The convict Beauregard, who was hung on the
16th inst., having nothing else to give, bequeath-
ed to his wile, children, and parents—to be dis-

tributed amongst them—his crueifix, his rosary,
and a few religious pictures which he had with

+him in '."i:'liswée“ : he':also,- after commending bis-
soul to<his Creator and Redeerner, umbly ‘asking
“for forgiveness of his sins, implored in_his’ behalf
‘the intercession. .or prayers of the . Jmmaculate
Virgin Mary;”-of his “ angel guardian,” of ¢ St.
Jean-Baptiste and all the Saints of Heaven,” and
of ¢ all those who may have doné or' wished him
good.” He also addressed the Blessed . Virgin
by the title given to her in the Litany of Loret-
to, % Gate of Heaven—Janua Celi ; and % re-
signed himself to the will of Ged.” Hereupon
our cotemporary’s acute nose smells idolatry, and
he breaks out as follows :—

¢ Here, then, we have an authentic public deliver-
nnce of the actual state of religious belief among Ro-
man Catholics in the year 1859, and in Canada.
And what isit? A catalogue of crucifixes, images,
beads. and mednls, accompanied by invocations ad-
dressed to the Saints, and especiaily the Virgin. An
old Roman, with his household gods, was u sensible
man whea compared with a Roman Catholic of our
times, with his 14 images left to his wife, and his
small images to hig children. The Hindoos or South
Sea Islanders, idolatrous as they are, could not pro-
bably exceed, in regard for their idols, this French
Canadian, iaostructed by our most enlightened
priests.

 This poor man logks to Muary as the Gate of

door.” * He also looks to ber and the saints as his in-
tercessors, when the Seripture says that the only
medintor between God and manr is the man, Christ
Jesus,

“ God’s wrath is pronounced more distinctly against
idolatry than any other sin.or erithe ; what judgments,
therefore, must we expect in. Canads, and what a deep
interest must every inhabitant of this country feel in
the progress of the Gospel emoag French Cauadians 7

Here then we have an offer at argument to
convict the Catholic Church of idolatry. Papists
are idolaters, argues in suhstance our cotumpo-
rary, because they invoke the prayers, or inter-
cession with God, of the Saints, and of their
fellow-creatures, in their belalf ; because they
use paintings or images, mn which are set forth
the sufferings of Christ for us, as aids to devo-
tion towards their Redeemer ; and because they
apply to the B. Virgin, through whom they re-
ceived Christ their Redeemer—to her who was
the fellow-warker with God in the great mystery
of the Incarnation—the title of « Gate of Heav-
en.” These are the quast reasons assigned by
the Montreal Witness for branding the Catho-
lic Church with the stigma of idolatry.

To answer him, the first thing to be done is to
ascertain the meaning of the word #idolatry ;”
for two-thirds of the disputes in the world pro-
ceed from an improper use, and ignorance of the
true value, of words, Now we think that the
Witness will accept the following as a eorrect
and exbaustive definition of idolatry. * Tdelatry
consists in the worshipping as God, that whicl s
not God ; or attributing to creature that which
belongs exclusively to Creator.” Do Catholics
worship, or does their Church sanction their wor-
shipping, as God that which is not God?1—do
they attribute, or does their Church sanction
their attributing to any creature, even to the
Blessed Virgin Mother of God, the most exalted
of all creatures, that which belongs exclusively
to Creator? These are the questions which the
Wtness, for the reasons above assigned virtually
answers in the affirnative ; and it is because he
bas been so imprudent as to convict himself by
giving his reasens for so dotng, that we take the
trouble of replying to him.

By invoking the prayers, or intercession with
God, of the Sainls, and of their fellow-creatures
on earth, Catholics do not offer, either to the
Saints, or to their fellow-creatures, that which s
God’s. Protestants even, in su far as invoking
the intercession with God of their’ siaful fellow-
creatures 1s concerned, do the same, and are
therefore as much idolators as ure Papists ; and
if the intercession of sinful man with God, and
in behalf of lus sinfal brother wan. does not de-
tract from the one mediatorship of Christ, so
neither can the prayers, or inercession of the
Saints with God, and in beball of their fellow-
creatures on earth, interfere with, or in anght de-
rogate from, the claims to be the sole Mediator
betwixt God and man, of Jesus Christ— gu
solus noster 1edemptor et salvator est.”—Conc.
Trid. Sess. XXV.

So with images and puintinga. If we use
them as auds to devotion, as reculling foreibly the
benefits conferved upon us by the Cross and Pas-
sion of our Redeener, we are no more guilly of
wolutry, or giving to creature that which 18
God’, then is the Protestant who uses the
printed text of the New Testament. for the same
purpose. Images or paintings are the books of
the unlettered, and often imprint upon the mind
wore finnly than can any form of words, the
great events they are intended to commemorate.
So also the Papist—who, when an iinage or paint-
ing suggests to him the idea # Jesus,” lowly aud
reverently bows his head—is no more guilty of
idolatry than 1s the Protestant who bows as he
hears pronounced the name of Jesus. Ta the
one case, the idea Jesus 1s suggested through a
sign addressed to the eyes, and in the other,
throngh a sign addressed to the wars; but in
both, the signification and the inoral value ot the
act of bowing are identical. Printing and paint-
ing, type setting and image carviag, ure all me-
thods for conveying by means ol sensible signs a
knowledge of historical and religious truth. The
use of one of those is not mare idolatrous than is
the use of the other—whilst there are many who
are more vividly impressed by an image tnan
by a paragraph, by a painting of the Cruci-
fixton, than by the sublime language of the Evan-
gelists: and as he Protestant is certainly inno-
cent of idolatry in kissing and treating with due
reverence the Bible, or vollection of sensible
signs, wherein thromgh the medwm of printed cha-
racters addressed to the eye tbe bistory of Man’s
redemption 1s set forth, so neither s the Papist
guilty of idolatry who pays the ~une reverence
or homor 1o any other sel 01 seusihle sigas or
symbols, wherein the sume listory is to ilim pro-
pounded.

The Church applies—and without derogating
from the honor due to Creatar, or assigmng any
of His peculiar attributes tr ereature—the title
“ Gate of Heaven” to the B. Virgin; seeing
that it was through lier, s> the door, that we re-
ceived Him Who 1s ¢ the way, the trath, and
the life.”—Sr. Joux xiv. 6; because she is the
Woman of whom it was predicted that she
should crush the head of the serpeni—GeEN. i,

Heaven, when Jesus Christ expressly says, ¢ [ am the’

‘15 ;- and *becaise’ theréfore it 1s through ’heir;_{ *-és‘;

the - Motlier ‘of- Out. Redeeiier, that we'"recsive
all graces, all heavenly gilts ; since in. the. Son: of
Mary are combined all graces, all. gifts,. and --all-
of which are with Him received. As:it is:there--

that ‘the . Catholic Church ‘ascribes .to .the B.
Virgin any- peculiar excellence ; as it is solely be-
cause of her Son, and. therefore relatively, that
the Chureh applies to her those titles of dignity
which shoek the ears of Protestants, and which
no doubt shock the ears of the devils in hell, it
they can reach the ears of the latter—so in so
honoring the B. Virgin there can be no robbery
of God, no attributing to u creature that which
in the exclusive attribute of the Creator. To
convict us of idolatry in applying to the Mother
of Gol the title of ¢ Janua Calr,’ or “ Gate
of Heaven,” the Witness must show one of two
things : either that there is access to Heaven
except through an Incarnate God ; or that it was
not of Mary and of her flesh, that the second
Person of the ‘Trinity because Incarnate by the
Holy Ghost and took flesh. When e shall have
succeeded in vither of these things, our cotem-
porary will indeed have given a rude blow to
Popery, but he will have upset Christianity.

And this leads us to the reason why we so ear-
nestly deprecate the action of the ¢ swaddlers.”
We do so because all experience of the result of
their labors confirns what reuson teaches—that
the Papist who renounces Popery renounces
Christianity. Nor can it be otherwise, seemg
that other reason than the authority of an infal-
lible Church for believing in any mystery of re-
ligion, for accepting any fact in the supernatural
order, there is and can ke none. Prove to us
that the Church is in error i calling Mary the
% Fate of Heaven™ and you will have proved to
us that the Church inay be 1 error in asserting
the Divimty of Christ, and His Vicarious Atone-
ment ; prove in short that the Cathohe Church
is 1n, or can fall into, error in matters of faith,
and you will have conclusively proved to us that
the founder of Clristianity was either a dupe, or
a muserable fimpostor.

Tae Case ofF THERESE LapeLie.—Under
this caption the Montreal Herald of Wednes-
day publishes a communication from a I rotestant
correspondent at St. Andrews, which we subjoin,
and which fully bears out our statemeats of the
16th instant :—

To the Editor of the Montreal Heruld.
Sir,—Harving this day seen your paper of the 19th
ingiant, which contains an extract from the * True
IVitness” in referenceto the above case with your
editorial comments thereon, I am induced to offer n
few particulars which do not seem to have been
known to yourself or your contemporary. Perhups
it muy appear from what [ am =nbout to state that
none of the parties concerned were guilty of either
injustice or cruelty to the unfortunate woman—
Therese LaBelle, alius Besinait, (R.C.) is not a
native or permunent resident of St Andrews, but
had lived in the village and vicinity a few mwonthsat
service. Some weeks ago she left the house where
she was empioyed in possession of comfortuble cloth-
ing, but ullerly insanc and incapable of taking care of
herself. She stated that she was cousin to & me-
chanic of the same family name in the village, but
this he denied, and attributed the statement to ber
foolishness (3a follie). She sisted that she had
brothers and a daughter in different parts of the
gnuntry, but wherenbouts could not be satisfactorily
ascertained. In the meantime she was wanpdering
about the streets and from house to house in a state
of great destitution, having destroyed or lost parts of
her clothing, and was in danger of perishing from
cold or hunger, and of setting fire to houses, which she
seemed disposed to do, She would walk bare headed,
carrring her shoes in her hand through snow and
rain, make hideous noises in the streets at night, and
was a terrer Lo the women und children of the village.
Whorever she staid at night people were obliged to
sit up to watch her. A few of the inbabitnts sub-
scribed some money and signed a requisition to D. De
Hertel, Bsq., J.P. (R.0.) for her removal to a place
of safety, which place was understood to be the Mou-
treal jail, from which she would probably be re-
moved to Beauport. The mayor and the writer
(Protestant) enlled on Mr. De Hertel with the re-
quisition, when that gentleman suggested that if ap-
plication was made to the Rev. Mr. Thibeandier
(R.C ) he would probably grant a letter whick would
insure her rceeption by the Sisters of Charity of
Mountreal. The mayor went immediately to Mr. T.
who scemed pleased that steps were being taken to
care for the unfortunate woman. He enquired if she
was a Catholic, and being told that she was, granted
without hesitation a letter anddressed to © Mme. la
Supericure de P’Hopital General de Montreal.” It
was thought by some that the driver should be pro-
vided with papers to enable hiw to place ber in the
custody of Mr. McGinn in case she was not received
by the sisters. But the answer to this suggestion
was, M. le Cure has requested the Sisters to take
charge of ler or have her provided for, and surely
they will not refuse to comply with his request. The
woman was provided with some articles of clothing,
and the driver carefully conveyed her to Moatreal,
where he presented her and the letter at the doors
of the Grey Nun's Hospital. He was told that she
could not be received, that he must take her back to
St. Andrews, and a letter was given him addressed to
Mr. Thihenudier, which was afterwards placed in the
Post office here, The driver was now at aloss to
know what to do. To bring her back was useless as
there was no institution}here 1tno which she could bhe
received, aud she would be in the same danger of pe-
rishing ns before. He applied to every purty he could
think of for information how to proceed, and was told
to take her back. Hedid not inhumanly abandon her
(nt least s0 he states), but took her to an hotel where
he paid for her lodging. Here she kept up a continu-
al wprour through the nighl, und the next day, bafore
he left Lhe cily, she was handed over to the police. It
is to be hoped she i3 now in the right place, (dans Ia
maison qui lui convieat), and will be duly cared for,
and the puhblicity which has been girven o the cese
ey lead to her beicg claimed by her relations. It
will be seen from the above, that Therese Labelle
was in circumstances which prevented her being re-
tained here. We have poor people among us. Their
wants are cared for by our citizens who would never
thinlk of thrusting them on other communities. If the
clergyman (who is identical with the * gentleman of
St. Andrews” mentioned by the T'rue Pitness) erred,
it was in miscalculating on the good offices of his co-
religionists, the ladies of the Grey Nunnery, in behulf
of o miserable being of their own sex and ereed. The
driver, if his statement is true, and T believe it i3, did
not abandon her in the strects, and it is to be hoped
the mayor and * good peopleé of St. Andrews” will at
lenst be held guiltless of any intenticnal wrong-do-
ing.
1 am Sir,
‘ Yours respectfully,
A Vinnacee,
St. Andrews, C.E,, Dec. 21, 1859.

From a perusal of the above it will be seen,
by the passages we have ventured lo mark in

Italics, that the woman in question was  uiterly
wnsane,” violent and dangerous, a ¢ terror to

fore solely with'reference to her divine maternity’

wormen and ‘hildren? " and: therefore i persog
‘whom it was utterly imposaible, upon”any cop.
sideration, to admit, within, the walls of a5 asylum

-suchrasithe : Grey Nuanery, whose inmates are

aged women and orphan children.
also' seems to have develaped itselt in
a passion for incendiarisin ; and such
-case, the Grey Nuns.would kave beep guilty of
something far worse than imprudence hag {lne
received her into their establishmeat whereiy arz
so inany bed-ridden aad impotent persons ; (e
would have been guilty of a serious. morg| offeuce
had they even recommended her—seeipe he,
dangerous propensities—to the care of any"mhﬂ: :
charitable institution. - In short the lettey of th
Herald’s correspondent is a complete rindicau‘oe
of the conduct of the Grey Nuns. !

It is clear we say, that a furious mad womyg
whose insanity bad assumed the form of , dis-
posttion to set « fire to houses,” was not gy of.
ject of chanty an the ordinary acceptation of the
term, but of strict police surverllance; (ha it
was not so much an asylum that was l‘equ’ired for
her, as a place of forcidle detention.
place, we need scarcely add, it is out of ¢
er of any of our religious or charitable ¢
ties to furnish; and the only mary
could have entered the imagination of any ane 1
thrust such a dangerous lunatic as Therege La-
belle upon one of those communities—sepjpa that
neither directly nor indivectly, had (lw,; ai;
means of providing ber with the ouly nccomm_o{
dation that was suited to ber peculiar case, The
authorities of Saint Andrews seem to have been
aware of this; and their first intention—1{rop
which it is a pity that they ever deviated—uwas to
send their very dangerous charge to « the Mc;nt-
real jail, from whicl she would probably be remoy.
ed to Beauport.” The  jail”” in short, in defayls of
the mad-house, was the only place to which such
a woman as Therese Labelle could be admitted
without great danger to the public. We cap
fancy what an outery, and not withoyt goad
reason, there would have been raised arainst the
Grey Nuns, if at their instigation she ?md been
placed in any private institation of this city, and
had there indulged that taste for incendia’rism
which had rendered her se unwelcome 3 resident
of St, Andrews. Indeed it appears from the
Herald—so troublesome and dangerous a guest
did she approve herself in the hotel in which the
driver who brought her to Montreal placed her
for the night, that the landlord was oblised o
hand her over to the police, to whose charg%, and
not to that of the Grey Nuns, she should have
been committed in the first instance,

And this circumstance completely reflutes the .
original statement that appeared in the Herald
of the 12th mstant—(tbat which gave to the
case of Therese Labelle its peculiar pawful in-
terest)—to the effect that she was found tying
on the snow, on which she had “suni: down”
exhausted, after having “ wandered about” tle
streets.  Of this statement »ot a word was True.
Therese Labelle was ngt turned adrift, but was
lodged for the night in an hotel ; she was 2o
found lying exhausted in the snow, but was hand-
ed over to the police because, so violent was she
in her maduess that the people of the hotel where
she was lodged were obliged in self-defence, to
get rid of her, as soon as possible. "The Herald
indeed, informed 1ts readers m its article of Mon-
day the 12th mstant, that, © yesterday moraing,
the poor old wowun was Jelirious,”—thus leav-
ing it to be inferred that her delirium was subse-
quent to, perbaps in consequence of, the sufferings
of the previous night ; but he did nof inform his
readers that she had long been “ wtterly snsane ;”
that she was in fact a dangerous maniac, and as
such had been sent off from St. Andrews—al-
though this was the leading feature of the case,
and the reason why it was morally impossible to
provide her with food aud shelter 'in any charit-
uble institution, or private establishment i this
Clly. R

i so far therefore as the Grey Nuas are con-
cerned, their vindication 1s complete. They
were bound not to admit a dangerous maniac, a
* serror o women and children,” and given to
incendiaristn, within their premises; they could
not, in conscience, have recommended her to the
care of any other institution, or privale estab-
lishment 3 and it certainly 15 not the proper busi-
ness of Sisters of Charity to take upon them-
selves the functions of the palice, and to com-
mit to jail. No matter where lodged, or under
what roof sheltered, the case of Therese Labelle
imperatively required physical restraint ; and as
that restraint the Sisters of Charity have neither
the legal night, nor the power to impose, it was
out of therr power to interfere in any manner in
her case. If guilty of any error at all, it was
simply an error of judgment, in not telling tbe
driver who brought her to town to take her at
once to jal; but then these words would lave
been ocut of place in their mouths, for it is not
the business of Sisters of Charity to send people
to jail.

In so far as the authorities of St. Andrews
are coucerved, we fully acqut them of any cru-
elty or harshness ;- though we do think that they
erred greatly in judgmnent in not sending Theruse
Labelle to jail at once, from whence she wight
have been committed to the Beauport asylum;
and that they were guilty of a still greater blun-
der in sending a woman « utterly insane,” and
cisposed to set *fire to houses”” to a religious
communily charged with the care of children,
and of aged aud impotent persons, amnnyst
whom it would be as prudent to introduce o dan-
gerous maniac, as it would be ro stoke a pipe in
a powder magazme, Indecd 1t seems to us in-
credible that any one could for a moment have
entertained the idea that the Ladies of the Grey
Nunnery could either themsclves lave (aken
charge, or bave induced others to take charge,
of such a person as Therese Labelle is now de-
clared to be, by the Herald's correspondent ;—
and it is much to be regretted that the very sen-
sible suggestion of those who proposed that her
driver “ should be provided with papers to enable
him to place her in the custody of Mr. M‘Ginn,”
was not adopted. She might have been com-
mitted to jail by a Magistrate; in jail she would
have been under due restraint j there her physi-
cal wants would have been ministered to; and
from thence in due timne she would have been
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transferred to Beauport, where a permanent shel-




