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thalicity—or, in admitting that there is an * exter-
nal authority > in matters of religion, and that that
« external authority ” is the ever living, ever present,
and ever speaking, Catlolic Church. Tieject this
authority, aud every man capable of reasoning must
reject all external authority—an act of Protes-
tantism which, if consistently carried out, leaves its
followers the victims of that ¢ subtle unbeliel”—
which, according to the author of the work under
veview, is the principal peril that menaces religion
in England, and which, sapping the religion of the
people, will—<if not checked, by and by, give the
Tomish bishops a better title to be called bishops
partibus infidelizem than has always been the case ”
—or than most Protestant writers are willing to
admit. -

But infidelity, or full blown Protestantism, is not
the only danger which menaces the Evangelical Zion.
Simultaneously with the movement towards infidelity,
or ultra-Protestantisio, there is going on a movement
in the opposite direction—towards Rome, or Catho-
licity. Upon both these movements, the author of
the ¢ Eclipse of I'with,” looks with equal aversion,
combating one with arms purloined from the Tapal
armoury, and endeavoring to arrest the progress of
the other, with the legilimate weapons of Protestant-
ism, forged in the arsenal of Voltaire, Tom Paine,
and the ether ehampions of Denial.  Upon this in-
consistency the Reviewer pounces, and takes oceasion
ta show how every intelligent Protestant is under the
necessity of taking part with one, or the other, of
these movemeuts, and, of progressing towards infi-
delity, or lulling bacl upon Rome; to the aclive
and enquiringy, it is impossible to remain where (hey
are. Jtis butween these (wo classes of Protestants—
the infidelising and the Romanising—that the batile
will have to be fonught.  The intermediate classes are,
intellectually, too contemptible to be faken into ac-
counl.

A notice of M. Garpeau’s Ilistory of Canada, is
the second article on our list.  Though ably written,
and evidently by one who has spent some time amongst
us, and has had opportunities of becoming acquainted
with onr LEeclosiastical, educational, and political in-
stitutions, we cannot agree with the writer in some
of his opinions as to the f{uture destinies of thus
country.  \We do not think, for instance, that in the
event of an American war, the Canadas would be so
casily abandoned by Great Britzin, as he imagines,
or that they would so casily fall a prey to American
arms.  Mucl, of course, would depend upon the
spirit of the Conadians themselves; and though the
Irish population have little cause tolove British rule—
tholigh the loyalty of a great portion of the Scoteh and
Tonglisk—uespeciaily of the Orange, or ultra Profes-
fant faction, who are more than half Yankeefied al-
realy—is very doubtful—still, the French Canadians
&e essentialiy loyal, and would quickly rally round
the standacd bencath which they have long enjoyed
a greater amount of prosperity than they ever kuew,
whilst under the regime of Louis of France. With
great respect for the energy, and many noble qualiiies,
of onr vepublican neighbors, we are not inclined to
jook with unquatified admiration upon their social ov
politicg! institutions 3 we ace by far too foud of lib-
erty to be lovers of democraey, to which—unless
the progress of Catholicity in the United States tend
to checlt it —their government and people are rapidly
tending.  Anuexation, if ever it come, will be more
awing ta the extinction of the old chivalrous spirit of
Joyalty, by the baneful inflaences of that grovelling
enmmercial spirit, which is ane of the cliel charac-
teristics of the present day-—amongst Protestant
communities especially—and which would  barter
loyalty, honor, and country, for a trifling rise in the
price of park, or an adiitional per-centage om dry
goods, than to the military prowess of our neighbors,
or 1o any particular enthusiasm on our part, for their
{orm of government, whiclh may suit them well enough,
hut is not exaetly adapted for us. One man’s shoes
~may be a good fit for lim ; but it does not follow that
they will it every other person as well.

Tke third arlicle contains an able reply to a con-
troversial sermon lately preached by a Protestant
minister of the Unitarian chureh at Baltimore—the
Rev. William Burnap. The Reviciwer replies Lo
his objections against the Catholic Church, that she
is too conservative: and that she has ceased lo be,
what she was, beecause she has cver refused to change.
Tn the fourth article, we find an answer to a letter
from the talented though somewhat opinionated, au-
thor of « Albun® in which the latter, whilst atlempt-
ing to criticise Dr. Brownson’s theory of « Rights
and Duties” clearly shows that he does not under-
stand it.  An article upon a collection of cssays from
the pen of Llis Eminence the Cardinal Archbishop of
‘Westminster, and the usual ¢ Literary Notices and
Criticisms” it which are contained sewe severe, but
not unmerited, strictures upon Dy, Lingard’s Iistory
of England, make up the contents of this interesting
number of the leading Catholic periodical published
in America.

A PpoTisTANT’S ArpEar, To tne Dovay BinrLe.”

It is 2 melancholy fact that it is impossible to read

a few pages cven,of any Protestant conlroversial
work, without being convinced, either of the ignor-
ance, or bad [aith, of the writer: and these lectures
of Mr. Jenkins against Catholics, afford no exception
to the rule. We have seen how—Dby suppressing
those passages in whicl, St. Liguori, explains that
The applies to the Blessed Virgin, only in a restricted
sense, titles which if taken in an absolute scnse belong
10 God alone—Mr. Jenkins seels 1o impress upon
his readers that the Catholic Clureh raises Mary to
a level with her Son ; and sets” up, for the adoration
of her children, Gods many, and Lords many.
"This is a common artifice with Protestant divines:
but Mr, Jenkins goes further: he not only suppresses
truth, he asserts that which is positivelv false.

! straightforward answer,
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Of this we have already adduced proof, in the case of
his mistrausliitions from the Italian: we will give an-
other :—

At page 203 of these lectures we read:—

¢ In the Roman Catholic Missal for the use of the
laity, page &5, we have the following :—¢ May this
communion O Lord cleanse us from siu, and, by the
intercession of blessed Thomas & Beckett, thy martyr,
make us eflectual partakers of this holy remedy !
Aud in the same service—¢ Do thou, by the blond of St.
Thomas which e spent for us, gront that swe may sscend
whither he has ascended > Could language more de-
vout, or wurk more sacred, be applied 1o our Divine
Mediator 72

But what if this statement of the Rev. Mr. Jen-
kins shouli turn out to be a deliberate falsehood 17—
what if it should happen, that, neitherin the ¢ Ro-
man Catliolic Missal for the use of the laity”—nor
in any other Missal whatsoever, there should be such
a prayer as that which we have marked in Ttalics?
Could language too severe be applied to the deliber-
ate falsifier, and maligier of his brethren? These

questions we propaund to the Rev. Mr. Jenkins, hop- !

ing that either ke, or some of his {riends, will give a
Until he, or they. shall
have done o, we have the right to tax him with de-
liberate falsehood.

In the mass for the festival of St. Thomas of Can-
terbury, the 29th of December—the prayer at the
Post Communion, is pretty nearly as given in Mr.
Jenkins’ quotation.  T'he Church prays that the com-
munion of the body and blood of Christ may cleanse
us from sinj and that, St. T'liomas interceding for
us—* 7nlercedente beato  Themd”—we may be
nade eflectually partakers of that heavenly remedy—
through Christ our Lord &e.
Mr. Jenking® purpose, of establishine that Papists ig-
nore the sofe medintorship of Christ; so, drawing wp-
on liis imagination, he fluds © 7 e swine service,” a
prayer in which the Churel prays that, “ by the blond
of 8t. Thomas which he snent for ws” it may be

granted to us to ascend winther be has asceuded.

We assert that a0 such prayer occurs i any Ilu-
man Catholic Missal, and chalienge Mr. Jenkins to
the proof: calling upon him to produce the copy of
the Slissal in whieh the said prayer occurs—a task
not very difficult for him to perform, if he has the
truth on lis side.  We will now reiurn to the subject
which we partly discussed Iast week, and endeavor to
show that the Tnvocation of Saints was practised by
the early Churel, was recommended by the Tathers,
and that thercfore Drolesiantisia, swhich rejects il, is
not the ¥ Oy REniciox.”

I'rem the testimony of Protestant and Pagan writ-
ers, we Lave learnt that, in the Anti-Nicene age, it was
the belief-—that the departed prayed for the living,
as the living prayed lor the departed ; that there was
indeed a Communion of Saints which death iisell
cotld not sunder; and that, as a necessary couse-
quence of this belief, the early Christians—when as
yet, owing, to the tronblons times in which they lived,
and the persecutions that were directed against {hem,
they bad no public places of worship—asscubled in
the catacombs to ofler the Christian Sacrilice on the
tombs of the martyrs, whose memories they honored
in {lieie ablations, whose interccssion they sought, and
in the efficacy of whose prayers they believed: the
tombs of the martyrs wore the fiest altars of the
Church. But when the {wy of persecation had
ceased, and, under the proteciion of lhe laws, the
Cliristians were cuabled to meet together in their
stately bastéiee, they still continued their ancient
cnstorn 3 and no allar was deemed fit for the celebra-
tion of the Sacred Mysteries, unless it contained some
portion ai Jeast of & Saint or Martyr. Thus, writ-

>

in> acajnst Vigilantinvs—A. D, 40§-—-St. Jerome |

asks, if those Dishops of Rome erred who offered
saerifice to God over the bones of the departed SS.
Peter aud Paul, and who looked upon the martyrs’
tombs asithe Altars of Christ? Tn the same spirit
St. Ambrose cries out—¢ Succedant vietima (rium-
phalesin locum, ubi Christus hostia est, sed ille super
Altare—isti sub Alari®—Sec Geiseler ¢. 99—who
admits that St. Chrysostom recommends (de Sanc-
135, martyr, Serm G8) the worship of wartyrs, and
their relics, as a means of procuring the forgiveness
of sins, and virlues.” Now we must confess that we
attach more importance to the apinion of St. Chrys-
ostom, than to that of a Mr. Jenkins.

_ The language too of these Fathers, when speaking
of the Saints, the efficacy of their intercession—and
above all, of the dignity of the Blessed Virgin—
wauld sound strange in the ears of modern Protest-
ants. Thus St. Ambrose—a good man, but a sad
Papist, and much given to Mary-olatry—sees in the
Virgin Mother, that ¢ gate of the Sanctuary”—gpor-
ta sanctuarii—spoken of by izechicl the prophet—
c. xliv. v. 2.—and hesitates not to speak ol the mar-
tyrs as:—

« Nostri praesules, speculaiores vile actuumque
nostrorum. Non erubescamus eos intercessores nos-
tree infivmitatis adhibere”—De 17duts.

Tfit be objected against this language, and the
practice of an” Ambrose, a Jerome, a Chrysostom, and
{he Christian writers of the 1V, and V, centuries that,
alveady in their days, cerruption had commenced, and
that they had not escaped the contaminating in-
fluences of the prevailing superstitions—we would re-
ply by reminding Mr. Jenkins, in the first place, that,
according to him, it may be said that the corrup-
tion of the Church of Rome commenced towards the
end of the VI. certury ;” and secondly—that—if the
testimony of intelligeat and trustwarthy eye witnesses
may be accepted as sufficient to establish the truth of
2 miracle—we have, in the records of the signs and
wonders which attended the worship of the Saints,
and the honor paid to their relics, ample proof of the
abiding presence of the Lord with Iis Divine Spouse
the Clurch : and consequently of her freedom from
any spot or taint of corruption at the period when
these miracles were performed. God, we say, Who
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This would not suit
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alone worketh great wonders, testitied is approba-
tion of the honor which the Christians of the TV,
century paid-to the Saints, by miracles, as stupendous
and as well established, as any of which we read in
the Old or New Testament.

Of the truth of these latter miracles, if we reject the
attestation of the Church, we have no proof except
human testinony—the evidence of infelligent, and
trustworthy men, whom we believe, [rom their con-
duct in trying circumstances, to have been incapable
of deceiving, or of being deceived.  If human testi-
mony be sufficient to establish the truth of a miracle
in one case, human testimony of precisely the same
nature, and given under the same circumstances, is
equally credible in another; nor can we assign any
reason for rejecting the evidence of a St. Ambrose, or
a St. Aungustine, which would not be equally valid for
rejecling the testimony of St. Marl, or St. Luke.
I we reject the testimony of the former it must be
upen the principle of Hume that it requires a miracle
to provea miracle.

Now, that God deigred to manifest His approval
of the worship of the Christians of the IV. century,
we have abundant testimony in the writings of the
most illustrious men of that age, who have recorded
the miracles, of which they themselves were eye-1ciz-
nesses : testimony which we eamuot reject without
cudangering the histovieat basis of Christianity itself.
VThat the miraculous powers conferred upon the
Apestles did not die with them, but were transmitted
sfor several eenturies at least, is admitted Ly most
i Uratestant historians, even by those whe are most
:desirous to acknowledge as litde of the supernctural

as possible in Christianity.  Neander, who cannot be
ispectod of Romanising lendencics, recognises  the
Pairuculons gifts to have been continued ¢ subsequently
vto the Apastolic age” and even the Protestont bis-
Horiun Cibhon—as in the ease of the miracle of Ti-
Ppasa i the 3V, century, and in that of the restoration
oo his sight 1o the blind man Severns, wentioned by
Ao Avzustine, De Ciedt Did 3o xxiis o0 S—van find
“un raasen for denying their touth, save in e inervedi-
Shilliy of the doctrines i favor of which they were
wron 1 would recomwend this wiracle to our
CDivines™ says the learned  Protestant historian, =57
il did nat prore e worship of relirs, as well ws the
i Nieene Cread P —Decline anid Full-—e. 27,
| ud Tere, we would cite the festimony which St
Augaetine, odduees in support 6f his thesis, that, in his
tane, mrivacles were wronght in the nume of Clivist,
both by the Sacraments, and the prayers and relics,
of the Jaints—< Iltiwn nune flunt miracula in
(Cfus nonne. stee. per Sweramenda cjus, sive por
crutioaes vel memorias sanclorum, efus,” Cie. Ded,
boxxito e 8. Whis testimony of Bi. Augustine, we
can reject only upon tha hypothesis that e, in com-
won with tundreds of othier eye-wilnesses, were either
fools or Hiars,  Tor the miracles wrought at the inter-
cession of the Saints,which St A ugustine vecordswere
Taol done in a corner; but publicly. and in the face of
! thousands, of fricuds and foes 3 1o whom, he appeals,
%us to competent judzes of the trutlh of the facts whieh
|Le relates. ¢ Lam clariom wlygiee ilusire wairacu-
Vim, wt nadlen arbiteer case Hipponeisiuom, qgui
thoe mon viderit vel didicerit, wulliom gui oblivic
ulla ratione potucril—ih. b, Protestants may ve-
iject this testimony i they please 3 but they should
iremember that their belicl in the Resurrection of our
1 Lord, vests upon no sarer basis, (han that which they
'reject as insufficient Lo uphold the Catholic doctrine
Lol the lawfulness nnd utility of invoking the prayers
Lof the Saints.  If the testimony of an eye-witness
Hike St. Augustine be not suflicienl to establish the
i teuth of a miracle, neither is that of a St. Paul,

i 1t would be easy for us to ci.li: passage afller pas-
]sngc from the writings of the Tuathers m support of

the antiquity of the “cultus seactorum,” and of
!thc favors, by God accorded to the prayers of the
i Saints for there is not an argument which Profest-
Lants of the present day wrge agninst the Catholic
Chureh, that has not been urged by some one of the
hereties of the thied, fonrth, und fifth centuries,  Alr.
Jenkins says nothing bet what Vigilantius said Jong
ago: and, in vepelling the charge of idolatry which
the former brings against us, we ean say nothing but
what has already been far better said by a St. Jer-
ome, or a St. Augustine, when repelling the sawe
charge brought agaiust them by the Jenkinses of
their age.  The monuments on which are traced in
ineflaceable claracters, the names, sufferings and faith
of the martyrs during the ages of persecution, whilst
as yet, in caves and catacombs the faithlul asseinbled
‘[Io celebrate the Bacred Mysteries—the wnanimous

consent of the Fathers—the unambiguous language
of the oldest Liturgies extant’-—proclaim the anti-
quity of the faith of the Catholic Church as defined
by the Council of "Trent—« That the Saints reign-
ting with Christ offer their prayers to God, on man’s
'behalf; and that it is good and useful for man to in-
| voke them.” To such a mass of evidence it would
i be us presumptuous on ocur part to believe that we

i

:could add any thing, as it is foolish on the part of Mr.
i Tenkins to fancy that, by his oft refuted cry of «idol-
‘atry—injury to Christ’s honor as sole mediator” he
rean convict the Cathbolic Church of apostacy—or
rather—the Son of God Iimsell, of falsehoed. Tor
He promised to be with His Clurth ali days: she
could not have fallen into- error until He bad with-
drawn Idis presence from her: and if, within four
hundred years after ITis Ascension, she lapsed into
superstition and idolatry, it is clear that, within that
period, He inust have been false to His promise, and
have abandoned her. But,if the Chureh was not
idolatrons in the fourth, and fifth centuries, neither is

&
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*+ The followirg extract from the Liturgy, called of St. James
—becaunse from the carliest ages attributed to that glorious
Apostle—will show the conformity betwixt the faith of the an-
cient, and modern Church. - .

¢ Prrocipue vero sancice et gloriostre Semper Virginis, beatwe

enitricis Dei, memoriam agimus. Memento illius, Domine
eus, ot per ejus orationes puras et sanclas, parcg et misererc
nohis, et exaudi nos?

-.._w__.'_S

i she now ; for, as a St. Ambrose, and a St. Jerome, a
{ St. Augustine, and a St. Chrysostom, as S1. Athana-
(sius, & St, Basil, and a St. Cyrill worshipped, even
i 50 do we worship at the present day.

We have left ourselves no space 1o reply to our
author’s objections against the use of pictures and
images as adjuncts to Christian worship: these ob-
Jections we propose lo notice in our next; and in
the meantime, as the last, and most conclusive wit-
ncss to the innocence of the Church of Rame of the
crime of idolatry, we will call into Court no less a
person than Mr. fenkins himself. Ilaving quoted a
question and answer from a Cathiolic catechism, i
which the teaching of the Church is fully sct forth,
our logical divine concludes:—

“ From this it is elear that the Church of Rome re-
gards positive prayer and dependence upon any crea-
ture, as idolatrons and sinful”—p. 96.

To be sure she does: and yet within a line or two
we read :—

“The Reformed Churches protest againstthe Chureh
of Rome because its membeis are {aught in their de-
votional works to present absolute prayer and praise
to the Yirgin, and 1o place absolute dependence upon
her”—p. 96.

Then must the prolest of the Reformed Churches
be based upon a lie, beeause, by  Mr. Jenkind cwy
tavowal—the Chureh of Tlome regards sucl prayer
;aml dependence *as idolatrous aud sinful.”  Iiven
' M. Jenkins will bardly bave the impudence tu assert
itlm the Clawreh of Hlome feachkes its member to do
i that which it teachres to be ¢ jdolatrous and sinfal™—
aud yet it is ouly upon this lypothesis that he can
sustain liis charge apainst us.  Perhaps the solution
of the mystery is to be found in the very conflused
ideas that Mr. Jenlins has of the nature of idalatry,
as we shall have oceaston (o show in our pest.

We have veceived an anonymous pamphler, pub-
Hished by Mro Pickup of Great St James “reet,
{Tuli of thie nsnal fulsehood and sewrrility aaning Ca-
Ftholicity and Jesuitism. We caunot condescend to
Pnatice its eontents, whilst the writer presesves lis
dwecgnito: but if the anonymous standerer will come
Horwaid tn his proper name, wo promise him e cas-
P gation he deserves,

The Canadian Steam Navigation Compan: have
concluded their arrangements for renning . lise of

stewners divect, between Liverpooland Mow: -l dur-
e the summer months, and Liverpool and © otland
daring the winler,

Our Trish friends will be gratified at lesvin: that
it is the infention of Mer Majesty to conlt the hin-
nor of knigithood upon their distinguichied < untry-
man. Me. Roney, Seeretary of the Grood fronk
Raitway, immediately upoa Lis arvival in ¥ dand,—
Mr. Ttouey is to sail on the 15th instant,

A young man educated Tor the priesiiicl, and
who has the highest testimonials from his . i sinsti-
s cal superiors in Treland, is desivous of findic » _oloy-
Vment as a teacher, either ina sehool or pis
ily. Lnquire at the ‘Prue Wirsess (il
1
!

i The Proviucial BDoard of Medicine has it elased
ils Ses<ion at Quebec. and we are pleas -1 o patice
the name of Me. M-Keon, of thic city, o rhe list of
sneeessful candidates,  We wish s Al every
suceess in the profession.— Dilot .

A serious accident happened to the stenacr Gue-
bee, on Ler passage up 1o Montreal an i <iny last,
Vhe capiain was obliged to run her ashors rour La-

valtrie to Leep ler feowm stuking.

REMITTANCES RECEIV™ .
Bytown, L5, Burke, £12 10s5 J. O’A%
Quebee, M. Lmigh, £10; Bellevitle,
nan, £3 10s; London, J. Wricht, £25 -
Rev. G. AL Hay, £1 118 3d; Prescotr, I 4Ll
53 T Buekley, 12¢ Gd 5 Bradford, J. Lo :
Krmgston, M. Rourke, €1 553 Stanfold. . iy, 188
A5 Perth, J. Doran, 18s Qd; Soral, P obin 12 G
Batisean, Rev. Mr. Frechetie, 12s 6d: ouoboneloy,

lreland, Rev. C. O’Brien, 125 6d 5 Cook-vite 5L Ilol-
Iand, 125 Gd 5 St. Martine, Rev, Mr, Bloroe, 12<6d
Edwardsburg, P. Kirby, 12 6d; Toro oo, iii. Rev,
Dr. Charbonnell, 125 6d 5 Pembroke, I, "« i, 12«
G ; University of Notre Dame dn Lae, 1. STINOIL,
125 6d 3 Barton’s Corners, J. M¢<Evay, ; Norton
Creek, J. Fitzwilliams, 8s 3d ; S. Monaiian, M. Coo-

ney, 6s 3d 3 St. Columban, J. Murph:, 7.
chine, O, Henniaan, 6s 3d; Cornwall,

Ay La-
5, baley, 63

35 West Port, J. Cutting per T, 8. Ke! ilis; Co-
bourg, M. M¢Kenny, 10s; Penetangui-iwene, Rev,

Mr. Charest, 10s ; L’Assomption, F. Veziwa, £1 5s.

Births.
In this city, on the 10th inst., Mrs. Francis Farrell,
of a daughter.
At Bytawn, on the 10th instant, the wife of Robert
Farley, Isq., J. P., of a daughter.

Marriages.

In this city, on Saturday the 8th inst., by the Rev.
J. J. Conolly, Mr. T. T. Cartwright, to Miss Caroline
Lepage.

At Buckingham, on the 6th inst., by the Rev. J.
Brady, P. P., Jolnr Lynch, Esq., of Allumetie Islund,
J. P. and Crown Land Agent, 10 Miss Mary Ann
0*Neill, daughter ol John O°Neill, Esq., of Bocking-
ham, and formerly of Cratloe Chstle, County Clare,
Ireland. :

At Penetanguishene, on the 3d inst., by the Rev.
Am. Charest, Mr. Thomas M¢Grath, io Miss Eliza-
beth Juissaume, daughter of Mr. Francis Juissaume.

On the same day, and in the same place, by the
Rev. Am. Charest, Mr. Rubert Robinson, to Miss Mary
Kegan, daugter of Mr, Michael Kegan. ‘

Died.

1n this city, on the 11th instant, Marianne, wils of
D. 8. Stuart, Esq., Inspector of Revenue, )




