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but not till then, will we give you credit for hb-
erality and sincerity 1. your advocacy of ¢ equal
rights” for all. L :

But this you dare not do. You have risen to
power by inflaming the passions of the mob, and
by appeals to the passions and no-Popery preju-
dices of a bigoted and ignorantrabble. You as-
sert for Protestants—being in the immense ma-
jority in your section of the Province—the right
to tax their Catholic fellow-citizens for the sup-
port of schools which—whether rightly or wrong-
Iy matters not for our argument—the latter be-
lieve to be “ dangerous to faith and morals :”
you claim for yourselves and your Protestant al-
lies the right to decide how and by whom the
children of Catholics shall be educated ; you
trample under foot their rights as citizens, and as
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NEWS OF THE WEEK.

The mails from Europe bear tidings of chec-
we

have to deplore the capture of Ancona with Gen-
Oa
the other hand, we bave cause for rejoicing in a
serious defeat of Gurbaldi near Capua, with the

quered fortunes in Italy. On the one hand

eral Lawmoriciere, and its gallant garrison.

foss of some D00 killed and wounded, and 200

prisoners 3 aod in the daily increasing animosilies

betwixt Guribaldi, who would revolutionise on his
own avcount—and the partizans of Victor Em-

e} who desire o reap where Garibalth bas
The latter has completely thrown him-
MAzziniaus who are
whira-demngogues, and bis career seems destined

SOy,
s+ifmto the arwos of the

to v tose most disastrously for himself and most

pnotinious]y.
peader ot tiihusiers, intpeluons courage, dﬂgged

persoveanee, and a good military eye, he is evi-

dently destituie of the raleats of an orgaumser.--
Tue wroim that bie as rased  he can neither
i th anr divect, b dn bis own person, he will
: crve aunther instance of how much easier a
finis ot s to eveke the winds, than to combress
them again within thew caveru.

Poe e has cedled ou France to arrest the
crves of the Savdmian troops within s ter-
wed dectared dis desion, should Frunce

Farar ey

veanin adle, to abandon  Bome, Additional
Ceresam v aleends een ordered to the Lternal
Yoot the Prenel advanced posts bave been

H ] 3 o, . '[‘ .. - .
e b nandes bes o tie walls, he King

P aples wiih the remnant of Bie troaps, some
GO s said, s delermined to show fight
was dadlicied well mened punishment upon a
vicral Salorza, one of s treacherous and
rosariiy olficers. Liord Joha Russell has given
4 waeniny to Sardinii uot Lo hazard an antack
wpow Venetin, The weather in the Beitish Is-
Iinds was al last dates, unfavorable for harvesi-
nra eoeranons, and breadstufls were again shightly
b o adeanee 1o price.

Tie fne ~teamer Connuught, Capt.
with o erew of 124 men. and some 470
aers. was destroyed by five on the Gth iustant,
wiien about 130 r. iles Bast of Boston.  Owing
to the skill, courage, and perseverance of the
comnanding offizer, all bands were saved.

A great Orange meeting was beld at Toronto
on Friday last, at which (owan, J.H. Cameroen,
and the turokey of Toronto juil cut a prominent
suure, and evacuated a vast amount of vapid
gonseuse, [laving succeeded in making them-
seives odious 1o all foyal British subjects, the
Orangemen of Upper Canada are now bent upon
aking themselves as ludicrous as possible.

.
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LCE!L' h,
passen-

New PourricaL CoMBiNaTioNs.—The Globe
is doing a little business in the prophetic line.—
Looming in the future he sees a great Protest-
ant coalition against the Papists of the Liower
Province. ¢ We venture to stawe onr belief,”
says the iuspired Brown, seated on the three-
lewued stool of the Globe office —  that the
chances of a coalition of English against Freoch,
of Protestant against Catholic, and therefore of
an Upper Canada, instead of a Lower Canada
domination for the next parliamentary term, are
quite equal to those of any other coalition.”

To give even George Brown bhis due, we
should add that he deprecates any such a coali-
tion ; and that while persevermgly blowing the
embers of stnife, national and religious, he pro-
fesses an ardent longing ‘“ to put un ead to the
dangerous antagonisms of race, religion and lo-
cality” which now distract the body politic.—
Nothing can be more liberal, more beauvnful,
than the Globe’s sentinents, only unfortunately
be will not carry them out into practize.  We
contend for equal rights for all,” says our Clear-
Grit cotemporary ; * we ask nothiog for Upper
Cavnada thal we ave not willing to give to Low-
er Canada,” exclams this new apostle of peace
and good will.  Unfortun.tely for the Globe its
entire policy belies every one of its professions ;
and whilst clamoring for * equal rights” for all,
it sull means to assert the odions prineiple of
Protestant Ascendency.

= We ask nothing Tor Upper Canada that we
are not willing to give to Lower Canada.”—
This is false, Mr. Brown.  You and all your
party demand for the Protestant majority of the
Upper Province the legal right to tax the Catho- !
lic minority for school purposes to which the lat-
ter are conscientiously opposed ; but you are
not prepared (o admit m the Catholic majonty
of Liower Canada any such right to impose their
will in educational matters upon the Protestant

winority of their section of the Proviace. You ; ordinem ullum vivendi, posse obligationem ad pec-| Declarationes,” &e. Tlhis conclusively disposes
aim, and with good reason, separate schools for | catum mortale,.vel veniale mducel’f: Juisi S}:perfor es | of (e Protgstant objection, Wlllc!l can be of no
religionists in Lower Canada ; but you ; i nomine Domini Nostri Jesu Cbristi, vel in virtute * force unless it be assumed that it is ¢ mortal
d o accede ta the demands of | sanctm obedientiee juberet; quod in rebus, vel per- or wyendal sin” that the Superior basit in lus

el
your co-
are pot prepare
the Catholic minority of the Upper Province for
the same privilege, for the enjoyment of. the
same right to educate their children as they
please without interference on the part of the
majority. [Here 15 the test which we apply to
all your professions of liberality. So long as
you avail yourselves of your numbers and pohiti-
- cal power jn the West, to impose a compulsory
and odious Schoel system upon the Catholic
- minority, so long do we know that those profes-

With great qualifications as a

!

1

parents responsible to God and to EHim alone, for
the education of thewr children ; and with malice
inveterate in your hearts, but a sickly smile of
maudlin plulanthrophy ou your lips, you preseat
yoursell before us as the champion of civil and
religious freedom. Before we can believe you,
or the reality of your repentance, you must re-
trace your steps, you must swallow all your owa
words, you must undo all that you and your party
of Protestant Reformers have done against our
schools and agamst Freedom of Education ; and
you must publicly proclaim yourself a convert to
the wholesone dectlrine, that the State has no
right to tax any man for the supportof a Church
or of a Schoal, of a religious system or au edu-
cational system to which he is conscientiously
opposed. But this you dare not, cannot do,for by
so toing you would break irrevocably and irre-
trtevably with the very political party, with the
only political party, to which you are indebted
for all vour influence. You must be either
George Brown, or e notinng ; the champion of
State-Schaolism ver Freedon of Education, or
else the ballled foe, prostrate heneath the feet of
the despised and long abused “ Dogans.”

And Lerein to the calin on-looker consists one
of e most amuosing feattres of the actually ex-
wting political complications. Guorge Brown,

is reduced to the most humiliating silence on the
Schisol Questiva, ineomparably the wost impar-
tant social and polivco-relizious question of the
day. 1lle dare uot pow, as formerly, denounce
s geparate schools” or clamor for the repeal of
the clause wntiorising ther existence ;3 because
by so doing be would deprive Ius faretholic
{riends and supporters of the last miserable sha-

i
i

eneimy ol their religion, the scurrilous aud ob-
scene reviler of their clergy and religious Sister-
hoods, He dure not, on the other haund, declare
lumself favorable to ¢ separate schools,” or be-
tray the slightest disposition to relax in lus ef-
forts to impose the accursed and degrading yoke
of State-Schoolism upon the Catholic minonty,
for by so domg he would quickly lose caste with
the # Protestant Reformers,” and be stript of
all political inflience. He is therefore constrain-
ed to an ignominious silence ; he is, as it were,
bound over for (he time to keep a civil tongue in
lis head ; and wust ludicrous is it to watch the
manter in which he trims his sails, so as to avoid
as long as possible, being taken aback in a squall
of popular indignation from one or the other of
the two parties on whom be feels that his chances
of reaching the long coveted porl of a Govern-
ment situation are dependent. Watch the Gobe
closely, would we say to the readers of that jour-
nal whose eyes Lhese lines may chance to meelt.
‘Watceh and see if it be not as the True Wir-
NESS says; and if 1t be not true that the Glpbe
is now obliged to preserve a most 1gnominious
and dishonest silence on the School Question of
t Upper Canada.

ouce the firy denouncer of ¢ separate schools,” |

dow of an vicuse for their countenance of the

Jesuits, and -of» course of--the entire Catholic
Church, that we address ourselves.

The .misvepresentations of Jesuit teaching
proceed we will assume not from malice—for
with malice it isin vain to argue—but from igno-~
rance, and from a misconception of the technical
meaning of the terms employed by Catholic the-
ologians. Every science has its technical lan-
guage ; the law has its technicalities, and so has
theology, and until these have been mastered it
is impossible to convey to persons ignorant of
the rudiments of law or theology, the meaning of
the terms habitually employed without the slight-
est danger of musconception, by legists and the-
ologians. It issom this case; and therefore
we must define what, in the technical language of
Catholic theology is meant by the expression,
“ obligationem ad peccatum non tnducere.”

All the commandments of God which are of
constant and universal force ** wducunt obliga-
tionem ad peccatum mwortale,”’ or bind with
such an obligation that Lie who violates any one
of them 1s guiity of mortal sin. So in hke man-
ner with the Jaws of the Church, which preseribe
the duties of fasting and of abstinence, of cessation
from all servile work, and assisting at Mass on
Sundays and other holidays of obtigation. IHe
who knowingly and willingly violates any one of
these laws is guilty of mortal sin ; and m the tech-
pical language of theology therefore those laws
are such as “ obligationem ad peccatum mor-
tale inducunt,’ not because they impose upon
any one the obligation or necessity of cownitting
mortal sin, but because the force with which
they bind is such thar the consequences of ntor-
| tal sin are neeessarily involved in their inlrac-
! tron,

; But, on the other band, there are human laws,
[ru?us, and declarations, the breach of which in-
volves aecessarily no siu, either mortal or vemal ;
Pand of these it is said n: ibeology that they are not
| competent of themselves, ¢ ohfigationem ad pec-
Ceatum mortede vel venale inducere”?  For ex-
fample. A Catholic envells buusell a member ot
i some saciety suchas that of Si. Vineent de Pavl,
AN these Societies have their rules and regqula-
(lons which 1he members are expected to ob-
tserve 3 but if it should so bappen that these rules
;are violaied or negleeted the member gulty of
thas violation or neghgence is not guilty of sin
whether mortai or venial, unless he his also trans-
gressed some precept of God or of His Chureh—
because the constitutions, and rules of these vo-
i lantary societics, do not superinduce the obliza-
tion of wortul sin ; © vbligationem peceati non
inducunt.”

And this, amd ths alone, is exactly swhat s
meant by the passage at which Inguirer’s Pro-
testant friend at 'Toronto has taken umbrage.—
The chapter from which 1t s extracted is the
last of the section, and is—as its heading implies
“ Quod Constitutiones peccats obligatwnem
non Inducunt”—intended to define the seuse
and the extent, in, and to which the previous
chapters bind the members of the ociety of
Jesus. After a preambie to the effect that al-
though it were much to be desired that the So-
ciety should in all things strictly adhere to their
Constitutions, Declarations and Rules of Liv-
ing, nevertheless, for the sake of giving security
to the conscience of those who, guilty of some
breach of those merely temporary huinan regula-
tions imight torment themselves with unnecessary
scruples deeming themselves fallen into sin, 1t 1s
carefully explained, that—with the exception of
the vows of obedicnce to the Pope, of Poverty,
Chastity, and Obedience—these Constitutions,
Declarations and Rules of Living cannot of them-
selves impose an obligation of such a nature that

|

But especially would we exhort Catholies to
note this fact, and to bear in mind that even if
George Browa is one whit more favorably disposed
to their rights as parents over the education of'!
their cluldren, to-day than he was six years ago,
lie has as yet given no outward symptoms of that
change ; and that, as they value their credit for
consistency and honesty, as they value the immor-
tal souls of their little ones, and as they fear
that great God Who will one day summon then
1o judgment, so are they bound to treat every
enemy of their schools, as the enemy of their
| Church and their God.

d

A Catholic of Uoronto, who would seem to be
i grievously tormented by a Protestant, sends us
{ the subjoined communication and requests an ex-
| planation s-—

1o the Editor of the 1rue Wilness.

4 Sm—I take the liberty of forwardiog the enclos-
ed paragrapb, taken from page 81 of a Rowan work
| called Constitutiones Sucielalis Jesu, A. D. 1558, pub-
i lisbed in Latin and English by J. G. Rivington, Lon-
don, 1838,—requesting an explanation in the co-
lummns of your journal as sogn as convenient.

“ The passage hag been pointed out tome bya
Protestunt gentleman in proof of the charges fre-
quently brought agaiast the Order of Jesus, and as a
reply to my denial of the principle contained 1 it be-
ing a Catholic one. Relying on your theological ex-
perience to clear up the mystery —! remain Sir, &c.

INQUIRER.

The following 1s the ¢ enclosed paragraph” re-
ferred to :—

“ Visum eat nobis in Domino, excepto expresso voto
quo Societas Summo Pontifici pro tempore existenti
tenetur, ac tribus aliis essentialibus—Paupertatis, |

Castitatis et Obedientiz—nullas Constitationes, vel |

|
|

sonis illis, in quibug judicabitur quod ad particula-
em unins cujusque, vol ad universale bonum multum |
conveniet, fieri poterit.” ‘

With the work published by J. G. Rivington ;
of London we are not acquainted ; but we have |
before our eyes the « Constitutiones,” pars V1. |
' ¢. B, from whence the passage given above is'
| extracted, and which has we believe been fre- i
quently cited by ignorant and by malicious per-.
sons as au argument in favor of their thesis—,

'
A

ia sin of any kind; and this because, of them-

the guilt of sin, either mortal or venial, would be
contracted by him who should violate them ; unless
in those cases wherein for some special good, the
Superior should lave seen fit to enjoin their
strict observance upon some particular member
af the Society. In that case, butin that case
only, would the said Constitutions, &ec., be able
“ obligationem ad peccutwm inducere.”

A Jesuit, for instance, should confess once a
week according to the rules of s Order; yet,
should he only gu to confession every tenth day
he would not thereby incur the penulty of sin
either mortul or vemal, unless his Superior had
enjoined nupon him in particular the duty of ud-
hering to weekly confession. So, too, in many
other instances, wherein the breach of a merely
human regulation would not, except under the
special circumstances indicated above, constitute

selves—* Constitutiones peccati obligationem
non tnducunt.”’

We would also refer Inguirer to the gram-
matical construction of the passage for the com-
plete solution of his scruples.  According Lo the
English version lawl before bun by his Protest-
ant friend 1t runs thus—That excepting in the
express vow by which the Society is bound to
the Pope for the time being, and the three other
essential vows of Poverty, Chastity, and Obedi-
ence, no Constitutions, Declarations or any Or-
der of Living, can involve an obligation 10 sim,
mortal or venial, unless the Superior command
them (Z.e., the Constitutions, Declarations, &e.,
aforesaid).  For it will be seen that the word
“ tlem,” bemg in the plural * ea,” wmust refer,
not to “ peccatum mortale vel veniale’’ which
1s'singular, but to the plural ¢ Constitutiones,

power 1o enjom upon or command to his Jeswt
brethren. ‘

Our correspondent, il unable to lay his bands
upon the original work, Constututiones Sacieta-
tes Jesu, will also find the obnoxious passage
quoted and referred to in * Runke's History of
the Popes,® vol. 2., under the caption ¢ Progress
of the Jesuit Institution.” The subjoined is this
Protestant writer’s comment thereupon in a foot
note. We copy from W.. Keating Kelly’s well

sions of liberality are but a snare and a delusion. that, by the rules of the Jesuits, and at the koown travslation, p. 61 :—

rior command those copstitutions, &e., Trans.) It
will at least be confessed that the constitution ought
to be more perspicnous; no fault can be alleged
agninst ore who shall bona fide refer ‘ed’ {0 peccalum
mortale vel veniale) and not to ¢ Constituliones.’” —
Ranke's Hist. of the Popes.

Here the Protestant historian frankly admits
that by referring “ ea, them” to Constitutiones,
Declarationes, &c., instead of to * mortal or ve-
nial sin,” the objection against Jesuit morality 1s
at once dissolved. But that the pronoun * ea,
them” caunot be referred to the antecedent pec-
catum wmortale vel veniale is evident, because
the latter, on account of the conjunction dis-
junctive % yel” o7, is singular, whilst the pronoun
“eaq, them,” is plural. Its antecedent must
therefore be locked for in the antecedent plural
—=& Constitutiones, Declarationes” &e.—and this
simple grammatical consideration effectually dis-
poses of the entire question A Grammar and
a Latin dictionary used intelligently and in good
faith would of themselves suflice to dissipate the
objections raised by the # Protestant gentleman,”
and submitted us by our Toronto correspondent
Inquirer—The syntax of the former 1s as defec-
tive as his theology, or be never would have fallen

portable to human life—(we should have Jikeg t

bave set down the Baron in the flesh in the Vero
centre of the Great Dismal)—still in order not
to shirk the question, we will draw the compari.
son, substituting in both cases the city for (g
surrounding country : Edinburgh for its environs :
Rome for the Pontine marches. But therp i;
another unfairness in this comparisen. My Lorg
Mc¢Auley, if he bad ever turned his attention 1o
the philosopby of history, must, or ought to haye
known that nations, like individuals, have theip
infancy—~their manhood and their decrepid ol
are, and that 1t is as unfair to compare ane .
tion in its infirmity, with another in its mantioeq

as it would be to compare an aged or iuﬁm;
lion, with one in its full vigor and strength,—
Rome as a nation has hud the day of its splen-
dor, whilst (as the proverb assigns to every {p

its day) Edinburgh has yet to have hers. If ty
worthy Baron would do justice in the comparison
be should compare Rome in the height of hep
Pagan splendor with ¢ canny auld Reekie” when
she shall have attained to the height of her
“ glortfication ; and howerer that proud cit

may be entitled to the appellation of the modery

into the grievous error of supposmg that the
Jesuits can come under an abligation to commit
mortal sin,

¢ Whoever, knowing what Imly and Scotland na-

Athens, we greatly fear that even that modery
and Christian Athens will have to yield the palm
to her Pagan rival, as long as “splendor ang
worldly wealth and prosperity are to be the uits
of comparison. Granting however his own terms

i

turally are, and what, four hundred years ago, they
actually were, shall now compare the country round
Rome with the country round Edinburgh, will be
able to form some judgment as to the tendency of
Papat domination.” =M duley’s History of Eugiand,
chup. 1, vol, 1.

"The vagaries of great winds, and the wmount
of faith with which they are recewved by the com-
monility when Catholicily s concerned, have
always been to us a subject of wonder zad be-
wilderment. At times we have eadeavoured to
account for them by a certaiu ilfogical monoma-
nia in what are otherwise perfectly logical minds ;
al others, we have expiaived them as the effects
of the buna fide prejudices of Protestant edu-
cation 3 whilst at others we have been fempted
to attribute thew to o male-fide endeavour, in
spite of the known truth, to uphold the greut
Protestunt Traditica,  But, be the expiunativn
what it may, the fact 1 sull a subject of just
wonder and bewildermenr,—the ease, the sun-
pheity, and apparent cundour with which great
minds will draw the wost illogieal conciusions

from the most erroneous premses, drawn from

the most erroneous fiest principles when Catholi-
city is concerned. Of (s class certainly is the
extract from MAulay’s History of England, at
the head of our article. Now, my Lord Me-
Aulay was a great man j in fact, hke Falstaff, he
may be said to bave had * greatness thrust upon
i 3 not, it is true, like the Shukesperean wor-
thy by the superinduction of fat, but after the

manter of pots and kettles, by the addition of &~

“handle 1o lis name.”  Yet, in spile of this
greatness, although it may not be polite to term
the worthy Baron’s words fulse, we are con-
strained to call them fnaccurate—yea, caceed-
ingly tnaccurate ; in fact the extremest degree
of inaccuracy which is consistent with the * code
d’honneur,” for we would not call a nobleman a
liar for the world, or any other sublunary consid-
eration. We have said that the worihy Barow’s
words are inaccurate — we ought to have said
more ; they are 2naccuiate as to their first prin-
ciples—inaccurate as to the premises—and nac-
curate as to their conclusions. With regard to
bis first principle, however, we have no right to
meddle with that. If he chooses to uphold it
in spite of right reason, he bas a legal rght to
do so, and 1t is not our business to blame him for
it ; the more so especially as be holds it in com-
mon with the whole Protestant world “ and
they are honorable men.” The wortby Baron
would bave us believe that, in conseguence of a
supposed superior material prosperity, Protestant
nations are superior i civilizatton to Catholic
nations—to use his own example, the country
around Edinburgh is superior to the country
around Rome. Now, the Baron is a Seoteh-
man, and in common with the whole Protestant
worid, though in an vacommon degree being a
Scotchman, he worships the *¢ haubees’—deem-
ing viches and worldly prosperity to be ¢iviliza-
tion—the Mammon of 1niquity to be the true
God of the Christians.  This is his first principle,
on which his dednctions are founded. Now grant-
ing for a moment that his deductions are troe,
let us apply the test of Scripture to the Barons
theology.—The Apostle (we suppose the worthy
Baron would adinit Am as un authority in mat-
ters of faith) tells us * 2 omnedbus Christus”—in
all things Christ. But Mammon is not Christ ; for
the Gospel (doubtless another authority with the
worthy Barou in such matters) tells us we can-
not serve iwo masters, we cannot serve hoth
God and Maminon. It is evident, therefore,
whatever the Baron may huve thought and writ-
ten to the contrary, that riches and worldly
prosperity are pot true civihzation—if civilization
be as it ought to be—Christianity, duly and
truly carried out.  The Baron’s first principles,
therefore, will not hold good with right reason
at least, however Protestant prejudices may be
in its favor. The Scotehman’s theology may be
0 favor of Mammon for God ; and the Protest-
ant world may subseribe to this article of his
creed, but they must excuse the Catholic world
if iL dissents 22 toto from their dogmn, and
teaches that Christ und Christianity are true civi-
lization and true prosperity.  So much then for
the Baron’s first principles—now for his dedue-
tions.

Suppesing for a moment® this erroneous first
principle granted—suopposing it proved that rich-
es and worldly prosperity are true civilization,
and that the mammon of iniquity 7s Chrst, (God
forgive the blasphemy !) how far, pray you, are
Protestant nations superior in civilization to Ca-
tholic nations ?—To take tle Baron’s own exam-
ple, how fur are the inhabitants (for we presume
it is the inhabitants he means and not the coun-

of comparison, (for when we descend into tle
tarena, we would wish to give our antagonist
j every advantage in our power, and to fight him
: with his own weapons) how far are the inhabitants
“of Idinhurgh superior to those of Rome? In
- drunkenness and desecration of the Sabbath '—If
that is civilisation—the * canny loons o* [din-
bro” ? certamly are ot to be beaten in the whole
i Protestant or even Pagan world, et alone i
s Rome, the centre of Catholiony. A tewnon
" Ltaliag is on any doy of the week o+ rgrq apis?
fa black swan s but an a Suaday, 1 doabt we, ene
“enuld not be found, if the finding thereby wauld
pay akiog’s ransom.  Is this the cose o the
. Modern Athens, whose year js a perpeisal Bace-
canalia, and where, if the statisties of crime are
1 be bebieved, there is more beastiy drunkenness
an anyone Swuadag, tian probably could be
“found in the whole Tribing Peainsnfa in one vear 2
e il beeomes o Gllow comtryman of Forhes
CMeRKenzie (wilh hi-vu!ighletu:d legtslation) t
Cinstitule a comparison between the inhabutants of
Ldinburgh and Rense, untess indesd vioting and
drunkenness, and chambering and impurities be,
i this ealightened age, desmed prosperity and
“ceivilisation jand then mdeed thie inhabitanis of
- Clristian Ilome, and for the matter of that
. Pagan Rome enher, would tave 1o yield the
i pahn to the Modern Athens. There has been
. no Forbes M:Kenzie Act found necessary as yet
:for Rome, however imperatively it may have
P been called for in Edinburgh. But the onrthy
. Buron conventently forgot all this doubt!
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~when he made his rhetorical flowrish, and prel
- ferred poetical diction to stern matters of fact.
' He was helping to uphotd the great Protestant
ttradition, and was not very particular as to the
-means employed. If inaccuracy, perversion of
; the known truth, or even-absolute falsehond, dis-
+ guised under a flashy rhetorie, would do it, he
s cared not, so that the thing were done. Unfor-
f tunately for our purpose, we have not the statis-
i tical veturns of the city of Edinburgh conve-
I nient to our hand ; but equally unfortunately for
: the Baron's accuracy, we happen to have those
{of the city of London, the first Protestant city
tin the world, at our fingers’ ends; and from them
g we may perhaps be atle to glean sometbing about
“this boasted DProtestant superiority n worldly
1goods. We knaw and feel that it is rather too
' bad to bring the Baron’s figures of speech down
to the vulgar level of figures of fact. To mea-
sure his flights of rhetoric with the Registrar-
i General’s quadrant may be like measuring Fal-
‘stafls waist with an inch rule ; but still truth,
| and _atrue tailor’s fit, require it; and however
humiliating it may be 1o the worthy Baror’s
rhetoric, still it must be done.,  Fron the last
returns of the Registrar-General for 1he eny of
London, we find that ia London—(the city of
| nabobs and merchant princes—the city of the
: richest aristocracy in the world) - wherein s held
y the Courl of the most powerful sovereign on
i earth ;—in this city of enormous wealth, we find
' the appailing facr, that one ¢n every siz of the
population, at their léaviag this world, do so af
the public expense, either wn the workhouse,
asylum, hospital, or prison!! Talk of bey-
gardom alter that. One in every Siz! Mor-
ciful goodness! can it be possible that i any
Chliristian  country there can be any parallel to
this? To talk of the Lazzarom of Naples—
those jolly fellows, who sing and dance under
the bive areh of heaven by day, and at mght re-
pose under some clustering vine, or beneath some
marble portico of a prince’s pulave; whilst they
agrecably diversify their life by an ocensiond
rawd upon some gullible Euglish towrist as often
as fortune throws one i their way ; they are the
very anstocracy of beggar®m, compared with
your London gin-palace poor. One wn Six!
dying in abject poverty ! God help the London
Protestant poor, and my Lord Macauly’s fizures
of speech!
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SACERDOS.

The Scottish Guardian, a journal of the es-
ceedingly nighteous ¥ butter-wouldn’t -welt-in-his-
mouth” tribe, has a spevial correspondent of the
puritanical or evangelical type in Montreul, *ho
deems it ais duty to send home filthy and ob-
scene libels agamst the Prince. OQur Montreal
cotemporaries are justly indignant with the cow-
ardly foul-mouthed libelier ; and one of them—
the Commercial Advertiser — insinuates that
¢ comparing the style of the communication with
the other false accusations systematically pub-
lished against the Prince by a journal of this
city, there is more than a presumption that the
editor of the Witness can place bis finger o
him”—the anonymous correspondent of the Scut-
tésh Guardian.




