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o “ :\%F.WS OF THE WEEK.

THE long and hernic straggle in which Franeis
TI. has been engaged with the invader of his
domivions must by this time be at an end. By
Ihe {ast steamers from Europe we have news of
another severe contest, in which the King of
Napl«s was Jefeated with the loss of many
housand men, and a great part of the materiel
of his army. Victor Ewmanuel was making
strenuous efforts 1o render limself master of
Gaeta, which notwithstanding its strong position
was not in a condition 1o make a very protracted
defence. There have been disturbances at
Neples,and a strong popuiar manitestation against
Gavazzi, who bas been appropriately pominated

vows of mutual, never eading fidehty, we knew
what such Jlovers’ vows were wortb—we knew
that the: course of true love, even, never yet ran
smooth, muéh-less then tbe course of inter-
ested, mercenary kitchen love, such as obtains
betwixt the policeman on his beat, and the too
susceptible cook, or betwixt the reckless political
adventurer andthe needy place -beggar.—
How then; we usked, can the loves of George
Brown and his kawtholic inamorata bave a happy
ending? And yet perbaps, in the severing of the
last tink of the tie that bound frail fickle George
Brown to bhis betrothed, these loves have had the
bappiest ending that could have befallen themn.—
A consummated union could enly bave been pro-
ductive of shame, and nusery ; and would bave
given to the world a deformed scrofulous pro-
geny, a disgrace 1o its parents, and a curse 10
society. i

Mast thankiully therefore, Jo we receive the
mtelligence that the projected mateh is brokeu
off, and that the © loves of the angels” of Upper
Canada are al an end lorever. Seeu no longer
through that delicious but deceptive balo which
love ever casts arouud its object, the features of
George Brown now appear 1o his late dupe in
their natural and most repulsive aspect. Passion
has subsided, reason asserts its sway, and the re-
su't is announced by the Toronto Freeman—who
in the following terms bids a long last farewell
to the gay Protestant deceiser:—

SgveriNG TES Tik.—We have more than once pro-
tested against what we must designate the studied io-
sults and ill-mannered flings of the Globe againatevery
thing Catholic. It i3 our painful duty to undertake
again the disagreeable task of calling our coatem-
porary to order. Irom time to time, wWe have over-
looked much that was offensive and reprelicnsible in
the columus of the Globe, in consideration of the
very great and favorable coatrast it has presented
of late days to its former self, in tone nnd temper.
Qur forbearance, under trying and vexatious provo-
cations, was, moreover, superinduced by » wish to
give the Globe u fuir opportanity of wipizg out the
deep, black stains it had cootracted by its buving

to preach in favor of the Revolution, and to
wham the pulpits of the Cathohe churches have ;
been thrown open.  Since the days when a pros- '

tuete was installed as “ Goddess of Reason™ on |

the Iligh Altar of Notre Dame, a more lideous ,

prostitution or defilement of things sacred has
wot been witnessed, thao that afforded by the
spectacle of 2 Gavazzi o the pulpit of a Catho-
lic Church. It is probably this outrage upon
relizion aud worality that has elicited the hostile
manifestations of the Neapolitan populace. The
official repart of the vote for annexation in
Sicily gives the following as the result—Ayes,
432,054 ; Noes, 667.

The posiuon of the Sovereign Pontiffl remains
unaltered, the presence of a powerful French
force purling an attack upon Rome at the present
moment, out of the question. Tie ultimate de-
signs of Liouis Nupoleon no mao may fathom,
wor is 1t given to mortal to discern the * idea”
with which he is possessed. 1t may be, probably
is, Surdinia. it certainly must be a substantial
shee of territory somewhere ; for it 1s not easy to
beliese tuat Louis Nupoleon should have de-
liberately formed the resolve of compromising
bimself with the Church, and proveking the
emaity of the Catholic world, merely {or the
suke of giving France a formidable riv:t to the
South of the Alps, and a dangerous competitor
for naval supremacy in the Mediterranean. He
has «n object in what he is doing, and that object
wiil most liksly display itsell in the shape of a
beavy bill ot costs charged to Victor Emmuanuei
and whict the latter will have to pay. We bave
not, we inay be sure of it, arrived at it last act
of the druna.

In other respects, the European news is un-
important. Austria sulks behind the ramparts
of ber fained fortresses, and will not, at preseat,
come down and fight, seeing that she bas no Lelp
to expect from Northern Powers. Great Britain
is earuestly addressing hersel to the task of comn-
pleting ber National Defences, and of coustruct-
wg impregnable, iron sheathed moveable batte-
ries—baving on band also Lwo very troublesome
o hitle wars”—one with the Celestials, and the
other with ihe insurgent chiels of New Zealaud.

_The former has been sigvalised by the capture of
the Chinese forls, and a barren victory, which
the Chinese of course represent as a defeat.—
The French and Englsh representatives were
about proceeding to Pekin, but without the army,
to conclude another absurd treaty. ‘They will
be represeuted, as the Times observes, as pevi-
tent rebels, humbly suing for parden and peace
at tlie foot of the Tmperial Throse, and the
whole work of threslng the Chinese will have
to be done over again.

The excitement in the United States on the
« Secession” queslion seems to have somewbat
abated, though the tone of somne of the Southern
States is still loud and blustering.  There is not,
bowever, as yet, any valid reasons for expecting
an immediate rapure of the Union.

SeverinG THE Tie.—Such are the terms in
which the 'Toronto Freemain of the 8th inst.
announces to the world the breaking up of the
monstrous and unnatural alliance betwixt a sec-
tion of 1he Catholic community of Upper Cana-
da, and Mr. George Brown with his ¢ Clear-
Grit” followers. That sooner or later 1t would
coe to lthis we long ago predicted ; that the
uman never would be consummated we foresaw
from the first day on which it was bruited ; nay
even when the banns were published, we still
persisted in our belief that the ill assorted match
would he broken off. We did not atlow our-
selves to be deceived by the endearing epithets

_savisbed upon coe another by the contracting
parties during their moments of food dalliance.
Though in public they hugged and exclianged

been 80 Jong steeped in the slough of funaticism, and
of ridding itse!f of those unhappy propensities it bas
to damage and Cestroy the cause which it pretends
to espouse.

It has been our disposition and desiie, in common
with the great majority of our co-religioniste, to for-
give and forget many injuries, to brook even & large
awount of opprobrium, with the view to conviliute
those who professed to espouse the same political
views with ourdelves, in the bhope that, seomer or
later, a comwon zea! for the common good might
bring about commaunity of sentiment, and & better
state of feeling between Catholics and that class of
so-called Reformers represeated by the Globe. But,
we must contess, with sorrow and disappoiniment,
that our expectstion Las been illusory., There is not
the most remote prospecs of change or amendment.
Oan the contrary, every day reveals & fresh dispoai-
tion to outrage, deliberately, our most sacred feel-
ings, aad remorzelessly sport with our most delicate
feelings.

Al ! cruel Geordie, thus to trifle with a gen-

i tle and loving hreast, thus deliberately te out-

rage 1ts most dehcate feelings, thus rutblessly to
trample under foot the affections of the fond
heart which loved thee alus! not wisely but too
well ! Oh! unhappy Freeman that thy passion,
thy devution to Geordie Brown should bave met
with no better return than this!  After all the
“ opprobrium you have bad to brook,” after all
the indignities 10 which you bave had to submit,
alter having kissed so often and so meekly the
foot that spurued you and your race as ¢ Do-
gans,Mafter all the hwnble pie you have bad to
eal—what a bitler reflection it must be, that the
sole reward for all your sacrifices of honor and
principle, for all your humiliations—is to Lave
bhad your most delicate and sacred feelings daily
made sport of by him to whom you had prosti-
tuted yourself. Are there not here good grounds
for an action of damages, for breken heart,blight-
ed name, and unrequited affections, agatust the
wretch who has thus dared to trifle with your
love ; who has plucked the rose and inhaled its
fragrance, but instead of cherishing it 1n his bo-
som, has disdainfully cast it aside to fade away
and rot? Under such afilicting circumstances,
we cannot presume to offer the common-places
of comsolation to the bereaved one, who now
perhaps, that ler eyes are opened and are no
longer blinded by the mists of passion, must her-
sell see reason to thank God for being well quit
of a bad bargain. No! we will not coadole
with, we will congratulate heartily, our cotempo-
rary upon what has oscurred ; for therein we see
cause rather tor hopeful rejoicing, than for mourn-
ing.

Not for mourning certainly ; for how can any
Catnholic regret a rupture with Mr. Brown—a
politician who, iu the words of the Freeman,
“secks to open the fluod gates of intolerance, and let
loose * the pent up Utica' of bigotry, to sweep away
the very vestiges of every Catholic institution
throughout the fund.”

Who (we still quote fram the Freeman of
the Sth inst.,) has

“again and again declared himself opposed Lo cur

Separate Schools, our Colleges, and Ciaritable In-

siitutions ;” who, “agaic «ni again has given his
ulirs-Protestant supporiers the assurance that be bad
not ubated one iota of his aulipathy or opposition to
everything Catholic.”

And with whoin therefore—us long ago we
pomted out to the Freeman, wheu the fiest synp-
1o of coquetting with George Browe begau to
mamfest therselves-~it was impossible that Catho-
les could have any ulliance, or semblance even
of alliance, withoul a total dereliction on their
part, of all boner aud of all principle.  With
the man who ¢ seelis to sweep away every ves-
tige of every Catholic institution (hroughout the
land,” with the enemy of all our educational and
charitable establishments—with the nan who
boasts that be has never abated ¢ one jota of his
antipathy and opposition to every thing Cutho-
lic,” 1t is impossible that the honest Catholic can
bave anything in common. The open enmity of
such awan we can well afford to despise, but
his blandishments, his treacherous caresses would
be fatal 3 and therefore the TrRue WiTNESS has
always insisted that zn alliance of Catholics with
George Browan and the ** Protestant Refermers”
was both impolitic and degrading. Impolitic,
because the avowed object of George Brown and
his party is to ¢ sweep away the very vestiges
of every Calhohc institution throughout the
land”—or in other words, to establish ¢ Protest-
ant -Ascendeacy” througliout the Province ; de-
grading, because it was impossible that any Ca-

"to right and wrong, to justice and injustice ; or

tholic could become accessory to such un. anti-
Catholic policy, unless he were actuited by the
most sordid or mercenary, of motives. Updo
this poiot there seems to be no longer any differ-
ence betwixt ourselves and .our Toronto cotem-
porary. The latter says :— : :

“In view of these repulaive symptoms which by
degrees bave been developing themselves to an
alarming excent, and in consideration of no dis-
claimer against the intolerance of the Glode haviag
appeared from any, even the moderate, section of
Reformers, we feel ourselves called upon to put our
coreligionists on their guard, by advising them nol
to commit them:elves to any party, notil o more satis-
fuctory view of the future platform of the Opposi-
tien, aod Ministry, be afforded. As things now
stand, we have Jittle faith in either.” The Italics are
our owil.

“ Premusing that the ¢ repulsive” features of

George Brown and the Protestant Reformers
have always been as plam to us, as they now are’
to the Freeman, we would observe that the lat-
ter has in every respect adopted the policy which
without the slightest deviation from its course,
the Tnuve WirNEess has ipvariably advocated.
We have no farth in any political party in Ca-
nada, whetber they be « Ins” or ¢ Outs”. "The
standard of politicul moralty is so low in this
country that at the best we are always reduced
in the necessity of choosing betwixt 1wo evils
and such being notorniously the case, we bave al-
ways insisted that Catholics, in their religious ca-
pacity, should never identify themselves, or their
Church, with any palitical yarty, but should cou-
tent themselves, without contractmg any party
obligations, with giviag their support to that sec-
tion of the body politic, which, for the time, should
approve itself the best disnosed to accede to
their just demaads, and to respect the nights of
their religious, clharitable, and educational insti-
tutions. Loyal and obedient subjects Catholics
must be, because Catholics ; Conservatives also,
in the sense that Conservatism iwmplies respect
for vested rights, and opposition to revslution ;
Liberals likewise, inasmuch as their religion teach-
es them to do to all men as they ‘vould that men
shiould do unto them; but further than this, there
is nothing in their religion which itnposes upon
them the necessity of marching beneath the ban-
ners of any political party.

So far then the Freemun and the TRUE
WiTNESS seem at last to be at one, and for the
interest of our cause, that cause which we will
assume that both have at heart, we pray that that
unity may continue. Still, as of old, we prepose
our policy as the best adapted to promote Ca-
tholic interests, though worthless towards procur-
ing for any of its individual followers, Govern-
ment situations, or political advancement of any
kind. That policy consists in a cordial unioa
betwixt Catholics of ail origins ; betwixt Freuch
Canadians, and Irish, betwixt the Catholics of
Upper Canada and the Catholics of the Lower
Province. To promote and cement this Union,
1t is essential that, on the one band the Catholics
of Lower Canada should by ail legitimate and
constitutional means endeavor o prolect their
brethren of the West from the hostility of the
Orangemen, and the enemies of Separate schools ;
and on the other haud, that the Catholics of Up-
per Canada should cordially co-operate with
their coreligionists of the East in opposing to the
death every attempt that may be made, upon any
pretence whatsoever, to increase the influence of
Upper Canada in the Provincial Legislature.
We ask them to fight with us against Repre-
sentation By Population, whilst we should en-
gage ourselves to stand by their sides in their
struggle for Freedom of Education, and religious
equality. These are the terms of a union which
would be hoourable and profitable ta all parties
concerned therein; booorable, Lecause it de-
mands as a preliminary no sacrifice of principle ;
profitable, because if carried out, it would secure
the autonomy of Lower Canada, place the Ca-
tholic Separate Scliools of Upper Canada be-
yond the reach of George Brown’s malice, bind
Irishmen and French Cunadians together ina
holy league, and ward off the dangers with which
both are menaced by ¢ Protestant Ascendency,”
and Orange fanaticism.

“«Ux Permir MaL Pour vy Grasp Biex.”
-~ This, by the enemies of Catholicity, is sad to
be a maxim of the Church. To ¢ do evil that
gool may follow,” that “ the ends justify the
ineans” are popularly believed by Protestants to
be principles of morality lad down by the
Joswits.  The trath hovever s, that whilst even
in theory, these maxims, these principles find no
place in Popish ethics, and are repudiated
by the Church, they form the very basis, as 11 |
were, of Protestant daily practice. i

Take the invasion of the Kingdom of Naples, l
for instance, by the armees of the King of Sardi-
nia, without the slizhtest pretended provecation
on the part of the latter, without even g previous
declaration of hostilities on the part of the for-
mer—nay, whilst he was actually receiving
his Court “the aceredited winbassador of the
Prince upon whom hz was waging war,

That this smplies a violation of all laws of pa-
litical morality-—and the lsws of morality are as
obligatory upon the commuuity as upon the in-
dividual~—no one will even veature to deny.—
“ Unquestionaily,” says the Times, © the cou-
duct of Liedmont, 1f judeed agreeably to the
notions of old inle:-na(ipnul luw, is indefensible.”
So teo the Montreal Gazctte :—+ The fact is, |

vocates of revolutionury principles, have we as |

the Protestant world prays with such invocations
or imprecations as it best can utter, i> in
violution of interaatiohal law, and indefensible
upon any principle of international comity known
to, or recognised by civilised communities.
Therefore of two tbings one. Eitber the
interpational law of Turope and Christendom is
not based upon the principles of eternal and im-
matable justice, but is a mere abitrary arrange-
ment or convention eatered iato betwixt pations
and their representatives, without any reference

else the invasion of Naples by Piedmont is a

maxim that ths -ends justify the.means, aod that
it i3 lawful to'do evil that good may follow.

He who, to avoid the consequences of admit-
ting the injustice of Piedmont’s invasion of Naples,
and Victor Emmanuel’s bostilities against the
troops of 1ts King—King not only de jure but
de faclo, so long as he remaws in his dominions
at the head of lis regular army—adopts the first
bypothbesis—that the iaternational law of Chris-
tendom is not based upon the prmciples of eternal
and immutable justice—that the laws which pre-
scribe and define the duties and rights of cou-
munities as towards commnnities, bave not their
roots in these fundamental ideas of right and
wrong, which all men possess intuitively, and
which underlie all codes which prescribe and de-
fine the duties and rights of the wdividual mau
as toward his brother—be, we say, who adopts
this hypothesis bas against him all the philosophers,
all the Jurists of ancient sod modern times, and
il consistent in his error will at last find himself
stuck fast in the slough of political atheism.—
Cominon sense teaches, aod by the lips of all
people and of all ages, proclaims, that the swme
inoral laws which oblige individuals, oblige States;
that truth and justice, that right and wroug, are
not mere empty names, or arbitrary arrange-
menls, but actualities having their foundatious
far dowp, and in the law of God; und that their
violation, whether by the individual or by a com-
1aunity, is simply a sin.  We all fee! this, we all
admut this when our passions or prejudices are
not concerned. Protestants all recognise that the
partition of Poland was a sin, because in viola-
tion of that code which we call the law of
pations. But if that Jaw be but an arbitrary
arrangement, ifit ks not essentially a moral basis,
how could 1ts infraction s the cuse of Poland
have beena sin?

But he who udnuts that nternationa) law bas
a noral Dbasis, and is therefore as binding upou
communities as the moral law is upon individuals
—and who recognises therefore that by its vie-
fation of all internutional faw Piedmont Las been
guilty of an wfraction of the moral law, of that
code which sbould regulate the intercourse of
nations as well as of persons—czo only defend
the conduct of Victor Eiamanuel upon the plea
we have already assigped—uwic., T'bat the ends
justify the means ; that it is lawful to do a little
evil for u great good. It s because these prin-
ciples are abhorent to the Cathslic, and in direct
contravention of the wnoral code in which he bas
been brought up, that lie caunot sympathise with
Victor Emmanuel, even though be nay enter-
tain no respect for the adiministrative systemn of
Napies which ihe Dictatorsbip of a filibuster bas
for the moment superseded.

Tt is wnt lawinl 0 man o do evil, however
slight, that good, however great, sy follow.—
But the 1avasion of Napics oy Vicior Emmanuel
15 in violation of all international law, aud there-
fore of the eternal principles of justire, if inter-
national law be at ail m conformity therewith ;
and is therefore evil, because every wiolation
however shght of the principles of justice, is
evil. No matter therefore what benefits may
acerue, or may be expected to acerus, from the

cannot but conlemn, cannot but withhold his
sympathy from its author, cannot but hold in
scorn and destestation the morality of its abettors
and eologists.

And it must be remeinbered that it canool be
pleaded in extenuation of the armed interference
of Victor Emmanue!, that the Kingdom of Na-
ples was 10 astate of anarchy, and that be took up
arms in the cause of order, and to extinguish the
flame of tatestine diseord. TFrancis 171§ left to
himaelf, if betwixt him and Garibaldi no foreign
powers had interposed, was fully able to give a
satisfactory account of the filibuster. At the
battle of Volturno Garibaldr was utterly routed,
as the Montreal Gazette recogmses, and bat for
the assistance tendered 1o bun by the Szrdinian
troops and the British navy, the career of the

tiou as inglorious us that of Walker. By Pied-
montese troops,a nd by the crews of Queen Vie-
toria’s men of war, was the battle of Volturno
converted into a defeal of the royal cause. But
tor themn Francis T would now be in pesceable
and undisputed possession of ke throoe of Nu-
ples; and with these facts patent to the world, no
one can pretend that the invasion of Naples was
justified by its internal condition and the nebitity
of 1ts .sovereign to re-establish order, sud 10
manitian peace,

Browxsox's {JrarTerLy Review ror Oc-
ToBER 1860. — The time was when we always
looked forward 1o tie i-soe of thas periodical
with anxiety, and lailed its appearance op ouc
table with delight 5 certum, tha from a careful
stady of s vontents, we shioulid derive muoch en-
Joywent, and more profit. It is indeed not tog
much to say ihat there is no lay Cathslie pub-
licist on this Continent who is oot indebted, and
decply mdebled, w Dr, Brownson ; that oo wan
has labored ware strenvousty, more ably, and
mare successfully, for ihe diffusion of sound prin-
ciples thay has the  iHustrious jewer ; and
that be bas long und deservedly heen tooked up

Rev

yet encounicred one with the temerity Lo deny |
that the action of Picdimont, for whose success | co-religinnists, once like ourselves ardent admir-
] : . .

jers of the great Doctor, we are oftener pained

violatron of the priaciples of eternal 1nd immu-

table justice, and cao be defended ouly upen the

to, as the most powerlul fay writer of whom
the Catbolic Churel in Ameriea conld boast—
as one whom we all would do well to nnitate,
but whose many excellencies scarce any could

the wvasion is m distinet violation of all inter- | bope to rival, vone 1o surpass,
national faw ;” nor amongst the most ardent ad- !

Wesay “dime was” wheo we felt thus to-
wirds the Reriew aud its editor, for we roust
confess that, i common with very many of our

than dehgined, surprised than editied, by the
general tone which of late Dr. Brownson’s Re-
ticw has seen fit to adopt, when treating of ihe
great sociai and political problems of the day.—
We do not say that the editor is actually un-
sound in the faith, or that be bas any intention
of forsaking the Church whose zealous and able
champion be long has been ; but we do say, that
of late he has adopted towards the Church and
her Pastors, a speeving, censorious, may almost
dictatorial tone — the tone rather of a reformer,
than of a champion ; of a severe judge, rather
than that of a docile and loving chud, We

invasion of Naples by Piedmont, the Catbolic |

filibuster would liave been prought to a lermina-

- Cathohe educauonal institutions of his native
land-; we are painfully struck by it whevever he

! alludes to the Irish Church and the Irish clergy ;
and 1t grates still more harshly on our ears when
be attemnpts, or seems to attempl, to justify the
suful rebellion of the Pope’s subjects against
their legitimate Sovereign, and to extenuate the
guilt of Italian revolutionists. We recognise
still the same powerful original tlinker, the same
clear vigorous writer, but nowbere now do we
find 1be same genial generous soldier of the Cross
whom we once so much adwired—nay, we may
say, loved. If, presenting bimself to the Church
be were now to crave her maternal blessioy,”
bardly could that mother discern him ; reversiug
the words of Scripture we may almost say of him
—the bands ure perchanee still as the hands of
Jacob, but tbe vcice 15 as Esau’s voice.

Itis a paieful tmog o find faulr, particularly
with one who has rendered such signal s¢rvices
to the good cause; it is no douut presunpiuouy
on our part, to criticise, or find fault with one
like Dr. Brownson ; yet we cannot but express
! our honest apinion of lus ritings—thowgh in so
| doing we should expose eurselves to the reproach
 of being one amongst those pigiies who quarterly
i make ouslaught upou the Leview and its giant
jeditor. It may be that we have misapprebend-
“ed him, and that the fault, lies, aot in Ins ode
tof treating Catholir subjects, but in our jucapa-
P city to seize his meamng.  We sincerely trust
!that it may be so.

i And yet after careful urbiased perusal of the
t last 1ssue of the Revieie, uud wdeed of several
lof its immediate predecessors, we cannot but be
. paiefully conscious of the censorious, carping
Uspurit an which e Reviewer speaks of the Ca-
. tholic educational mstitutious of jus pative ¢coun-
"try. Granted 1:at these imstitutions are not zi)
“that the Catholic couldd desire ; that they are in
‘:‘many respects imperfect, and do not realise the
pideal of thair epitic -stll it 1s but fair to ask—
i do these defects proceed from the ill-will, the
fincapacity, or the neglect of the rulers of the
i Church 7 or are they the consequences of, ard
[at present inseparable [rom, the political and
 social condition of the Cathohe faity and clergy
i of the United States? Ilardiy will the Re-
viewer, or aoy one who is acquainted with the
! zeal, learning, and virtues of the Bishops and
| Clergy of the American Church venture to
adopt the first hypothesis 5 aud 1 it be (o the
»other that the defects in rhe educativnal estab-
})i:hmenls of the United Stales are owing—why
does not the Revicieer say 07 why does he
“still keep barping uvpon those shori-comiogs, as
if tor them the rulers of the Church were re-
[sponsible 7 Instead of finding fuuht because
I soine things—very desirabie things perlaps—
! bave been lcft undone, woris 1. nut be better em-
plojed in recounting and giviog (ved thanks for
the mapy and great things that have been done,
and thereby stunulating Ins coreligiontats to still
greater exertions? .

So too, whilst we can fuliy appreciate the
motives of the Revicwwer for opporing an exag-
gerated traditionalisin, and for asserting the pre-
rogatives of reason n its own arder, that (s in
the natural order, we see rot why fje should
urge sgainst Catholics, the reproach ol dethiron-
Ing reason, in order to make way for the princt-
ple of autnorny, He speaks too as if awihority
and ltberty were mutually aviagomstic ; the one
the contradictory of the otber, and as 1 Calbo-
lics generally, woen Sincere, supported authority
ai the expense of lberty :(—

¢ Buy practicalis Cutholics, when zincere wund
pious Catboiies, tend vy their spint wpd dispositvon
1o favor suthority, and hence when gevehutions in
favor of liberty are underiaken wesst Cutholics op-
pese them."—p. $12.

Bai it we bave nghtly understood Dy, Brows-
son upon this sume subject, authority and jberty
are not oaly not necessardy antagenistic oy op-
posed to ore anotber, but are owne and the sawe
thing, or rather  different expressious for the one
| torug.  Libeciy we have abways understood, in
so far as wan s cencerned, 1o cousist in subuns-
sion to legititnate authority ; aud the Llevicrer
bas often wsserted tha priucipie, that is only
50 far a3 toen are so subject, that they are really
frew. Revolt ugainst Jegilimate wuthosiy is s
fatal Lo Yinerty as suljecrion e Megitunate au-
twority or despotisut; and hence siicere Catho-
lies, because they love hbenty, invariebly op-
pose revolutions agamst Jegitunaie authoricy.—
The Reviewer avmits, nay *asseris,” po 477,
that the exercise of the extreme vight ol a peo-

ple to revolt and depose thulr soveieign must, as

} mvn'.ving a spiritual guestion, be » subjecied 10

{ the Judgipent ol tue Sovervign Pouill, simee it
involves the spiritual question, whetiwer the cuth

of allexianee fas, or has not, ceased o bind, of
fwhich be - the Dope—in the divinedy appointed

judge”—und therelore we may add the divmely

assisted and fallible julre.  Dut when this

judae has ot deciiled cgamst the sovereign, or

has decided 0 the faiter™ favor, then certatuly

i the presumplion s 1t revoit agnsl nuthority

[revolves a spriiual offence wnd sbo1s e fiese

{ cases of revolt, bul o s vy, that * sincere

| Cutholics” tuve betrayed thai dhapostoon o up-

bobd the privciple of authuviy agamst the nght

of revolution, which cawses so much wnzammess

to the Heviewer,

Agatn his fogic seems at fauli when, Lavisg
admitted the Pope us the ~ dusenely apponted
Judge™ iu coses us betwini ralers and their sub-
Jjeets, be proceeds in the foilowing strain :—

“ But hiere 15w grave o Sieuly in the question be-
tween Lbe Howun people nnd their zovereign, be-
cruse the two powers nre upited in the sawe pevson,
and the judge is o party ju tue cage, ¢+ The
Pope iu bis Allocations ned fociyelicais on the sub-
juci, appears w have proncunced in ravor of the
Sovereign, aguinst his subjecis.  Has he pronounced
judgmont ouly in his capacity us temporal Soveruigh,
or in his capazity as Suvereign Pontifl’? I tue
former, he hug only judged in bis own cause, sud
what right has ke v judge in bis own canse, it
the people have wot to judge in ibeirs? 1 the Int-
ter, what sarety jz there thul his jodgmen: is free
fromn bias, and that be lms not used bis gphitoality
to susiain Lis temporalily, since tbe judgment is in s
case where we can claim neither for hiw nor for the
Chureh the iofuliible assistance of the Holy Ghost
| —p. AT,

“ What surety that bis—the Pope’s judgment
118 free from bias 1" Why this secupity we re-
ply—That he is « divinely appointed, therefore

“detect this tone in his wanner of treating the 'a supernaturally asssted, and therefore an in-




