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Friday, 15-58. Fanst et Jovite, M, M.
Satorday, 16—O0f the Sixth after Eplphany
Bunday, 17—SEP1UAGEEIMA.

Monday, 18— St, Simeon, B. M.

Taepday, 19—Agony of Our Lord.
Wedoesday, 20—0f the Feris,

Thursday, 21— Of the Blesged Sacrament,

OFFIOE OF THE

ROMAN LO-AN.
A ;he Banking House of Duncan, Sherman

Co.,
]1 NASSAU STRERT, CORNER OF PINE.
Now Yorg, Japuary 30th, 1867,

To , .

ALFRED LAROCQUE, E:q,

_Agent of the Roman Losno, .
Montreal, Oanada.

Dear Sir,~1 bave the honor to inform you thay 1
Bave received instructicns te keep this Lioan open,
antil the same is absorbed, as it is expected in Rome
that 1he late direct appeal of ths Holy Father to the
Qlergy will produce this resuli before the First of
April. -

Very respeotfally
Your obedient zervant,
' ROBERT MORPHY,
General Agent-for the United States,
British Provinces and South America.

Bonds of 500 franca ace sold tor $66 00
Do 125 do do 16 50

NEWS OF THE WEEK, ‘
Bare!y has a Speech from the throne at the
opening of Parhament, been so full of matter,
and of promises of good things to come, as was
that delivered on the 5th wst, by the Queen. It
pledges the Derby Munistry to grapple with, it
not settle, all the great internal and external
g uestions of the day. It promises an estension
of the franchise, to be coupled we suppose with o
distribution of seats, 1t promises a landlord and
tenant Bill for Ireland : and thig, f it can be so
drawn up as to give security to the latter, will go
a great way towards the suppression of Irish
disaffection—which in 1ts essence is, at the pre-
sent, nellher national, oor rehigious, but agra-
zian.  So also we are promised a settlement of
1be Confederation quesuon for the Colontes, and
of ibe disputes arisng from the claims of the
Nortbern States for compensation for damages
inflicted on their commercial shippmng, by the
QConfederate States man-of-war Alabama. Ina
word-—the Royal speech promises everything to
every body ; andaf oe halt of the expectations 1t
halds out be reclised, the Derby Cabinet will
have earaed for 1tself a place in British kistory |,
not inferior to that of @ny of its predecessors
sincce the days of Pitt.  "The New York papers,
upon the faith of thewr London correspondents,
preteud that the Queen” was by uo means well
received by the people in the streets, on ber road
to open Parlament : that she was greeted, not
with cheers, but with cries ef # reform, reform”’
- pminously suggestive of those cries of #* T your
‘zents O Israel” which once assailed the ears of
an English king. There ts we susppect far more
of romance, than of truth 1o these stories, and
their peculiar origia requires us to accept therms
not only with caution, but with distrust. There
18, 1o doubt, much distress m London amougst
the workmg classes, n consequence of the ces-
sation. of the demand for labor. This again s
owing to the fact, that the manufacturers of Bel-
giem and: France have entered nto competition
with the, British manufacturer : and this agaia is
the direct work of the © Trades Unions,” which,
rega.dless ‘of ‘the laws that regulate wages, have
endeavored to foree the latter by means of legal
combmation and 1l!egal intimidation, above the
Jevel warranted by the ratio of supply to demand,
aud by theprofits ou capital.. The latter there-
fire’ naturally; seeks” for more lacrative invest-
meat. 1 counlnea “where labor is cheaper, and its
supply more certam. ,The trial of M. Eyre,
Jate Governor of Famaica has commenced.

From;Ireland there is; n olhmg new. Thoigh

" dte result ‘of’ the mquest has not-been made
public, it; IS tn'bee feared that, at a-Tate election )
the mens of the: Lancers, heedless of the commaud
of tueir ofﬁcers,'bebaved m “a’ yery’ dxsorderly
manner,wchurgmg on ' {he crowd without- orders, or
necessity ; and lhereby nflicting' severe wounds

/- sy

stances, depnvmg othiers of tife. "

- All was quiet.at Rome up to latest dales, bat
thzs 18 mdtcatwe rather of a'luil 1o the revoln-
tionacy stoca; thaa of ts dispersion. The Bast-:
ern horizon is black with clonds. ~Greeee is
armung;. and seems beat oo a war with Turkey,
1o which “of -course Russie will take part, and
which will very l.kely mvolve all the ‘othier Great
Powers of Europe, " -

The impeachment of ‘the Presideat by the ex-
treme revolutlonary or Jacobm party, is still the
‘common topic of conversation v political cireles
10 the U. Slates: and we suppose that there, as
in other countries, the disease must rua 1ts course.
The day of reaction, violeat m proportion to the
violence of the present action, must however set
in, some day, sooner or later : and though it may
be tao late probably to save tbe Conslitution, it
wiil brmg with 1t well.merited retribution oo the
beads of those now triumphant.

Rumors are afloat-that Lord Monck. will re-
turn no more to Canads, but that he will be
replaced by Lord Naas, an Irish peer. This may
be only a canard. 1t was also expected that
Earl Carnarvon would, during the course of the
week following, Sth inst., lay before Parliament a
Bill for the Union of the B, N. A. Proviances.

Tue Rev. FATHER BAXEWELL AND THE
Carnouc Youne Mzws Sociery. — The
reverend gentleman above vamed, we are happy
to say, bad a first rate audience on Wednesday
evemng 6th mst.,and his audience bad i return 2
first rate lecture. Indeed considering that the
lecturer was a ripe scholar and profound thinker
as well as a sincere and humble Chrishag, it
could not well have been otherwise.

The subject of the lecture—a fuil report of
which the limited space at our command preveats

1us from laying before our readers—was * The

Social Effects of Protestantism” Al Se-
ciety, civil or ecclesiastical, polivical or religous,
depends for its stability wpon the principle of
¢ authority,” But all authority presupposes the
idea of *right ;” and as there ispo * right” ex-
cept from God, so also without God there can
be no nghtful authority. But, n like mmanner,
a true idea of God supposes a true theclogy ; but
without an iafallible, everpresent divine teacher,
or Church, there can be no true theology, or
1dea of God; po sound basis therefore for
“ right” or * authonity ;” no stability therefore
for Society,

The lecturer appealed to histery n confirma-
tion of this his thesis, ‘The great religious apos-
tacy of the sixteenth century struck direetly at
the principle of authority, 1o which 1t gavea
severe wrench, as 1t were, from which society
has been suffering ever since. ‘Though aimed
apparently primarily at Chureb - or religious au-
thority, the blow fell quite as heavily upon
State or political authority. The civil wars of
Enogland in the seventeenth century ; the great
social cataclysm of the eighteenth, known in His-
tory as the French Bevolution; and the dis-
turbed state of European society in the nme-
teenth were the direct and logical consequences of
the anarchic principles laid down by the leaders
of the Protestant Reformation.

If it be objected that this is a Romish or one-
sided view of the subject, it may be replied that
this also is the view taken by many of the most
prominent non-Cathohe writers of the present
day vpon sociology. and kindred topics. In bis
great work on the French Revolution, Louis
Blanc begios with Huss and Luther, and traces
the progress and workings of the principles by
these beresiarchs laid down, until they culmiated
inthe bloady tragedy of which he 1s the his-
torian. In fact, so far is this idea of the evil
effects of the Reformation upon Modern Saciety

from beicg peculiar to Papists, that it will be
found to underlie the theories of the cbief So-
cialisuc writers of the age.  'I'his 13 their theory
—There are three principles on which all So-
ciety must be founded—these are, * Authority,”
& Tadividualism,” and ¢ Fraternity.” The first
was the principle of the Catholic Church, which
ruled Christendom down to the sixteenth century,
when it received ite death blow from the Re-
formation. The second, #Individualism™ express-
ed theologically by the formula “ right of private
judgment,” ruled next ; to it still belongs the pre-
sent, and wilt be.ong,untll the triumph of the prin-
ciple of the Revolation, which s to- day asit was in
’93, an uphill effort to orgauise by meaus of the
guillotine of course, Society upon the third prin-
ciple, that of ®Tratermty.” Of course the
great obstacle to the realisation of this glomons
dream, is the Catholic Chureh with its prineiple
of ¢ Authority ;7 apd if it be true tbat the
stability of Society be bouad up with the suc-
cessful mamtenance: of tins priciple, then o
course it-follows that the stability of Soctety is
dependeat upon the itriumph of the Catbolic
Church, ‘

"We'bag leave 'respcctﬁ.lly and gratelully to
acknowledge the good service that the* Catholic

Young ‘Men’s Society” of. this Cit yis conferrmg
upoen us all; by its encouragement ‘of such Lec-
tures as.. that which ‘was delivered before it on
the evening Of- the: 6th ‘inst. “We hope for the
sake:of - the ‘sociely, and of the community that
jt-will be able to continue this:good work.

]

08, magy roft the bys\anders, and o sevexa! m- .

‘MONTREAL GAZBTTE.-—AI’I article over an as:
sumed name, *and containing severai - offensive
ailagahous with respect to the St. Patrick’s So-
ciety, appeared a few weeks ago 10 the Montreal
Gazelte.:
feelag it ‘beneath their dignity to enter into aup
manuer of controversy with ose who skulked be-
hmd the shelter of ap assumed name, and-yet

| anxious to- rebut the offensive portions of 'the

allegauons of their aseailant, called upon the
editor of the Gazette to give up the name of his
wformant. This the Gazette did not do; and
B. Deslin, Esq., the President of the Sawmt
Patrick’s Society, made allusion Lo the matter
in aspeech by bun delirered on Monday even-
ieg, the 4th iostant, al the regular monthly
meeting of thz members, To this exposition of
the matter, as gwen by Mr. Devlin, the Gazelte
of the 8th takes exception ; laying down some
very extraordinary principles with regard to the
abligations, 1 hosor contracted by an editor to~
wards every person whom be allows to be at-
tacked through the medium of bis columns, by an
anopymous assailang :—

t To one point in Mr. Devlin’s specech we owe it
to truth to take exception. Wa did not simply de-
clie to give him the name of our correspondent, as
he, in his speech, gives the public to underatand.—
But the answer we gave him was, after consulting
with the correspondent, that the name would be fuz-
nished, if a denial were made of three out of five
charges, and that he (the correspondent) would go
to proof on that issme. The terms were not very
difficult, while they woald bave afforded a sharp
issue ; and certainly would not have implied any
greater losa of dignity, than the statement in rebuattal
which the President of the Society bas now seen fit
to make. Such being the facts, and the name of the
correspondent obtainable on such easy terms, Mr,
Devlin will probably himself see that he has over-
done the thing, in expending so much wrath upon
the writer of that letter, while he, himseif, declined
the very easy test, which would have givea him the
nome. That writer did, in our opinion, all that he
could bave been reasonahly asked to do; and wmore
than most people would bave done.’

It will be seen from the above that the editor
ot ike Gazeite lays down the law, that be 15 not
io honor, cr morally, bound to give up, on de-
mand of the person assailed through his columus,
by s anonymous assailant, the name of the saud
assailant, unless the complainant specilty at least
{hree charges as false and calumnious ; and he—
the editor of the Gazetfe—hesitates not to add,
that no more cap be expected eitver of him, or of
his anopymous correspondent.

This i3 indeed strange law, and argues sad
obliquity, or obtuseness of moral vision, on the
part of him who propounds it ; slrangest of all
perhaps in this—1bat he who now Jays it down,
wm orider to screen an anooymous calumniator
from the moral consequences of his slanderous
uiterapces, but a few days ago asserted quite
another principie :—to wit—That, it a journalist
make his journal the medwm for giving publicity
to—not three, or o, but—one single offensive
statement, derogatory to the homor of a third
party, he, the editor, 15 bound mm henor, on
demand of the person aggrieved, aad denysng the
Aruth of that one single offensive allegation, to
give up the name of bis correspondent ; or else to
hold hunself responsible for the truth of the facts
alleged, and of the statements by im made pub-
lic. ‘This s the true exposition of the law.

For were 1t otherwise—were the law really
what the Gazette asserts it to be—see what might
be the consequences! Au unprincipled scoun-
drel might publish an article making ¢ five® al.
legatiops respecting some person to whom be
bore ill-will, of which ¢ three” should be true
apa harmless, ¢ two” false and ofleasive ; and
yet when called upon for his autherity, or tor the
the name of his inlormant by the person ag-
grieved, the editor publishing these five allega-
tions, might make answer ;—Furmsh a denial of
three out of these jive charges ; and thea, but
not before, will I give you the means of meeting
your epemy 1 open day, and on equal terms,”
This, we say, 15, according to the law as now
laid down by the Gazette, all that the editor of a
joursal, and an anonymous assailant of his neigh-
bor, can be called upon to do.

For instance: Mr. Smith having been charged
in an anomymous commuaication published in
one of the moratng papers—with being a drunk-
ard—with 1li-treatueent of his wife—with wearmng
a wide-awake bat—with smoking a cigar after
dinner—and with taking pleasure in skating—
would not be eatitled to claim the name of hus
calumniator, usless be first gave & formal dental
to % thres out of these five charges.” Oa what
authority does the editor of the Gazeite lay
down such a monstrous proposition as this?
which would always ensure immunity to the
cowardly and anonymous traducer of his neigh-
bor, who should but take the paios of mixing up
“ y00” false and columnious allegations, with-
¢ three” others, true and indiferent,

" As the editor of the Gazette seems to labor
usder a strange misconceplion as to the moral
obligations of a jouraalist, acd the laws of hoaor ;
apd as this is, we hope, Lhe consequence of tgnor-
ance rather than of moral dépravmity, we will en-
deavor to set him right upon the matter.

" 'We beg leave, therefore, to informn him that,
in_the matter of circulating ofiensive reporis,
tnijurious Lo another, an editor of a journal has

pereon. That be bas no more. nght, murally, or

» accordmg to. the laws of honor, 1o publish, 61 cir-

Tse ST. ‘PA'rmcxs SocieTy ,u\n THB'

The Offce Bearers of the Socletyf

vo rights d\s\mgmshable from those of-any olher.

culate <in:” bis paper, a story reflectiog upon
another’s good name, than he bas to publish or!
circulate a simiar: story by word of mouth

that he has no more moral right to publish in hlS
paper one. smgle charge Jpjurious to bis’ nelgh

bor’s “répatation without ‘having first convinced
himself, to the best of the me'ahé‘w'ithiti his reach,
of its truth—thao he has to publish a similar
story, and without similar precautions, in the
streels, 1 tie public room. of the hotel, or at the
mess table; that if he transgress 1o tins respect
be is as strictly bound o honor to give up to the
persor aggrieved the parce of his correspondent,
as he would be 1o gire up, when called upon to
do so by the aggrieved party, the name of his
informant, or authority for repeating by word of
mouth, a slanderous or offensive tale. The
possession of a press and type carries with it no
immunity from the moral code, or the laws of
honor; and be who, whether, by word of
mouth, or though the press, becomes a medwm
for giving curreacy to one single statement re-

bound, imnediately and on demand, to do one of
two things.  Either o give up to the person
aggneved the name of lus assailant, or else lo
stand responsible for the truth of the offensive
allegations. This is the law current amongst all
geotlemen ;5 this was the law, in short, which the
Gazelte ip1d down but a few days ago to the
Globe ; we, in return, now take the liberty of Jay-
wg it down for the Gazette, in hopes that, hence-
forward, it will amend its ways, live cleanly and
honestly, and foreswear the company of anony-
mous correspondents, who are always a bad aad
dirty o1, given to evil speakiog, lyiog and-slan-
dering.

“ Almost every act, legislative or administrative,
which Congress or President has done in reference
to the South since the war began was unconatitu.
tional”—Mont, Herald, 6ih inat,

Now the Herald has always warmly espoused
the cause of the Northern as agaiist the South.
era States; we may therefore accept, without
hesitafien, tts {estimony as given in 1he above
short extract.

We wonder that the Herald does not per-
cewve the logical consequences of the damaing
admisston as agawnst bis triends, the Northerzers,
I{ 1ndeed the every actiof~of the President and
Congress since the commencement of the war
has been uacousututional, then have they aad
theiw adberents, and not the Southerners, been
the * rebels’” If the Herald does not see this,
it is because, {rom want of reflection, he con-
founds the legitimate functions ot President and
Congress of the Umted States, with those of
Queen and Parliament of Great Britain. True,
the latter may legitimately, and without any
constitufional limttatiea, congocntly do anything
and everything they please. But the coastitv.
tion of the United States, is not as the Counstitu-
tion of Great DBritain; aod nesther separately,
nor yet conjointly, has, or have, President and
Congress any more night to do an “ yaconstitu-
tional action,” than has the Queen to levy taxes
by ber owa authority, and of her mere préper
motion. The functicas of President and Con-
gress, copjontly as well as separately, and the
extent of the sphere within which these fuactions
may rightfully be exzrcised, are as clearly de-
fined and marked out by the constitution of the
Uhited States, as are the limits of the constitu-
tional {onctions of the Queen—of the House of
Lordi—and of the House of Commons, consider-
ed separately. There are indeed no limits to
the constitutional action of the latter acting con-
jowily ; separately, the powers of all three are
strictly defined and luoted.  The Queea may
not fevy taxes; lhe Liords may anot originate or
amend a money Bilf; the Commoss can exer-
cise no mlitary, judicial, or olher executive
tuactions. And just =as the British Counsti.
tuttion, though giving unlimited or uodefined
power to the conjoiat action of Queen, Lords
and Commons, strictly hkmits the separate {unc
tions cf every ome of these bodies; so, n hike
manver, the United States Coastitution limuts
and defines the functions of President and Con-
gress when acting conjoistly, as well as whea
acting separately. = If either, or if both trans-
gress Lhose defined limits, they thereby forfert ali
claims upon the obedience of the people ; just as
would the Queen ot Great' Britain, were she to
levy taxes withoul the consent and co-operation
of Lords and Commons. These simple element-
ary truths seem to have escaped the nouce of

the Herald.

The Herald will say that it was lmpossnhle for
the Northern States either to reduce the seceded
Southern States to subjzctioa, or tu recoastruct
them, without violating the Coastitution—and this
plea too we will at oace admit. But what fol-
lows? Not that the Congress and Presideat bud
Ihg right to violate the Constitution, but that
they bad no right to attempl, even, to coerce the
seceded Southeraers by force of arms ; or to re-

‘construct them. We are speaking not of “might”

but of . ® right 2 but it is a self-evident proposi-
tion that, even l:ODJOInlIy, President and Con:
gress, hiad ‘no ngbl, and never cap acqulre the

——

% This. tha " Herald sdmn.a for \f lbe:r funuuans

were uot limi.ed. by..1hs cunautuuuu, thea Do mmon
of taeit’s could b uncousmumonal -

flecting upon another’s honor or good name, is

right, to violate the copstitution in virtue of which
they exist. . In short, that they baveno nghts”
save thase given to them: exphcltly, or unphculy,
by tha “Constitation. ‘
No Constitation can glve or recognwe the
‘f right” of its owa violation, It may concede eg-
traordinary powers for extraordinary occasions—
such“as’the suspension of Habeas Cdrpus, andg the
substitution of Martial tor Cimil Law ; and then
the exercise of these extraordinary powers n ex-
traordinary circumstances, is as constitutional as
is the exercise of ordinary powers ordinary
occasions. - Thus the declaration of Marpal
Law in Ireland by the Brutish Governmest i

case of insurrection would not be unconstitvtional ;

but merely an appheation of the Constitution to
a particular emergency. Never, however, under
any cosceivable ciwrcumstances can a Gov-
erament, or the members of a Government, have
the #right” to do that which is unconstitutional ;
for to assert the contrary implies a contradiction
in terms. Ia its last anslysis all unconstitutiopal
action is rebellion, for all rebellion consists essen-
tialiy 1 unconstitutional action. Admitted the
premisses of the Montreal Herald,and it follows
as a Jogical copsequence, that the President and
the Coogress of the Northern States are, aad
have been the * rebels,”” becaunse guilty of un-
constitutional action. For upder the paliticay
order of the Umted States, rebellion implies dis-
loyalty or disobedieace, sot to a person, but to
the wntten Constitution, '
If—and we bhesitate not to assert the principle
howerer starthng it may appear—if a Govern-
ment canoot subdue or successfully resmst, the
political action of any portion even of those
whom 1t may term its subjects, without violating
tbe constitution, or having resource to unconsti~
tutiopal action, it bas no “might” to subdue
tiem, no right to oppose them. So true s this
that we hesitate not 1o maintain that, were 3!
impossible for the British Government to put
down Fenanism 10 Ireland without violating the
Constitution, it would have no right to put down,
or oppose, Feniapism. It, tbe British Govern-
ment, would, of course, m case of an outbreak in
treland or any part of the Empire, have a ¢ coo-
stitutional” right to employ all weapons, to em-
ploy all means to suppess that outbreak-—such as
Martial Law, aod the suspension of the Habeas
Corpus Act; but noet to save the Empire from
disruption would 1t bave the right to do one un-
coustitutional action. -It, the British Govern
ment,—that 13 to say Queen, Lords, apd Com
mons actisg conjointly—can do nothing uocon-
stitutional ; for though as a movarchy if is limit-
ed, considered asa Goverament it is unlintted, and
its e¥ery acl is, and must be, counstitutiopal.—
This is the peculiar feature which disunguishes
the British from the United States Federal Gov-
eroment ; for the latter is essentially a # limited
Gevernment,” lim ted hy a written constitution,
lo whick st uwes its oeing, from which alone it
derives its ight to the onedience of the people,
and to whieh in return it is bound to yield true

a]legiauce, and- humble obedience., Ceasing to
do so, it forfeits all ats rights, it becomes morally
dead and stinking, so that no man is bouad to re-
gard it. In short n governments, all uncopsti-
tutional action 15 palltlcal suicide ; and can no
more be justifed even on the tyrant’s plea of
necessity, than could be the action of him who
should cu¢ his own throat, to save his life.

Crimes or THE NEaproLITAN CLERGY.—
We have oitep heard these mer denounced as
great cruminals, but we have not hitherto heard
apy specific charges prelerred against them, We
koew that tbey had been robbed, exiled, and
imprisoned without form even of trial, and w:thout
any pretence even of law ; but we were still at a
loss to know the precise nature of the offence for
which they bad been thus punished, and cruelly
dealt witb. At last however, the matter 1s made
plain, and the mystery of iniquity of these wile
Romish priests, bas been published to the world
by tbe Liondon Twmes,in an editornial on the
state of Tialy,under date 1t4h ult. In this
article, the nature and the extent of the wicked-
ness of these priests are set forth at length :—

 The possession of a large portion of the landed

property bas also hitherto anabled the clergy to ex-
ercise the bsneful influecse of unbounded and india-
criminaie charity >~ Tumes, Jan. 14ih, 1867,

This then is their crime, this the very bead and -
front of their offending. They—1be priests—
were rich, and exercised unbounded and indiscri-
minate charity. Well have these wicked men Yeen
punished. Disciplesand mitators’ of one Who
also was gwlty of'a simifar offence in Judzea, and
Who was cructfied betwizt two thieves because
of the *¢ baneful iufluence’ that he also had
acquired over the peaple—they have been robbed,
and perseculed, slandered and spitefully en-
treated :—

‘¢ The olergy’s power to do mischief is bziog cur-
tailed by tbe confiscation of their property. - Timee,
14th Jun,

Quae comfort is that this accusation of  un-
bouneed” charity, exonerates the Romish clergy
from another contradictory charge often brought

~ against them—to wii that of sensuality, or self-

tadulgeace, Of course, if the said priests ex-
pended a chief portion of their wealth vpou them-
selves, and the graut'catmn of their awn desires,
they would have had nolhmg left whecewnly to~
verpeirate the odious crime of « unboundezl'nnn
niiseriminate charuy » o R



