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REGULATIONS FOR LENT.
Al days in Lent, with the exception at Sun-

days, are Fast Days of obligation.
By a special induit the use of flesh meat is

allowed on every Sunday in Lent, with the ex-
ception of Palm Sunday ; as well as once a day
on the Mondays, Tuesdays, and Thursdays, of the
five first weeks in Lent; but its use is forbidden
on Paln Sunday, and the six other days of Holy
'W'eek, as well as on Ash Wednesday and the
three following days. On those week days when
fiesh meat is allowed, no fs lis allowedi at the
sane time.

NEWS OF THE WEEK.

THE hatest dates are by steamer .ura. A cona-
lition betwixt Austria and Russia was binted at
as in contemplation. From Italy there is nothing
n-uv. 'e last Pastoral of the Bishop of Or-
leauds was exciting much sensation, and orders
had been issued to the Prefects and Sub-prefects
of Depart ments to interdict its publication ; thus
dots the preisent French government assert the
p -inciples of civil and religious liberty, and ap-
prove itself the worthy ally of Mazzini, Gari-
baldi,.Cavouir & Co. The annexation of Savoy
is nov looked upon as unfait uccom pl.

TH I MON'rREAL GAZETTE AND TUE PoPE.
-We promised in our last to notice our cotein-
poiary's renewued tirade against the Pope and the
lPapal overnriment. This promise we shall en-
deauvor to redeem ; thoughu in our limited spare it
is iumpossible for us ta take up, or e-en touch upon
ail iue points presented in a formidable series of
t-ree long editorials, which the Gazette devotes
to Ilhe Sub1ject.

Oue fundanienital error underlies and vitiates
all sur cottemuporary's arguments. ie assumes
the points at issue ; and drawing upon his imagi-
nation for his facts, presents us with a conclusion1
in conformity, nat with reason, but with those an-
ti-Catholic passions or prejudices wlerewith le isr
unfoi tunately animated. We do not accuse him :
of deliberate or wilful untruth; but we do :axi
him vith allowng his prejudices ta master his in-t
telligence ; and with an ignorance of the reali
state of the Government which lie condens,
which is unpardonable, on the part of one who
pretends to direct public opinion, and to whom su
nany sources of information on the subject of

which he treats are open, if lie would but avadl
iumself of them.

The Gazeltes argument agaunst the Papal go-
vernsment, and in favor of the revolutionists, nay
be thus sunmed up:-

1. Al people have the right ta overthrow
a despotism.

2. But the Papal governnent is a despotismt.
3. Therefore the Roman people have the1

right ta overthrow the Papal government.
We will, for the sake of argument, admit ii

major or first proposition ; we deny his second or
minar ; and we reject, therefore, his conclusion.
In fact, the very point at issue is this. Is the
Papal gavernment a despotism? The Gazette
asumes that it is ; and without an t·lfort even
at argument, without even an attempt to adduice
a single proof, dogmatically answers the question
in tho affirmative. As who should say- am
Sir Oracle ; and when I ope' my lips, let no dog
bark.

Noi we deny that the Papal governmient is ai
despotism; and thouugh the onus probandi rests1
with him who asserts that it is, we will assign our
reasons for our denial.M

A despotism is a governnent in whiclh the will
of the ruler is the sole and supreme law ; and
whîereim, according to that arbitrary wiil, justice -

is administered-no matter whethear that illh be
the will ai the muonarch, or ai a brute mîsaoiuy.

A constitutional, on non-despotic governmtent,
on thse other handi, as distmuguishedi fromn a des-
pîoism, is a govenmenit conduictedi according tou
est-ablishied and publicly recognised law ; andi
whierein justice us admimistered stmictly un accor-
Jai9ce with that fixedi law, andi nnt with thie will
ai the ruiler. The essential difference betwixt a
despotism anti a constitutional governîment con-
sisu inbis- that in the finst, ti he i fbte ruler
gaveras; whilst in thue second il is law that go-
u-erns. Tihis premisedi, and thuese defiitions ac-
céptedi, we wml proceedi ta apply' them ta the P'a-
pal Gavernment.

In that Governmemit it is not lte wilh ai thte
Ponso ruler, tat governs, but the clearly ade-

fi.ed anti unmversaîly recognmset law ai the landi;
anti no single instance can be adiducedi by' ils op-
ponents wherein Pius IX. lias manifestedi thue
slighitest disposition ta set himuself above that
law, or to controh by hisi wihhlte adminiistraton
ai justice by the legahlly constitut tribunuals.-
The people or laihy of the Rom.m States huav-e
thecir municipal instiltltionis, withu comoplete control
aven their awn local and secular affala-s: ii lte f
matter of finance and taxation they are representt -
ed by delegates from their several unuicipah-
ties; and they have a voice on ail natters con-
nected with the secular adninistraion of tie t
State. In fact they are governed by public
luws ; and the lie and property of au subject of i
.Pius IX. are no more at the mercy of the will-

By the alunost uiversal consentr a mankind a
great distinction is drawn betuvixt the Eniglish
regicides of the seventeenth century, and tle
French regicides of the eighteenth. - The execu-
tion of Charles 1st is by nany looked upon as a
grind piece of wild justice ; that of Louis XVI.
is by all brave and honest men execrated as a
cruel, cowardly, murder. Why titis difference ?

of the ruler, than are the lire. and properties o
the people of Great Biitain nd'Ireland. To i
State so governed, and. whérein -jusite is so ad
ministered, it may be perfectly truc that reforin
or aneliorations are possible and desirable: bu
it is the height of injustice and absurdity to apply
tbe term Ildespotism.'>

If again we examine the nature or quality of
the laws by which the people of the Pontifica
States are governed, we shall, perhaps, findi muc
to suggest the possiblity of a great amelioratio
in our vaunted Brntish law ; and though we by ni
means design to decry the latter, and are fully
sensible of the many excellencies of the modles o
procedure in our own Legal Tribunals, we cat
not shut our eyes to the fact that,in favor of the
modes af procedure in the Papal Tribunals, there
is as much to be said ; and that justice, impartia
even-lbanded justice, tenpered% vith mercy, is iî
many respects betuer adminmstered in IRome and
its dominions, than mu any part ofI tle British Em-
pire. In illustration of our ineaing, we would
direct the attention of our coteinporary to th
following instance of British justice, as reported
in our latest exclianges. The paper front whicl
vre copy is the Express of the Sth ult. A cor-
respondent of the paper writes as utnder:-

" Whilst sisyiug at St. Albians' early last week
I strayed into the Town Hall where the Quarter Ses-
sions were being held, on Thursday the 80h. t then
and there lcar a pour agricultaral labomer, out of
worhc, for stealing, a ieuv sticks from a faggot shacu
dirin'g tle inclement wenther, senîenced by th Eari
of Verulainm, (Chairman) with the concurrence of the
Ilenchi, to three years' penal servitude. Thte por fel-
low iad a family of four young chiildeen i d his
wife (whose distress in Court it was heart-rending ho
sec) was daily expecting n t."

Now we do naot cite this case of' monstrous
disproportion betwixt an offence and ils pumsh-
nient as a fair or average specimen if Brilisi
administr ation of justice ; but as a proof that
even in our own vaunted Courts ofjustice gross

cruelty may be perpetrated in the name of law ;
andi that certainly the Great Briton lias no riglt
to criticise very severely -the criminal codes of

his neighbors, and lenst of all those ofI tle Papal
States.

But as we said, the real question at issue is-
"Is the gouernment of lte Papal States a des-

potisn ?" In other ivord-" Is the =dl of the
Polie the sole lauw by which the people are gov-
erned, the Courts of Law controlled, and justice
1admmistered1 We contend limat such is not tla

case ; that the people are governed, and that all

the proceediings of the Tribunals are regulated,
by, fixed law ; yhilst the fact that not one single
persoan was capitally piuiished, or even subjected
to imiprisonnent, for hius share m ithe bloody re-
bellion of '48 vs a irootl that, i the administra-
tion of that law is obnoxious o any charge, it ls
ta thlait of being tomildly, ton leniently admninis-
lered. The Briti.sh Government at all events is
not in the habit of dealing with those of its sub-
jects who take up arns against its authority, and
imurder its officers, as tue Papal Government
deals with its politicai offenders. Let us coine
noT to another question.

1as the preseti Pope attempted, or even ma-
nfested any disposition, to substitute is uvill for
the lauvs cf lis dominions ?--las lie, u iother
words, atemnpted, direculy, or indirectly, to set
up a despotism or despîotic fori of Government

in 1ine Papal States ? This question we at once
meet, in tte negative. With no violation, ai- ai-
temupi even of a violation ofI ule law, can .[ius
IX. be reproached. Every change that lie lias
introduced-and le has introduced many changes
-or attempted ho introduce into thie oveniment
c his States lias hadl for its abject to extend the
political povers or privileges of h is subjects,
and to give theim ta greater and more diret con-
trol over tle management of publie affairs.-

This lias been his polbcy, no less after his returnu
fron, that before luis exile to, Gaeta ; and i i is
be the poliry of a despot, it wouldbitie w aell for
the vorîbi if il .wer generally governed by such
despots.D

We can unerstaud, if wue do not altogether
approe. the acts of those vito drove James 1i.
fron the throne. They. fel thaemauselves bountd
to adduce good reasons for their conduct ; they
feil t iat they were called upon to nake out a
case of despotism against tieir King,, in order t a

justify their revolt: andi they did so, not by deal-
ing la vague generalitles, but by citing par-ticu-
lar instances, whemre James 11. had violaptd the
laws of England, and had attem-pted to substitute
his uvill for those laws. But hoaiw is it with Ille
revolted suljects of the Pope ? Cai they it-
tribute t Ite latter any act analogous even, ta
the acts which cauet Jamne.. J t fiorfit lie
Crown of three Kngdotm, and vahi jtustiled
the Revolution of 1688 ? No, ve reply ; they
cannot cite aile : they cannot pomut to one n-
stancue whearem Plus .IX lias vioîlatedl the lauws nfi
bus Staes-or in aoter wordi-, has exer-cisedi an
illegal and1 thienelore despotic sa> au-en lais pieo-
pIe.

['he regicidles too, uvho cul off the headtoai
JTameus' fatheru, they also felt thiemselves calledt
upoun ta juîstify thueir extraordinuary procedurne inu

Itle eyes of the waridl ; tint thuey attemupted toa
do so, byt showuing thuat Charclesut hadi set aside
the ltaws ai Englaund. anud hadi attemîptedto lae-ign
diespotically ; tat conutrary ta :he well-knmouwn
-aws of thie retalm hue hiad raisedi meney' ai his

ownv aultority, huad intereredi uwith thie Cournts ofi
Lawv, anti huaI endeavored to impose hais will upon
lte peoplhe ai England. Anti couldi the revoltedt
peop!e ai thie Ronman States, in like manner.
shoîw thmat Pius IX bat attemptued to subvertî their
anlcienat systemi ai Government ; that lhe hiad

perve--tedi the legal tribunals mt instruments oal
oppr-essiona; anti that hac had încessantly ndea-
vr-edi la curtail the power or political privdmegets
ai liis subjerts-wte too shouldi be prepuat ed to
discuuss lthe question, whîetheor ilt wasunot as lawfiul
ion the Pope's subjects ta revoIt agaiumst bis ai-
thîority, as it wans for thue people ai Englandt ta
cuit off thue hiead ai Charles 1st.

f Because Chales 1.had undoubtedly endeavored vision be made thersinfor themaintenance and soieutions groand, and i la therefore nothing to
a ta destroy the polht:cal liberties which he foumd edneatiòn a thé children,theissie-of sucb sexu them what the viewm of others may be, whether for.
-l existence .n bis accession tO the throne, and. al contracs,in order that they e not or against 4t. Iftherefore, iis quetion as- ta be

I ri leýa oÏdt een hltoo oi catrcXtheS, baom dse.md 1 0 l disoumsed fairly calta merits, and
s which he wasbound to defend ; whilst poor Louis charge fothe State, and a burden to society- without dragging in political conaiderations which
t XVI., on the contrary, had done bis best to ex- There is no middle ground logically tenable. If have no bearing upon it whstever. For our own
y tend and preserve those liberties: because, la the divine law does not prohibit polygamy, then part, and we believe- that in tlis respect we state the

short,one was a despot, or despotically inclined, neither bas man the right ta probibit it ; if God opinions of a large majority of our readers, we are
f and the oter was not. Now we contend that has prohibited the severance of those whom m tposed mos.decidedly ta any logilation which may
il there is ail the difference betwixt Pius IX. and matrimony He bas joined together, then has not of the marriage tic We do not liold the doctrine
h a despot, that there was betwixt Charles f. of man the right ta sanction their separation.- that marriage is a purely civil contract, nor do we
i England and Louis XVI. of France : and that, Clearly then the first thing ta be done is ta as- beieve that it is conducive to the welfare of man-
o therefore, there is as much moral diffeence be- certain whether marrtage is a divine institution ;ind i thauevebe saotetaken tOnthe entrary~~~~~~~~~~ lhrir, ieei a ac ioa. e believre that every stop taken tawards givbng a
y twixt the acts of a brave but oppressed people and if it be a divine institution, to ascertain in facility for divorce is a step in a dangerous direction,
f! rising in amis to strike down a despot, and those the second place, what God has been pleased ta and in this opinion we believe that we are borne
nl of the insurgents of the Romagna,-as betwixt deternine ibereon, and what restrictions, if any, Out by Divine teaching as well as by human

the conduct of the Long Parliament and that of He has placed upon the sexual unions of His experience. When our Saviour said hati " whoso.
ever $hall Put away bis wife, except it be for forîji.e the Convention ; as betwixt the stern grandeur of creatures. All controversy then belwixt Catho- cion, ad sha mary another, committtil dul-

il tie execution ai Whitehall, and the dastardly ics and Protestants upon the questions of mar- tery,". He gave no sanction to the moden doctrine
n murder of Louis XVI. of Marie Antpinnette, riage and divorce must be weary, Itale, fRat, and of divorce; the proposition bere is purely negative;
d and Madame Elizabeth. In the actors in the unprofitable until itshall have been settled be- it gives no foundation for the argument which po-
- one tragedy wie recogunise men ; nuch misguided tween them-whether God bas legislated upon pe ertse, dyup niit at dthe socluding words

dmen, perhaps -but stili men, with brave gener- the subject-and if le bas legislated, what [le sumption. uy no such sophism can we set aside th
e aus iearts throbbing in their bosoms: mn the bas been pleased ta decree concernng it. grent cofmaind-" Vhaut God ihath joined togetr Ict

actors m the otber, we see othg but brutes- But if this controversy be unprofitable until io nuai put tuLndei." It is true tlhat there is a class
lfdthy, blood-begrimed cowardlybrutes. these essential preliminaries be settled, te Glob maiages so dvoid f anything in accordancefiîy iodbgîîc OVr(I0bseesnil rlm1irusb with whaî Ithe Bible teaches upon the subjeet, that

- And sa ivith the revolted subjects of the Pope ; raises in its article initier review certain issues as the rule is scarcely applicable. When people are
until they shall have made out a case agaimst ta matters of fact, to which we deem it our duty joined together, simply as a matter of convenien.e,
,Plus X., analogous to that which the Puritans ta give a prompt and explicit rejoinder. Our or profit, making a contract as in, odinary business.
and the Whigs made out respectively against appanent asserts, in substance--that the Roman andi vithout any idea of rehigion in connection with
Chrirles I. and James Il., w inust look upon Catholic Church has not always and undier al] n arriagert afe prope isns of t hewod, and ats otheir revoit ns unjustiliable, as without sufficient circumstances maintained the indissolubility of lias begun so it muay end. We believe, however, that
cause, and therefore as a sm. We know too marriage ; he explicitly aflirmns " that divorces the pe ple of Upper Canada, as a whole, do not s.
what manner of men they are, by whom their re- were never so fiequent and for such trivial causes regard marriage. They do not want to see it re-
volt is chiefly encouraged: that they are the p0- as previons ta the Reformation ;" and he quotes duced t a mre civil coatact, w ric may be setasgideat anY Moment t0 gratify idlie cauprics- or sensu-
litical children of the ruffians of '92: ithat they Protestant authority in support of this monstrous a desire. They du not want to have here the amen
aimn at the saime objects, and employ the saine and unfounded assertion. able scones which daily occur under the laws exist-
means as did their predecessors: and that, there- We reply that, whatever may bave been the ing in many States of the Union, wbichî strike at the.
flire, every friend of order, liberty, and Christi- case vith sane Oriental sehismatics, the Roman rot of ail social happiness, and are deaily ioes to re-onnligian and norality ; and we believe tbhat Ibe> wi;Iaity, is bound ta pray for their speedy and total Catholic Church has always taught that imlarriage, a morait and he tat ten
exteriniiiationi. These points, and some others ta validly contracted, is a sacramental union, anditt hring about a simihar sttte of thigae.

1 whichi the Gazettc alludes, but ta which we have therefore, per se, indissoluble çjuoad vinctduu. We would also commend ta the Globe's car,-not space ta reply at present, we will take up in Ve assert, without fear of contradiction, that fuli perusal the following riararapl on this sub-
Our next. not only is there not a single instance of a di- ject, clipped from a late number of the Lonîdobvorce quoad vnculum having been tolerated by Times

rTE UPPEiR CANADA PRHSS oN DivoRcE the Rom.n Catholic Church, but that she bas etNOT voit Tim GLOBS To cntox.-Inthe course
-Fronm pressure upon our columns, we have never even entertained, even for an i:stant, the of a trial yesterday in the lIish Court of Queen's
been unable ta notice the arguments of the proposition for such a separation of those whum Bench, arising out of a case of wife-desertion, some
Globe, the organ of the Protestant Reformers God had united together in sacramental union.- opinions transpired not very favorable ta the work-
of Upper Canada, in favor of a relaxation of Her interference bas invariably lhmited itself taog of the Divorce Court. For instance:-" Theppc'-Canaa> inaallier justice -le (thie defendant) inigbt have gane
our mnarriage laws. The Globe thus lays down this. In ail matrimonial causes pleaded before into the Divorce Court dnd stated that bh was tired
what lhe conceives ta be the law" upon the sub- lier tribunals, slie bas set herself ta ascertain the of the marriage and înied to get rid of ilin that iay.
ject :- simplefact whether the parties thereuinto hatin- Mr. Rolleston.-Fortunately the Divorce Court doem

"It is a matter of the first consequence that these deed been truly and validly mnarried ; and this, we not etend ta Ireland. The Chief Baron.-Well,thon, they miliht have goriL ta England, for 1 urder-
laWS (he imarriage laws) should be based on riglht say, is the anly question that she ever allowed sthnthey g have j e isdictione lre overaour Inish mar-
prinîciples, tiihat hey should be eaîsy of apprehension, even to be raiset in lier courts. The fact of1 nges.hey h ergsdit O'Hre nerou hais mar
that hile. sbould olierate upon all elsss ite, themarriagehavinbeen provedor disproved,got a Divorce Court in reland yt. e

riih, Chat they shoild be consistenti withone another, she had but one sentence ta pronounce on ail Clief Justice. - Aid I hope ue neyer will. -
and that they shoud harmonise us far ars possible with -whether rich or poor,km or subjeut. If*mar- Mr. Sorgeant O'Hagan.-It is the greatest sign
the lsf e empire, and ithChoseofneighbor iedsherico e to onhe t tdecadence of publie morais, and I sayI~ ~ ~ ~11 t/>tw f i ,uie ntwt hs fnigioi rieti, sbe tieclameti lier icoinpelency ta annul the it with tgreal deference te thue Legislatuire whiîlhpass-
ountrics."-Glob.. 10th eb. sacrainent ; but if unmarried, she commanded 1 ed the Âct and le judges wio îdininister it." TIis

auith one exception, which we bave itahîcised, them ta abstain from unlawful, unballowedinter- is something like Irishunanimnity, as remarkable as
and to which wve will refler presently, the lawv of course. Thus with the father of the English iti'rr.Tie)th inst.
marriage, as laid down by the Catholic Church, Reformation, and bis wife Catherine of Arragon
fIlfills every onie i the conitionîs requiredi by Raioe never even enlertained the question.- ANOTHER PAPAL DEMONSTRATION.
the Globe. It is based on ie lav of God ; it , Can Henry VIII., if married to the be- Tie secon d great inceti af tbe Catbohîcs ofis short, concise, and easily intelligible: it ope- trothed wife of his deceased brother, be so di- Canada ta expers thir sy pathy aith the Sa-
rates on ail classes, rich and poor, alike-for with vorced therefrom as ta be at liberty ta contract PovereigePntiff, has beldpursunt ta aunce-the Church, as with lier divine fouader, there is another marriage ;" andi the sole point at issue uent ln the Paris Church at 7 t toi aiSounday
no distinction of persons; and it is consistent %vas-" Could the King contract a Christian last. The immense edifice 'as iteralhy crammed,with ail ber teachings upon the complicated rela- marriage-or what the Churchi menus by the word ani the demonstratio was lievemy respectmnot
lions existing betwix t le sexes, and fowing train narriage-with one who bai previously been be- splendiden.
the creative act wiiereby, as we are told, " God trothed? ta bis deceased brother, and betwiKt lHis Lordiship the Bishîp of Montrea presid-created man in hlis ovn image, in the image Ofi whom a marriage contract had been passed, and ed as on the first Cathohir meeting at St. Pat-G'yod created he him : mac and female created the religious rites ofmnatrimony duly soleumised 1" rick's Church, and vas attendeeeting he platforinlhe them.-Genesis, i. 27. In this question two others were invoied ; one ofi by a large body of ur nost di tinguished FrenchThis law, we say, is perfect, conise, easily lu- act, vith reference ta the mnarriage betvixt Ca- Caniadian citizens. D. Beaubien, the Presidemttelligible, universal, and invariable iits applica- therine and Arthur ; another as to whether, ac- of the St. Jean Baptiste Society, having beention. Thus it runs:-- cording ta the law of God, marriage with a de- called ta the Chair, explained to the ad,ONE W[THt ONE, AND FOR EVFR. WHOM ceased brother's widow vere absolutely prohibit- the motive of the assemnbly, and the minier inGOD HATI JOI.ED 'OGETHER, LET NO MAN ed-and whether, if it were not, the dispensation which he proceedigs were to be conducted.-

ur AoSUNDER. af the Pope, was comnpetent ta absolve fron the M. Cherrier than rose and read the first para-i'is k the law of Christiani narriage ; and all law of Mases upon certain points. But never, graph of the mntended Address ta the L'.pe,sexual unions of baptisei persons contracted we repeat it deliberately, and we defy the Globe supporting it by an eloquent and mîost argunen-under conditions other than those prescribeI by tu refute us-never has the Roman Catholic tative dcuurse ; ie was, seconde< by Dr. Mel-tiat law, are not mnarriafres in the Christian sense Church in any single iistance sanctionmued a di- leurof the word, but siumply concubinage. A union vorce-that is the separation ai persans who had " We Cathaics ar bbe cithivîmch man upon any pretence whatsoever can been validly married ; never has she allowed the learnmed wih profornid grief of the sei-ous atackslawtully stinder, is not a union made by God ; question ta be raised before lier tribunals. hltely directed against the temporal Sovereignty of
and al sexual unions not made by God-that is, The Globe may rail at the restrictions inposed yiour Holiness, and the still more serious attacks with

lui uvhu ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~Vich itish osntnLtote rwihi is menaceal, wouhd decîn omislves wantingin whichle Himself does not put together, or by the positive lavs of the Church upon the hiii ite duy imposed aon us by e e noble traditions
join the parties contracting-it is a prostitution matrimonial unions of flrst-cousins, and others Ieqîiatied ta us by Our aucestoas, by be beritns
of terns ta qualify as Christian iarriages; a closely related ta one another by blood ; but we conferred upon its by Providence i te many triais
title ta which all such sexual unions have as little do not feel ourselves called upon ta vindicate the ta which we have been suhjected, and by the father-
right, as hiave those unions which take place wisdom ai the Catholic Church n this particlar ly solicitude which your Holiness anit your predeces-
amongst the members of the brute creation-such seeg that the work has bee fuly toue ta sors have tahs sow to us, were w not t Clay ata lef t k h s i & cndsby i1 this moment, at tbe feet of your Holiness, the expres-

s ecd, asw e h a iants by seveal emninent Proestant physiolog- sicn n afour most sincere attachment, and respectful
io v e contend, as ive have always coniti- iî. The subject is une besites, whiul is natt dLvotion."

ed, that the sexual unions of Protestants-(by quite suited for a newspaper discussion, and de- The next paragraph of the Address was muov-Protestants, a course we sinply mnean baptised licacy imposes upon lus the obligation ai silence - cd by the Hon. M. Chauveu seconed by M.
non-Catholics)-are valid, honorable, Christian only this wilvi we observe, appealing ta Protest- Moreau:-
narriages. But if these unions are Christian nul satisîîcs lu confirmation oai ur assertion : -- 1Tle possession of thue Staues feloraging ta yomr

mnarriages, then are they unions made by God hThatancs ai f co m ostipronuiofeu causesriin- holinesshy tituo oas tscrd tiCose Sttsb ail to other
Hiniself; and if made by God, then lias man no sanity, andilmany allier painful affections, mental Soverigs of nb Etlrope being clos ofy buund all ith the

o rwhasoever over themi. If Protestants, and physical, is ta be found in the frequent mter- free admini-sration of ecchesiastical affairs through-howeer, ssre lis that their intons c-an be dis- marriages ai blooi-relations and thiouh we do .tl the 'atholic world ; an hatred of aur Holy Re-

slavveet- m n;,hta cto alim n a d t hginx hueing bbe chief cause af the effrts made to

put asunider the parties to thoase unious--we must ona ncntavemuîion ai the divine awr t-eet m youslie aar uiîe i or tionduty ta jou o
i;ake thmeir words for it; but the dleductian thience thinmk that mnost medical mnen will agree with us voices, feeble thought they he, ta those wbich from all
1s loia n etal--tat their stxuliunions that, as a general rule, theur results are himghil qusarersSt arerce. oad"h trn ftesc
are înot muade by Goad, aitd thant therefore tbey prejudticial ta the mormal and mnateriat welfare .) ce.ssoranS.geer."nabiumu iionspaoe
are mere coancubmnage and nt Christian marriage. the human race. Tins is une reason thenu uwhm , ne. Larangrpin a bricliat dscourse, propose
For if muan muay naot sunder whaom Godi liatb jomn- the Chumrch placedi rest-ictious tpnsci .nou th nexu pararpwihwsueoddb
ed, the converse holds trtue ; anti thiose whom unan tihîul sue olid pottaei n esei ansey ' , WTrudail :- rsrn epaytt o ijs
mnay sunider, Godi hiath înot joinedi together- ant uuider a I circuinstances to poluibitl ute ly " tice a ur trengthuwe posesiay a the d ienju-

We take exception, we say ta amie propîosihon Oui e. etfin iha-n h uooun t i e wihag est keep tryosuindt possicno Cheh herit
laidt down by the Globe; ta that whereinî it as- a i pectaiarotns aving teo-opuerao ag which agesiucn hale sranmtdot cour c, audkia-
serts that Caanadiana luaw on thue suibject aifrmarruage sectison oareimurottant olam poiinut ness ; .a tna itder tbi paosusaii SU Ld-
shuoulîd be madce to harmonnise as ihîr as possible moaral inmfluence thnan by ils nîîber uar fui as to enauble yout ta carry ut thue projects whîich
- withu the laws af the emupine andi with those ai position to the Globe's effortnum e-- ourp youi cherish,, for thu hîappintess ai your peopile, iad
neighboring counutries." We~ conît-end on the ouarmg a.s r nîc. tamper witu lie lthe hontor otf our holy religion; and that lHe will con-

cnrrthuat, regardiless of aIl sucb lauws the Cnar- riagas cmaeindeed sneereti at by oua- tnue tu endow yaour H-oliness wvith those favors nnd
oamuneyoeo, c fteCrita ttsa er r oeprr but that they aire not grr.cy: which umake maniiest in thîe persan of youar

aîa soe bjet i tte lîisiui sutesat lauuld altogether visionary, that thmey nie basedi upon Hiolmness, aus ui he nrsons af youîr predecessors, theu-
be ta r-educ.e the Statutes deamling with te qusio ubstantial ftsbsalh we. thuiîk hie a retrin moast lovely sigba that4 caun be given luo te world-
at issue, ta harmny wvith the lawsof o Of th b' , apparn lIat of miateriai weaknaess, goodness andi justice, sup-

two things nei:w.itai God a aete sexua te subjouet ar tiele on the suîbject firoui aur portedt by ua great moral piower, nobly coatending
un is Ii creatrehe-a isbj e husperfectl ri-testaint cotemporary, them 'lorionto Colo- with force, errr, and hatred."
uniuaitralieui -or he suinot cibsprfc 3t If e asbew Hona. M. Renud, secondedi by M.
dutyltersle uty-of te hmasn. lear bas to MAatîîAGl .NDo Duvoacti. -- O'u-r opinions on the iomee roposed the next paarp oh the

- -J 1 ---- ------j - -.- - , V subject of divorce hatve beeni so fuil'a d s ftn A irb :mnake himseif acquainted with those laws, and to xiruussed, that is uinucesjai- for ns agiiu ta cner IlAsud white-rer uay the trials reserved for the
sulbmnit himself inreservedly hereunto. If, on it, tte eleral mnrits of the case ;lor should N "A visible nead haIltee eOut-cb.y t e opalesiasupported
the other hand, God has not legishlated upoi ile have alludedto it now adi it not been fon an articla vis-le ead f ute nhur faillt su ppoted
ubect, than- Iithuan -gislaiona simpîy Iiperti- which recently appeared in the Globe, ainwhich, to r inu is bukei but, were it Posible thait

nent. Thue sexnul uni ftitizensiariutserve pollucat ends, the question wis treated i t s thuey may b- incras-and un tiis nid we pray ofciet conract, tahnons of the Citize s are but betveen Protestants ani P onian Cathoihis. Lt is o to bestow on n h apostoic benedIptionslenas f uliih a e a an- 'îîîhing ai flic kind ; antuire p-otest agtlîitrt uy îluough wbieh su nuuany t-ssiagsai-ceîîccorîted baithe
ranged byh pr.ole s contractuinîg- ; the rigl of! suchu a ssuimlption as beig îentirAv withouî ionaa-" taihou bc a s

the State lo inteifere thierewu'itim iîmîting itself to tion. Viat numbers of Protestait, and certainily It p

tha :-Firt to ufo rce[the fulfilhnentof1the menbers iof the Church of England generally, are It was thenVpropsbM O e,. .
term, :-F t of t e intrac ; secondly tomisertai ijar as strongly opposed to granting divorces as any seconded by M. Valois, thattl-il], ofaIll: tortract ; îecoiidly, to sec that pro- Gathohiccan bc. They oppose the system on con- " Ail the Catholics of the rural parishes aof the


