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CALENDAL.

Arrin 18—Sunday—II Sunday afier Easter.
19—Monday—St. Leo IX., P. C.
0—Tuesday—St. Vincent Ferrer, C.
21—Wednesday—St. Anselm, B. C. and Doct.
22—Thursday—SS. Soter and Caius, Popes and Mart.
23—Friday—St. George, M.
21—Saturday—St. Fidelis of Sigmaringa, M.

TIIE PROTESTANT RULLE OF FAITH,

* THE BIBLE ALONE IS THE RELIGION OF PROTESTANTS.”

Wae have addressed some questions to our opponents on this
important subject, because, after all, an Rule of Faith is the
Cardinal point upon which all minor controversies depend.  1f
the Rule of Faith propnsed by any Church be sound, it may be
safely followed s but if this rule be obscure, doubtful, contra-
dictory, and productive of all manner of conflicting creeds it can-
1ot ba that * royal way?’ spoken of by the Prophet, which is so
plain and straight that'*¢ even fouls cannot crr therein.”  Rea-
son tells us that religion must be true, simple and indivisible ;
that if God has vevealed his will to man, there cannot be two
revelations contradicting each other; that the truth of God
is glways ooe and the same; that he could not have established
two creeds, two religions, or two Churches, essentially different
from oach other; that he could not justly require the assent ' of
his creatures to the traths or mysterics of faith, unless he had
left them somo means, some rulefor ascertaining what that faith
really is; that this rule must be one adiptéd to “all times and
Places, and peaple; one” eqrially applicable to the  rich and poor
the Jearned-and the ‘unlearhed, ‘the péopls vho ‘lived for fificen
centaries before the'invention of printing, as well as those who
have lived for threo hundred yeirs dfiet it, to the’ poor 'man
who cannot sead; as well as to the abstrasé philssopher. Notv
¥e say-that the Protestant Rale has none'of thess' proporties.
It 13 abscure it is difficult ; it has boen, and is ungttaisable to
mqung_ : jt does not lead to onencss of bolief, tg simplicity of|
faith ; it has produoed and must necomsarily praduce conflieting

~

creeds and apinions ; it leads to diversity, and not to unity int
religion. It excludes the poor man, and the ignorant man, and
the man of weak capacity, 1t proscribes nearly sixty generations
of the people of Christendom, from the time of the Aposiles to
the sixteenth centory ; it shuts sut the countless miillions who
could not read, or could not “comprehend th. Bible, or who
could not procure a copy of the Bible, no, not even one of the
Coospels, because the excessive rarity and high price of the
Seriptures for fiftcen centur.es,piaced them far beyond the reach
of the grcatbulk of mankind. It places on the shoulders of mil-
lions a task of enormous difficulty and to which not vne in 3 mit-
lion is equal—to scarch, to examine, to collate, to campare, to
deduce, to find satisfactory reasons for the authenticity and 1n-
spiration of the Scriptures, for their integrity, for their accorate
translation into the languagein which he reads them, and above
all, for his correct interpretation of them.

The Protestant Rule cannot bs the Rule, for mnstead of hum-
bling fallen man, it elates and puffs lnm up with notions of his
own importance ; it exalts kis pride of understanding ; it allows
him ¢¢ to think what he plcascs, and to say what he thinks;**
it teaches him to look upon himself as cqual to the most wise
and learned men on earth all puttogether, nay, astheir superior,
and authorises him to follow his own judgment in prefercace to
theirs; it destreys all authority and levels all distinctions, and
instead of a living, speaking voice with power to decide and 1n-
terpret, makes the dead letter of the most incomprchenstble vo-
Jume cver writien, the rule of belief, and thus produces not
oniy hundreds of different roligions, but as many creeds as there
are individuals who follow this rule.

Wosay that on this ground alone, the Protcstant Rule eannot
be the rule left by Christ.  For, as faith is cssential to salvation
and ae Faith can be but one,.and undwided, the Rule of Faith
roust necessarily tend to that unity of Faith and Truth, or ather-
wise it would defeat its purpose, and become arule of confusion
cantradiction and error. We maintain that the Protestast Rolo
has not only actuaily led to this confusion and disagreement in

doctrino, has not only been most hikely 1o produce disonion, but
that it mecessarily dous 4o, and that in tho nature of things i
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tould not produce any thing clse, and that it will continie’ to
create disunion, and separation, and contradiction.of creeds, as
long as it shall be applicd. Suppese the Lawx of the Ldnd
wero published in onc large volumo, and mysteriously written,
and that no Judges, or Magistrares, or Lawyers, wore appointed
to interpret or expound them, or to decide between those who
expounded them differently, but that cach subject was told to
get a copy of the Laws, and rcad them for himself, and inter-
pret them for himself, and regulate all his social and civil con-
duct according to his own interpretation, how long could so-
ciety existin peace? 1low would the rights of property be
rospected, or tho duties of the subject performed, or the integri-
1y of the sucial compact be preserved?

And yet, if we admit the Protestaut Rule of Faith, we must
own that Christ has acted with less wisdom and foresight than
all human Jegislators—that thongh he wished to establish one
Church, one Law, one common code of faith and morals, by
which all his children should be united, aud one, even as he and
his Father are une, he established a Rule which defeats all his

,Objects, which makes men even more divided than they were
before his coming, and which in a word, considering
the nature of man, renders all religious union impos-
sible.

We beseech the enemies of the Church to ponder scriously
on those things, and their common sense will tell them that a
God of goodness and justice, a God who wills the salvation of
all mankind, a God who died for all, a Gud who is no respecter
of ‘persons, a God who loves union, ha:mony, and peace, a God
who descended from Heaven to bring Peace and Good will on
earth, could not have been the author of such a Rule.

The questions which we have Jately put on the authenticity
and inspiration of the Bible, have as yet received no answer.
Onc of the Journals indeed, tells us, that we are ourselves weil
acquainted with all the proofs in favour of the Bible, thercby insi-
nuating that the Protestant and Catholic arguments are one and
the same, on 1his point, and that they pussess cqual authority.
Wo will never admit this  Our argumeuts in favour of the
Scriptures and of our Religion deduced therefrom, are consist-
ent and Catholic’and capable of refuting all our adversaries,
whether Christian, Jewish or Infidel. Not so with Protestant
reasoning. It is the mantle of Catholicity stolen fur an occasion
It is a Jackdaw in borrowed plumage: and therefore Protes-
tantism should stand on its vwn merits, and not jean on Catho-
Kie support for the sustainment of its crazy creed. When you
xemove this adventitious aid, it tumbles to the ground :

——¢¢ Mliserum est aliena incumbere fame
Ne collapsa ruant subductis.tecti columnis.” o

We will.now resume our questions on the Bible, the Protess
tant Rulo of Faith: . .

Did not two of the Evangelists who were not Apostles write
their Gospels from hearsay and'tradation!®

Why do we believo their testimony when they had not scen
or witnessed the things which they relato?

How canany Protestant tell which books of Seripture, are ca-
nonical, and which not, on Protestant principles?

Ifit bo easy 10 determine this question now, why was it so
diflicult in tho early ages of the Church, and in tho times nest
- s
*® ¢ According as they have delivered them to us, who from

'&xekbe inning wero eye witnesses and ministem of thia word.”
toke 1. 3. '

to the Apoatles, during which tho moet lcarned of the Fathers
doubted what was Seripture and what was not!?

Byi wwhat nd_tho;J'ily arid on what Protestant grounds,
does a Protestant réccivo the present canon of the Englieh
Biblo? : K

Tn the times of carly Christianity an Epistle was published
said to be written by Christ himself to Aligaris, King of Edes-
sa. Lusebus in his Ecclesiasticsl history tells us that he tran-
saribed it fromn the public records of Fdessa. (Lib. [. C.13.)
Count Darius alludes to it in a Letter to St Augustine.  St.
Ephrem of Edessa guote. it as universally received m his tiwo
(In Testam. ‘T'om. II. 235.)  Procopius, Fivagrius, St John
Damascene in Ancient times, and Dr, Cave, Bishup Montague
Dr.. Grave and many other modern Protestant Divines admt
its authenticity. Now we ash: ) . .

On what authority can any Protestant reject this Epistlo
from the Canon of the Scriptures!? )

How can they prove what is Seripture, and what is
not, unless by their [own judgment, or the testimony of
others?

What satisfaction can their own private judgement give
them in the great question that some Books aro authentic and
others not?

1t they decido the question by the testimony of orhers what
authority so strong 2s that of the Catholic Charch, and how
can thoy consistently appeal to her uuthority on this vital
oint?

P If the Bible and _nothing but the Bible was tho sole rule
of faith amongst the early Christians why did ihey not imme-
diately get cach part of the New Testament transcribed, after
it was written, and together with the wholey of the
Old Testament distribute it amongst every body of the
faithful ?

Does Scripture itself give a list of all the inspired
Books?

How can a reference from one Book of Scripture to anon-
ther, prove that other to be inspired, when the Book in

which the reference is made requires a proof of its own inspi-
ration?

Baruch, Tobias, Judith, and Wisdom, are rejected by Pro-
testants as Apoeryphal, and why do they admit Micheas,Num-
bers or the Canticle of Canticles which contains not ong word of
God or Lord ?

Are not the former books as remarkable as the latter for ma.
jesty of style, beauty of expression, and piety of fecling, and
how is it pussible for a Ptotestant to decide between them from
internal evidence?!

¢« THE SECOND COMMANDMENT.”

¢ We now have the Fditors of the Cross avowing that they
have mutilated the Bible, and withheld from their peeple the
knowledge of the Seecond Commandment.”

¢ ‘The Romish Church has dared to say that God gave, to
Moses a commandment too much. . . . . Again it secrus that
n the disposition of 1he niuth aud tenth commandments,. the
all-wise giver-of them did not pursue the propercourse.” “The
Charch of Rome has taken upoa herself to alter thoarrangersent
of these alsv.” .

We have extracted the above Protestant lies, from the .co-
lumns of the Guardian, and we have done so for the purpose of
stamping falsehood upon them. We request our -readers to
look back at what we have saidi in a former number on the
lying Piotestant objecticu about the Sccond Commandment,
and we ask them is.there any truthin the first sentence which weo
have quoted above? Did we everavow that the Catholic Church
mutilated the Bible, or kept from the people the knowledge of
the second Commandment? Certainly not, What then are we
to think of the cool assurance of the writerwho asserts that we
did! His impudent falsehood was not published-for the benefit

of Caithiolics, but for the deception of the‘readers of, t}:on Guay.
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&, numbaere af whom, he well knew, weuld never ze. tho
Cruss, would have no opportunity of detecting the fraud, atd
would thorefure swallow the lie with an easy credulity as a

¢ld a0, not withaut reasen ; and although this question of the
d'vision of the Cammandmentis, as wo have said heforo, ono of
comgaranicly mnor unportanca, wa wust enlighten the © Pro—

mgnal triumph  of the Grardian over the Eduors of theltestant ignorance’™ of our oppencats by informing them that tho

Cross.

To ~harze the ** Roman Churens® with saying that ¢ God
gave to Moses a commandment tus inuch® is another Protestant
lie of the same stamp.

such thing. The exact distribution of the Ven Commandments'

is not stated in Scripture jteelf. Al we know is thac that they!

t
The Roman Church nover said any'ehange of relizion,

{Cathndic mode of dividing the Conmandments was ohserved
.
sthroug bt all Chrosteadom before the Keformation jtself, and,

that the Protestant divizion 18 by no means corval with the
‘This atter assertion we shall prote on the
authority of ny 1135 2 prrdaars than Crener himself,
whoase ¢ nuble exateple’ his veen <o latehy held ap ter our invi-

were T'en, and on two Tables, but wo crunot predisddy deter-lation.  We will first quoie fiem a rmie wok called Dices et

mine what commandments were on oue and the other, or how
much of the sacred test formed each commandment. The Bi-
ble was not originally divided into chapters and verses, nor
vere the commandents pumbered in such 2 manuer that we
could specify from the text where the precept begins, and \\-hero!
itends. The division of the Commandments, which, after all, s
amatter of inferior importance, has bern made by the Church.
Si. Clement of Alexandria, St. Augustine, and St. Jerome, di-
vide the Ten Commandments into two parts.  The first three
which prescribed the worship of God, and the sanctfication of
his Sabbath, were according to them wrilten on the first Tablet
of Stone—aud on the other were engraved the remaining seven
which ptezeribe the duty of men to cach other.  Origen assign

ed four to the first table, and six 10 the secund.  Wo will pow
print the beginning of the Commandments according to the Ca-
thulic and the present Protestant division in order to shew more
fully the absurdity of this outery aboyt the mutilanun of the se-
cond Cummandment.

First Commandment according to the Catholie division :

(1.) Thou shalt not have strange Gods in my sight.  Thon
shalt not make to thyself a graven thiiig, nor the likeness of any
things that are in heaven above, or that are in the earih beneath
or that abide in the waters or under the earth.  Thoeu shalt not
adore them, and thon shalt not serve them. For I am the Lord
thy God, a jealous Gad, visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon
their children unto the third and fourth generation to them that
hate me. And shewing mescy unto many thousands to them
thatjlove me, aud keep my commandments, :

First and second Commanduent according to tlie present Pro-
testant division.

(1.) Thou shalt bave noge other Gods but me.

(11.) Thou shaltnot make to thyself any graven image,nor the
likeness of any thing that is in heaven aboye, or 1 the eanh
beneath, orin the water under the carth.  Thou shalt not bow
down to thiem, nor wurship them ; for 1 the Lord thy God am a
jealous God, and visit the eins of the fathers upon the children
unto the third and fourith generation of them thut hate me, and
shew mercy unto thousands in them that love me and Leep my
commandments.

Where we ask is the difference, or the mutilation here? 1Is
not the whale substance of the two Protestant Commandinents
contained in our first *  The numerals (I) and (I) aed (1) are
uo part of the Scripture, aud whether the same words have one
or twa numerals prefixed, their sense is not changed thereby.—
Now we challenge our opponents to produce any copy of the
Bible publighed in the Catholic Church from which any part of
the above First Commandment is excluded. And if there
be no omission of this kind, what becomes of the unfounded
charge? :

We will now turn the tables on our adversaries and accuse
them of having changed the dwision of the Commandments
sinc'the Reformaijon, ~We.termed their division of the First

|

Pauper (rom tie pcss b the colebrated Wilon o Word,
whoze contentr are expluned at the cnd i thise werdy —

‘*Heve end2th a comnpendyouse treatyse dyuloere of Dives
snd Pauper. Thatas 1o say, the 1vehe and the poore

“tredtygue  wpon the N commaundementes, fynysshed
the iiy dave of Decembre.  The yere of our Jorde god
M.CCC.LXXXXVI, Ewpreaiyd by me Wynkyude Worde
at Westmoustre.

Deo Gracias.”

Let us now sce how the first ard sccond Commandments
are enumeratad :

¢ Here begynaeth the fyrsie comavndimenic Mives. o the
fyrste comaundmente 1s 1 have lerned God sasth thus: Thon
shalto have none ather straunge goddes befure me.  Thou
shalte make to the nno graven thynge, nnn mawmeth, neo
Iykenesse that iz 10 hoven above, ne that is byuncihe 1n crthe,
ue of ony thynge thatis in the water under therithe.  Thou
shalte not worship them with thy bodve odtwarde, ne within
thy herte inwarde.”  (llero fullows an explanation of ihe
commandment, after wineh he goeson.) ¢ In the seconde
comaumiment god byddeth thut we sholde not tuke his name
in vayne, for who suv duil shall be gylty and shall not passe
unpunysshed.

We shall next consider the daisten of the Commandinents
many years after the Catholic faith had been eapelled, evan in
the pulmy days of Pruiestantism, vwhen

¢ Love first taught a monarch to be wise
Aad gospel aght st beawed frow Buleyn's cyes.*!

We quote from a baok ** Linprinted at Loadon in Flete street,
by Robert Redman,’ and entitled ¢ A playne and godly expo-
sition or declaration of the cumuno Credo (which 1 the Latyn
tonge is called Symbolum Apostolorum) and of the X com-
maundementes of godies law, &c., at the requeste of the
moste honorable lorde, ‘Thomas, Erle of Wiylishyre, father to
the 1nvst gratious and vertuous (') Quene Anne, wyfe to our
moste gracious soverayne lorde Kyng Henry the viij cam pri-
vilegio.”’
“The fyrste. The fyrste precepte there is this <comaunde-
meit.  Thou shalt not have any strange Goddes in my syght
thou shalt not,muke the any graven ymage, nor any maner, st
wilitade ot likenes, which is in the fyrmament abeve, or which
is in the erthe benethe, neyther of those thynges whiche are 1a
the waters upder the carthe.”

¢ ‘The second precept. 'Thou shalt not 1ake the name of god
in vayune.” « :

So far for Marcy VIII and his pretended wife aad daughter An- .
ne Boleyn and her reputed father Sir Thomas Boleyn. We now
come to the notorious Cranmer himéelf, and. we shall find. not
only that he abridged the ¢ommandments *for the singular
commoditic_ and prosper of the childre and yong people’’ hug

that his two first commandments sre divided exactly xo-

Commandment in10two, the present Protestarit dividion. Wo

cording to the Catholic enumeration, o
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*¢1848. Those are the huly commavudemonts of the Lord
our God.
“Tho firste, .

* Tam tho Lordo thy Gud, thou shalt have uone other Guddes
but me.

** Tho scconde,

** Thou shalt not take the name, &c.

**The nynthe,

"Thou shalt not covct thy neyghbours house.

**'The tenthe,
«* Thou shalt not covet thy neighbour’s wife, &e.
Cuteclusmus,  ‘That1s tu say, ashorte instruction into Chris-
tian religion, for the commoditic and prosper of childre and
yong people.  Set furth by the mooste reverendd father in
God, Thomas Arch-Byshop of Cunterbury, Primate of all
Fnglwnd, and metropolitane,  Gwalterus Lynne cxcudebat.—
Fol. V. V1. Vi1, XIX.
What will our ** Tinglish Christians’® say to these Protestans
testimonies ! They will come upon them no doubt with morti-
fication and surprise, Lke suv mauny other Protestant authonues
which we have quoted agamst them, -
They have charged us with a mnutilation of the Bible, and a
concealment of one of the commandments, and allege that our
motive for dving 80, is to prevent the pevple from reading the
scriptural conderanation of Images.
Wo have not mutilated the Bible. We do not conceal the
commandment, and abuve all we can bave no such motive asthe
une assigged; fur, the making of images is not only not con-
demned in Scnipture, but actually sanctioned, nay commanded
by God himself. The Israelites wero forbidden to make them,
and so are we, for the purpose of adoring them, or sciting
them upas Gudsor Iduls in place of the truc God. Butthe mak-
ing of images is sanctioned 1n Scnptuce.  (Exod. xxv, xzvi.
Numb, xxi. 8. 3 Kingsvi. 23, 29.—IKings Prot. vers.
Paralip xxviii 11, 19.) and therefore, if God had absolutely
prohibited them on Mount Sinai, he would have contradicted
hunself afterwards, and iu other parts of Scripture. e ¢'m-
manded Moses to place the two cherubim on the ark. Were
not these imagest!  He ordered him also to set up a brazen
figure of tho fiery serpent.  'Was not this an Image, and
were not those who were mortally bitten restored to heglth by
Jovking on this Image? Solomon made in 1he Orzels two
Chetubir of olivo tree, of ten cubits in height, and he carved
the wallof the temple round about with divers figures and
carvings,”  And did not Solomon build after the deseription
of the porch and templs which was delivered to him by his
ather David, who declared he received it from God himself?
~¢ All' the > things catie to e wntten by the hand of
the Ldird, thit T might understand all the works of the pat-
tern.”’ '

The Catholic Chorch is falsely charged with adoring Tmages
apd transferving to them the worship which is due to God alone.
Tes¢ we neither, pray to them, nor adore them. We are
taught to belisve that there is no divinity or virtue resident
n thew for which they shoald bo revercuced. We arg told
that uothing is'td be acked of them, nor any confidenco plced
in them, and that all the vespect whick we pay them is to be
referred to those whem they represent. (Council of L'cent
xxv. Session.) Our very chil are carefully taught i
Cuipehism tba)t it s uotthrm, pray to 'Izé:rgg 2;29;2:

K]

fand respect every thing that is asseciated with Him.

|

““they hare uslther Mfe, nor scuse, nur power %o hear ot
holp us.”” o hold that 1t would bo detestuble and darunable
Idolatry to give to any tlung that is not God the homage which
is duc to God alone, and we will pranounce as severe an ana-
thema agawst thuse who are wicked enough 10 do s0 as our
opponents themselves. Oh no! we do not adore any thing
but God alone. We do not shew any respect to his saints,
to his glorious mother, to his images or memorials. 20 his
uame, or to anything conaccted winh him, unless an account of
their connection with lum and the relation they bear him and
his holy servico.  Our love for him alunc induces us to love
We
kiss the Bouk of the Gospels and incense it, out of espect to
Him whose life-giying word it is,  We bow with reverence
when his Holy Nawme is pronounced, not for the letiers which
compese it, or the sound which beats the air, but because it
is His Name, and lhcxeforc,'qndca:ed to us by the memory
of his love.  If any of our opponcnts can point owl o :m-
glo Catholic who 1s so stupid or ignorant, as to render any
portion of that repect which belongs to Godalope, to a Crucifix
a picture or sn image, we would nut hesitate 1o tear the one,
to break the other in pieces and 10 fang the fragments in the
fire, to shew hima the follyas well as the wickedness of his Idola-
try, just as Ezechias broke the brazen serpent to destroy the su-
perstitious  severence exhibited towards it Ly the Ix
raclites. .

But who are those that accuse us of Idolatry for the use of
Images? Have they no Images in their own Churches, or no
picturesin their own Prayer Books? Wo have seen pictures
of the Saints in the Book of Common Prayer itself, and we con-
sidered theirappearance there a genuine Protestant Bull, as gro-
tesque as facetions. Thus it is no harm at all to pray from a
Book with holy pictures or images in it ; but jt would be a ter-
rible crime to pray in a Church which was decorated with
either,

We must describg another great Protestant Bull which we
have often seen and heard of,—the Images and pictures of Moses
and Aaron set up in Protestant Churches, with the tables of the
Inw in their hands containing passages of Scriptare in which it
was pretended that all use of Images was furbidden! But a
still more inonstrous Bull is, that in Churches from which the
sign of galvation—the Cross of Jesus Christ, had been banished
—in which the appcatdnce of a Saint or an Apestle would be
considercd rank idelatry,—we have often seen paintings and
images of the Lion! and Unicorni! and Dragons!!! and Dok
phiust 11} and Griffias!!11! and all sorts of birds, beasts and

fishes. We like menageries and collertions in Natural History
well enough in thewr profer piace, but we cannot approve of
the practice of turning a Church into a Zoological Garden, and
especially a Church in whidds the uso of all images 13 preuched
against. T'hat heartless pedagogue and unnatural child James
the First was of this opinion also. He wished to ornament his
chapel at Edintaryh with statues and pantings; but the Scat-
tish ¢ Episcopal Bishops'objected. W hat washis reply tothoss
holy humbugs? * XYuu can endure Liuns, and Dragons, and
Devils® tv be figured in your Churches, but will not allew
the Lhe place to Patriarchs and Prophets. (Spotswood’s His-
tory, p. 530.)

We have thus shewn the absurduty of this chiarge of lmage
worship, 2nd as we Jo uot make nor set up Images to adore
them, we could have 20 object in suppiessing what is called

* Lions and Dragons the supportors of the Roysl arpu
T0gvils, th Arponial griflins o Qugen Bepg,”. , s
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the second Commandment especially with regar¢ to chddren
who are taught in their Catechiswm that it is unlawful to prav
1o Images for they have neither lifo, nor sense, nor power, to
lear or help us. Nay more, itiscertain that we have never
suppressed it.  ISvery copy of our Bible in overy language
contansit.  So does overy {nrgo Catholic Catechisin aud moral
Treatise,and even inthe Cutechism of a few chapters only which
is itended for young children, wo repeat, that the whole snb-
stanco of the Ten Commandments of God is given. We havo
been accused of' an act, a motive, and ador'zing,  Wo repudiate
the doctring, we deny tho act, and we therefore declare that
there is no foandation for tho-metive.

In Matthow xv. 4, and xix 19, Mark vii 10, and x 19 as well
as in Luke xviii. 20, somp of the Commandments are quoted
and the nrecept * Hunour thy fat’.er and thy mother’! is pgiven
in this abridged form alone just as it is in our very smpil Cate-
chisms for children. But will any one say that our Saviour
himself mutilated the Commandinenta because he did not quote
the entiro of this precept, even when he was giving instructions
on the Decalogue ? .

The last charge is the inversion of the order of the com-
mandments with regard 10 the ninth and tenth.  Upon this point,
Protgstant ignorance impudently tells us. *It seems that 1n the
disposition of the ninth and tenth cummandaents, the all-wise,
Giver of them did not pursue the proper coutse. The Chureh,
of Rome has taken upun herself to alter the arrangement of
these also.” This is » beauteous spectmen of mingled irony
and ignorance fcom our Protestant Bible Readers.  We beg
to direct their attention to thefifil chapter and twenty first verse |
of the Book of Deuterupomy, where we have goodreason to be-
liove they will read the following words : 3

* Thou shalt not covetthy neighbour’s wife ; '

Nor his house, nor his field, nor his man-servant, nor-lis ox, |
nor his ass, nor anything that is his.’’ ‘I'hese worda the Dord.
sgoke 10 a]l the multitude &o.’’ v. 22. What now. becomes of,
the irooical cant about th~ ¢‘all-wise Giver'’ and alteration of
the arrangement made by, the Church of Rome? O Protestant-
ism! Quousque tandem sbutere patientia nora? How long.
shall we be condemned to tha paioful duty of exposing
thy m:'xnifold. ignorance, aud retorting thy, powerless argu-
ments ! .

SOMETHING NEW FOR OUR READBRS.

Wo declared some time since that the ¢¢ Criminal”’ was “fa-
mous for his beauteous modesty” and we have a remarkable
confirmation of the truth of vur dssertion in the Goardian of the
2nd of April. The Kditor being on his *¢ stilis’’ makes tifé fol-
lowing pompous announcement : R :

“We can read Greek and Latin as well the Catholic priests,
and have some slight acquaintance also, witl Eéolesiastics] Lis-

At Jeast the first part of this will be f14ws 10 our readers; Imt-
wa imagine they had a shrewd snapicion of ‘the second before:
*¢ A slight acquaintance’’ indeed ! Not a doubt of it. For once
has the eriminal spolten trath, and we thank him {of the sdmis:
sion, whilst we conutersign it by declaring from a perusal of
tho last six or eight nuombers of the Guardian, that his kvewledge
of Beelesiastical history is amaz'ngly slight indeed, fully-as-mach
50, as his knowledge of Engusly Grammayr, or the'laws of “rea-
soning. But what shall 'we say of"the ¢ Greek ,and: Latin?”
Did any one evprhear of a gensineschular maling such:a decla-
ration hefure?  * We can read Greek and Imtin1?  Wae sye
more than half inclined to doubtit. When we hetr a man
gravely publishing his own sobriety; our sospicicns are a2t once
aroused. We hegin to conjecture that he: is at Jeast ‘“thvee
sheetsan the wind.”  Avall evonts we wont take him at his
own asseition.  Neither shall we belisve the Editor of the
Gubrdian s to the fact of his being able to resd Groek of Latin.
He has certainly giver no proof of it, that we have dver heard,
or seen. We would forgive him all niscruel calamnies against:
our evead, all his impious blasphemies .against our mysterics;
and all ‘his puintless peisonalities against ourselves, for the. sa-
tisfaction of seeing him examived for an.hour, or.two.in Innmy,J
Pesjns Demosthenar,.oc Homgs ; ina Beak,pf Teptulling,p5 8.

i1 Onr. SpMR ¥ top Aimyed foruun ow
PROBEFS A uABY.oLAYIMNLIR ibe

Homuy of 8t. Chrysostom in Aruubius contra gentes, or 8§t
Clemest of Alexandno, g stronata!

‘The Editor morcover ¢ss+ soad Greeli and Laun ¢ 35 well as
the Cathulic Prissts at St. slarp's !** 1s not thus modest? If this
be nut Greek and Latin it is downright vanity. Buthiow can ho
tell whether s knowledge of Greek and Latin 1s equal to that
of tho priests!  ‘T'he declaraton, if true, is cortmuly a poer
comnpliment to our clergy.  We can read plan Enghsh, and
draw conclusions fram what we read, and our firtn cenviction is
thataf *¢ the babe ul grace™ were brought home to the true fuld
at St Mary’s on thg shoulders of une o the ** Qwen monls”
the priests there conld not only teach him Greek and Latin, aud
impruve tus slight acquaintance with Feclesiastical Hhistory, hut
instruct him for yoars tocotne in twany thugs vl which he 15 now
unhapmly ignorant.

The ** geutlemen and Christians® have given us threo co-
Jumns in their last Editorial by way of esplanation of their
condpet wnh regard to Mr. Umacke. liis at the samo time
painful and amusing 10 buhold their miserable attempts tv escapo
from the dilemnma in which we have placed them.  'They now
adipit that Mr Uiiacke went'to their Office—that one of them
saw him acd had a conversation with L (it matters not where)
aod that Mr, Umacke remonstraied with thein.  We commend
this admission .o Lo tender 1nercies of thurown readers. Wha
by puerisy to have aflectad in a fortier nusber, all ignurance of
the matter!

Wo repeat deliberately that when they declared the Catholie
Clergy wanted to ensbrail the cotomuiity, they uttered a wilful
fulsehwod, alic Which they kaew to be false, because they knew
well that themselves bisd Legun the cortruversy, that they had
written a,serics; of articles oftepsive to the fechings of their Ca-
tholic fellow citizens before any notice was taken of them in the
Cathojic Press. ‘They knew well that they planned thote at-
tacks with caol malice and fur a base puliicsl purpose. We
know it 100,and so dues adisccraing comanituty, ane we will per.
sist in maintait’ug aud declaring our belief un Uug poin®, in op-
position to all past and future Lelluwings of the Limes.  Therr
last article is a proof of their guslt. It furpishes as nuch cir-
cumstantial evidence as would cunvict tuem in any court of reu-
son. Truth.anda good cause require no putbifugoing subter-
fuges,.noymean evasions, no_meritricious glosses. The Times
writhes and wriggles in such-cruel distoriton that the Lditors
evidentl feel their uncomfortableposiuon.  Of the generat con-
troversy they say pothing, unless that the Fditors of*the Cross
teare willing to accept the mercy’ of the Times! m other
words that if they took pity on us, and gave up the contest,
we would gladly avajl outselves of their mercy.  We commit
this assertion also, to the judgment of our readers and the pub-
lic. ‘The .Crass.afraid vfihe Times! INot bad, English Chris-
tians! Any one who has read the last numbers of the Cross
must seé that we arc petrified with fear, and quaking with ap-
prehension; of the: ¢ Episeopal Bishops® of 1he Times, and their
loathern: whip,  Fpar. indeed! Our sides are shakiog with
faughter at tﬁe Tudicrous position of the Times. ‘The remark
which called forth this vain-glorious boast was made by as in
reference 40 a strong upinion expressed by some of our triends,
thas afler having.infiicted so terrible a cadfigation, wec aught in
pity. to the ¢ well-whipped hound” lay aside the scourge for
sp[ne ume. | .

It cdnnot be expected that we should notice the brainless
efftisions -ofi e doxen cowards in musks who exhibit their Pro-
temtant ignoranceithrough the columns of the Yimes, Guardian,
and. Co. . In thejy discordant yells they have opened nearly
every, tppip,ot‘,,re’igipu_g‘conm,\ ersy. Ard though sot bound
to acli¢e anythiug unless what comes from the Edutors, we
have selected from time to time some of the most prominent of
the.calamaios. of thein correspondents, and exposed them for the
edificzion-of thespublic. No one atteinpts to reply to.car ax-
guments, .or., to, 2uswor our jucsuuns,, 1hoygh they .daviage
the very foandation of the Protestant faith. If we had
given admijesion to articles and lctters of corresponderts, the
(i'os: should have been enlarged to four times'its present sjze. -
‘We have therefore been obliged<1o yespecifully dechne them.
uzpoees;. and, we wish
ecofdealingwith our. hilk-
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veraarica, If the ‘[inve, Guardinu &e., wihed tu blindfald the
public, and to make ** confusiun worse unfounded” of all the
points at issue, they could not have adopted a bhetter course,
than the admision ol so many brawling anonymous seribblers,
who ¢ foam out theie own confusion® and bellow forth their
nonsense with such Indeous roaring that we may apply to
them a beautiful quatavon from the Metucal Psalins of tho
Protestant Bible ot 1683 :

* So many Bulls do compass us

That be full strong of head

Yea, bulls so fat, as the® thev had

Tn Bashan-field been fed.”  Ps. xxi. 19.

Wa will select the most ** strong headed”® of those ¢ Bashan
Bulis’ of Protestantism, and ** take them by the horns™ after
our owa fashion, 2nd at our own Jersure, untl their whisking
tauls and comical capers shall betray therr bitter agony,and most
impotent rage.

We are ncensed of disrespect to Mr. Umacke, but not by that
gentleman himself, who fecls, we are certain that we hase sin-
cerely endeavoured to do jusuice to his motives, and to set him
1ight befure the pablic, us far as this question 13 concernad.
But, he has cvery reason to complain of the duplicity and ter-
giversation of the Times which has alrcady done serious
mjury not only to Mr. Uniscke, but to lus whole political
party.

We do not believe there is o siset.e Catnotic in the Pro-
vince who will be so peorapeD ir fecling, so lost to every sense
of SHAME, 50 DEAD to ail the insults which have been heaped
on his creed, his clorgy, and his brethren, as to give his vofe or
support at the approaching election to any Candidale, who 18
allied with the political party of the Times, Guardian and

We know that this announcement will mortify them more
than if they were defeated on fifty additional points of religious
controversy. Let them not lay the flatiering unclion ta their
souls. They will find the Catholics banded as one man, and
united with their truly liberal and tolerant ncighbours of all
crgeds and countries, in putting down for ever the factious, ex-
clusive, and intolerant bigots who are the pohitscal alhies of the
people of the Times. The eyes of the Catholics are now fully
opened. “They know that they have nothiag to expect from the
peopls of the Times but exclusion, contumely, and insult, and
they will be prepared 1o act accordingly. Some of the recent
articles of the Times and the Guardian have done more to ex-
tungush their political party in this Provinee, than all the
speeches made against them since the ISlection of 1843 ; and
tume will tell whether we are Prophets or not.

THE TIMES AND THE LIBERAL FRESS.

The Thines having wantonly provoked a quarrel with the
Catholics of the Province for political purposes, has not only
heen defeated in religioys argument, but foiled in political spe-
culation. The Editors have succeeded in unitjog the Liberal
party, and suffex the additional monification of being laughed at
by the discerning portion of the people. With an affectation of
simplicity which can deceive no one, they have lately attacked
the Liber:}} Protestant Papers, because, forsooth they did not
come to the rescue. The Morning Chronicle has very properly
replied, in an article which we subjoin. The Chronicle truly
says that politics, and not religion induced the Times 10 begin
the war, We say the same ; and further that if the Times
and other Pratestant Papers whick fulow the same lae of poli-
ties, had confined themselves to politics, exclusively, they never
wonld have heard one ward from us in reply. The promotion
and defence of our religion was the main object of our Journal,
or on mere politica threfore we should never quarrel with any/
Prolestant in Nova Sootia :

THE TIMES.
ibly bothered by the silenes of the Lib-

f

The Tines scemsterr

.

line beken taging Mt somé time between theth and ¢} Cress.
Thoero ** must%e a cause”® for it, says our Cotemporary. There
1s-=-but as far at least as wo are concerned, it is not tho one at-
tributed.  Wo aro neither ** afraid’’ to express our sentiments
i need be—nor is thercany ¢ snetifice of religious feeling” o,
our part, for the sake of *¢ political advancement.” When the
interests of Pratestantsarc in danger it will be ttrme enough for
us to act—Yut we have no iden of thrusting ourselves into a
contrdversey provoked hy the Editors of the Tuncs, as wo
helieve, for the vilest political purposes. Dur Journal is Poli-
tical and not Religious. Howerer strong our denominatiousl
feelings or prejudices may by, asa public Journalist we never
have, nor do we ever intend to angage in religious controversy
with any body of Christizus. We hold that Christians of every
denomination in this Country aro entitled to equal political
privilezes ; and while deprecating  palitical advancement on
party sectarian grounds, we maintain that no body of men
should be excluded from officc on acuount of gheir religious
tenets. If any body of Christains has reason to complain of
injustice, it is certainly not the one which fur nearly o centusry
has enjnved a monopoly of office and emolument under Govern-
ment, and whoso mouthpiece, the Times, has always been.
We understand tie game that is playing—and tell our Cotem-
porary that it will not succeed.—Mornine Chronicle.

TIIE IRISII FAMINE—CALUMNIES AGAINST
THE IRISH PEOPLE.

W have hitherto generally refuted our dpponents by the
testimony of thoir own friends and adherents.  We are enab-
led to do so respecting tho Irish famine aleo, by the fullowing
article from the Dublin Weekly Register, which is must appro-
priately headed

* The Pharisees rebuked,” and which we commend to the
special perusal of all Ranters in Duichtown and slsewherd who
have made suffering Ireland the ohject of their saintly abuse.
We hope we need not tell them that Dr. Whately is an
Englishman and a ProtestantChristian, though not of the same
kidney as the * gemleinen® .of the Times.

THE PHARISEES REBUKED.

His Grace the Protestant Archbishop of Dublin has published
an *¢ Address to the Clergy and” other members of the Fstab-
lished Church an the use and abuse of the present oceasion for
tho exercise of beneficence.”” 1 which, in the most Christian
spirit, and with the must dignified roproof, hecensures the con-
duct ofithose hard-hearted caleulating bigats who would render

_{ihe starvation of our people gacillary to their own prusclyting

desizns.  This portion of the Addressis so full of hberality and
truth that we cannot avoid quoting jt :— . )

¢ There cannot bo 2 more.emphaticallyjunsuitzble occasion for
urging any one to change his religion and adopt ours, than when
wo are proposipg to reliovo his physical distress ; because all
the grace of a charitable actiun, isin this way, destroyed, and. we
present oursclves to bis mind as seeking to take an ungenerous
advantage of his misery, and as convexting our benefactions in-
to a-beibe to indyce him 10 do violence to his conscience,

¢ :;The. Guod Samaritan is the patable,, who recognised a
¢ neighbour® in any one he was able to relieve, even in ono who
had been brought up to regard him as aheretic, is not repre-
sented as accompanying his careful kindneps towards the wound-
ed traveller.: with exhortations to prefer the worship on Mouat
Gerizim 1o that at Jerusalem. . .

s The golden rule for:guiding our judgment in any doubtful
case is, 1o,:suppose .oncsclf in anuther’s place. }'\'ow what
would ba-the.feelings of aay one of us, if, when residing io
same foreign country of a different religion from his own,. he
saw his children starving around him, and sfhe were given to
understand it was expected that, in consideratien of the relief
offered, he should receive himself, and allow lus children to re-
ceive, suchsteligious instruction as he had been. taught to re-
gard as.erropeaus ¥ Surely, if any one of you were so sjtuatgd
and if you were driven by the extremity of distress 10 make a
compromise of principle, it is hkely that you would feel—at

eral Press on the salyjeot of the Religious Controversy, which

least When-the prdsént smergensy was- past—that'jot¥ condadt
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was pardonable, and that of your souverters mnpardonable. 1t
1 likely you wonld e filled with disgust both for them and
also fur 1he religion itaelf which they had thus attempted to furgy
upon you.’ . .

Regarding the blasphemous and bigoted nonsense which we
had occasion to denuutice in our last, lus Gracoe is equally Chris-
tian and sousible in his views. ‘I'he conduct of the presumptu-
ous fanutics (or knaves) which hisGrace reprobates 1s caleulat:
ed}to injure, in the ayes of the unteflecung, all religon, whon
they behold wen with the reputation of worality imputing -
Justice to the Deity, and daringly assuming an acquiintanco
with the inteats of the Tternal & De. Whiiely  says :—

¢ But advantage has been taken of the sxicung ealanuty to in-
culeate, with a view to the conversion of persons whom 1 heheve
to bo in ervor, ductrines which I canuot but think uttorly un-
sound, and of dangeruus teudency, by arguments which will not
stand the test of caim and mtiwonal exammaton, ‘Thero are
some who represent the present famine (as indeed they did the
chulera some years back) as a Divine judgment sont for tho pun-
ishment of what they designated as national sins—espeeially tho
diegree of toleration _and favour shown to the mombers of tho
Church of Rome. Now this procedure—~the aunibuting tosuch
and such causes the supposed Divine wrath—is hkely, whon
thuso of a different creed from those of vur owa are mldressed,
to be, hy some of them, rejecied as Eruf.mc pressunption, and by
others reforted.  When onee men begin to take upon thom the
offico of inspired pruphets, and to pronvunce boldly what are
the connsels of the Rlost High, it is accessible to do this on the
ong side as on the other. Roman Catholies who are told that
a pestilence or a famine are sens as judgements on the Lnd for
the toleration of Romanism, may cuntend that, on the contrary,
it is Protestantisin that is the national s, Aund withouttho
evidence of a sensible miracle 1o appeal 1o, neither party can ex-

ect to convince the other.’

1f all tho State Chiatel dignitaries possessed the zaod serso,
or displayed the Christian feeling of Doctor Whately the we-
mories of the myriad wrongs inflicted upon the Insh millions by
3 hostile establishment would Juse at least some portion of thew
bitterness. . -

GOOD NEWS T'OR THE CHHURCII,

There weére sold at the Market-place, Berkhampstead, on Sa.
turday last, a cart loaded with hay, a cart and load of shaw, &
bridle and saddle, asackof wheat, a sack of oats, and two loaves
of good sugar, all of which were legally stolen in broad day-
lizht by the officers of justice, from members of the Society of
Friends, for the benefit of the ever blessed Church of our native
land ; and we understand, the blessirg of God was not asked
upon the solemn occasion |—Aylesbury News.

ANOTHER PROTESTANT THUMPER.

A literary assassin in the last ‘L'imes prints a ternblo oath,
and subjoins a more terrible comment, aad then tolls his ¢ fel-
low citizens to bear in mind”’ that this Qath has been * swallow.
ed’ by .1 ¢ Right Rev. Father in God’ the Catholic Bishop of
this Diocess. We distinctly put our brand onthis, and proctaim
1t to be a Big Protestant Lie, and ono concocted without a sha-
dow of proof to sustain it. Will the 'Times havo the common
honesty to tell its readers that the Catholic Bishop did nof swal-
low this Qath t.. . : LS

What calumny is to bo issued next from that forging esia-
blishment ? o
. L.

THE CHAPPG OF EASE! .

On dit, that tho gentry, or lay Bishops ‘connected with this
small tower of Babel,..goaded. by. the taunts of~the-Groas, -have
tesolved on completing the edifice without delay. Nay more,
itis said they ave ¢o takedown the large gilt Cross and Ball from
the spire in compliance with our réquest. This-is both gra-
uifying to us, and cons’stent in them. They cannot abide either
the name or sign of the Cross. 'We hope they will follow out
ouradvice by the substitution of the wealAer Nothing eould
possibly be in better taste. It would -veer-about: moet «con-
veniontl “with ** ever wind of doectrine.!”’ ' ‘he must-eredt

an expensive seaflbld foc the oosasion, and we hops they will
ivo nutico of the day of teking down, m order that all the
‘Luistians in Hahfux way Ube prewent on the occasion.—
Wu will not fail to attend, and report the proceedings, wha h
wo think will bo highly intercsting.  Wo should cdrtamly
liko 1o got a poep in broad day light at thuse ** Finemies of
tho Cross of Christ.”” Wao are tempted to envy the workmen
who shall be cmployed in hauling down the Cross, as no
donbt they will acquito 2 cheap and glotions wunarntality by
this illustrious deed.  But, we have not heard what they in-
tond to do with the Cross atier 1t shall be 1aken down.  Tlus
will bo n puzzler. They must either burn it, hew it with Pro-
testant axes, or muke a present of it to the Catholtes. We
would foel mnch obliged for the gift : we would preserve it
with care, because we hnow the day will cane when we can
roplace it) on the spive} with all due sv’emaity.  More unhile-
ly things have come to pass cven m Malfax.  We protest
against this Cross’s being taken down at night, or at an early
hout in the morning.  Dont be ashained good proplz 1o perfuria
this affecicg and instructive ceremony oll the Protestant
roligion in broad day light, and before your fellow-cinzens.

Only thiuk of a Protestant tradesman sharpening b3 axe to
cut down the Cross of Christ!!! O Lord! O Lord! O Lord!
0 ]]'l‘nvy of surronnding wvattons aud admiration of the
world !

Afior taking down and disposing of the Cross the Chapel of
fasites ought in eonsiStency tolook ous for o discreet layman,
ordain himn themselves, or give him o call (with a silver wins-
tlo!) snd induct him as a hector of ‘ne Crossless Church with-
out any reforence to their gaod Bishop. The sign of the Crozs
should also he omitted in all Bap:dsms to be admimstercd mn the
Now Church, und the rector sheuld receive orders tothat cffeet,
wnder pain of bewng anfrocked.

The Guardian publishes from the London Re-
cord an accoant of the collections made by the
Einghsh Pharisees fo- the conversion of the famish-
ing people of Ireland. We direct the Editor’s atten-
tion to to the sentiments contained in Archbishop
Whalteley’s pastoral. Why does not the Criminal
get up a similar collection here, if he so warmly ap-
proves of the object ?

There was an Ordinaticn at cur Cathedral on
Easter Sunday when Rev. Fidward Daly received
the order of Deacouship.

T0 CORRESPONDENTS.

Wo are obliged to decline several commun:ca-
tions for the reasons mentioned elsewhere, with
many thanks to our numerous friends.  Our tasi is
so light and pleasant, that we do not suffer the
smallrst inconvenience. In fact as sur readers
may perceive, it is all mere child’s play, with thoss
contemptible Protestant mice.

MORE CONVERTS.

Amongst the converts to the Catholic faith in
Oregon, says the Catholic Herald, we are delighted
to sec announced the names of Doctor Long
and family, and also of Judge Burnet and fa-
mily. These two gentlemen had emigrated
from the United States to the valley of the Co-
lumbia,
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General Intelligenes.

CHARITABLE ASSOCIATIONS AT "OME.

Thero are probably few commumties in the world which
¢an cqual that of Rume in charitable associations. They ato
called confraternitics, and aro formed by the voluntary union
of individuals, often at*gh rank, who, in the nudst of all the
wretchedness around them, devote a portion of their time to its
relief.  Many of these are never seen by tho nego traveller, or
their existcace even suspected, for their sphere of labour is
private ; yet it would bo diflicult 1o estunate the amount of
happiness they must diffuse.  Ouno fraternity, for example, is ins
tended to seek out humble but respectable fanulies who would
nut beiikely to apply for alms, and w sowoe dolicate way to relicve
their necessities. The mewbers of another visit the hospitals,
learn the situation of the paticnts, and often personally attend to
them. Oihers visit the gaols, and furnish comfort and suppost
to pusoners who are withoud fiends or means,  Others, by
voluntary donations, pay debts which the poor have unaver-!ably
contracted, and thus relisve their minds from trouble.  Others
scek the sick through the abodes of wretchedness in the city,
supply them with food, medicine, and professional assistanco,
and aitend through their illness.  Others come n when the last
hour is over, defray the expeases of the burial, attend to the
perfurmance of the relizious tites, and themselves bear the body
to the grave. Such are their selt-denying labours for the relief
of suffering humanity. The wretched need no other claim upon
them, except that they share in common nature.  No * anniver-
sary” is required to awaken their flagging zeal.  No “* report”
is on the wings of the press, to trumpot forth their doings to the
world. No ** list of subscribers’ publishes their charities through
the land. The members, indeed, scarcely kuow cach other,
for;their visits are made in thedress of the fraternity so that none
could recognise the individuals. Dut year after yoer they la-
bour on, uuncheered by the voice of human praise, their pood
deeds knawn only to their Father who sceth in sceret.—Rer.
W. J. Kip's Christmas Holidaysin Rome.

BIRTHS RECORDED.

. ]

AT ST. MARY’s,

March 8, Mrs. Holand of a Son.
7, ¢ FEilisof aSeon.

8, ¢ Stokes of a Daughter-
9, ¢ Savageofa Son.
10, ¢ Campbell of a Son.
10, * Provoet of a Daughter.
10, ¢ Jerome of a Daughter.
10, ¢ Nowlan'of a Daughter.
11, ¢ Bredgoe of a Daughter.
11, ¢ Mafecet of a Son.
13, * Ray of a-Daughter.-
17, ¢ Curtis of a Daughter.
17, * Nugent of aDaughter.
17, * FEgzan of 2 Daughter.
19, ¢ Doyle of a Daughter:
20, ¢ Heretage of a Son.
21, ¢ Gorman.ofa Son.
21, ¢ Dee of a Son..
21, *¢ Barrewt of a Son and Diughter.
21, ¢ Iely of a Daughter,
21, ¢ Sheaof a Dayghter. .
24, ¢ Fleming of a Daughter.
25,. ** Connelly of a Soo. -
28, ¢ Ahcroof a Daughter.
26, < McStravick of 2 Son.
27,' - Elwort of 2 Son,
©8,:: ¢+ Reyaold ofa Son:
28;.. ¢ Ml:{)oapid‘of a Danghters

QO,“ ¢« Tobin of a Son,,
Allan of 2’ Son.
Johuneon of 2 Sor.

Manen 38, Mre. Gtine of & Son.
31, ** Murphy of a Son.
31, ¢ Carcy of a Daughter.
Asgit ), ** McGrath of a Daughter.

4, 't Breenofa Son.

% Buckley of a Daughter.
¢ Conroy of a Son.

s« Castello of a Daughtor.
Toyle of & Son.

t  Laoghlin of a Dasghter.
Finch of a Daughter.

¢ Uray of a Son.

* ‘Thenvas of a Daughter.
¢ McGuire of a Son,

¢ Whelan of 8 Son.

¢  Kennedy of a Son.
Holland of a Son.

t+ MclCenna of 3 Daughter.
, ‘¢ McDcrmott of & Son.
McCartney ot 2 Son.
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12, * Flinn of a Daughter.
12, % Monarty of a Daughter.
13, * DBraslow ofa Son.

13, ¢ Aliganof 2 Son.

14, ¢ Burns of a Daughter.

MARRIAGE RECORD.

Arri. 7—George ICehoe to Margaret Fahey.
12—Thomas Westeott to Catharine Kennedy.

" INTERMENTS.

AT THE CEMETERY OF THE HOLY CROSS

Marcn 2—Edmond, Son of Thomas and Elcanor Durney, aged

3 years and 10 doys.

21—Catharine, Daughter of Michael and Elizabeth Keat-
ing aged 2 years and 2 months.

23—Thomas, Son of Matthew and Catharine Stafford,
aged 14 years.

25-—F.len, Il)aughtcr of John and Mary Marphy, aged 8
months,

26—Michael Whyte, Native of Ireland, aged 65 years.

29—~Patrick ;Needhawm, Native of llalifux, aged 18
years,

21—Sazah Jones, Native of Ircland, aged 56.

Arrit 12—Johanna Holit, Native of Newfoundland, aged.40

years.

13—Franeis, infant Son of Patrick and Mary McDermott
aged 5 days.

14—Jahn, Son of Edward Shea, aged 1 year and 0
months,

15—Aune, Daughter of the late George and Catharine
Mulloy, Native of Ireland, aged 27 years.

15—Mary Ann Vegnars, Native of Newfoundland, aged

58 years.
18~Charlotte, Daughter.of Martin and Johanna Walsh,
aged 16 years.
May they rest in peace !
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