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X 18 ) pe es shonld be applied to
supply that deficiency, and to remove those in-
conveniences. The petitioners themselves ad-
mit, that the evil exists; and it is most desira-
ble, both for the public good and for the good of
the Church itself, that those incohveniences
should be remedied and remeved. I confess
therefore that I heard with astonishment that
this pelition was got up in the University of Ox-
ford, and that these petitioners prayed that the
bill should not pass. My lords, I am of a very
different opinion from the petitioners. I am
convineed, that no measure couid be devised
which could more tend to remedy the evils, and
to remove those very inconveniences of which
the petitioners themselves complain in this pe-
tition, and which they say truly attend the par-
ochial system of the church in this country. I
think, my lords the Ecclesiastical Commissioners
did their duty in recommending this bill. 1 think
it highly creditable to the church, thatthose in-
conveniences should be removed by the church
itself. I think it highly creditable, that the
charch should even take the first step in remo-
ving those evils, without applying for the assist-
ance of the public money.”

If every communicant and soi-disant friend
of the Church, would take the same clear and
common sense viow of the question, and have
sincerity enough to act up to it, bow much bet-
ter would it not be for the Church itself? But
unhappily for the Church, she has too many
enemies in her own bosom’ men who fawn and
fondle only to betray, who love the treason of
pleasing flattery more than the loyaity of unpal-
atable truth.

RSO N VAT

FROM THE EDlNBURGH REVIEW.

We shall take a rapid review of the position
in which the Boundary question rests, without
however embarrassing our narrative by the de-
tailed hisiory of early times. There is nothing
however in that earlier history which does not
confirm the conclusions at which we have ar-
rived.

If, up to the present moment, therec are con-
siderable doubts in respeet to the physical as-
pect of the country through which the Boundary
is to be drawn, how much less informed upon
‘the subject must have been the negotiators of
the peace of 1783. At that period the territory
could scarcely have had any intrinsic value;
and if a more distinet and intelligible line of
boundary was not laid down, this omission did
not proceed from any desire to leave in doubt
an unsettled point, on which disputes might a-
rise in after times. On the contrary, we believe
that no men couid have been more anxious than
were Adams and Franklin that the treaty to
which their honorable names were affixed should
correspond with its avowed intention—¢¢ that of
ertablishing such a beneficial and satisfactory
intercourse between the two countries, upon
the ground of reciprocal advantage and mutual
concessions, as might best promote and secure
to both perpetual peace and harmony.” [Treaty
of Paris.] In this treaty the boundary intended
to be fixed is described as follows :—¢ From the
northwest angle of Nova Scotia, viz. that angle
which is formed by a line drawn due north from
the source of the St Croix river to the bighlands,
along the said Highlands, which divide those
waters which empty themselves into the river
‘St. Lawrence from those whichfall into the At-
lantic Ccean, to the northwesternmost head of
the Connecticut river.” We need not proceed
further in our extract, because it is on the con-
struction of these words that all the exisiing
difficulties arise. The points to be solved are,
first, What was the river St. Croix? What
was the range of hills designated by the High-
Jands ’—and, as connected with the second
question, what rivers were meant by those de-
scribed as falling into the Atlantic and the St.
Lawrence ’—and lastly, what was the north-
west head of the river Connecticut?

In 1794, a treaty of amity was made between
Great Britain and the United States; the object
being to ascertain what river was meant by the
name of the 8t. Croix. By the fifth article,
commissioners were appointed and authorized to
decide according to evidence on oath; and it
was further agreed that their report was to be
«¢final and conclusive.”” The report of that
commission was made. It appears very proba-
ble that the point fixed upon by them as the
source of the St. Croix, was about twenty miles
too much to the eastward, and that there was
consequently a corresponding sacrifice of territo-
1y made by England. But the award was held
to be ‘“final and conclusive,” according to the
terms of the treaty; and as such it has been ac-
quiesced in. Here we see that one of the points
in dispute was very fortunately, though not
perhaps very correctly ascertained; and it is
much to be regretted that, at the same period,
the other lines were not struck out before any
border quarrels had arisen, and false standards
of misplaced national pride had been raised up.
In 1814, the unfortunate hestilities between the
two countries were terminated by the treaty of
Ghent. In the fifth article it is declared, ¢ that
neither the point designated in the treaty of
Paris as the northwest angle of Nova Scotia, nor
the Northwest head of the Connecticut, had
been ascertained,”” or the line of the Highlands
surveyed. Two commissioners were appointed
to declare the boundary, and make surveys ot
the line of the treaty of 1783; laying it down
upon a map—* which map and declaration the
contracting parties agree to consider as fixing
the said boundary finally and conelusively. A
provision is subsequently made, thatin case of
a disagreement between the Commissioners, a
reference should be made to a friendly sovereign
or state. The Commissioners not being able to
agree on a boundary line, a convention was en-
tered into at London in 1827, by which it was
agreed to refer the question to the decision of a
friendly sovereign; and the fifth article provid-
ed, in th® spiiit of the previous engagements,
that—¢ the decision of the arbiters when given
shall be taken us final and conclusive, and shall
be carried without reserve into immediate effect
by the contracling parties.”

The King of the Netherlands was subse-
quently named as the arbitrator, and his award
was given in 1831. In that award the King of
the Netherlands negatives the line claimed by
Great Britain, as well as that claimed by the
United States. The award sets forth, ¢ Que la
nature du difference, ct les stipulations vagues
et non suffisantes determinees du Traite de 1783
n’admettant pas d’adjuger I'une ou Pautre de
ces ligncs, a ’une des dites parties sans blesser
les principes de droit et d’equite envers Pautre.”
And the arbitrator proceeds to state—< Nous
sommes d’avis, qu’il conviendra d’adopter pour
limite des deux etats unc ligne tiree,” &ec. &ec.

Now let our r_v.:ulers observe how strongly
marked was the intention of the parties to the
treaties of 1814 and 1827, that the .decision
when given should be final and conclusive ; how
greatly # was the interest of each country,
looking beyond the lesser and mere temwporary
interests of the day, that a decision should be
authoritatively pronounced, agreed to, and car-
ried into effect. This desire is in conformity
with the principles laid down by Franklin and
Adams, in 1783 ; and is in conformity likewise
with the acts of the parties to the Convention
of Amity, in1794. To us it would undoubtedly
appear, that the spirit and the letter of the ob-
ligations contracted, required the immediate
adoption of the terms of.the award of the King of
the Netherlands.

It must be remembered that this decision im-
posed upon England a much larger sacrifice

than that required from the United States; in- |
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were awarded to the latter.

The cenduct of the British Government was
frank and honorable.. The award of the King
of the- Netherlands bore date 10th January,
1831. On the 9th of February, Lord Palmers-
ton informed the British Minister at Washington,
¢« that whatever might be the sentiments or
wishes of his Majesty on some of the points em-
braced in the award, his Majesty has not hesi-
tated to acquiesce in thatdecision, in fulfiilment
of the obligations which his Majesty considers
himself to have contracted by the terms of the
convention, and his Majesty is persuaded that
such will be the course adopted by the Govern-
ment of the United States.”” 1Itis very much
to be regretted that these expectations were
not realized ; but on the contrary—and that, in
consequence of difficulties which we shall now
proceed to describe—this important question has
been left for nine years in uncertainty, much
to the risk and prejudice of both countries.

The President had nominated as American
Minister at the Hague, Mr. Preble, who was
described in the message to Congress, in De-
cember, 1831, as being ¢ a distinguished citi-
zen of the State most interested, (Maine) and
whe had been one of the agents previously em-
ployed for settling the controversy.” We can-
not help thinking that this selection was most
unfortunate. Had the British minister been a
great proprietor in New Brunswick, and had he
already pledged himself to opinions on the sub-
ject in dispute—is it not evident that many ob-
stacles would have been thrown in the way of
the negotiation > A treaty of peace between
our ccuntry and South Britain could hardly
have been concluded in ancient times by a Per-
cy and a Douglas. The case was one in which
calmness and impartiality were requisite beyond
all other qualifications; the choice made of a
plenipotentiary, who was rather a party con-
cerned than a public servant seemed to exclude
both.

The result was consequently most unfortunate.
When the award was signed, Mr. Preble did
net even wait for the instructions of his govern-
ment; but assuming at once that the King of
the Netherlands had exceeded his authority, he
protested officially against his award. The
grounds of objection taken were as follows :—

That the award set forth, not the treaty line,
but a conventional boundary-

That the award was not a judgement, but a
mere expression of advice and of recommcnda-
tion.

That if the arbitrator found the language of
the treaty inapplicable to the topography of the
country, no authority was given him to consid-
er what practical boundary could be established.

We confess that when we compare these ob-
jections with the plain and simple language of
all the successive treaties, we cannot but con-
sider this protest as being the special plea of an
astute lawyer, rather than the werk of aam en-
lightened and liberal statesman. The meaning
which he attaches to the original reference
made to the King of the Netherlands, differs
altogether from the construction originally put
by the Governor of Maine on the aibitration,
which he construed to mean, ¢ a submission to
some foreign state, who shall have the power to
decide at pleasure on the whole subject, and
who will be under no actual obligation or effec-
tual interests by virtue of the treaty ot 1783.”
Mr. Gallatin had alse stated at the same period,
in language very homely but very conclusive,
<« that an umpire, whether. a king or a farmer,
rarely decides on strict principles of law; he
has always a bias, if possible, to split the differ-
ence.” It was further argued that although the
government of the States would have been au-
thorised to have concluded the treaty on the ba-
sis of the award, without asking the consent of
Maine, if the boundary of 1783 were adhered
to, yet that if a conventional line were drawn,
which interfered in any degree with the territo-
ry of a particular State, the consent of that State
must first be obtained, befere any treaty could
be concluded.

Mr. Preble returned trom his mission. He
appears to have gone at once to the State of
Maine, in place ¢f going to Washington. Diffj-
culties and objections, arising out of the points
to which we have adverted speedily arose, and
were strongly urged. No person can doubt but
that, if the central government had been un-
fettered, this very alarming controversy would
long since have been at an end.

That an acquiescence in the award of the
King of the Netherlands would have been wise
and politic on the part of the United States, we
have kigh authority for believing. < The sub-
ject was submitted to the Senate, accompanied
by the earnest wish of the President, that the
award should be agreed to. The message was
referred to the committee om Foreign Relations,
who reported their opinion that the President’s
views should be acceeded to. A motion being
made that the votes of two-thirds of the Senate
should be considered necessary for a final opini-
on, the views of the government were defeated.
“J am sure,” writes the British secretary at
Washington, ¢ that the President and his cabi-
net regret this decision on the part of the Sen-
ate. {it, after mere than eighteen months for
consideration, General Jackson, Mr. VanBuren,
Mr. Livingston, Mr. Forsyth and Mr. McLean,
were all desirous that America should come to
the very decision taken by I.ord Palmerston,
within a month after the rejection of the award,
it cannot be well suggested that the proposals of
England were unreasonable, or that her conduct
can give any just ground of complaint.”

Negotiations were renewed by desire of the
Senate; and here as on former occasions wecan
see nothing on the face of the deplomatic papers
which does not prove the sincere desire of Eng-
land that the question should be adjusted, and
that in a manner the most satisfactory to the U-
nited States. In a state paper of the highest a-
bility, addressed by Lord Palmerston to Sir C.
Vaughan, in Deeember, 1833, the attention of
the American government is called to the fact,
that out of three points at issue, two had been
actually decided by the award on the strict basis
of the treaty of 1783. Lord Palmerston propos-
ed, as no doubts existed on these points, that
they shouid be adopted by both States; and he
proposed further, that on the third question,
which was still at issue, measures should be ta-
ken to discover a line conformable to the spirit
of the treaty, and approaching to the intention
of its framers. This too was unfortunately de-
clined. Had the proposal been accepted, the
points of contreversy would have been lessened
and the ultimate adjustment of the dispute would
have been graatly facilitated. The two points
remaicing at issue, (for in fact the source of the
Connecticut may be considered as ascertained)
are, what are the actual rivers and the actual
highlands meant by the treaty. Lord Palmers-
ton made repeated attempts to establish definiti-
ouns between the two countries which would
have lead to a solutien of the dispute; but here
again he was unable to procure the consent of
the government of Washington.

We have not entered into this long detail
| without a strong sense of its importance. . The

language most unwisely used in some Amerfcan
‘,l\lf!;“(‘ documents has been so violent, that we
| \\1141\ by a reference to a few simple and unde-
‘m.\‘nll: facts, to prove to eur American frieads
as well as to our British readers, that there has
been manifested throughout the whole of Lord
I".xlmcrs(un's negotiations, the most earnest de-
sire to avoid all pretensions that could justly be
ol}]?t‘(cd to, erthatcould rouse any false !cv—!ing‘s
of national pride. Vet the claims of England
are d nate by the Govenor of Maine, (April

7) “ arrogant, extravagant and baselgss’,
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ed, above three fifths of the disputed territory .

It is asked, in the same document «how long
the people of Maine are to be (r:\m;tlm! down by
a foreign people.” The conduct of this country
is described in another letter to the Secretary of
State, as ¢ the existing causes of the anxiety of
Maine and of the cupidity of England;”’ and so
late as January, 1840, Governor F:urﬁpltl an-
nounces, in his message to the State chlsl:\‘lul'c
that ¢ the preference ol claim set up by Great
Britain to the disputed territory is palpably un-
founded and unjust.”” We cannot but hope that
to any person who will attentively consider the
official correspondence, it will appear that these
unmeasured reproaches are something more
than exaggeralions ; and that the [norch:lnlﬁ of
New York, the citizens of Virginia and of the
Southern States, will feel some degree of mis-
trust, when the cause of the border State is
pleaded with such imtemperate \‘iplullca. : :

The uncertainty in which this question 13
left, has led to the most formidable dangers.—
The two governments, of Washington and of
London, have to the utmost endeavored to en-
force such a neutrality within the disputed ter-
ritory as might avert collision. But this has
been scarcely possible. We shall not drag our
readers through the events of the last four or
five years; it is sufficient to say that there
have been alternate charges of intrusion and of
aggression mule by Maine and New-Bruns-
wick. Attempts have been made tu exercise
jurisdiction, and to claim authority ; public offi-
cers have endeavoured to take a census, and
have been arrested, imprisoned, and set at lib-
erty ; and the peace between the two coumx‘-ics
has been repeatedly put at hazard by the im-
prudent acts of a few hot-hcaded border specu-
lators or enthusiasts. 1n all these transactions
however, itappears that the central government
of America has acted with prudence, and with
good faith, But it should be remembered thata
federal government, with many undeniable ad-
vantages, cannot possess the strength or re-
straining authority of a ministry.

To America, these transections mustread the
useful lesson of mistrust with respectto the con-
duct and pretensions of its border population.—

Whilst firm in their resolve that the people of

Maine should not suffer wrong, the United
States should be equally resolute to prevent them
from committing injustice. Above all, the great
American community should reject those coun-
sels which may lead to war. A lesson will al-
so be read usefully to England by the same e-
vents. They must learn to discriminate be-
tween the imprudent acts and unreasonable com-
plaints of a few borderers, and the feelings and
the determinations of a great people. JVequis-
simam pacem justissimo bello antefero, is an
admission which neither England nor the Uni-
ted States is culled upon to make; but each
should be prepared to act upon the principle,
that any sacrifice which does not eompromise
national honor and independence should be
made, in order to avert that worst of all calam-
ities to England, to America, and to the civi-
lized world—a contest between two kindred na-
tions. If American cities along the coasts were
attacked by our fleets; if Caradian insurgents
were aided by boerder sympathizers; if the for-
midable danger which results from a slave pop-
ulation of two millions were hurried to a crisis;
if the trade of both countries were forcibly in-
terrupted—it would be but a slight compensa-
tion, and it would be no excuse to either party,
if the result were to secure the possession of a
given number of square miles, north or south

of the river St. John, and the establishment of

the line of boundary contended for by one or o-
ther of the disputants. But we go further; for
we mich doubt whether the value of the State
of Maine, or the Province of New-Brunswick,
would be to either country an equivalent for the
jealousy and the hatred, as well as the destruc-
tion of property and the check to all improve-
ment, which must be the result of war.

If this calamity has as yet been fortunately a-
verted, we cannot help thinking that much is
owing to the good sense and discretion manifes-
ted by the Governor of New-Brunswick, and
the General commanding the troops of the Uni-
ted States. Nothing can be more gralifying
than the good feeling manifested on both sides
in this militery correspondence, which <contrasts
most favorably with the more polemical tone of
the documents proceeding from too many of the
civil aathorities. Very just and impressive are
the observations of the Marquis of Normanby,
in his despatch to Sir-John Harvey, of May 16,
1839 :—¢ The correspondence between you and
the Secretary of State is honorable alike to you
and to him. Itis gratifying to observe that the
feelings of personal esteem which were estab-
lished between General Scott and yourself,
when formerly opposed to each other in the
field, should, after the lapse of so many years,
have enabled you both to concurin averting
from your respective countries all the horrors of
war.”

The peace of the American continent should,
however, rest on a firmer foundation than the
personal character of any two men, however
discreet and genercus. The President, in his
message of 1837, slated ¢ that time has brought
about a condition of affairs, in which the true
interests of both countries imperatively require
that the question shall be set at rest.”” This is
still more true in 1840, than it was at the date
of this message. That the territory in dispute
can be of no real importance to Maine in a poli-
tical point of view, is evident from the readi-
ness manifested in 1832 to' make the cession to
the general government, on obtaining a pecu-
niary indemnity. To England, it is not for 10,-
000 square miles of territory that the controver-
sy is maintained, but to secure fréedom of in-
tercourse between Fredericton and Quebec.—
This is a natienal object to us; it is a most im-
portant object to America also; for if the adjust-
ment 1s not made, there ecan be no doubt but
that future causes of dissention must arise.

The proceedings now to be taken, ought to
be final ; and if it be requisite, Congress and
the Legislature of Maine should unite to give
the central government full authority to nego-
ciate and to conclude. Some expectation of
this kind was held out so long back asin Mr.
Livingsten’s letter of the 21st July, 1832, when
he stated that the ¢¢ means might probably be
found of avoiding the constitutional difficulty ;
a negociation for that purpose being openred be-
tween the United States and Maine.”” If it be
possible to trace the treaty line, this difficulty
is surmounted; for the boundary of the treaty
cannot involve the cession of any portion of the
territory of Maine, and the consent of that State
will not be requisite. We ecarnestly trust and
believe, notwithstanding all discouragements,
that this treaty line may be found. Lord Pal-
merston has employed two most able and scien-
tific men, Mr. Featherstonhaugh and Mr.
Mudge, to survey and examine the state of the
disputed territory. They are prepared to dem-
onstrate that a line of highlands does exist, a-
greeing with the language of the treaty of Par-
is; and that there does not exist, within the
disputed territory, any other line of highlands
complying with these conditions. Their Report
will negative most conclusively the American
line; as it is demonstrable to be physically im-
possible (o connect that line with the north-
westernmost head of the Connecticut. If these |
facts be as stated, (and the characters of the
Commissioners employed make us place every
confidence in the opinion,) all that remains to
be done is, that their evidence, together with
any which may be offered in refutation of it,
should be submitted to some impartial tribunal,
by whose decision all parties should be pledged |
irrevecably to abide.

sufficiently ranguine to expect ; but of one thing
we are confident, that if cither of t.hc contend-
ing powers were to force a war, for a cause,
compared with which the Secchia Rapita l.l.li(:“
would appear a justifying ground of hostilities,
the crime of such a proceeding would not be
greater than its absurdity ;—it \\fo'uld excite not
only the condemnation but tke ridicule of all tne
lovers of peace and freedom upon carth. ;

We have been induced to dwell at considera-
ble length upon this subject. We hope thatwe
have not only succeeded in making it intelligi-
ble to our readers, but that we have shown that
(he British Minister has acted with prudence
and discretion: and that no effort has been o-
mitted, on his part, that would have broug:.-,hl to
a termination a dispute trivial in itself, but
which, if permitted to remain longer unsettled,
may lead to the most formidable calamities.

D e i

THE EXECUTION OF COURVOISIER.

The execution of the wretched Courvoisier,
on Monday morning, has afforded a fresh illus-
tration of the demoralizing effects of such exhi-
bitions. We have long been convinced that the
punishment of death, instead of_deterring the
Jower orders from the cominission of erime, pro-
duces the very contrary result of investing
crime with a certain false glory and horrible
fascination. It intoxicates the moral sense, and
imparts a sort of drunken frenzy to the unregu-
lated passions. Like all other brutal excite-
ments, it planges those who are affected by the
morbid sensations it engenders into riotous ex-
cesses and desperate resistance to the laws of so-
ciety, As a means of prevention it is powerless
—as a provocation to the evil spirit that too of-
ten prompts the outcast and the ignorantinto vi-
olations of order and humanity, it exercises 2
fatalinfluence. It presents justice in an aspect
so hideous as to make it regarded as an agent of
a savage revenge rather than of divine retribu-
tion ; and it brings law into cdium and popular
hatred. Would any man select the Newgate
Calendar as an elementary book for the educa-
tion of youths? An execution is calculated to
weork similar effects upon the mind of the popu-
lace ; it is accompanied by the same incentives
to vice, by the sume false appeal to the sensibi-
lities ; it is coloured by the same revolling ter-
rors, and, like the parrative of atrocious deeds,
it captivates the imagination it terrifies.

We need no further proof of all this than the
evidence of the way in which these ghastly
spectacles are attended by the multitude—the
ribaldry of the crowd—the petty delinquencies
that take place while the spectators are absorb-
ed in the agonies of the dying criminal—and the
preparations that are made by the people, whose
houses command a view of the gallows, for traf-
ficing upon the well known curiosity of a portion
of the public to witness such sights. We find
the following statement in the newspaper ac-
counts of Courvoisier’s execution :-—

“ Places commanding a view of the gallows
were freely let at the houses in the Old Bailey
opposite the prison ; and some of the windows,
we understand, fetched as much as five gwineas
each. Atone of the houses immediately oppo-
site the drop, the windows were taken out in or-
der to allow their occupauts a more complete
view of all that passed.”

One would think there was a coronation, or
some royal procession to be seen, sointense was
the anxiety of the purchasers of seats. On the
evening before, hoys are stated to have been
walking up and down, soliciting customers for
such seats as remained unlet!

<< At a later hourin the evening, the Old Bai-
ley resembled a fair, and the number of persons
continued toincrease untilmidnight, when some
returned to their homes to take rest between
that time and the morning, svhile others resolv-
ed to remain in the street all night rather than
lose the chance of a comiwanding position.
Men stood smoking their pipes and relating an-
ecdotes of criminals whofu they had seen suffer
on the same spot, while women stood with in-
fants in their arms listening to their narratives.”

Such is literally the effect of all such revelt-
ing sights. They produce just such an impres-
sion as the performance of Jack Sheppard on the
stage. Little children draw in the wounder with
a shuddering delight, and grow up to emulate
the glory of thag horrible catastrophe, the terrors
of which have filled their young minds with
dread and pity. Men relate the scenes of a si-
milar kind they have witnessed; and thus a
maddening superstition eats into the heart and
understanding, and housebreakers and mur-
derers are created out of the plastic materials of
want and ignorance, by familiarity with the pu-
nishment and sympathy with the crime.

The depravity by wbich these scenes are emi-
nently distinguished, proves how deeply they
brutalize the natures of the spectators. At two
¢’clock in the morning the apparatus of death
was brought out, and when the sounds of the
last hammer ceased, the completion of the work,
says the reporter, was signalized on the part of
the mob with a shout of triumph! Long before
the hour appointed for the execution, the whole
space was filled with an eager multitude, and
presented the appearance of ‘‘one vast mass of
human heads.”” It might be supposed that the
object they came to gaze upon would have
struck a human awe into their souls: but mark
how the great majority of the crowd testified
their feelings : —

“ The general hum of conversation which was
heard among the crowd, and the loud and heart-
less laugh which ever and anon struck the ear,
would have induced a person, ignorant of the
object which had called them together, to have
supposed they had come out for a holiday, or for
the purpose of witnessing some passing pageant,
rather than to behold a fellow-creature sacrificed
uppn the scaffold.”

And this in England—enlightened England in
the nineteenth century. Yet there are men in
high places—rich, voluptuous, and saintly men
—who have resolved that this people, sunk in
the lowest depths of moral depravity, shall not
be educated.

But it must not be supposed that this congre-
gation was composed of the uneducated alone.
The stain does not lie only upon the lower or-
orders :

¢ At six o’clock many of the windows of the
houses opposite began to be filled by persons
who had engaged them for the purpose of wit-
nessing the death of the murderer. At the
Lamb coffee-house, which is almost immedizate-
ly opposite the scafiold, a number of persons re-
mained at the windows all night—determined
that no accident should prevent the gratification
of their curiosity.”

<« At the George public house, to the south of
the drop, Sir W. W. Wynn, baronet, had hired
a room, whi.ch, with a party of friends, he oc-
cupied previously to and during the execution,
and Lord Alfred Paget, with a party of friends
occupied a window at the undertaker’s, next
door to the George.”

We will not venture upon the commentary
suggested by these names; but we ask those

QUEBLC, Allgt. 2,

We congratulate Mr. Cunard upon thq :
plete success which has attended ¢
mencement of his line of Post Off
Packets, from England to the British Amer;

com-
he €om-
ce Sl()nm

can Provinces. KEre our selections from
papers recieved by the Brtannia are yet e
hausted, we have received news ten day. c]x.
ter from the Mother Country, and i\re's 2
are proud to say in adyance of the slea[;”
to New York. Yet we do not triumph gy
the foreign channel of communication for\er
the enlightened men who’set it on fi;ot ‘.0
undoubtedly owe that speedy and direct (:0“
munication, passing direct and entie] i
British ships and over British territory, W);li]g
we now enjoy. Itisindeed anew a:;'a in lf,
intercourse with the Mother Coumry wh 5
here in Quebec, we are enabled to ;mbli?]:
dates only sixteen days old from the Metyoy,
lis of the Empire. I
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ToroxTo, Aug, 19,

The Church of last Saturday, talks of it
¢ political deceit” of endeavouring to cony rne
Leud within the pale of the Church ofSco(:‘
land, all presbyterians in the Province, w;,
are not aware of any such attempt hayine
beea made, and our contemporary must hayg
known, when penning his charge, that
was not consistent with truth. This he must
have been aware of, from the manner in
which the returns of the census of the differ
ent Townships were made up, which for
sometime occupied so conspicuous a place
in the columns of the Church. The charge
of “political deceit” can with much greater
propriety be applied to our contemporary,
and those with whem he has all along acted:
and had he added ¢ political d'xsh(mcst:,"’nl
sonmewhat more correet definitien would h;m)
been offered, of the course which they have
so long followed. As to the church of Ep.
gland not having been governed by “a rigid
adherence to her own interests,” the lesg
that is said on the subject by our contempo-
vy the better. The Archbishop of Canterby-
ry made the best bargan he could under the
circumstances, and nothing has had a great-
er tendency to prejudice the interests of the
church of Eugland in the province, than the
violent conduct of conspicuous members
within her pale. They now begin to find out
their proper place, and by moderation and
sobriety of deportment on their part, past
differences may be overlooked.

With regard to the yearly payments at pre-
sent made, to the churches of England and
Scotland, in Canada, the House of Commons
in committee, sustained a resolution moved
by Lord John Russell, that provision “be
madc out of the consolidated fund, to make
aood the deficiency of'the fund to be created
by an act of the present parliament, for the
sale of the Clergy Reseaves in Upper Cana-
da.”” The precise bearing of this resolution,
it is not easy to comprehend, without hav-
ing access to the Clergy Reserve Sale Act,
to which 1t refers.

*We refer to the despatch, by the Gover
nor General, to Lord John Russell, on the
subject of the abuses in the management of
the funds of King’s College. We are indeed
pleased to observe the independence display-
ed by Sir George Arthur, tn having disconti-
nucd the salary so long paid to Dr. Strachan
for deing nothing ; and this may in some mes-
sure account for the asperity of the Compact
towards His Excellency. The joLbing ofthe
Bishop in the College funds, is brougdt for-
ward very clearly by the Governor Geueral
in this despatch, and we are encouraged to
hope, that in future the funds of that Institu-
tion, will not be subject to similar peculations.
The reluctance with which His Excellency
abstained from pursuing the delinquents far
ther at that time, holds out a fair prospect
of measures being taken, to recover the pub-
lic property so unjustifiably taken possesion
of for private purposes, by parties entrusted
with its management for the public benefit
We understand that the volume from which
the despatch referred to is extracted, con-
tains a curious correspondence on this sub-
ject, between Mr. Secretary Murdoch and
the Bishop, which we may probably hereat-
ter have an opportunity of referring to.

KINGSTON U. C. Augt. 3.

Mr. Buckingham’s Lectures.—This distin-
guished gentlemanjhas fully realized in Kingston
the high conception entertained of him previous
to his artival. His Lectures on Egypt, at the
Union Church, despite the great Canadian altrace
tion of a Travelling Circus, were remarkably
well attended, and the satisfaction afforded S0
areat, as to induce theLecturer fo prolong his
stay in town, and deliver his course on an]es-
tine, the last Lecture of which is given to-nlghf-
In speaking of Mr. Buckingham, we find it im-
possible 1o avoid using the commendations of 0-
thers, and our notice, therefore, must be coms
paratively tautaulogous and brief. ;

Mr. Buckingham, although past the mld.dle
age of life, possesses a noble and commanding
countenance, and his delivery is graceful n
the extreme. His voice, though not loud, 13
nevertheless clear, and his enunciation so goo
as to make every word tell, even in a .crowdCd
auditory. His manner is highly pleasing, an
his lectures are rather a series of lively descrip®
tive anecdotes, than a mere topographical de-
tail of the countries he describes. His powers
of elocution is greut and varied, and we ques
tion much whether any given Lecture has been
delivered in the same or even similar language
to two audiences. Mr. Buckingham is unques:
tionably one of the master spirits of the age, 2
although the fashion in some circles at home
has been of lete to deride him, yetita well &.\5'
certained fact, that no single individual A
engrossed the public attention so much, or M2
tained that infatuation so long as himself. .}:g
has now been eighteen years before the.B“lR’O
and American public, six years of which 's
passed in Parliament, and his attraction 13 ‘_
great as ever. Mr, Buckingham leaves kmgf
ton for Montreal to-morrotw mopning, thence '
Quebec, Fralifax, St. Johns, N. B. and SO
New York, where he embarks for Eﬂghndl'",
He is accompanied in his present tour bY » L
Buckingham and a son about 17 years of 886
British Whig,

] 1.
St. JOHN, September %
Mr. Warre, the celebrated Irish Mf’l"c‘?_'t’f'
gave his first Musical Entertainment 1 this | Ihlyy'
last evening, to a very respectable and big

who, by their position in society, are responsi-
ble to the couuntry for the example they set—
who are frequently called upon to officiate on

posed, whether they can conscientiously con-
demn the culprits whose guilty tendencies are
thus fostered and encouraged by indjviduals of} i
their caste ?
painful and oppre
interpose to put a final stcp to these harrowin
exhibitions, and by repealing capital punis

the magisterial bench—in whose hands the for- | marks, furnished by an esteemed corr
tunes and well being of the lower classes are re- | express so nearly our own sentiments,

delighted audience ; though on account 0 o
unfavourable weather, the hpuse was not as

= R s - 1 res
filled as was anticipated,—Theo following '
CSPOU ent,

that W
; : A g 2y,
give them in preference to any thing we Canvissiyl:

““ We last evening had the pleasure ol “the
ng the Musical performance of Mr. W HITE

T'he subject is, in the last degree, | Irish Melodist, for the first time in our h‘fh(;
: , :
ve. The legislature must|and we must in candour acknowledge lhatle
gratification was beyond any thing expecte™

X - X P - i H 8-
a ‘ | ! : Mr. White and his professional abilities being
That this course will lead | ments, take the first practical step towards the | like unknown to us.
to a final adjustment of the dispute, we are not|education and moral emancipation of the people. | this specimen of hig performance, aur ney
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