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THT VATICAN DEQBEL"%

IN 1HEIR BIALING ON

CIVIL ALLEGIANCQU

- g L . S———

]
I. Tur OCCASION AND SCOVE OF “rrs TractT,
. »

Ix the prosecution of a pﬁrpose not. polemical huf
pacific, [ have heen led to cmploy words which bﬁlong,
more or Jess, to tha .:-egmn of l*ehgmns contlrovorsy ;
and which, though Lnay wero thomsolves fow, seom {§
require, from the vm‘lmw feelings they have avoused,
that I should carclully defing, elucidato, and dolond
thems Tho task is nol of o kind agre cenbilo 10 mo;
but I proceed 1o parfarm ii.

Among tho causcs, whiche havo tmulm’l to disturh
and perplex the public mind in {he®consideration of
our own religiony difficullics, one has beon o cortain
alarm at the aggressive aclivity and imagined growil
of tho Roman Church in this connfry. All o AWArG
of our susceptibility on this side; and it was not, I
think, improper for ono who desives to refove ovor 'y

thing that can interfore with a calin and judielal
temper, and who belicves the alaxm lo bo gtoundlos
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to state, pointedsy though bujgfly, some reasons fa
"thai belief,

Xecordingly I digd, et RO YN
hngmfrc-?” In a paper 1!'155@:%@ hi! the 11111111::@1 »of 1h
‘ Contemporary Review’ for the month of Ociober
I was speakMg of “the question whother & handfu
of ithe clergy aro or aro not engaged m an utierl;
hopeless and visionary cffort to Romanise the Churel
and péople of England.” " a
* “ At no time since the bloody reigp of Mary ha
such a goheme been possible, » But if it had beer
possible in the seventsenth or cighteenth centuries, 1
would still hve becoma rmpossible in the nineteonth
“when Rome hag substituted for the proud hoast o
Semperteadem 2 policy of violence and change in faith

«hen she has refurbished, and Fbl‘&ded aNAW, BVery
rugty tool she was fondly thought to have disused
when no one can become lter convert without ro-
nouncing his moral and mental freodom, and p],;miﬁn
his civil loyalty and duty at tho mercy of another;
and when she has equally 1@11116}1%951 modlern thoughi
anc ancient histery.”*

Had I been, wheit I wrote this passage, as [ now

am, addressing myself in considerablo measure to my

Roman Catholic #llow-countrymen, I shounld have

striven b avoid the seeming roughness of somse ol

thesd"expressions s bul as the question is now about

P R

Contemporary Review,” Opl. 1874, p, 67 L.
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{heir subsiance, from which I am not #n gny particular
disposed 1o recede, any atiempl to recast their generval
form would sprobably jmslmd! T, .proceed, then,Mto
de&l wikh them on their mt!J:Jif; ‘.

* Move than one friend of mino, among* thoso who
have been led to join (he Roman Calhdlic commu-
nion, has made this passage the subject, more or loss,
“of oxpostulation, Now,n my opinion, the assertions
which it makgs*are, as coming from & layman who
has spent mosfy and the best ymrﬂ of his lifc in tho*
observation and prackcs of politics, not aggessivo
but defensive. .

Tt is neither the abeltors of, tho Papal’ Chair, nox
any one who, htwevor far {rom being an abofior of
the Papal Chair, actually writes frdm a Papal®poini
of view, that has a rigtt 1o romonstrato with the world
at large; but it ig the world at ]mgﬁ on the conlrary,
that has tho fullest right 1o mmansir o, fivsl with
His Holiness, sccoudly wikh those who sharo Lis
proceedings, thirdly even with such a8 passivoly
allow and accept them,® . '

I thercfore, as one of tho world atl lerge, propose to
expostulate in my tmrn, I shall sitive to show 1o such
of my Roman Catholic fellow-subjects as may kindly
. give me & hearing that, aller tho ﬁmnuhr slops
whieh the authorities of their Chureh 11.-.1,1.?(3 m theso
last years ihought fit 1o take, the poople of %his
country, who fully believe in their loyally, G
entitled, on purely civil grounds, to expeoct Mo then
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somo declaration or manitestation ol opmion, in yepiy,
to_that ceclesiastical pax ty in their Church who have
laid dﬂwn in then" J%‘Lm& p?ﬂnalples adverse to tho
purity and intogrity of civil allegiance. ¢ .

Undoubtedly my allegations aro of great breadth.
Such broad allegations require a broad and a deep
foundation. The first quesiion which they raisc is,.
Arethey, as to the material part of them, true? But
oven their truth might not suffice to sfow that their
publication was opportune. Tho sdbond question,
then, Which they raise is, Ave they, for any practicsl
purpose, material ? Anrl theroe is yet a third, though
a minoer, question, whitll arises out of the propositions
in connection with their authorship, Were they suil-
able to be set forth by the present writer ?

To these three questions I will now set myself to
reply. And the~maiter of, my reply will, as I coy-
ceive, constitute and convey an appeal to the under-
standings of my Roman "Catholic fellow-counitymen,
which I irust, that, at tho feast, somo among them may
deem not altogether miworthy of their consideration,

From the langnage used by some of the organs of
Roman Catholic opinion, it is, I am afraid, plain that
in some quarters they have given deep offence. Dis-
pleasurs, 111d1g11at1011, even fury, might bo said to
mazk the language which in the heat of the moment
has been expressed here and there. They have been
hagtily trealed ag an attack made upon Roman Catho-
lics generally, nay, as an insult offered them, Ttis-
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.olivious 1o reply, that of Roman Cafholicy gonerally
they state nothing, Together wilh & relorenco_to
« gonverts,” of which Iflial} snif mere, they cqustibalo
generally a {ree and slrong animadvorsion oft 1ho
conduct, of tleo Papal Chatr, and of ils Eitl?jﬂm‘ﬂ a1
abettors, If T am told thai he who animadveris
, upon these assails thereby, or insulls, Roman Catholies
at large, who do not choose their ceclesiastical rulery,
and are not Wwecognised as having any voice m {hy
gbvernment oftheir Church, d cannot be bound by or
“aecept a proposition which scoms to m@ 10 boe %o littlo

&

ine accordance with reason. ,
. » . '
Befors all things, howover, I should doesive it 1o ho

understood that, in the remarks noy offered, I desiro,
{o eschew not only religious bigolry, bul likewiso
iheological controversy. Indced, wilh theology, ox-
eepb 1n its civil bearing, with theology as such, 1
hawe here nothing whalevereto do. Bubl il s tho
peculiarity of Roman theology that, by thrusting itsolf
inlo the iemporal clomain, ibnaturally, and pvon necoss
sarily, comes 1o be % frequent thomo of politicnl
discussion, To guiel-mindad Rompn Catholics, 44 st
be a subject of infinile annoyanco, that their religion
i, on this ground more than any othor, the subjoct
of criticism ; more than any other, the oceasion of
conflicts with the Stale and of civil disquislude,
I feel sincercly how much hardship their gwo entadls,
But this hardship s broughi wpon them allogethor
by the conduct of the authorities of thoeir owl Clauel,
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Why did thepldgy enter so largely into the debatos
of Parliament on Roman Catholic Emancipation?
Odttainly not becavse our siafesmen and debaters of
fifty wears ago had aﬁﬁ abisiract lovo of suchrcontro-
versios, bit beeause it was cxtensively believed that
the Popo of Rome had been and was a trespasser upon
araund which belonged to the civil authority, and that,
he affected to determine by spiritual prerogative ques-
tions of the civil sphere. This fact, 1f faclt 11 be, and
ot the truth or falsshood, the reasonablencss or
unreasenablenggs, of any article of purely religioys:
helief, is the wholo-and solo cause of the mischief.
To this fact, and to 4fis fact alone, my languago
ig referablo : but {or thig fact, il would havo boeh
"neithér my duty hor my desire to use it. All other
Christian bodies are conteni with freedom in their
own religions domain, Ouvientals, Uutherans, Cal
vinists, Preshyiorians, Episcopalians, Nonconformigts,
one and all, in the present day, conientedly and
thank{ully accept the bengfits of ¢ivil ordor; nover
pretend that tho State.is nol"#s own mastor 3 mako
no religious claims 1o tfemporal possessions or advan-
tages; and, consegiently, nover are in perilous col-
lision with the State, Nay more, even so I believo
it 18 with the mas of Roman Catholics individually,
But not so with the lcaders of their Church, or with
thos§ who take pride in following the leadors.
Indeed, this has been mado matier of hoagt —

r

“ There 01 not another Chureh so called” (than the Roman),
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“pgr any community professing to be a Chureh, which dots not
submit, o1 oboy, or hold its peace, whon {ho civil govornms of
the woild command.”— The Tresont (hisis of the 1loly Sop/
by ZI B, Mamnilg, D.D.  Ldndon? 18{31 Pa 78,

_The Home of the Middle Ag'cq claimad mlwerml
monm*chy. The modern Church of liamu o
abandoned nothing, retracted nothing., T {hatall?
Far from it. By condemning (as will bo seen) those
who, like Bishop Doyle in 1826, charge the medi-
seval Popes With aggression, sha unconditionally,
evén if covertly, maintains what the medinval
Papes maintained, But even this is mot tho *worsd,
The worst by far is thal Whermq in the mnational
Churches and gommunitics of the Middlo Agos,
there was a bllSL, vigorous, and conglant opposition
to these outrageous claims, an opposition which
stoutly asserted its own orthodoxy, which always
canisod itself to be respecjed, and which ovon somo-
limes gained tho upper hand p now, in ihis nines
teenth contury of ours, and while it is growing old,
this samo opposilion hag been pul oul of eourt, and
jucicially extinguished witline the Tapal Churely,
by the recent doerecs of the Vatican. And it iy
impossible for persons accepling thoso decrces justly
to complpin, when such dncumeuiq are subjected in
good faith to a strict axamination s rospocly theiy

compalibility wilth eivil right and tho obedienco of
subjects,

oy VI e ark rhiyrd

- Tovds' Committes, Match 18, 1826, Report, pelno,
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In defonding my language, I shall carefully marl&its
limits, But all defence is reassortion, which propexly
1equ1res ! dehbenta rbeondideration ; and no wwan
who thus 1800HSIC1LIS should scruple, if h8 find .g
much as ff; word that may convey a false fmpr esslon “
to amend 1t. Ixactness in slaling truth accor dmg
to the measure of our intelligence, 18 an indisponsable
condition of justice, and of a title to be heard.

My propositions, then, as they stoad“ are thesa ;—

1. That “ Rome has substitutede for the préud
boast, Of sempsr eadem, a policy of violence and chango
in faith,” _ ’ o

9, That she hag tefurbished and paraded anew
every rusty tool sho was fondly ’ohought to have
clisused,

3. That no one can now become her convert with-
out renouncing his moral and montal {reedom, apd
placing his civil loyﬁblty and duty ab tho merey of
anothor,

4, Tha sho (“Rome™) has cqually repudialed
modern thought and sncient listory,

I, T Frgre AxD Tar Kourrt Prorogrrrong.
~h

Of the first and fourth of these propositions I shall
dispose rather summanrily, as they appear to belong
to the theological domain, They refer to a fact, and
they resord an opinion, One fact to which they-
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rofer is this; that, in days within my memory, tho
consgtant, favourite, and i 1mp05111g argument, ol Itomal
confroversialists was 1le 1fnbrolcc&1 ang mbaolnm
identity T belief of the Ronmn Church grom tho
d’tys of oursSaviour until now. No one, wilo has at
all followed the course of ihis literature during the
last forty years, can fail to bo sensiblo of the chango
in its present tenour, More and more have tlio
agsertions of c®ntinuous uniformity, of doctrine re-
ceddd into scardely penetrable shadow, More and
mowe have anothor serles of assortions of o Mving

authority, ever ready to opal, adopl, gud shapo

Christian doctrine according to the timos, taken thoir
place, Without discussing the abstragt compatibilily
of these lines of argument, [ note two of the immenso
practical differences between thom, 1n the first, tho
office claimed by the Churely is principally that of o wit-
ness to facts ; in the second, principally thal ol'a judgo,
if not a revealer, of doctrine, fu the fivst, the procoessos
which the Church undertakes are suljech 1o o con-
stant challenge and appleal to history ; in the socond,
no amount of historical testimony can’ avail aguinsl
the wnmeasnred powcr of tho theory of dovelop-
ment, Most important, mosl pregnani considera-
tions, these, at least for two clagses of porsons: fov
those who think that exageerated docirines of Church
power are among the real and gerious dangqrs of Tho
age ; and for thoso who think that against all forms,
Yoth of superstition and of unbeliof, ono men pre-

L
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servative 1s"to bo found in maintaining tho truth and
guthority of hislory, and the incstimable value of the
lLugtoric spiit,

So muGh for the [act: as for the opmlon that the.
recent, Phipal decrees ave at war with modern thought,
and that, purporting to enlarge the nccessary creed
of Christendom, they involve a violent breach with
history, this is a maiter unfit for me to discuss, as it
18 & question of f‘Dlwmty . bui not unf t for me_to
have mentioned in fny ariicle; since the oplnmn.
given there i€ tho opinion of hioso with whom I Was
endeavouring fo roRsON, namely, the great majotity
of the British public. -

I{ it is thought that the word violence was open o
exception, I regret 1 cannot give it up. The jusiifi-
cation of the ancient definitions of the Church, whicli
have endured ¥he storms of 1500 years, was to bo
found in {his, that thty wore not arbitrary or willul,
but that they wholly sprang from, and related 1o
iheories eampant at s fime, and rogorded as
menacing to Chrisiian belief, Iven the Canons of
the Counecil of Trent havo in the main this amount,
apart from their matter, of presumplive warrani,
But the decrees of the present porilous Pontificate
have been passed lo favour and precipitate prevailing
cuprents of opinion in the ecclesiastical world of
Rome. Whe growth of what is ofton termed among
Protestants Mariolatry, and of belief in Papal Infal-
libility,ﬁwam notoriously advaucing, but it seoms not”
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& ] ] » " L]
sy enotgh to satisfy the dominanl parly. To aun

the deadly blows of 1854% and 1870 al the old
historic, scientific, and ‘1'110&01‘&1;0 seliool, was, 3111'{1[1;
a acl of violence; and with ,this consu L]m]n*()n
ceeding of*187) has actunlly boon visited b¥ ho first
living theologian now within tho Roman Uommunion,
I mean, Dr. John Henry Newman; who has uscd
* these significant,words, among others : “ Why should
an ageressive fd insolent faction be allowed 1o make
1hC heart of th® just sad, whom ihe Tord hath not

mede sorrowful P 7

TII. Tarr Sroonp. PROPOSITION,

I take next my second Proposition”s that RRome has
refurbished, and paraded anew, every rusty tool she
was fondly thought to have disuscd.

"I this thon a fael, or i il 1noj ? )

I'must assume that & is Lbuw{l add therelore [
cannot wholly pass by {ho work of proof. Bul T will
gtate in the fewest poaﬁlblu words, und® with rolov-
ences, a lew propositions, all the holders of which have
been condemned by the See of Llonle during my own
generation, and especially within the last twolve or
fifteen years. .And, in order that Iemay do nothing
towards importing passion into whal is mablor of

E o T— -

* Decreo of the Tmmaoulatie Coneoplion,
[ See the remukablo Lotlor of Dr, Nowman o Bishop Ullye
“thorne, in the ¢ Guaidian’ of April 4, 1870,
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pure argument, I will avoid citing any of the fe4r-
lully encrgetic epithels in whiclr the condemnations
are sometimes clothed, ‘

1 Thope wha mmntmn the Liberty of ike Pleas.
Encyelied, Lettor of Popa Giegory XVIein 1831:
and of Popo Piug IX., in 1864,

2. Or the liberty of conscience and of worship,
Encyclical of Pius IX.,, December 8, 18064.

8. Or the liberiy of speec] ‘Sy]laﬁar‘a of Maxrch 18,
1861. Prop. Ixxix. XKncyclical of £ope Pius IX,
Decenthor 8, ]864, ) .

4, Or who contend tihat Papal judgments gqund
decrees may, without sin, be dlSObEYOd or differed
from, unless they ireat of the rules (dogmaia) of
Faith or morals. Ihid.

5. Or who assign 1o the State the power of defining
the civil vights (jura) and provinee of the Church.
‘ Syllabus’ of Pope Rius I[X., March 8, 1861, Thid.
Prop. xix.

6. Or who hold thﬂﬂl%omm Pontills and Iicu.
menical Councils hawe tr ansgressed tho limits ol
their power, afid usurped the rights of princes, Ibid.
Prop. xxi,

(1t must be borne wn mind, that * Leumenical Coun-
cils” here mean "Roman Councils, not recogmised by
the rest of the Church., The Councils of the early
Cliurch did not interfere with the furisdiction of the civil
nower.)

7. Of that the Church may nol employ foree, -

r \ t
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(Eeclesia vis infemndw potestatom non habet) Syl
labius,’ Prop. xxiv. e "
8 Or that power, not inherons in ' tho offic b $ho
Dpiscopate, but_granted to 1t by the civil a‘éﬂmuly,
may be withdrawn from it at the discretisn of that
authority. Ibid, Prop, xxv.
+ 9, Or that the civil immunity (dmmunitas) of the
‘Church and its n¥inisters, depends upon civil right.

Ib1c1 Prop. xu.
10 Or that in the, conflict of ]sw?s olvil, and

ecc’esmstmal the civil law should pr ewml Thid.
Prop. xh. .,

11, Or that any method uf 1113t1110t1011 of youth,
solely secular, may be approved. Ihid, Prop. xlviii,

12, Or that knowledgo of things philosophical and
«civil, may and should decline to be gunided by Divino
and Leclesiastical aulhority* Ibid, Prop. lvil,

13. Or that marriage is noivin its essonce o Sacras
mentf. Ibid. Prop. Ixvi, '

14, Or thai marriago, not sacramentally donf rnt,tvd
(st sacramentum excludatur) has a bindings force.  Thid,
Prop. Ixxi. ‘

15. Or that the abolition of the Temporal Power
of the Popedom would be highly advamtageous 10 tho
Church. Ibid, Prop. Ixxvi, Also lxx,

16. Or that any other religion than the Romah
religion may be ostablished by a State. Ibid, Prop.
Ixxvii, ¢

"17. Or that in “ Countries called Catholic,” tho
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free exorcise” of other religions may laudably be
allowed. ‘Sylla,bus,’ Prop. Ixxviii.

" 18, Or that -the Roman Pontifl dught to cnme
forterm ywith pr ugreﬁa, "liberaligm, and modern Gl?lllv-
zation. L Tbid, Pr op. Ixxx, * s T

This list is now perhaps sufficiently extended, al-
though I have ag yet not touched the decrees of 1870.
But, before quitting it, I must offer three observations
on what it contains: ’

Fivstly. I do ‘not placo all the Propositions ineone
and 4he samjo category ; for there are a portion ‘of
them which, as fal as I can judge, might, bz the
combined aid of favefirable construction and vigorous
e*tphmtmn be br ought within bownds, And T hold
that favourable construction of the terms used in
controversies 18 the right general ruls. But this can
only be so, when construction is an open question
When the author of eertain propositions claims, ag in
jhe case before us, asole and unlimited power to
ipterpret them in sych, manner and by such rules ag
he may from time ta time think-fit, the only defenco
{or all olhers concorned is at once to judge for them-
selves, how much of unreason or of mischief the words,
naturally understood, may confain,

Secondly. It"may appear, upon & hasty perusal,
that neither the infliction of penalty in life, limb,

For the oviginal passages from the Encyclical and Syllabus
of PinnIX., ree Appendix A
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liborty, or goods, on disobedient® embors of the
Christian Church, nor the title to doposo sovermn*nm
and releash subjects £rom’ 1;116111 allegiango, with all it
revalhng COREOQUen s, has bcen hore rquiliromd, In
terme, shers is no mention of them ; bt in the sub-

stance of the propositions, I griovo 10 say, they aro
beyond doubt included. Iorii is notarious that they
have been declared and decreed by “Rome,” that 1s
to say by Pal:nas and Papal Coungjls ; and the stringent
rcondemnations of the Syllabus include all those who
hold that Popes and*Papal Councils (declared ecumeni- |
ml) have transgressed the jhst limits of their power,
or usulped the rights, of phinces. What have beon
their opinions and decrees about persecution I ngod
hardly say ; and indeed the 1*1g11t to omploy ﬁﬁyﬂml
foree is even here undisguisedly claimed (No. 7).
Blven while I am wrltmg I am _reminded, from an
unquestionable sourco, of tho wor s of I’opo Piug TX,

himeelf on 1he [101305111%“)0\1’(}1. I add only a low
italies; tho words appear as givon in g {ranslation,
without the originaki— .

“The present Pontiff nsed theso wmﬂﬂ in 1oplying 1o tho
address from the Academia of the Caiholic Religion (July 21,
1878) :—

“¢Thoro are many orrors regarding the Infallibility: bui tho
most malicious of all is that which includes, in thal dogina, tho
right of deposing sovereigns, and declaring {ho people no longor
bound by thoe obligation of fidelity. This #ighi has new and
ngain, in eritionl oiroumstances, been oxoroigod by iho Tontiilk :
but it has nothing 1o do with Papal Infallibility. Tts oxiginwas
not the infallibility, hut tho authority of 1ho glopo. Lhis

(¢ 2
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authority, in accordanco with publio right, which was then

vigopous, and with the acquiescence of all Christian nations, who
vaverencedt in the Pape the sujprente Judgae of tha Chuistian

Commogwonllly eatended so far a8 to pass judgment, cven &n elvil

affuirs, on the r#s of Princes ehd of Nations'” *

Lastly, I must obsorve that these are not mero
opinions of the Pope himself, nor cven are they
opinions which he might paternally rgcommend to
the pious consideratjon vf tho faithful. Wiik the pro-
mulgation of hig opinions is unhappily combined, in
the Tncyclical Lotter, which virtually, though not
expressly, includes the ‘whole, a.command to all his
spiritual children (from Wﬁiqh command we the digobe-
dient children ave in no way excluded) to hold them.

“Tfaque omnes el singulas pravas opiniones et
doctrinag singillaiim hisce literis commemoratas
auctoritate nostrl, Apostolicd reprobamus, proseri-,
bimus, atque damnamus; casque ab omnibus Catholicm
Beclegio fililg, voluii rep(oba,ms, proseriplas, atque

damnatas omnino haberi yolumns et mandamus.”
! @

Encyel. Dec. 8, 1864, .

And the decrdes of 1870 will presently show us,
what they establish as the hinding force of the man-
date 1hus conveyed to the Christian world.

F— .
Tpmfirmir-Selalany

* ¢ Civilization and the See of Rome,! By Lord Rebert Aon-
{ngn, Publin, 21874, A Leoture delivered under the auspices of
tho Catholio Umion of Treland. I have a liltle misgiving about
tho version: but not of a nature to affecl the substance,
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IV. Trm TrIRD PROPOSITION,

* . .

I now i:mss to tlio operadion of these cxbraors

. dlnary declamtmns on porsoral and priviie {11‘11 Y
Whed the cup of endurance, whichenad so loug
been filling, began, with the council of the Vaiican
in 1870, to overflow, the most famoud and learned
hving thenlagnn of the Roman Communion, Dz, von
Dﬁllmgel 18ng the foremost champion of his Clirely,
vefused cmnp'lmnco, ,and submiliod, evith his tompor
sundisturbed and his freedogn uniipaived, to the
oxtreme and most painful pegalty of excotamunication,
With him, mgny of the mosi learned and respeclod
‘theologians of the Roman Communion in Geenmmy
underwent the same senience. Tho very fow, who
elsewhere (I do not speak of Switzorland) sullored in
~like manner, desorve ax admiralion vising in propor-
tion to their fewness, Iisgcems as though (Germany,
from which Tather hlew the mighty frumpot that
even now echoes throggh*the land, slill fotainod hor
primacy in the domaln of conscience, still supplied {ho
centuria prerogative of the greatecomitia of 1ho world.
But let no man wonder or complain,  Withoul in-
puting to anyono the moral murder, for such il iy, of
stifling conscienco and conviction, I for one cannol
be surprised that the fermentation, which is woxkin I
through the mind of tho Latin Chureh,has as yol
(olsewhero than in Gormany) bui in few inslances
come to the surface, By the mass of mm‘lkind, it iy
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momlly impossible that questions such ag these can
be adeqmtely examined ; so ibwever has bien, and 50
in the main, it will contlmte until the principles oi“
1n11111fuct111£1g machinery slmll havae been appliod,

and with analogous results, to intellectual and moral
processes, Followers they are and must be, and in &
certain sense ought to be. But what as to the leaders

of society, the men of education and of leigure ? T will
try o suggost some answey in few words.. A change of
religious profossion is under all circumstances a great
and awiul thing, Mush'nore is the question, however,
between conflicting, or dpparently conflicting, duties
arduous, when the religion of a man hagbeen changed:
fm, over his hnead, and withoul the very least of
his participation. IFar be 1t then from me to make any
Roman Catholie, except the gr eat hierarchic Power,

and those who have egged it"on, responsible for the’
portonious proceedings vehich we have wilnessed.

My conviction is that, even of those who may not shake
off the yoke, multitudes will viridicate at any rate their
loyalty at the espense of the consisicney, which per-
haps in difficult matters of religion few among us per-
fectly maintain. But this belongs io the future; for
the present, nothixg could in my opinion be more
unjust than to hold the members of the Roman Church

in géhoral already responsible for the recent innova-
tions. The duty of observers, who think the claims

involved tn these decrees arrogant and false, and such

as not even Impotence real or supposed ought to
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shield from criticism, is frankly to State tho easo,
and, by way of friendly challengo, to inireat Lheir
Rognan Catholic fellow-tbuntrymensto replace thei-
_gelves in*ihe posilion which’ ﬁvﬁ-—mul-fm'ty CATS RGO
this nation| by the voice and action of ity Pigrhiament,
declared its belief that they held, )
Upon a sirict re-cxaminalion of thoe lynguage, as
a part from the, substanco of my fourth Proposition,
[ find it faulty®, inasmuch as it dcops Lo mmply {that o
“ Sonvert” now joining ihe Rapal Chureh, nol only
giwes up cerlain rights and dulics of frecidom, bud
surrenders them by a conscioug wnd deliboralo acud,
What I have legs accurately sasd that lie renounced,
I might have more accurately said jhat lie forfeited.
To speak strictly, the claim now made upon him_
the authority, which ho solomnly and with the
highest responsibility acknowledges, requires him Lo
surrender his menial and moral freedom, and 1o placo
hig loyalty and civil duly M tho merey of anothor,
There may have becn, and may bo, persops who in
their sanguine trust, will nol shrink from this rosuli,
and will console themselves with the mnotion that
their loyalty and civibiduty arvo to be committed fo the
custody of one much wiser than thomselves, Butl I
am sure that thore ave also “conterts” who, when
they perceive, will by word and acl rgject, 1lie con-
sequence which relentless logic draws for them, * If,
however, my proposition be true, thore is no eseape
from the dilemma. Is it then {rue, or is it gnol irue,
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that Romo requires a converi, who now joing heryto
forfeit his fnoral and mental frecdom, and to place
hig loyalty and civildduty at the mercy: of another ?

In exder to place shis, matter in as cloar & lrglﬂ a8
I can, 11#1?111 be necessary to go back a little uporr
our recoitt-history.

A ceutury ago wo began to relax ihat system of
penal laws against Roman Catholics, at once petti-
fopging, base, and ocruel, which Q\;}*: Burke has
seathed and blast®d with his immortal eloguence. -

When thisrprocess had reaghed the point, at which-
the question was whether they should be admitted
into Parlrament, therg arose a great and prolonged
national comroversy“; and some men, who at no

~time of their lives were narvrow-minded, such as Siy
Roboert Peel, the Minister, resisted the concession,
The arguments in its favour were obvious and strong,
and they ultimately prevaded. But the strength of
the opposing party hadglain in the allegation that,
from the nature and claims of the Papal power, it was
not possible for the considtons Roman Catholic to pay
to the erown of this country an entire allegiance, and
that the admissionsof persons, thus self-disabled, to
Parliamont was inconsistent with the safety of the
State and nation; which had not very long before,
it may be observed, emerged from o struggle for
exislonce,

An answer to this argument wag indispensable ;
and it wag supplied mainly from two sources. The
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Josephine laws,* then still subsisting In the Austrion
‘empire, and the arrangements which had beon mado
after the peave of 1814 by Prissia, and the Gormah
Sttes with Ping VII, and Gondalvi, 131*ov0hllﬂmtu ilo
~Papal Coyrt ceuld submit to cifeumstancos,:ynd could
allow material restraints even upon the ex@raise of its
ecclesiastical prerogatives. Iere, then, *was a reply
. in the scnse of the phrase solvitur ambulando, Much
information of, this class was collected for the infor-
mation of Parliament and thg countr y.f  DBut thero
were also measuros token to learn, {roh the highest
Roman Catholic authorities of this country, what was
the exact situation of the meMbers of that commu-
nion with respect to some of the better known oxorbi-
tancies of Papal assumption, Did the Pope chlmﬁﬁ”ﬁ
temporal jurisdiction? Did he still pretend to the
» excreise of a power 1o deposo kings, rolensoe subjects
from their allegiance, and Incito them to revoll? Was
faith to bo kept with her®es? Did 1hoe Chnrel

still teach the doctrines of persecution? Now, to no

] :
gl '. T ' ey

* See the work of Count dal Pozzo on the™ Austrinn Eocle-
siastionl Law.) London: Muriny, 1827, *Lho Leopolding livwy
in Tuscany mny also bo mentionod.

T Seo* Ropot from the Sclect Jommitteo appointed o 10port
the natwie and substance of the Laws and*Oidinances existing
in Iorsign States, 1especting the regulation of {their Roman
Catholio subjeots in Eeolesiastical mattors, and their inlercowmro
”Wlth the Bee of Rome, or any other Foreign Heolosinalical Jrixis-
diotion. Printed for the TTouse of Commons in 181G and 1817,

. Beprinted 1851,
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one of thesc’ questions could the answer really be of
the smallest immedjate momont to this powerful
and solidly compacted ]:mgdom. Thay woro jojpics
solected way of sample; and the 1ntantmn was 10,
elicit declhxations showing generally that tho fangs of
the medissva) Popedom had been drawn, and its claws
torn away ¢ that the Roman systom, however strict
in its dogma, was perfectly compaatibla with civil
liberty, and witle tho institutions of”a free Sta.ta
moulded on andifferent” mhn*lous basis from its nwu
Answers in abundance were obtained, tendmgnta
show ihat the doctrjpes of deposition and porse-
cution, of keeping fio faith with herotics, and of
~saiversal domimion, were obsolele beyond revival;
that every assurance could be given respecting them,
except Buch as required the shame of a formal
retractation; thai they weue in offect mere bugbeaws,
unworthy to be {aken gnto account by a nation,
which prided itself on being made up of practical
men, . g
But it was unquestibnably ol that gomethmg M0re
than the renunciation of these particular opinions
was necessary in order to secuve the full congession
of civil rights to Roman Catholics, As to their indi-
vidual loyalty, a State disposed to generous or candid
inferpretation had no reason to be uneasy. It was
only with rvegard to requisitions, which might be
made on them from another quarter, that apprehen-
sion could exist. It was reasonable that Hngland
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should desire to know not only what the Pdpe* might
do for himself, but to what domapds, by the consii-
tutiof of their Church, they wero liablo § and how"far
it-was possible that such demands could toudh thof
civil duty, The theory which placed every %uman
being, in things spiritual and things tempqral, at tho
feet of the Roman Pontiff, had not been an idolum
spectls, & mere thedry of the chamber, Brain-power
nevey surpassed n the political history ef the world
had been devoted for cenpuries o the single purpose
of wWhrking it into the practice of, Christendom ; had
in the West achieved for an igppossiblo problem a
partial success; awd had in the "East punished the
obstinate independence of the Churche«by that Laijp,
conquest of Lonstantinople, which effectually pro-
nared the way for the downfall of tho Kastern empire,
and’ the establishient of the Turks in Burope,” What
was really material thereforog,was, not whether tho
Papal chair Jaid claim to this or that particular
power, but whether it laid cltim {0 somo power that
included them all, and whothér that claim had
received such sanction from the awthorities of tho
Latin Church, that thore remained within her borders

* At that period tho ominent and able Bishop Doyle didl not
seruple to writo asfollows: *'Wo are taunted with the proceodingg
of Popes, What, my Lord, have wo Catholics 1o do with tho
proceedings of Popes, or why should we bo mado accountablo
or them Pt Hseay on the Catholic Claims’ To Loxd Livor-

pool, 1826, p. 111,
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absolutely,nd tenable standing-ground from which wan
against 1t could be mainlained. Did the Pope dhen

claim infallibility #*  Or did be, either without jpfalli-
hility ¥ with 1t (Eij]d if with il so much%he warso),
claim gn universal obedience from ‘his flock? And
were these claims, either or both, affirmed in his
Chureh b¥ authority which even the least Papal of

» the members of that Church must admit to he bind-
ing upon conscience "

The two first of theso questions were covered by
the 4hird, And well il was that they were so covgpred.
For o them no salisfactory answor could even then
bo given. The Pofles had kept up, with compara
tively littlo intermission, for well-nigh a thousand

~ytars their claim to dogmatic infallibility ; and had,
at poriods within the samo tract of time, ofton
enough made, and never retracted, that other claim
which s theoretically loss but practically Iaxger ; their
claim to an obediendd virtuolly wuiversal from tho
baptised members of the Church, To the third
qIIGStI'{);l it was foriunately~more practicable to pre-
seribo o satisfactory reply. It was well known that,
in the days of its glory and intellectual power, the
great Gallican Church had not only not admitted,
but had denied*Papal infallibility, and had declarod
that the local lows and usages of the Church could
not be set aside by the will of the Pontiff, Nay,
further, it was believed that in the main these had
been, down to the close of the last century, the pres
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vmlmg opiniong of the Cisalpine Churches in com-
munion with Rome., The Oounml ,of Qongtance had
" in acteas well ag word shown th"ht thé Popelg judg-
mgnts, and the Popo himself, were friablo \Jy (hé

assembled representatives of the Churistian, Svorld.

And the Couneil of Trent, notwithstanding, the pre-
dominance in il of Italian and Roman influences, if
it had not denied,syet had not affirmed either pro-
posmon. i *

All that remained wag, to know whal, wore the
sentinents ontertained 011 these v%tal points by tho
Jeaders and guides of Roman 0%];0110 opinionencarest
to our own doors, ,And here {ostimony was offered,
which must not, and ecannot, be forgottens In part, thig
was the testimony of witnesses before the Commiilces
of the two Houses in 1824 and 1826, I need quolo
two answers only, given by,the Preclate, who moro
than any other represented his ghurch, and influenced
the mind of this country in fayour of concession af
the time, namely, Bishop Dgyle?. ITe was agked,*

¢ ITn what, and how {ur, docs tho Roman Oathglic profess to
obay the Pope?” | .

* Committees of both Lovds and Comions sab; the {ormor
in 1825, the latter in 1824-5. 'Tho Reforences woro identical,
and ran as follows: ¢ To inquire into tho state of Itoland, moio
partioularly with veference to tho civcumsiances which may havo
led to disturbances in that part of the United Kingdom.” Bighops
Doyle was examined March 21, 1825, and April 21, 1828, Thofore
the Lords, The two citations in tho toxi are takon from Bishop
Dayle's evidenoo before tho Commons’ Committeo, Maygh 12,
1825, p, 190,
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He xeplied :

“ Tho Catholio professcs to obay 1he Pope in matfors which
rogard his religloua faith : and in thoso mnsters of ooolesinatical
{Hauiph};u whicli have alyeady been defined by tho cempotont
Quthoriios.”

Axed again,

“ Daes that justify the objection that is made to Catholics, that
thair allogiance ia dividod 7

“ 1 do not think it does in any way, We are bownd {o obey
the Pope in those things that I have nﬂgady monfioned, DBut
our ohedionce to the law, and the allogiance wiiich we gwe the
soveroign, mo oompletd, and fuyll, and porfect, and wndivided,
inasmuoh as they extend to all"politionl, legal, and oivij, 1*1ghiﬁ
of the king or of his fubjects. I think the allegiance due to 1he
king, nndll the allegiancg due to the Pope, are as distinet and as
divided in their natuie, agany two things can possibly be."

Such is thé opinion of the dead Prelate, 'We shall
presently hear the opinion of a living one. But the
sentiments of the dead man powerfully operated on
the open and trustful temper of this people to induce
them to grant, at thecost of so much popular foeling
and national tradition, the great and just concession
of 1829,¢ That cmlcesﬁsiore,,wit]lmiﬁ such declarations,
it would, to.say the least, have been far more difficult
to obtain,

Now, bodies are usually held to be bound by the
gvidence of their own solected and typios] witnesses.
But in this instance the colleagues of thoge witnesses

sthought fit also to speak collectively.

Firdt let us quote from the collective ¢ Declaras
tion,” in the year 18286, of the Viears Apostalio, who,
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with Episcopal authority, governed the IRoman Catho-
ligs of Giroat Britain, '

“ The allagianco whioh Otholios *hold to be due, and ado
botnd® to 9oy, to thelr Sovereigm and to the ﬂivI\uuhhanty ol
the Stato, 18 perfaet and undivided. .+ . ., .

“ They ddolare that neither the Pope, nor any athor prolato
or ecclesinstionl person of the Roman Catholio Chuvoh o o .
has any 1ight to intexfere dirveotly or indirect®y in tho Civil
Government .. .. mor fo oppose in any mafduer the pg-
formance of tho ociwl] duties which ave duo fo tho kingX

" .

« Not less explicit was the Hjerarchy of the Roman
Communion in its Pastoral Addresseto tho Clergy
and Laity of the Roman Catholie Chureh in Ireland,”
dated January 25, 1826, Thim address corttains a Do-
claration, from which I extrdct the following words :~—

“It is a duty which thoy owe to themselvos, as well "T9"7o
their Protestant fellow-subjeols, whose good opinionwthey “value,
to endeavour onge moyo to remove the faleo imputotions that
Pave beop frequenily cast upon the faith and diseiplino of
that Church whicl ig intrusted to their cave, thal all may be
enabled to know with aceuracy thetr Suuine prineiples,”

In Article 11 {1~ .

“ They deolaro on cath stheir boliof that it {8 not an artiole
of the (atholic Faith, neithor are thoy tlsorcby required to
beliove, that the Pope is infalliblo,” *

and, after various recitals, they set forth

“'Aftor this full, explicit, and sworn doddmation, wo aro wttorly
ot & loss to conceive on what possible ground we could bo jusily
charged with bearing towards our most gracious Saveroign only
n divided allegianco,”

Thus, besides much else that I will not stop to quote,
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Papal infallibility was most solemnly declared to be
g. mattor on which «wach man might think ag he
pleased ; tho Pope’s power {o claim obedignee as
strictly nl narrowly limited : it was expressly deniéd
that he ¥ad any title, direct or indirect, 1o interfere
in civil govgimment, Of the right of the Pops to
define the “limits which divide tho eivil from the
spiritual by his own authority, not ohg word is said
by the Prelates ofteither country. -

Since that &me, all these propositions have been.
reversed, Tho Popes infallibility, when he speaks
ex cathedrd o faith and morals, has been declared,
with the assent of the Bishops of the Roman Church,
ta-lin an article of faith, binding on the conscience of
every Christian; his claim 1o the obedience of his
gpiritual subjects has been declared in like manner
without any practical limit or reserve; and his
supremacy, without any seserve of civil rights, has
been similarly affirmed to include overything which
relates to the dlsmphue awd government of the
Church througlout the world. And theso doctrines,
we now know one«the highest authority, it is of
necessity for salvation to believe,

Independently, however, of the Vatican Decrees
themselves, it is necessary for all who wish o under-
stapd whil has been 1the amount of the wonderful
change nosv consummated in the constifution of the
 Latin Church, and what is the present degradation of
it HEpisedpal order, to observe also the chzmge, amount~
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ing to rovolulion, of form in the present, aa compared
with othor coyeilintory deerees, «Endoed, that spirite
of ewnlyalisalion, tho excosses,of which aro fatal to
yigorous 11fe in, tho Church as«in the Smﬁ, sooms
Now neally to havo reached tho last and “urthost
point of possible advancement and exnllatwon.

When, in facl, we speak of tho deerees of thow
Couneil of the T"atmsm wo use & phrase which will
nof, bear strict” examination, Tho® Canons of lio
Council of Trent were, ot laas’r, the reale(anons of o
real® Council: and the strain in wyhich they are pro-
mulgated is this (—ZHwe sacrasancta, ccuhenica, e
gengrals Tridentine Synodus, m Spiritu Sancto legitimd
" congregata, in ed preasidentibus eisdem tribus apostolicts
Legatis, hortatur, or docet, or statutl, or decernit, and tho
liko: and its ganons,as published in Rome, aro “ Canones
et ecreta S’acrosmczz ccumsnicy Coneilit Thidenting,” ¥
and so forth, But what we have now 1o do wilh 1ia
the Constitutio Logmatica Prima de Licolesid Chiisti,
edita tn Sessiong tertid of aho*Vatican Council, Tt is
not a constituiion made ’by the Council, but ono pro-
mulgated in the Councilt And who is il that logis-
lates and decrees? It 18 Pius Lpiscopus, servus

- - %

* ¢ Romm : in Collogio urbano do Propagandfd Ficde.” 1883, °

t I am awmo thai, as some hold, {his was tho onse with 1w
Council of the Latean in Ap. 1215, Buf, first, this hasnot bagn
ostablished : socondly, the very gist of the ovil wo ato doaling
with consists in following (and enforeing) precodents frnm the
aga of Pope Innocent 111,

™
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servorum Degi ¢ and tho seduetive plural of his docemus
gt decloramus is simply the dignified and CerCMonicus
“We” of Royil declfkmﬂmm. The documeny, is
dafod Péatificatlis nosiri Anno XXV : and ille humble
share offthe assembled Bpiscopale in’the transaction
is represonigd by sacro approbante concilio, And now
{or the preposilions themselves.

Furst comes the Pope’s infallibilityyi—-
" m
‘“ Docomus, ob diviniius 1ovelatum dogma osso definigus,

Romanum Pongjficom, cunl ox CUathodid loguitur, id ost own,
omnimh Chaistianorum Pastoiis of” Doclmiz munore fun%?n'&:,
pro supremé sud Aposidlicd anotorilate dootrinam do fide vel
moitbus ab "univeisd Feclesidt tenondam dofinil, por assistontiam
divinam, ipgi in Beato I'6tro promissam, ei Jullibilitato pollers,
quit Drvinus Redemptor eelesiam svam in definiondd doetiing
do fido vol moiibus instinclam esso voluit: ideoquo ajus Fomani
Pontificis dofinitiones ex seso non aulem ox consonsu Ieclesion

i116formabilos egze,”®
’d"

Will it, theh, bo said fhat the infallibility of {he
Pope acerues only when hoe speaks ex cathedrd ¥ No
doubt this is o very maderial consideration for those
who havo becn told that tht sprivale conscioneo is to
dorvive comfort and assurance from the emanations
of the Papal Chiir: for thero is no astablished or
accepted definition of the phrase ew cathedrd, and ho
hag no power torobtain one, and no guide 1o direct
him in his choico among some twelve theories on
ilie subject, which, it iz said, are bandied to and fro

‘ Constitulio de Toclosid,’ o, iv.
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N
among Roman theologlans, excophb the despised and
discarded agoncy of lii IZHHV%G jwdgment, But whilg
thug qerely mnmhsad ho is 10t ond whil mwa&ed
For thore is slill ono perﬂon, and one mﬂy, who tan
unqueﬂtmnhbly daclaro ev cathedrd what is gt oathedrd
and what is not, and who can deelare it yhon and as
he pleasos. That person is the Popo himsolll  The
‘nrovision i, that no document ho issues shall be valid
without a soal® but the soal romaing undoer his own
0l lock and lkey. ’

S.gain, it may bo soughi to Rload, Uhat the Pope
ig, aftor all, only operaiing by sanctions which un-
questionably belgng to the, religious domain. Ho
does not propose to invade the ceuntry, o seize
Woolwich, or burn Portsmouth. Tle will only, ai
the worst, excommunicate opponents, ag he has ox-
“eOmmunicated Dr, von Dallinger and others,  Ts this
a good answer?  Aftor all, even in the Middlo Ages,
i1 was nol by the divect action of flecis and armies of
their own that the Pope% contended with, kings who
were refraclory ; il was mainly* by intordiols, and by
the refusal, which they entailed whon tho Bis! 0]
were not brave enough to refuse their puhlication,
of religious offices to the peoplo. Tt was thus that
England suffored under John, France under Philip
Augustus, Leon under Alphonse iho Noble, and
every country in ils turn. But the inforence may bo
drawn that they who, while using spiritual woapons

~for such an end, do not employ temporal means, ouly
D 2
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fail 1o employ them bocause they have them not.
A religious socisty, which dolivors volleys of spiritual
cengures jo ordér {o impedo the porformanges of
civil dutids, docs all the mischiof thai is in its powor
to do, affdebrings into question, in the face of the
State, its litle to civil protection.

o Will it s said, finally, that the Inlallibility touchos
only matter of faith and morals? ¢Only mattor of
morals! Will any of tho Roman Casuists kandly
acquaint us what are tho departments and functions
of human lifo which do not and cannot fall within ¢ho
domain ofmorals P I{ they will not tell us, we must
look elsowhore. In ‘hisework entifled *Literaiure
and Dogma,’* Mr. Matthew Arnold quaintly informs
ug—as they tell us nowadays how many parts of our
poor bodics are solid, and how many aqueous—that
about seventy-five per cent of all wo do bolongs o
the department of “conduct.” Conduct and morals,
We Imay supposc, are nearly co-cxtensive, Threo-
fourths, them, of life are #hug handed over, But who
will guaranteg to us’ the other flourth? Coriainly
not 8t, Paul; who-says, ¢ Whother thercfore ye cat,
or drink, or whatsoever yo do, do all to the glory of
God.” And “ Whatsoever yo do, in word or in
decd, do all in the name of the Lord Jesus.”t No!
Such a distinction would bo the unworthy device of &

Nalialjulir

* Pages 15, 44,
1 1 Cor, x, 81; Col. ifi, 7,



IN THEIR BEARING ON UlV;L ALL.EGMIANCE, a7

shallow policy, vainly usod to hide tho ‘daring of thnt
wild ambition which at Rome, not from the throne but
from behind” tho throne} prompie tho movementls of
the Vatloan. I care not to° agk 1f thore W% drogs or
tatters of*human life, such ag can oscapoelrom iho
description and boundary of morals, I submil that
Duty is a power which rises with us in Tho morning,
and goes to rest with us at night. It 18 co-oxtensi¥e
with the actich of our inielligertce,, It is the shadow
Which cleaves 1o us go where we will, and which
oRly ledves us when %we leave tho light of lifo. So
then it is tho supreme direction®cf us in regpect to all
Duty, which the Pontiff {1(30151-03 to belong to him,
sacro approbante conetlio: and thig declaration ho
malkes, not ag an otioge opinion of the schools, bul
cunctis fidelibus credendam et tenandam.

N But we shall now see that, even if a loophole had
at thig point been left unclosed, the void ig supplied
by another provision of tho Decrees, While tho
reach of the Infallibility is, as wide as il may ploaso
the Pope, or those who may prompt the Pops, 1o
make if, thero is something wider still, and ibat is
the claim to an absolute and entive Qbedicnce, This
Obedience is to be rendered to his ordevs in tho cases
I shall proceed to point out, withdut any qualifying
condition, such as the ew cathedrd, The sounding
name of Infallibility has so fascinated the puolic
mind, and riveled it on the Fourth Olmp?;er of tho
Constitution de Feclesid, that ils near neighbour, the
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Third Chapter, has, at lonst in my opinion, receivod
a | ] L 'I
vory much less than justice, Lot us turn to it.

- "

® Cujescunguo ikl ob ﬂigiﬁtutiﬁ pastores atuo fidolgs, dam
FUOTIIN ﬂhﬁuli quam simnl omes, officio hicraichicn suhordi-
nationis verwgue obedientio obstringuntur, noll solam in 10bus,
qum ad (i of mores, sod otism in iis, quw ad disoiplinam ol
roplmen licolegiro per lotun o1 bem diffusw pertinent, . . . . Hao

est (utliolicsy voritaliy doctring, o qui deviave, salvi fide atque
seluio, nomo polest. . . . .

“ Docomus otinm cf doglaramus eum osso jiglicem supreminm
fidolitum, of in omnibts causis ad oxomon ecclesiosticum spee-
tantibug ad {psius posse judliolum reouret ¢ Sodis vero Af]rmstnlium,
oujus mmtﬂl‘itﬂtﬁﬁmﬂjﬁ‘: non okl, judiditum o nemino fute retygo-
ondum, Neguo oniguwr de ojus lieere judicaro judicio.”*

Fven, Lﬂ@l‘ﬁfbre, whre, the judgments of the Pope
do not present the credentials of infallibility, they
arc unappealablo and irreversible : no person may pass
judgment upon them; and all men, clerical and lay,
dispersedly or in the aggregate, aro bound iruly 0
oboy them ; and from this rule of Catholic truth no
man can dopart, savo at the peril of his salvafion,
Surcly, if is allowable to say that this Third Chapter
on universal obodionee is a fomnidable vival to the
Fourth Chaptér on Infallibility. Indeed, to an ob-
server from without, it seems lo leave the dignity to
the othor, but to reserve the stringency and efficiency
to 1tself, The Fourth Chapter iz the Merovingian
Monarch ; the third is the Carolingian Mayor of the
Palace. Tho fourth has an overawing splendonr ;

¥

- -
. bl

* + Dogmggic Constitutions,’ &o,, 6, iil,  Dublin, 1870, pp, 80-32,
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the third, an ivon gripo., Little does ﬂ"l’t}at lor 1o e
whether my superior claims infallibility, so long as
he 1 Js enlitled*to demand tnd exfet conformity. , Lhis,
it, Wil Be observed, ho deﬁ]'mds evon. 112 cases N0t
“covered Dy his 111fa111b111ty + cases, therefor o,itt Which
he admits it 1o be possible thai he may be %wvrong, bul
hinds it intolerable to bo told so. As®he must ho
obeyed in all his judgmenis though not o cathedré,
it seems a pity he could not likewiser give the com-
folting assurance thai, thoy sare all cortain o bo
right, * . -

But why this ogtensiblo redﬁphcatmn , thig appu-
rent surplusage 7 Why did "tho astuto contrivors of
this tangled scheme conclude that they could not.
afford to vest ¢6ntent with pledging the Council o
Infallibility in {erms which are not only wids 1o a

Toigh degree, Bl elastic heyond all measure ?

_ Though they must have known porfuetly woll that
 faith and morals ” carried everything, or overything
worth having, in tho puwly individual sphere, thoy
also knew just as well #1%ai, evon whero tho individual
wag gubjugated, they might and wauhl slill have 1o
deal with the State,

In medisval history, this distinetion is not only
clear, but glaring. Oulside ihe* bordors of somo
narrow and proseribed secl, now and then emerging,
Wwe never, or scaveely ever, hear of private and por-
sonal resstance 1o the Pope, The manlul “Pro-
testantism ” of medisoval {imes had its aclivily almost,



40 P VATICAN DREOREEY

ontiroly in the sphore of publie, national, and stfto
vights. Too much attention, in my opinion, canmot
bo fastencd on thig *point, ¢ Il is tho tery root and
kornel ofghe madter, Individual servitudes ]l@‘i&’@?ﬁl‘
abjecl, will not satisly the party now deminani in
tho Lafhe Church: tho Stato musi also be
slavo.

» Our Saviour had recognised as distinet the two.
provinces of the eivil rule and the Church : had no-

where intimated 1hat the spivitual authority was to

claim tho disposnal of physical dores, and 1o cmntro{l‘ in’
19 own domain the swthority which is alone responsibla

for exiorndl peaco, oxdoT, and saloly among civilised

communities of men. I1 has beer alike tho pecus

liavity, the pride, and thoe misfortune of the Roman

Church, among Christian communities, to allow 1o

Hself an unbounded use, os far asils powor would gey
of earthly insttumenis for *spiritual ends, We have

seen with whal ample assurances® this nalion artd

Parliamont were fod in 1 826 ; how well and roundly

the full and*undivideq vight® of the civil power, and

the separationof the Yo jurisdictions, were affirmed,

All this had at letgth been undone, ag far as Popes

could undo i, in the Syllabus and the Eneyelical. It

remained fo complete tho undoing, through the sub-

serviency or pliabilily of the Coungil.

- rAnd the work is mow truly complete. ZLest 1t

[

Fl T - pra] | P — N mmana |

L

¥ Seg further, Aﬁpandix L.
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should be said that supremacy in faith and morals, {ull
ddminion over personal belief and conduct, did not
ceiral the collactive action of nlen. in States, a third
provinee'was openod, not indeed to the absiRact assor-
tion of Tnfallibility, but to the far morve prasdical and
decisive demand of absolute Obadlcnca. And this
is the proper work of the Third Ohaptar to whmh
I am endeavousing to do a tardy justice. Lot it
hsten again t& its fow but pregnant words on tho

G ]

,pomt : . o

L
‘WNon solum in vobus, qum arl fidoem of mores, sod efiam in
iig, quw ad diseiplinam ofb 10gimen TColdsiee por tobum orbom

diffuse pertinent.” e o

:‘Absolute obedience, it is 5oldly declared, is due to
the Pope, at the peril of salvation, not alone in [aith,
in moralg, but in all things which concern the disct~
ypine and government of the Church,  Thus are swopt,
into the Papal net whole multitudes of facts, wholo
systems of government, provailing, though in dif-
ferent degrees, in every couglry of the world, Even
in the United States, «here the sevoranco belweon
Church and State is supposed to be cdinplete, a long
catalogue might be drawn of sub}'ects belonging 1o
the domain and competency of the State, bul also
undeniably aflccting the governmert of the Chureh ;
such as, by way of example, marringe, burial, edu-
cation, prison discipline, blasphemy, poor-relicf, in-
corporation, mortmain, religious endowments, vows

- of celibacy and obedience, In Furope the gircle is
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far Wlﬂﬂl‘ tho points of coniact and of interlacing’
almost innumers ablo, But on all matters, regpecting
which. .tmé/ PPopemay t]:nn]c proper o d leclare that j,\h@y _'
comcern Cither faith, or morals, 01**;1:15 gwernmem_
or dmu@hna of the Church, he claimsd, with the
approval of a Couneil undmubtadly Houmenical - in

11:1@ Romau sansa, the absolute ubedmnce, at the perﬂ”
cﬁi smlvatmn, of every member of higecommunion,

" Tt seems ot as yet.to have been Thought wise. to

pladg{a the Omumll in*terms to the: Syllmbu&. and {T he
Iincyehical, Thfﬂ; achlwemant 18 Pr obf‘ubly m&ewed-&“
for some,one of* its 'wtmgﬂ yet to come, Iii the
memmme it is well*to 1_@111011:11301 that this claim in -
regpect of all fhings affecting tho dmmphne and
government of the Chureh, as.well as faith and
cﬂmﬂu@t,, 18, lodged in opei. d&y by. Emel in: thé reign
ot Pontif; whe ]:tas c@;}tﬂ%mmﬁ i 3&‘*‘@(&1‘3{ et
ﬂ@‘;T:Litnrng.} 2 fi:et-a press, toletation -of: ﬁbﬁﬂw{"ﬁﬁitﬁq,'-z‘
liberty  of conscience, the study of cfvil and philo-
sophical, 11'1%1,@13 i mdapandtmm of the ecclesiastical |
_authnuty, mtu rnge anless safcmmenmlly contracted;
and the definition by the State of the civil, lig'hj;a
( ﬁam) c}f the - Ohmch who has demztnde f‘éﬁwﬁh%f
_.Ohuwh therefme, the title 10 deﬁne at& ﬁ"wff aivil,
rights, tog'ether with & dlvluta‘ ilght 16 éivﬂ Tm-
imumtles, and a vight to vse 1:1hysmal e 3 -and who -
hag also pmudly asserted that the Papes of the Middle
;Agas with their counmlss did not invade the rlghts of -

;;_ptrmceﬂq as. for exumplef Gregmy VII., of the T L‘mpﬁr 1‘ ‘
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Henry IV Innocent I11,, of Raymond of Toulonso ;
Pa,ul III., in ‘deposing Henry VIIL s or Pius V., in
pef%mpmg the like paternal offico for Bliza} cth. |
T submit, then, that my foul Lh.pl oposition” is trife :
a,ud that L‘ng]gmd is entitled to ask, and to, lmmw, in
what way the obedience requmd by th% Pope and
the -Couneil of the Vatican is to be rcconmle:] m"Lh
the 111teg11ty of eivil allegiance? -
It hes heen ghown that the Head of theiv 011111 ch,
so suppolted ag undoubtedly to spealz W1ﬂ1 its h1ghﬂﬂt_
a,uthomty ,-claims from Roman- Uatholics & plenary
ohedience to whmtevel he may_glemre in relation not
to f&lth but to merals, and not only to thess, but to
all that concerns the govemmant ard digcipline of
the Chureh: : that, of this, much lies within the domain
of the State : that, to obviate all nnmppmhenamn, the
]?bpe demands for himself the right to (letermine the
provinee of his own. rights, and has go defined it in.
formial documents, as to warrant any gnd wery fim
vadion of tho oivil sphe‘.t'a 3 émﬁ that thig npwaversion
of the prmclpluﬂ 8f the Papal Ohich mexombly binds”.
its membars to the &dlmssmn of, these exorbitant
nlaams, mthout a.ny refuge or resarvatmn 01:1 beh'ﬂf o
of their duty to the Crown, o
Undel circumstances ﬂuch 'Ls these, 1t seema not*.
t@ﬁ much ta ask of them to eanfivm the Gpmmn w]uc,h ) _-
W, fellow—countrymen enterfain of them,- by

swaemng away, in such ;Jmannes: -md tﬁrmﬂ as they |

. may ‘think best, the presumptive llnputatmm which
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thoir ecclesiastical vulors at Romo, acting autocrati-
cally, appear to havo brought upon theix capacity to
pay: o solid and undivided allegiance; and to fulfil
i engﬁgemant which thoir Bishops, as political
fponsows, promised and declared for them in 1826.

It would be impertinent, as well ag needless, to
suggest what should be said, Al that is reguigite 18
"o indicato in sybstance that which (if the foregoing
argument be sound) is nof wanied, ®and {hat wl;éc:h
is, What i8 not wahted is vague and general asser-
tion, of whatever kind, and however sincere, What
is wantod, and fhit in the mosi specific form and
the clearest {erms, ﬂalie to be qne of two things;
that is to say, either— ]

I. A demonstration that neither in the name of
faith, nor in the name of morals, nor in the name of
the governmgent or diseipline of the Church, is. tiie
Pope of Romo able, by virtue of the powers agserted
for him by the Valican decres, to make any claim
upon thosg who adheredo his communion, of such a
nature as can impair the Inlegrity of their civil
allegiance; or clse, :

Tl That, if and when such claim is made, it will
even although resting on the definitions of the
Vatican, be repelled and rejected; just as Bishop
Doyle, when he was asked what the Roman Catholic
oﬁergy would do if the Pope intermeddled with their
religion, replied frankly, “The oonsequence would
be, that we should oppose him by every means in
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our power, even by the exerciso of dyr spiritual
authority.” * . .

Iy the absence of efpli?it agsurances to ‘this
effect, we' should appear to be, led, nay, ddiven, by
just reasoning upon that documoniary cvidenco, to
the conclusions :—

1, That the Pope, authorised by s Council,
claims Jfor himself the domain (a) of faith, (%) of
mgrals, (¢) of all that concerns the government and
discipline of the 013111‘013. ’ .

2» That he in like manner claims the powqr of
determining the limity of thoa.a’dglﬁains. .

3. That he does not sever thtm, by any acknow-
ledged or mntelligible line, from the domains of civil
duty and allegiance,

4, That he thersforo claims, and claims from ilio
month of July 1870 onwards wilh nlenary autho-.
rity, from every convert and membor of his Church,
that hie shall ¢ place hig loyalty and civil duty at tho
‘mierdy of another :” that othor being himgel&

~

V. Braing TRUE, ARE T111s PRroPoseioNs MATERIAT, P

But next, if theso propositions bo true, avo thoy
also material ?. The claims cannot,as I much fear, ho
denied to have been made, It cannot ho denied
that the Bishops, who govern in things spirifual moro

‘ Report,” March 18, 1826, p. 101,
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than five millions (or nearly 0115-31};1411) ol tho uﬂm,-
bitants of t]m“Umted ngdom, have in some CaROS
promoted, in all cases &ccapted these claims. Ji has
boan. & (vourite purpose of my life not fo conyne
up, bul 0 conjure down, publie alarms.® T am not
now gomg to” pretend that cilher forcign foe or
domosiic {réason can, ai the bidding of the Court of
Rome, disturb theso pmcef'ul shores, ‘But though‘
such fears may ,bo*visionary, it is thore visionayy
still to SUPPOSe for ohe moment that the clmms of
Gregory VIL, of Innocent IIL.! and of Bonifite VYL,

have heep dwmt&i’bﬁh i the nincleenth century,
like hideous mummaes picked out pof Bgyptian sar-
cophagi, in the interests of archaology, or withous
a definite and practical aim, As rational beings, we
must rost assured tihat only with a very clearly
concoived and foregone puppose have those astonish
ing reassertions beon paraded before tho wotld.
What is that purpose ?

I canawell believo that it is in part theological.
There have :z.ﬂwaya “baon, atd {here still ar ¢, 10
small proportion of our race, and thoso by no means
in all respecis the worst, who are sorely open to the
temptation, ospecially in limes of religious disturh-
ance, 1o discharge their spirvitual yosponsibilitios by
power of aitorney. Asadvortising ITouses find custom
in proportion, not so much to tha eolidity of their
resources as 1o the magniloquencoe of their promises
and asswances, 80 theological boldness in the extension

a
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of such claims is sure to pay, by widdling oertain
oirdles of devoted adherents, howeves it may ropel
the mass of ‘mankind., *Thore" wore lwo spocial
enq&u%g(hnents o this onterprise at thc presgnt
day : one of thdm the perhaps unconscious byt mani-,
fest leaning of some, outside the Roman procinet, to
undue exaltation of Church power; th® other the
reaction, which, I and must bo brought aboul im
favour of supemlition, by the levity of the destructive
gspoculations so widely curremi, and the notable
hardihoo of the anti-Christian writing d{ the day. .
But it is impossible to accomty sufficiently i this
manner for *the particular ¢oRwse which has heen
actially parsued by the Roman Court. Al morbid
spiritual appetites would havo been” amply satisfied
by claims to infallibibity in creed, to 1he prevogativo
of miracle, o dominion over ihe unsecen world, In
truth there was occasion, in {his view, fox nothing,
oxcept a liberal supply of Salmoncan. thundor +—

#
v ¥ Dum flammas Jovis, ob sopilus imitaiur Olympi"
" "
All this could have been managed by a fow Telzols,

judiciously distributed over Iurope. herofors tho
(question still remaing, Why did that Courl, with
policy for ever in its eye, lodge such formidablo
demands for power of the vulgar kind in that sphero
which 1a visiblo, and whore hard knocks can undoubi-

edly be given as well as received ?

—r— -

i, vi, 586,
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| It must Vo for somo political object, of « very
{angible kind,~hat the risks of so daring a raid upon
tho civil sphere havo been deliberately run,
. daring raid il is, For it is most evident that the
svory aggertion of principles which éstablish an ox-
emption from %lleglance, or which impair its comns'
pletenesy, goes, in many other countries of Kurope,
far more direcily than with us, to the.creation of poli-
tical strife, and {p dangers of the mdit materal and
tangible kind, The ~struggle, now procecding Tn
Grermany, at ‘once occurs to tho mind as a"pal m‘gu y'
instance, I am ndl’competent to gwe aly opinion
upon the p'u ticularseST that stroggle. “The mstitu-
tions of Germany, and the rolative estimate of State
power and individual freedom, are maierially different
from ouwrs, But L must say as much as this, Ifirst,
it 18 notb Prnﬁﬁia alono thg,t is touched olsewhores
too, the hone liey ready, though the contenlion may
be delayod. In other States, in Austrin particularly,
there arg recent laws in [orco, raising much tho game
jssuos, as tho Falck. laws *have 1aised, But the
Roman Court Hossesses in perfection one art, the art
of waiting ; and it is her wise maxim to fight but
one enemy at a time. Secondly, if I havo truly
vepresented the dlaims promulgated {rom the Vati-
can, it is difficult to deny that thoge claims, and the
power which hag made them, are primarily respon-
sible for the paing and perils, whatever they may be,
of the present confliot between German and Roman
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onaotments, And that which was onoce’ truly seid of
France, may now also be said with ot less truth
of (}"rmmany “when G‘rclmany 18 chsclmeted Europe
cannot be at rest, b

I should Teel less anxiety on this mﬂ:gcct ~ad thoe
Supreme Pontiff frankly recognised lis altered posi-
tion since the events of 18703 and, mn ﬂmguaga a8
‘clear, if nof,as emphatic, as t]mt in which he has
pmsanbed modbrn civilisation, given to Buropo the
pssurance that he would be 'mo party to the ve-
cstablishthent by blood and violence of ihe Tom-
poral Power of the Church, _____I‘.'ﬁ‘ i§ eagy 1q conceive
that his porsongl benevolgncey no less than Lis
feelings as an Italian, must have inglined him indi-
vidually towards a course so humane; and I should
add, if T might do it withont presumptlion, so pru-
dent, With what appegrs to an Iipglish eye a
lavish prodigality, successive [telian (lovernments
haye made over the coclesiastical powors and privi-
lﬁg@s@nfﬁ the Monarchy, not to tho Chyrch of the
colintry for tho revival of tho anolent, popular, and
gelf-governing elements of itg conﬂtltutlon, but to the
Papal Chair, for the establishment of ecolesiastical
despotism, and the suppression of the lasl vestiges of
independence. This course,so difficult for a loreignor
to appreciate, or even to justify, has been met, "nol by
reciprocal conciliation, but by & constanf fire of
deﬂuﬁmamrms and complaints, When the tone
ofsthése denuncigtions and complaihts is cpmpare

1y
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with the ]angut‘ig‘e of the authoriged and favouted
Papal organs in thg press, and of the ;]ltmmnntéme
party (now tho sole legitim&ta party ofy tha ~Liptin
Ohtreh) throughout,Burope, it leads m&ny to ths,
painful end revoliing conclision that thet’s is & fixed
purpose among the secret hspiretd of Roman policy
to pursus, by the road of force, upon the arrival of
auy favourable ﬂppoi‘tumtyj the favourite project
of re-ctectitig the lorrestrial throne of the Popsdoy,
even if it can only be re-er ected on the ﬂahes of the,
city, ard amidst the whl‘cemng bones of the peoph) *

It iy difficult to ooncgj,sze or contemplate the effects of
such an cndeavour. * But the existonce at this day
of the policy, even in bare idea, is itself a portentots
evil. I do not hesitate 6 say that it is an Incentive
to gendral disttirbahece, a premium upon Buropedi
wars; It i Il my opinion fot ganpuitis ohly, but
altnost Fdiedlouy to imagine that sush a praject could
evetibually sucoeed ; but it is difficult to over-estimate
the effect which it might~preduce in generating and
exaspordting strife. It might even, to some extent,
digtutrb and paralyse the action of sush GGovernments
aifyight dnterpose for no separate purpose of their
own, But only with a view to the mailntentnos or
restoration of the general peace. If the buleful
Power which is expressed by the phrase Curin
Romana, pnd not at all adequately vendered in its

.

L

F APPéndix 0,
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historie force by the wusual I‘:ngliaﬁ eqitivalont
“ Gourt of, Rome,” really enlerfaing "the scheme, it
dDUJJtLess counts on ithe support in every ecountr y of
.atirorganised and devoted partys which, when it %an
command the scales of political power, widl®romote
interference, and, when it is in & minority, will work
for securing neutrality. As the peace of Europp
‘may be in Je{}pm dy, and as the duties even of Hng-
l'gld a8 ONe (sc: to speak) of its “constabulary autho-
rities, J:mﬁ‘ht come o be in question, it gould be most
intatdsting to know the mental attitude of our Roman
Oatholic fellow-countrymen m,ﬁngl&nd anrd Ireland
with refersnce to.the subjeck; and it seems to be one,
on which we are entitled to solicit information,

For there cannot be the smallest doubt that the
Momporal powor of the Popedom comes within the
{rue meamng of the womds msed at the Vatican 1o
desoribe the subjects on. which the Popo is authorised
to oladm, under awful sanctions, tho obodlencé of the
“efadtiful” - Tt is -evon possibly that e have Heid
the: ey ‘te the dnlargemeht “of ‘ﬁhaﬁ pro‘vires of
Obedisnce beyond the limits of Tnfallibility, ahd to
the introduection of the remarkable phrase ad disci-
plinam et regimen Eéclesio. No impartial person ¢as
detty 1hat the question of tho temporal powar very
ovideritly concerns the discipline and government of
thét Olurch—concerns if, and’ most mischiewously as

I should venture to think; bul in the opinion, up to
3 late date, of many Roman Catholics, not omly most

B 2
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baueﬁcmlly Tt even essantmlly Lot 11: be remems
bered, that such o man a8 the lite 00u11t Montaleth-
_bmt, who in his ganoml pohtma wag of the L1b91'a1
pardy, did not seiuple o hold ﬂmt thr:-, mﬂhons .ﬁf
Bomun ,ﬂathohes ‘throughout ths, Wo:r-} cl' wﬂre C0-
“pax briers: Wlth the inhabitants of the: States: Uf the
~ Chureh” in, mgmd to their civil g,‘weﬁn“mén‘t “ahd,
: *nﬂ constltutmg the vast IHELJOl 1ty, Were of- (:Gjlfi*ﬁmg.‘
“eiititled to override ‘them, It was alfo mﬂmr com«{{;ﬁ-
.'monly held, o qum tet of o oentury wo that the_
' questmn of the States of the Chureh was ohe. wath
‘which none but Rol?lau Catholic Powers could hiave
“anything to do. Tlns d,pcztlme, T 1;1113{: own, was to
me at all times *metelhglble. It is now, to ﬂ&y ﬂlﬁ
- least, hopelessly and nwcovembly obsolete. o
S Arahblshop Manning, who is the head of the ]?apa,l
“Ohureh i in Dn_gland and yhose ecclesinstical tone is
“supposed to be in ‘the closest accordance with that
of his h@adqualtms, has not “thought it too Tteh
~to. say #hat, the civil o;"del of all Christendom i5
the {)Efsplmg af tho "Temporal Powor, ﬂf]ld lm,s tha-‘--
T&mpoml I’ower Hfor its kcystoue that on “the de-
gtrustion - of the lempm al Power * the la.ws of
_nations would at once fall in duing;” tlmt (our
old frland) the aepomng Powor taught suBJects |
._"t}berilance ancl 1:11*1110{33 Glemena}r 3 N&y, thm high

o

i e *Threa Lﬂutmeﬂ on Iha Tempqml Sovawigzity nf th& Pﬂ]_](gsj
1860, vp, 84, 46, 47, 58-8, 69,
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f-mlthomty lmg proceeded further , andy hns alwmted- |
_ﬂae Tempoml Power to the 1*&113:: af  16CEERATY
-_:doctrme |

- “"I!lﬂ eﬁalhm]ﬂ UNUTCIL CANNOT. NU SLUGNT, 1L GRIILOY HUML 415
1e60e ; it. ut;nnnt-caasu to preach tho ‘dootrines of Revelation,
‘ot “only of the Trinity and of the Tncarnation, 1Mt liliewido
“of the: Seven Sactaments, and of tho Iui‘&lhﬁlhty of ‘the Church
“of God, and of the necessity of Unity, and of o Snvelmgnt},

-

-_ hnth spu 1t11a1 and tﬂmpmn] of the -nly See.” _*‘ e

I 1 ever, fﬁl" nmy own pmrt hearcl that the wark
‘Bontmlnmg this remarkable passage was placed in the
¢ Ind eluProlubﬂoruanlbrc:rum On ﬂ‘he contrary, ifs
‘ d]stmgmshed author was elevamd, on the Tirst oppor |

tunity, to the headslup of the Romun I“plqcopacy in
England, and to the guldmnee nf the million or thm‘e-_
‘abouts of souls in its communion. And the more
recent utterances of tltua m*acle h.;we not deﬂcanded_
rfrom the high level of those alre ady cited, = They
“have, indeed, the | 1'ecolnmend'1tlon of a commenf
‘not without- ffur claimg to autherlty,, on: the recent
__ﬁ;deplnmtwng of the Pope ancl the Coyneil ; 5 qnq of ono
.Whlch goes to Prove hoty, fa,l* I ary from"lmwng Eb'{ﬂﬂ‘-.
'- gemted or. Etmlned n the faregomg Im,n*eg the mgan.'
ing of thoso declar&tlons. ~ Espedially does this hold
~good on tha one Pomt, tha most vital of the. 1?110]&-—-—_
the t1t]e to define the bolder line of tho two provineos,
Whlﬂh the Archblshop 11ot unfmrly twkea to be th@ tl*uo'

}"*i:.';' i | *

. . .
AFpy g r.-—--r---\.—. rE - ' Y - EEN]

. m ".I‘hﬂ p1esmrt Ousm at‘ tho I'[oly Sﬂﬂ By HEMnnnmg,
DD Lonﬂun 1861, p. H T
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- ) . .
eriorian of sﬁpmmagy, a8 befween rival powers lLikd

the Chyrch and the Stato.

“ If, then, iho oivil pbwer be“not competent to depide the
limits of the spivitual power, and if tho gpiritnal powny ran
dofin® with a divine occrtainty, itg own lmitg, it is evidently
guprome, @r, in othexr words, the sphitual powey knows, with
divine oertaiiity, the limits of its own jurisdiction: and. it
knows iheroforey the limits and the competence of the fuivil

3 "y "
powor, Tt isethoreby, in matters of veligion and _cunsc;imng?
supreme, I do not see how this can be denied without detyifiy
Oh:igtinnity, And if this he so, this 1s thé® dootrine of ‘thy]
Bull Tnom Sanctam,* and of the Syllabus, and of the Vatiodls
Council, It is, in fact, Ulhamontanjsm, for this texyp means .
neither lesy nor moie, Tho Church, theiefore, is sepammto
and suprome, ¢ 6

“ Liet us then ascertain gdmowhat furthei, whal is the mean-
ing of supreme, Any power which ig indepdndent, and can alone
Siw the Uimils of ils ownygwr tediction, and can thereby fim the limits of
all other Jurisdictions, is, ipso facto, supreme.t But the Churoh of
Josps Chiist, within the sphore of revelation, of faith and morals,
is all this, or is mnothing, or WO180 than nothing, an imposturo
and’an usurpationg~that 1s, it is Chaist or Antiohrist”

But the whole pamphlet should be read by these who
desire to know the true senso of the Papal declara-
tions and "Vatlcan decrecs, asethey are undersiood by
tho most favourod ecclesiastics; wundersiood, I am

bound to own, so fer as I can ses, in their natural,
legitimate, and inevitable sense, Such readors will

N
Ty Lo L il

¢

* On the Bull Ungm Sanclem, *of o most odjous kigd;” soo
Bighop Doyle’s Tssay, alicady cited, Ho thus dogoribes it,

+ “Ihe italios are hot in the oviginal.

% ¢ Cgosarism and Ultramontenism,’ By Axchbishop Manning,
1874, pp. 85-G. )
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he aesisted by the treatise in seeing dearly, and in
gdhitting frankly that, whatever demends may here-
after, and in Wwhatever cifeumstinces, be made upon
us, W shall be nnable to ad‘v&nﬂa with any Iaupeas
'thﬁ ple& that 11; '_haa been done Wlthout due 11(%106*

There are millions ypon millions of*the Protestants
of this country, who would agres with®Archbishop
Manning, if he,were simply telling us that Divis
truth is not to%e sought from the lips of the State,
nor to be sacrificed at its command, But thase
mﬂhqna‘wauld tell hifa, ip return, thal the State, as
the power which is alone responsibls for tho external
order of the world, can alone onclusively and finally
be competent to ‘determine what is to take place in
the sphere of that external order.

I haye shown, then, that ithe Propositions, espe-
cially that which has been felt to be the chiol one
among them, being true, are alsa mat&ual, material
to be generally known, and clearly understood, and
wéll dopsiderved, an civil grounds; 1nﬂﬁmuqh ag they
inyade, at o myltitnde of points the oivil sphers, and
seem even to haye po very remote of shadowy con-
nection with the future peace and security of Chris-
tendom.

VI, WrrE 1HE PROPOSIIIONS PROPER Q0 BE S0P
FORTIL BY TR PRESENT WRITHR 7

There remains yet before us only the shortest and
least significant portion of the inquiry,_ nsmely,
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whafhor thess things, bmng troe; and bemg n'miel*ml
10 be said, were also ] Jproper to be said by me. T must
ask pmdon if a tone of egotism e detected 111ﬁt111ﬂ
.nem%mﬂy ﬂubcrdlnﬂte portmn of my remafks. -
Tor tl;n*ty years, and n o great variety of circums
stances, in” offict and ng an independent Member of
Parliament,in IIl"LJOI‘lthS and in small mmc}mtws, a,nd
“during tha lax ger portion of the time* as the repres’
‘sentative of a great constituency, mfinly’ clellca,lp];
have, with others, laboured to maintain and extend
the cml 1*1ghﬂ#, of my Raman Catholic fellow-couxﬁ;w-
men, , The Liberal Darty of this country, with which
L have Teen. commm‘iy wasocmtad, ‘has suffered, and
sometimes suffered heavily, in public favour md i
| 1nﬂuence, from the belief that 1t was too ardent in the
- puvsuit of that polmy, whﬂa at the samo time it has:
“always; baen m the worst, odour with, the Cott of
Rome,-in canﬁequema of its (I Impe) ‘unhlierabls
“attachment to. Ttalian llbﬁl‘ly and mdependence I
- have snmetl}ncs beon the apokusman of that party in
recommendations whmh have tended to fo&t@r ith J‘fu}.is_f
- the.. imputation I hzwa mentmmd though noti 16
| warmnt it as matter of reason. But it has oxistad i
fact. 8o that while' (as I thm]:) generall justics: to
k swu’ry required that these thmgs which I: Tave fiow
~set forth ghould he' wrltlen, speciﬁl Justwe, ag towards

t15%. party to Whlch I n,m lowﬂ V& ttachecl and whmh

- - - ressrm b e 44 '-, *—M
. - ||- . N

~From. 1847 101865 1 ﬁat for the- Unwarﬂit}' of Oxfordsii#

-
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I nny have had 3 ﬂhme in thus placing hm dlsﬂdmm
tafe before our cﬂuntrymen mm:le it, %o say the least,
]oecommg that I should not shrink from wr iting them,
¥l alschargmg that office, I have sﬁllght to per&)rm -
the part ndt of thaolngm&l pax tisan, but a.ugply of a
gond citizen; of one hopeful that ma,f]y of his Roman .
Catholic friends and fellow-countr ymen, *who are, to
“Bay- the least ofeit, as: guod citizens am himself, miy
perceive that the case is not a ﬁ"ivolous case, but one -
trﬂf merity their aftentmu. E o
I.wﬂl‘next pmceed “to give the 10'13011 why, 1 111:) 0
‘4 recent date, I have thought it ¥ight in the maln o
leave. to any others, who m]nﬁt fee lt The duty of
dm’hng in detail mth this questmn. i |
- The great change, which seems to0 me to hme been._ |
bmnght about in the position’ of Roman Catholic
Christians as citizens, 10*1911&(1 18 00113111’1’11’1'1&1‘,1011, and
came into full operation in’ July 1870 by the: ]‘11*0-?. :
eeedmgs or so-cnlled decl ees of tha Vﬂtmfm Gmm oty
4 Upito that time, oplmon dnthe Ramsu;l Olurch on
aﬂ matters. mwlwng efvil’ Ilb'BTEy, thmm*h partially
and:sometimes widely: intimidated, wag free wherever
‘it wag resolute.. Durmg the "\%[1(]6115 Ages, heres}r Wwas
often extmgumhed in bIood but 111 eVery G‘lsqlpmaf
countl Y 4, punmple of 111391 ty; to a great extent, held
its. Gwn, and national life refused to be put dawn
Na}f more, these. precmua and nestimable &ifts had
not 1nfrequellﬂy for their champmnﬂ a local prelacy
and clergy. The: 00115111;1.11,10113 of Glm'endo;], cursed
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from the Papal throne, were the work of tho Engli'gh
Bishops.  Stephen Langtion, { appointied directly,
through an exiracrdinary stretch of power, by
Inngeent LIL, to the Sée of Canterbury, Ieaded’ the
Barons of England in extorting [fom the Papal”
minion John, *tho worgt and bascst of all our
Sovereigns, "that Magna Charta, which the TPope
afl onco visited with his anathemas, In the reign.
of Henry VIIL, it was Tunstal, Bish®p of Durham,
who first wrote against the Papal domination.
Tunstal was Tollowed by Gafdiner; and €ven the
recognition of the fRoyal Ileadship was voted by
the clergy, not undex*Cranmer, but nnder his unsus
peeled predecessor Warham, Strong and dominéer-
ing as was tho high Papal party in those centuries,
the vesistence was manful, Thrice in history, it
seemed a8 1 what wo mey oall the Constitutional
party in the Ohurch was about to trivmph: Arst, ab
tho epoch of the Counecil of Constanco; secondly,
when tho I‘}reneh LEpiscopate wag in conilicl with
Pope Innocont XI,;.thirdly, when Clement XIV,
levelled with the dust the deadliest foes that mental
and moral liborty have ever known, But from July
1870, this stale of things has passed away, and the
depth-warrant of that Constitutional party has been
signed, and sealed, and promulgated in form.,

‘Before that time arrived, although FPhad nsed exs
pressions ﬁsu{ﬁciently indicative as fo the tendenoy of *
things in the great Latin Communion, yet I had fov
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very many years felt it to he ;he firnt and para-
momnt duty of the British Legislature, whatever
Rome might shy or do, t6 give *to Ireland all that
justi®e *could demand, in regmd to matters of opn-
“Gcience andeof diyil equality, and thus to sol herself
right in the opinion of the civilised world. So far
from seeing, what some believed they saw$ a spirit of
unworthy complignce in such a course, it appeared
to me the onlysone which suitec either the dignity
orMhe duty of my country. While this debt remained
unpaid, heth before arl after 1870, I &id not think
it my province to open formally & line of argument
on a question of prospeotwe rather than immediate
moment, which might have pra.]udlced the matter of
duty lying mearcst our hand, and morally injured
Great Britain not less than Iveland, Churchmen~and
Nonconformists not less than adherents of the Papal
Communion, by slackening the disposition to pay tho
debt of justice, When Paxliament had passed the
Q]}grgh Agt of 1869 and the Land Aot of 1870, there
ran;amed only, under the gres} head of Imperial
equity, one serious question to be dealt%with—that of
thehigher Bducation. I consider thal the Liberal majo-
rity in the House of Commons, and the Government
to which I had the honow' and satisfiction to helong,
formally tendered payment in full of this portion of
the debt by the Irigh University Bill of Fubrumf
1873, Som$ indeed think, that it was overpaid:
question. into which thif is manifestly not place to
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onfer,  Butsthe Roman Catholie prelacy of Treland
thought {il toFprocure tho rejection of that measfive,
by the direct influence which thoy exorcised over a
ceptain number of Irisll Members of Parlidment, ﬂl’ll'].
by tho r1:wn:np’rﬂ,tmnL which they thug o{ferdd—the bid,”
in effoct, which"(to usc a homely phrase) they mado,
to attract tho support of the Tory Opposition. Thoir
Biforts were crowned with & complets succoss,  Irom
that timo forward £ have lelt that the smtuation was
changed, and that importani mattors would have to
be cleared By suitable oxpldnations, ThS deht to
Treland had baenﬂpmd a debt to the country ai
largo had still to be" disposed of, and this has come
to be the duty of the hour.  So ]ong, indeed, ‘as I
continved to be Prime Minister, I should not havo
congidered n broad political discussion on a gonernl
question suitable to proceed from me ; whilo 11@11,1101*
T nor (I ani cortain) my cmllcagues would have been
disposed to run the risk of stirring popular passions
by o yulgar and unexplained appeal. But every
difficuliy, arising from the hecessary limitations of an
official positidh, has now beon removed.

VII. Ox 1o Homn Porrey or tHE FuroRE,

L

I could mot, however, conclude these obsorvations
without anticipating and answering an inguiry they
snggest. ¢ Aie they, then,” it will be asked, “a
recpntation and a rvegret; and what ave they mesnt
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to recommend as the policy of the fugure ?” My
voflly shall be succinet and plain, *Of what tho
Liberal party has accomplished, by word or deed, in
establiShiflg the full civil eqlality of Roman Cafho-

“lics, I regret nothing, and X recant nothing.

It is certainly a pelitical misfortidhe that, during
the last thirty years, a Church so tainted % its views
of civil obediencs, and so unduly capable of changin®
its front and laMeuage after Emancipation from what
it had been before, like an actor who has to perform
ﬂ'eve‘ral cMaracters in ond piece, should havo acguired an
oxtension of 1ts hold upon the hi®liest clasges of 1his
country, The conquests have baen chiefly, as might
have been expected, among women ;_but the number
of male converts, or captives (as I mighi prefer to
eall them), has not been inconsiderable., L'hersws no
doubt, that every one of those secessions is in tho
nature of & considerablo moral and sooial soverance,
The breadih of this gap varies, according o varieties
of individual characler, But it is too gomyonly a
wide one. Too commonly} the spirit of the noophyte is
expressed by the words which have becdme notorious :
# a, Catholic first, an Englishman aflerwards.” Words
which properly convey no more than a truism; for
every Christian must seck to place his religion even
léfore his country in his inner heart. But very far
from a truism in the senss in which we have been led
to construe them, Wo take them to mean that the
“convert” intends, in case of any copflict Letween
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the Quaen rﬂhd the Pope, to follow the Pops, and”
lat the Quaen shift, for herself; whicli, happily, she
can well do,

Hsunlly, in thig countly,zbmowmmgt in the hlgheai
olass "weuld: rmse o presumption of & similar move-
‘ment; in ‘themass, It is 1ot 8o here,. Rumours hdve-
2one - 'Lbnuf that tlm ‘proportion of members of the
Papnl Ohm ¢h to tha polaulatiﬂn ha¥ increased, e:-*spe- |
cially in" Bogland, " But theso rumoﬁrg would sogin’
to be confuigd. by authentic figures, The Romiin
Catholic Mwma,ges, which aupply 9 competent Host, -
and which were 4 9 _per cent. of the whols in 1864,
and 4°62 per cent, in 1869, weto 4’00 per cent 11'1"--
1869, and 402 per cent, in 1871, -
~ Thers is something at the least abnol mal in ﬂu{zh'
a pa‘f‘i:ml growth, t&kmg sffect. ag. it does among the .
wilthy and. fioble, While the - people  cannot lu-aa-_f__j
charmed, by aity 1nnant&ﬁ10ﬁ ints the Romat carip,”
The original Grospol wiis anppbsed to be moant éspe-
cially for the poor ; but the gospel of the nmetﬁseqth'f
ceutury from  Rome vourts ‘another and less inodest’
deﬂtlﬁatmn. If 1:,]1@ Pope does ot cantrtol mﬁi‘e-‘:‘f-’
-_ﬂoﬁle hmong tis, he certainly cahtrnls more 4ored, -
C Ths sevbrance, howmrel, ;of a “céitain 111111113@1* of
lords of tho oil from those Who 1l it, can b8 borne.
.And g0 I trilst will in like mdnner BB éﬁé[fimd thé
new and yery réil aggiession” of thé ‘rindiples pip-
-ﬁmulgéiﬁ@d by Fﬁpﬁﬂ a,uthﬁhty; w’heﬁhﬁ% they ‘are oF
it Loyally disclatmed, Tt t’lﬂa thditter, e'ﬁtﬂn Thﬁ%
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is. hlE own judge ii,hcl hIB own gmda T ohit Epa&k far_
myas’blf I am no longor able to say, aael wotld have
-snid befors 1870, “There i8 nothifig in the nedsudry
beh@f & the Roman Catholier thh can appeaj ,1:0-
_-1mpeach ‘higefull® civil title; for, whatsosver. Jep'the -
follies of ecclesiastical power in his 0111.11011 hm_f
“Chuteh itself has rfut required of him, with buldmg;
,-"aruthorlty, 1:0 assant to. any prmelp]es 111001:15131:611{?
“with his civil daty.” That grotwid. is now, for the
_pré%e.ut at least, Gut from undet my feet. Wha,t‘l_
then‘m 14 be “ouir courds of policy heredfter ?  First
let ‘me say that, as regards the great ;[mperml
settlement, achieved - by. slow Yegrees, which has
-admitted men of all creeds subsistmg among s 10
._]?arhament that T- goriceive to be so determined
‘beyond all doubt or questioi, ag to. h&ve hecomésns
of the deep foundatlon-ﬂtones of tha exmtiug Oonstitu~
tion. But inasmuch as, short of this great chaiter of -
pubhc 11b@rtjr, a,nd 1ndependently of all that hag bee.ﬁ'{
dm@, rbh@r@ gre’ pauclmg atters. of aumy@r@ﬁiv&l{ﬁ;;—_
mmbr mam&ht‘r whioh have. bet;. 6F may be; sibjeety
of disctission; tiot withiout ifiterest attaang to them,
T can m:tppos@ g qu@stmn to atise in the minds of
'ﬁrame My own views and mtantmha i 't]JB future "
are of e smallest significance. = Bit, if the atgis
nients I have here offered make it my dvty to deolgre
_tham, I say at once the. future will be emcﬂy an the®
.past= m the llttle that depandﬂ on. e, I Eﬂnsull be
gmded hereaftar, as heratofoie, by the mﬂa 01‘. marm-f |
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taiffing oqugl civil rights irrespectivoly of religious
differencos; anyl shall vesist all atlompts to oxciude
tho members of thd Roman Church ffom tho benefit
of that rule. Indeed F may say that I have ‘hl”cady
ﬂﬁﬁ&]. eoucluswc indications of this view, by sup~
porting M Paadiament, as a Ministor, sinco 1870, tho
repenl of éhe Iicclestastical Titldy Act for what I
4hink amplo reasous, Not only hecause the time
has not yetb cammwhem wo can arume the conses
quences of the rovolutionary measures of 187010
have beon ‘B‘hmoughly woighed and digofted ]gya,ll
capable mon in ke Roman Communion. Not only
becanse go great a 1}"11110110&1 proportion arc, as I have
befora ohserved, necessarily incapable of mestering, =
and forming th%ir personal judgmont upon, the cnse.
Quite irrespeclively cven of theso considerations, I
hold that our onward oven course should not bo
changed by~follies, the conscquonces of which, if the
worst come to the worst, this country will havo alike
the power and, in case of nced, the will to control.,
The Statewill, I trysi, bo "ever carcful to leave the
domain of religious conscionce free, and yet to keep it
loits own domain § and to allow neither private caprico
nor, ahove all, foreign arrogance to dietate to it in the
discharge of ite proper dffice. “England expects
every man 1o do his duty;” and none can be so well
oreparcd under all circumstances to oxact its per-
formanéo as that Liberal pary, which has done the
work of justice alike for Nonconformisis and for Pana)
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disgidents, snd whose members have sQ ofton , for 1ho
sake of that work, hazarded their credit with thoe
markedly ,Protestant constityencies of the couiltry.
~Strong {he State of the Uniled Kingdom has alyfhys
been in material strength; and its yporal patioply is
now, we may hope, pretty complefe,
- It is not then for the dignity of the Crown ang
people of the Tlﬁitod Kingdom {0 bo diverted from
vepath which they have deliberattly chosen, and
which itydoss not rest wilh all ihessyrmidons of
the M postolic Chamber either opgnly to obstruct, or
secretly to undermine., Ttigrightfully 1o be'oxpected,
it ig greatly to be*desired, tlmi the Roman Catholics
of this country shounld do in the Nirteleonth century
what their forcfathers of England, except o hapdful
of emissaries, did in the Sixtcenth, when they wore
marshalled 1n resistance #® the Armaday and in the
Jevenicenth when, in despite of the Papal Chair,
bhey sat in the House of Lords under tho Qath of
AMegiance, That which we are entilled to' dosir,
we are entitlod also fo expect: indoed, 1o say wo
did not, “expect il, would, in my+judement, be {he
true way of conveying an “insult” 1o those con-
cerned.” In this expectation we way bo parfially
disappointed.  Should those to whom I appeal,
thus unhappily come 1o bear witness in iheir owa
persons to the decay of sound, méntly, trwe life in
their Church, 11 will be their loss more than ours.
The inhabitants of {hese Islands, a§ a wole, are
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stablo, wuougn somolimos crodulous and excitablo;
resolujo, though somotimes boasiful: and a strohg-
hoaded and soundhcnried raco will not bo_hindgred,
oitlig by latont or by avowoed dissenis, duo 1o Thee.
[orcigh®in{luonge of a caslo, from iho accomplish-
ment of ils mission ingdhe world.
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APPENDIX A.

- i 4 3
ﬂnﬂ nwmbers here given covrespond with thoser of the Tighteen Pro-
pnamnns given in tho text, where it would lave been less convenient

fa’cate il 0 iginals,

1,2, 3, “Tix qui omnino falsé Huciﬁl.lﬂ 1*eg1mm,13 idett hand
timent erroneam illam. fovere npmmnem, fotholicee Heclesie,
animarumque saluti maxime exitialem, a Jgee.”mom, Gro-
gorio XTIV, presdecessore Nostro delframentum appellotam
(etdem Eneyel. ¢ Mireri’), nimirum, libertatem: consciontise ot
culfunm esse propiium cujuscungue hominis jus, quod loge
pmel&mmu, e asseil debet in_ommniiecto constitutd socintate,
ot jus civibus incsse acl omnimodam libortitor nulls vel
occlesinstiod, vol civili auclovitate conrctandam, quo suos
conceptus quoscuinque sive voee sive typis, sive allf rntiono
pajam publiceque manifestaro ac declarare vedpans’—Inay-
olical Liatler.

4, “ Atquo silentio presterive non possulus corum auda-
clam, qui sanam non sustinentes doctrinam ¢illis Apostolicn
Scdis judieiis, et decyetis, quorum objectum ad bonum gene-
rale Teclesiwmo, sjusdemque jwa, ac disciplinam spectare decla-
ratur, dummodo fidei morumque dogmata non attingat, posse
agsensum of obeddentiam detreciari sbsgue peceato, ef &bsqun
nlls Catholicee professionis jacturd. " —Ibid.

B, “ Heclesia non est vera perfectaque socistas piane libers,
nee pollet suis propriis ot ‘constantibueg juribus sibi o divino
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sio TMundatore @ llatiy sl eiviliv potestatis est definhio queo
sint ldeclosin jurg, ao limilos, infra quos oadom jura exoraero
quoad”—Syllabus v. . ”

0. “Romani Pontifiecs of Comeilin cocumonien uﬁliiql;niliu
bus gy potostalis recessofunt, jura Pringipum usurpiram,
nqu%Qtiam in vebus fidel et morum deliniendis erfirand,”—
Lhid, X:’Cﬂi. ¢ e

7.  Berlosjn vis inforondwe potestalesy non halel, nequo
potraiateny allam temporalem divectam wel indirectom,”—
I%id. xxiv, e '

8, “Puoler polegtatom episcopniui inhfrontem, alia est
atiiibutn temporalis polestas w ciyili imperio vol oxpressd ¥el
{ncilo concessugfovocandn propleren, cum libuel, o elvill
imperio,”—~-Iid, 2X%e, .

9, “Tirelesio ol perﬁ}gﬂrluﬂ ceclosioslicarum Immunitas o
e eivili gitum Inbuit®—Jbid. xxx,

10, ¢ Tu conflictn Jogum ntriusque polostutis, jus civile
priovalot,--I0id, Xlii,

11, «Catholieis vivs probar polest ea juvoniulis insti-
{rond ratio, que sit & Catholich fido et ab Ticelosino polostato
sojuncta, quieque rorum dumigxal, natwoalium scientiom no
terreno sachuis vitwo fines tontnmmodo vol saliem primariun
apectot.”—JIbid. alvii,

12,  Phafisophicaium revum morumguo selentia, itomaquo
oivileg Jofes Dossunt ef dobenl o divind ol ecclesipslict nacs
toritate deelinnre,”—J2bid. lvii,

18, “« Matvimonii sacramentum non ost nisi confiactui acces.
soritun ab soque separabile, ipsumque sacramontum in urd
tantiom nupliali benodictiono situm ogt,”—1bid, 1xvi,

“Vi contractlis meo civilis otost, inter Christinnos con-
slare vorl nominis modritnoniun ; falgumquo est, aut conirae-
{um matrimonii inter Christianos sompor ®eso sacramontum,
sl nullum esse continclum, sl sacramentum cxcludatur,”
—Ibid, Ixxhi,

t14. * Do {omporalis rogni cum spivituali compatibilitate

i



APPENDICHS, 60

disputant inter so Christinne ol Uatidlices Reclosieo filii”
Syllabus 1xxv. ¢ |
15, ¢ Abrogatio eivilis imperii, q110_A13ua‘Eolicu Sados poll-
tur, ad Teclesimo libertatem félicitatemquo vel maxin®o cons
dueefot? —Abid. lxxvi,
" 16, © Dtate hov nostria non ampling expedit l'e]iw{nn
Catholicam habori tanguam unicam status yeligivaers, Teteris

guibuscugguo mﬂ?& axclusis,”—Jbid, 1xkvii,

17. «Hine loudgfiliter in quibusdam Cathblici nominig
regionibus lege duftum esl, ut hominibug 1lMic immigiantibes
liceat publicum mwoprii cujusque cultus cxercitium habere.”

] bid, Txxvidd, )
~ 48, ¢ Rimzmus Pontifeg’ pﬁtﬁst ac debafgoum progressu,
cumaliberalismo et oum 1ecenti eivilitato_sclo 1oconeliare ot
compeners,”’—Ihid, lxxx,

[WISTE] TRy 1

ATPPENDIX B,

L havo contented mysell with o minimum of citation [rom
tho documents of the poriod befors Timancipaiiwees Their full
effeet can only bo gathered by such as are acquainted with,
or will 1ake tho trouble 1o 1ofer Inrgely to tho originale, It
is yorth while, liowever, to cite tho followingapnsmpo from
Bighop Doyle, as it may convey, through the indignation it
expresses, an iden of the amplitudo of 1ho “assurances which
had been (as I believe, most honestly dnd sincorely) givon,

“LThere is no justice, my Lord, in thug condemning s,
Such conduct on the pait of our oppgnents creates in om
bosoms a senss of wrong boing dono to usy it exhansis oyr
pationce, it provokes our indignation, and provents us from
retterating onr elforts to obtein & morve impariinl hearifig,
We are itemptod, in guch cases as these, to altyiluto nnfaie
motives to those who difler from us, ag we cannot donceive
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how mon gifted with toligones ean fuil to diseovor truthe
s0 plainly dombigtrated g,
.~ #That our faifh or our pllegianecs s not. 1*{1;,:111111,{3[1 hy ﬂ,:u:,r
ol dBetrinos ng those, imputdd to LU |
o Tlmt our dutics to the Govornment of onr m1ﬂt1"jr Mo
not Ngiiluenced nor aldeted by iy Tiuliﬁ m.ﬁ practices of
*Popaa, | | : ;
~“hats those dﬂhus ate 1o bo lenm | by m«m, hg by ﬂvary’ '_
“wthor clasy of Ilis Majesty’s subjects, {1ty the Gospel, from
- the reason gwml‘ ‘to-ng By God, from thiihlove. of country
-which ‘nature has 1111111&111;&[1 in our lmuv’m and from. thoso .
”'-eonﬂtltutmnnl maxims, whioh aro us will nndmstuﬂd undf}a.'
highly apprecingel, by Clathelics” ‘At tha preseat. &ay, u‘ﬁ"i.;"tr :-
- their ancestors, W ﬂgnl‘lllth‘*ﬂ them with Alfved, ‘or sagmedf
Ao b ]{.ulrnyln_m.la.”fmﬁ‘Dn ila’s ¢ Kagtwy on Hie Outholic Clavms,’
“Hondon, 1820, e 803
| Th{-:- smB gapoml tone, sy in 1820, wag maintained in-the
answors.of tho wumqqc}a from Muynooth (m]luga hofore the
- Commission of 1855, Heo, for oxamply, - pp. 182, 1614,
TR12-87275, 301, 8705, t381-2 8946, 408, Tho (;ﬂmmlﬂmn*
“yaported: (p. ﬂfl), “Weo goe 10 reason to beliove that there:
~hag beon u-nmhaluyﬂl ty in iho teaching of the Collegg, or
‘any disposition to impair the obligations of an wnreserved
~alloginnes &ryonr Mujosty” |

ﬁAFT‘FN]H }\. C,

| Oﬂmpara the recont and mnumua imaeaﬁtmg ﬂi‘ ﬁ:u:a i‘utuw:-
:_..umpaml policy of the British “Crown, in an Artiele from o
Romigh Periodioal for the current month, which hag &uect..
relntion to these maters; and which has every appearance of:
'_.__pl%cefachn& from’ aiuthority.

s Surely in any Buropoan cumplm&tmn, such as may any
oy ardse, nay, ‘such a8 must ove: Tong aviso, from the hatural’
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grayltﬂtmn of tha forces, which ave forthe mumant lc{apt 1
check ‘and tiuce by..the necessity of projfhration for theix
-1nev1t&bla colligion, it may vory | onl bo_ that: theWfuture
:pwsl?aﬂty of England may bp stakod in the Etmggla, and
that the’ axdﬁ; whith. she may- take inmy be , determindgfnot
either by justice or intevest, but by o passzﬂmw ocllve I
Teeap aup “the Talian fingdom et any: hanart,"~The  Monih?
for "N ﬂvembel, 1848 <Mr, Glndﬁtma 8 Duﬂmm Lett@r;
_'p 205,

- This. 15 -8 wwdiarkablo - disclosuiey . 'With -dwhom  could
rland: be brought into. LH ot by ey disposition she
At feclgto keap up the Tifln ltmgdmaii oLamsidorad as
Statys, b h Austrin and Frarics are in_gfmplete haimony
with Ttaly. - But it'is plain that ItelyMias some. suemy ; .
the writers of the ‘Mcmth ' appear t k:nm; who it 38,

APPENDIX. D.

. Notice hag been talkon, huw% counfry and sbroad, of
fth{a &]_]p[blﬁllt inertnesy of public Men, and oY, longt ong'

g;ﬁIEritxﬂh Aﬂmm:rstm’mon, with respoet to the suljeet of thess
%l_pages. ‘Beo Friodberg, (W zwischen Btaaf Wnd Kirohie;'s.
Abtlisilimg il pp. 755~0; and the Preface %o the IMifth
;’i’ulume of Mr, Greonwood’s elaborate, able, gnd ]udmml work, '.
'entlﬂed ¢ Oﬂ,thedm Petri, p. iv. - - |
-« Tf there bo any chance of such o uwmﬂ if would [JGLuma
_uur political Tenders to look mora closely into the peculinritios :.
ol a gystom, whish: dt}lllﬂﬂ thB right of the. sub]ﬁnt to fwmdﬁuh |
of- thought :mrl action upon mattem most material it ]113 '_
civil ‘and religions welfare, Thove is no mode of aauﬁr%ai]uﬁg}?if-'
| hé apu‘ut andl, teudency of great 1nst1tutmns but: in e mnafu]f?ffi'l-
‘siudy of ‘their history. - The wuiter is profoundly’ " iimprossed
‘with:the eonviction that ouy political insteuotors have wholly
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“nogleetod this®important duty: ornwhich is perhaps waqrso,
loft it in the hanflls'of a clags of persens whoso zeal lids outrin,
their fMsorotion, nnd who-liuve-sought rather to engogo the
projudices then the judgneent of their hearors i {hb Yause -
| ;.rﬂﬁ@#@vd‘ 110 doubt sindevely, at heart.”
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