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PRETFACLE.

* L

Tue ascendancy of the Protestant faith in  this
Country is in danger, notwithstanding the noble
movement which has been nifade in its defence. The
position” so suddenly taken by the mortal enemy of
- that faith,  is meant to be permanent; and he is
_silently entrenching himself in it: regarding all that
has been said, by this great nation, as “sound and
fury, signifying — ~ormiNg.”” He is infinitely more to
be feared than he wishes at present to De believed;
-and thowgh the precipitancy of priestly ambition may
have dgra,n.ged for a moment, the working of his
'—ﬁhcy, 1t s really profound and comprchemwe as 1ts
results wil} in due time shew; and has been accoms-
modated to the political and ceclesiastical circums-
stances of the Country, with malignant exactitude
and, skilfulness. '

‘fhe political power of the papacy lies hid under its
spiritual-sreteraions, like a venomous serpent lurking
under lovely foliage and flowers. A leading objeet

~of this"Letter, is to explain and illustrate that truth,
in 1ts-practical application to the great questmn Now
. before’the country, challennmg 1ts best energies oi
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thought and will. it would be fatally fullacious to
regard the late act of the Pope, ag cxhibiting only
tne spasms of weakness. The more if 18 considered,
the greater cause will be developed for anxious but
resolute action. As a pretender to the exerclse of dyrect
tempoml power, the Pope scems quite impotent; but
he 1s the visible exponent of a spiritual despotism,
founded (80 we I’rotestants believe, or have no right
to be such) as clearly on falschood and impiety, as
its pretensions and purpose are at once sublime and
execrable; that purpose being to extinguish, and in
the name of Heaven! the liberties of mankind.

-~
-ﬁ

The question then—*% The Queen, or the Pope ?7-—
is a momentous one, which we have been very in-
solently challenged to answer. The whole matter,
social, political, and religious, is gathered up into
those few words; and posterity will sit in judgment

on our mode of answering that question.
1 5

It has been endeavoured, in the ensuing pages, fo
explain with precision one point of the highest impor-
tancc — the maturc of the Queen’s Ecclesiastical
Supremacy; which I venture to say has been the
subject of serious misapprehension. 1t is an essent.. |
dom(.,nt in the question under discussion.

- e SO

- How we may henceforth safely tolerate IntSlerance,
amd that in its most offensive and portentous form, is

a problem now proposed to us by the Pope hl-mself
whmh must solemnly cngage the attentlon of

9
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British Statesmen, each one of whom may say with
Cormlanus —

»
. ““ My soul aches
To know, when two authorities are up,
, Neither supreme, how soon confusion
May enter "twixt the gap of both, and take
The one by the other!”

Perfidiously abused as has been the liberality of the
legislature in 1829, the Author is, nevertheless, not
among those who think the time arrived for revoking
the concessions then granteds; and would have abroad *
incdelible line of distinetion drawn, between vindictive
and protective legislation. After the frank and digni-
ficd declarations of the Duke of Norfolk and Lord
Beaumont, ‘which, deubtless, ccho the sentiments of

-a majority of our loyal and enlightencd Lay Roman

Catholic fellow-subjects, it appears to me that the
Roman Jaity and Priesthood ought to be hencefotth
regarded and dealt with very differently. Unless,
~adecd, T 3m mistaken, Dr. Wiseman has contrlved
to prove himself the greatest enemy o the political
intcrests of the lwnnn Catholic laity in this country,
~ which they ever had; and the next general election
may shew them the sced which he has sown, in deadly:
bloem.

&
e gy

I trast it s proved distinctly i the ensuing
pages, that the plain letter of our law has been most
mapudently violated.” 1 beg to draw attention to the

-

1] hawc this day (IStthecemhér‘), had the great gratification of's
finding that Sir Edward §ugden,sone of the most consummate lawyﬁr.ﬂ_i'll
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fact, that on the 8th*December, 1847, Mr. Anstey, an
able Roman Catholic member of the bar, and who
has recently published a defence of the late Act of the
Pope, cxpressly stated in the Houseof Commons, that,
“the statutory prohibitions against bringing in, mub-
lishing, or using in this country, any Bull or writings
- of the See of Rome, remained ; with the liability to fine
and tmprisonment at common law.® On that occa-
sion, and subsequently, he tried in vain to repcal
that law; which the Pope, and his supporter
and champion, Dr. Wiseman, have since, thercfore,
advisedly violated, in order to commit an enormous

encroachment on the sovercignty of the nation.

It will be observed, that 1 refuse to give to Dr.
- Wiseman the title of ¢ Cardinal,” any more than that
of * Archbishop.” 1 cite Mr. Bowyer, also an able
Raoman Catholic member of the bar, the ¢ authorised’
apologist of Dr. Wiscman, as a witness to the truth of
the proposition, that *“foreign dignities are not allowed
in England;” one which he enunciates 1n his recently
published * Commentaries on the Constititional law
of England,” with reference to this very ““dignity
of Cardinal. There is no doubt about the correct-
ness of this position; and Dr. Wiseman's ominous
silence as to the oath he may have taken, though repeat-
edly and publicly challenged to discloge i, Boncurs to
render the observance of this law, now, a matter of
sexious importance. Till, therefore, this gentleman

—r o o - —— .- ——

"vhom this. country ever produced, yesterday expressed an‘ﬂpiniun
"in accordance with that contained in the ensuing pages, as to the
THl~gality of Dr. Wiseman's proceedirzs. -

? Post, p. 81.  And sce Hangard (3vd Series), vol. xciii., col. 804,
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oshall shew us the Queen’s lifence to assume this
foreign dignity.here, I call him plain Dr. Wiseman;;
coneelving that otherwise I should be only acquicséing
in a slight and indignity offered to Her Majesty, the
solg Source of honour and dignity in this country.
Nor have I thought it neccessary to deal ceremo-
niously with this foreign ecclesiastic, who has ostenta-w
. tiously assumed the entire responsibility® of those
- proceedings which have so convulsed the country.,
He has been sufficiently unceremonious with ws—
with everybody, and with® everything that we love
affid” tevere. IHe has presumptuously defied us all,
“Liberal and Conservative, Anglican and Dissent-
ing ;7% slandered a Press to whose power, enlighten-
ment, and moderation, he and his supporters are
at this moment incalculably indebted ; sncered at

the bar, at ‘the Lord Chancellor,® and at the Prime
Ministgr; calumniated the Clergy; trampled on our

laws; insulted our Queen, attempting to shake even

"

3 ¢« Appeal *to the Reason and Good Feelipg of the Englishe
People,” pgb.
* Id. page 7. |
® Dr. Wiseman, m lis rnde invective agamst the Lord Chan-
cellor, most significantly refers to his Roman Catholic predecesser,
~ Sir Thomas More: a personage who entertained notions, doubtless e
in strict unison with those of the pseudo ©“ Archlishop,” Thus spoke
More himself,~~<That which I professe in my epitaph is, that Ihave -
been troublesome to heretics, 1 have done it with a little ambition ;
for 1 s0 HATE THEM~—THESE KIND OF MEN—THAT I WoOULD BE
THEIR SOREST ENEMY TiAT I couwp, if they will not, repent ; for 1
find them such men, and so to increase every day, that I now greatly
Mecar the World will be undone by them.’—See Miss Be-ngﬁr’f *
Memoirs of Anne Boleyn, vol. :1 p. 383 (n). |
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the foundations of her throne; and equalling the,
presumption, but forgetting the fate of Uzza,® put
{forfh his hand and touched our Agrg. °
In the humbler ranks of that calumniated Clergy,
stands the venerable father of the writer: who teusts
~ he need say no more, in England, to obtain pardon
rfor any possible excess in sternness or fervour of
expression. ]

6 1 Chronicles, xiii. 9, 10,

L
Inner TeMPLE, December, 1830,
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. THE QUEEN, OR THE POPE?

“MOST CERTAIN IT 18, THAT IT WAS TIE FIRM RESOLUTION OF THS
PRINCESS, NOT TO OFFER ANY VIOLENCE TO CONSCIENCES; BUT TIHEN, ON THE
C¥™™ SIDE, NOT TO SUFFER THE BTATE OF HER KINGDOM TO BE RUINED,
UNDER PRETENCE OF CONSCIENCE AND RELIGION.”

| LORD BACON— Felicities of Queen Elizabeth.'

My DEear \VALPOLE.-—

AN unbroken friendship of twenty years duration, in the
course of which we have never had a difference of opinion, gnany
subjecwpersonal, political, or religious, though we have discussed
almost every-topic that has attracted public attention during that
long inter?®al, induces me to address this letter to you, agan un-
compromising member of our Protestant legislature, on a ques®
tion of irfmense political and religious importance, arising out
of the recent astounding act of the Pope. * What has been done,
boasts one of his pretended bishops in this country, *‘ne pewer
on earth can undy. In whatever sense this may be held trﬂe‘.
1t should not be doubted that those who consider themselveg
making, on a great occasion, an irrevocable move, ought.
to be given credit for far-sighted consideration of the conses
quences. It becomes, then, us, against whom such a move has
been made, by no mcans to act hastily; but, first to pomder,
and then bestir ourselves decisively. The view which I take
of the matter now agitating the entire EEnglish nation is, that
a position has been suddenly oceupied by the deadly enemy dt
our Protestantism, fwom wXich it may possibly be some®wh¥
difficult as suddenly to dislodge him; but from whicle, never-

B 2



12 THE QUEEN, OR THE POPE ?

theless, he must, and shall be dislodged, unless the Nation
lose ite politicel and veleyious identity. I ain convineed
that we have to deal with a dangerous and profound
pﬂliczr, stealthily elaborated at deceptive inmécrvals, carcfully
as well as malignantly accommodated to the' real or sup-
posed peculiavitics and dificulties of our pesition, social, reli-
glous, and political; and now masked under its very audacity ;
one requiring to be encountered cautiously and reso*itlly,
or we arc mastered : and, however little we may relish Peing
told so, sooner or later fall, a Protestant people, with I’ro-
feestant institutions, prostrate at the feet of our subtle and
watchful enemy at Rome L. | | i
It 18 my mtention in this letter, to touch upon matters of
- delicacy and difficulty, some of which our encmy would have
us avold ; to look deeper than he wishes; to put things
together which he would have kept separate; and sunder those
things which he desires to blend together. This I shall éndea-
vour to do 1n the sparit ofa loyal Protestant layman, concerned
for the safety of his religion, the welfare and honor of his
Queen, and the integrity of our far-famed Protestant institu-
tions; but at the same time reverencing the principles of an
enlightened toleration, even when called upon to deal with
the wery incarnation of intolerance. o |
The words which head this letter express a question (un-
doubtedly demanding an answer) which has been thus suddenly
‘and offensively forced upon us from Rome, in a *Bull, Wrifing,
or Instrument’?, “which, in your opinion and mine, has been
brought into the country in daring and deliberate defiance of
the common and statute law of the realm. In that Bull is as-
sumed to be exercised a DIRECT ACT OF SOVEREIGNTY OVER
,THESE REALMS. Such, at all events, it must be considered,
as against those who dare here to carry it into excecution,
-under any pretence whatsoever, so long as our fundamental
laws continue as they are. I suspect that this view of the

matter may have been suggested to, and startled, Dr., Wiseman
or

F

! “The Pope, for divers usurpations is called e common enemy to the hing
and the reulm.”—Lord Coke. Sceond Institute, p. H85. )

© * Bee Statate, 13 Elizabeth, cap. i, § 3. It would scem that the Roman
€atholics do not style the document in- fuestion, technically, a Bull, but
" Letters Apostolical.” T shall, Lowever, use the former word as having acquired
& popalay’ definite signification, which cannot mislead.

-
- r



F

. THE QUEEN, OR THE POPE? 13

himself?; for he has tried to evade it, by a stroke of ludicrous
Jesuitry. He says, that,* ¢ as accdlding to us ¢ the Pope’ really
has no power or jurisdiction spiritual or eeclesiastical in these
realms, it folldws that his ceclesiastical acts with regard to
ingland are mere nullities; and it is as though the Pope had not
spoken, and had not issued any document”!

__[_.).1;. Wiseman will find that this quibbling will not avail him
in Jus dilemma; and that the case is infinitely too serious to be
thus trifled with. It may, be held not to lic in %&is mouth to
make this answer. Any traitor might avail himself of such a
.plea. Ofthis, however, more hercafter. Flereis the Bull of Pnﬁe
Pius IX. “under the seal of the Fisherman,” and here is itse
adventurous and perhaps precipitate bearer, who has thought
proper publicly to avow, moreover, that the blame, if any, and
responsibility of the measure ests with Aim, and his colleagues,
anell’ 10t with his Holiness”! whom he consoles by the assurance
that he is ‘“ready to stand between the Pontiff and the
vituperation cast upon his act.”® 1 doubt not that he feels
bound thus to stand by infallibility in its straits, for reasons
gravely personal to htmself.—Here, I say, is, in the midst of
us, the Bull: here is Dr.Wiseman, who brought it, and may, for
a while suppose that he chiefly profits by it; here also are
certain other persons, pretending to have been created by it
Bishops, invested with ecclesiastical dignity and power, in and -
over this Jand, which they have dared to exhibit und exercise
a5 confidenty as though they had derived 1t from the only legi-
mate fbuptain of dignity, honour, and authority in this country.
This is a grave matter for our consideration, and for theirs,
They must be presumed to have contemplated and calculated
the consequences of what they have done, in deliberately
defying both the legislative and cxecutive powers of the Stata.
The person chicfly concerned, has, if report speak truly,
alfeady sccurcd the services of an ingenious and astute friend
of ours at the bar, should they become necessary. They may
be heavily taxed, to extricate Dr. Wiseman from his difﬁc;ﬂties.

3 ¢ Appeal to the Reason and Good Feeling of the English People,” by
Dr. Wiscman, p. 6.

* My reasons for thus designating this gentleman, have already been in-
timated s I regard it as-disloyal, and even ilicgal, to speak of, or to recognisce him
as “Cardinal ” till her Majesty’s lisense shall have been duly promulgategd, ®
- & # Appeal to the Reason and Good Feeling of the English People on the sih-
jeet of the Cutholic hierarchy,” p. 21. ¢
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Tt is to be hoped, for hissake, that before committing himself so
far, he bethought himself oft-the wise maxum, Begin nothing
of which you have not well considered the end. He might
well burry to the Temple with his retainer, ®n_reading the
ominous written declaration of the Queen's Prime Minister,
that what had been done amounted to ‘* a pretension to supre-
macy over the realm of England, a claim to sole and undi-
vided sway, and was inconsistent with the Queen’s suprenfagy :
o declaration sustained by those of the Duke of Norfolk® and
Tord Beaumont, averring, as Roman Catholic subjects of the
Cﬁleen, that obedience to this Bull of the Pope is inconsistent
~with their allegiance to her and their obedience to the laws
nd constitution.—* The present state of, the law shall be
carefully examined, and the propriety of adopting any pro-
ceedings with reference to the recent assumptions of power,
deliberatcly considered.”  These are well-weighed  wouds,
comprehending enforcement and amendment of the law; and
they were communicated to the country with a discrect
promptitude. Had this not been done, no one could have
answered for the consequences, as soon 2s the nature of this
monstrous transaction became generally understood. We
regarded Lord John Russell's Letter to the Bishop of Durham
as a sofemn pledgé, given voluntarily and doliberately to tlie
nation, that as Her Mujesty’s Government appreciatetl the
exigency which had arisen, they would meet it with_all their
energy. We understand 1t to mean, that if the existing law
were not strong enough to meet the case, it should be quick-
ly made so: that either legislative or executive action was
inevitable, and perhaps both. As for legal - proceedings,
doubtless they are at this moment, and have for a long time

-

¢ The solemn avowal in his grace’s letter 1s, that ULTRA-MONTAKE OFPY e
are TOTALLY TNCOMPATIBLE with allegiance to our Sovereign, and with our cew-
stitution.” As it is possible that this letter may be read by Some who are not
familiar with the full significance of the expression, * wltra~-montane opinions,”
it may not be amiss to intimate, that ultra-montanism means, the endeavour to
render tlic Roman Catholic Churches of the various countrics on this sile the
Alps, more subscrvient to the Pope than is compatible with the existing eccle-

~siustical laws, with the rights of the Sovereigns, and, with the independence and
intellectual frecdom of ecacli country where those churches are cstablished. This
timely expression of opinion by the natural head and leader of the English
Rorall Catliolic laity in this country, 18 of faealenlakle importance; and will
serve to draw a broad line of distinction betweenr priestly ambition and bigotry,
and lay loyalty and enlighicnment.

¢ -
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been, as they ought, the subject of anxious consideration by
the proper authorities. A state Srosecutior® especially on so
momentous an occasion as the present, is indeed a serious
affair, entailings great responsibility; and those who may have
to sustain 1t must be allowed to act with comprehensive cir- *
cumspection. The tone of Lord John Russell’s letter be-.
EE}:S, in my opinion, an honest .and resolute writer. Inde-
pendently of all higher considerations, he knows that now
to draw back, on any pretence, would be instant political
.perdition. He is not the man to drcam of cncountering that
penil.  With all England up in arms around him, wh@t
would become of him, if his trumpet prove to have given
an uncertain sound? But I repeatit, there is no fear from
any quarter, of treachery or trifling with the Qucen and
people of England. I, therefore, for one, am s#ill rof
bacgsy at that apparent inaction which some are beginning
to view with distrust, but believe the interval is being well
employed. Ifit be not, who can answer for the consequences?
I have no wish to sce Dr. Wiseman and his pretended bishops
incarcerated in the Queen’s prison, and heavily fined for what

~ they have presumed to do in the Queen’s dominions. Roused
though it has been, the temper of England is not vin-
dfctive, however, indignant or contemptuove. It has spoken
out with an unanimity and a determination, which must have
astounded those who caused it to do so.

In additien to its intrinsic claims on our attention, Lord
John Russcll’s letter was invested with ithmense signiﬁcanae
as emandting from the First Minister of the (Crown, constitu-
tionally responsible to the Queen and to her People for the
vindication of that Prerogative, in the preservation of which
they are so vitally interested : with which their safety and happ-

‘the honour and authority of their Queen, and the inteprity
of¥ their institutions are intimately and indissolubly united.
And, indeed, what have we just heard 7 from Her Majesty's
own lips, in resolute response to the loyal and determined de-
claration of her united people ? IT IS MY DETERMINATION
TO UPHOLD ALIKE THE RIGHTS OF MY CROWN, AND THE

" Edward IIL is reported thus to hawe. addressed his Parliament, on an-
nouncing that he was going to war with France, for an insult which hag E!.en
offered him: “ I have received a blow in the face; and all Europe is looking
to sce how I bear it.” ®

L
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. INDEPENDENCE OF MY PEOPLE, AGAINST ALL AGGRESSIONS
AND ENCROACHMENTS OFS ANY FOREIGN POWER.” And,
in our turn, we have said, and say, that we will stand by our
Quecn, hercin. Were it otherwise, unworthy, descendants

* should we be of our ancestors, our Catholic ancestors, who,
some five hundred years ago, in repelling an insolent intru-
sion and usurpation of the Pope, sternly placed on record in
our statute book® the words following, which olisten bri@y
in our eyes, and, when heard, have the sound of a solemn
trumpet.

i _..So the crown of England, which hath been so frecatall,
times, that it hath been in no earthly subjection, but 1mme-
diately subject to God, in all things touching the regality of
the same erown, and to none other, should be submitted to the
Pope, and the laws and statutes-of the realm by him defeated
and annulled at his will, in perpetual destruction of ke
sovercignty of the King our Lord, his crown and his repality,
and of all his realm, which God forbid !

‘ And, ngageover, the commons of the realm in this present
Parliament say, that the said things so attempted be clearly
against the King’s crown and his regality, used and approved
in the time of all his progenitors.

“ Whercfore they, and all the liege commons of the realm,
will stand with our Lord the King, his erown and his refality,
in the cases aforesaid, and in all other cases atterapted against
him, his crown and his regality, in all points, torlive and to
die. And, moreover, they prayed our said Lord the King, and
him required by way of justice, that he would examine all the
lords of Parliament, as well spiritual as temporal, severally,
and all the states of the Parliament, how THEY think of the
eases aforesaid, which be so openly against the King's crown,
and in derogation of his regality, and how they will stawdl in
the sume cases, with our Lord the King, in, upholding the
rights of the said crown and regality. Whercupon the lords
temporal, g0 demanded, have answered, every one by himself,
that the cases aforesaid be, clearly, in derogation of the King's
crown, and of his regality, as is notoriously, and hath been of
all time, known; and that they will stand with the same crown

and regality, mn these cascs specially, and in all other cases
[ ¥ ) Ly
r.'
# Statute 16 Richard IL chapter v., A. D, 1392,

F".
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which shall be attempted against the same crgwn and regality,
n all points, with all their power.*

50 will our Parliament, our lords spiritual and temporal,
and all the lie;re commons of the realm, sTaND BY oUR
(JUEEN, IN ALL POINTS, TO LIVE AND TO DIE. She is
the Queen, the Protestant (Queen of England, the (Qucen of
Pratestant Christendom: who relgns over our hearts, repre-
senting the majesty, but not the tyranny or meddling of the
state: who is the sworn defender of the Protestant faith: who
15, and, with God’s blessing, shall continue to ve, over all
persons, and in all causes, ceclesiastical as well as civil, in these
her dominions, SUPREME. N

But as against whom is it, that we shall thus stand by our
Queen? In the storn quamnt language of our great master,
Lord Coke, T answer, the Pobe, the common enemy to the
e and the realm ! He has done an act against us which
will amaze posterity; as it ig amazing us, and the whole world,
looking on to sce the issuc of this sudden and strange contest
between the Queen and the Pope; Liow she and hillépeople will
bear the blow which he has struck her and us. A blow it 18,
and a desperate one, at least in intention; and yet he and his
confederates in thig country would have us believe that 1t Is no
blow at all: that while we arc talking of insult and aggression,
he is conscious of nothing but excrcising his innocent spirrtual
rights, and doing what we have expressly authorised him to dg.
But, furthertore, he oIves us to understang, that however he
got where he is, he cannot, and lLe will not go back, come
what may, and however we dislike, and disturb, and defy him.
One is apt, at first sight, to laugh at this, as being something
like Punch and Judy taking forcible possession of London.
As an independcent sovereign, as an intrusive temporal princes
he §#en object of ubter contempt: his expulsion from his own
reatms, and his ~ostoration to them, are like scenes in a farce.
But while we were moralising on the speetacle of his pitiable
and 1rrecoverable prostration, many sceing in it the accomplish-
ment of prophecy, behold! he scized pen, ink, and paper,
affixed to what he had written, “the seal of the fisherman,”
and England—-mighty England—is convulsed to its centre.
This is very humi'l.iating. doubtless: and it also aPReAS

? Ante, p.12, 2.
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unspeakably ridjculous, blgt- to those only who look at.the
mere surface of things. ™ .

You and I may be altogether mistaken; but we regard the
¢ gituztion, to use a modern expression,® a§ pne of great
cravity; becoming more so, the more anxiously we try to
caleulate the future from the past. The time, however, for
contemplation—for expressing indignation and astonish;n_gnt,
is gone by, and the time for action 18 close upon us: when we
must acknowledge before the whole world, and especially to
the impotent representative of infallibility at Rome, that staid
England has had a sudden fit of lunacy which as suddenly
passed away; or maintain that our Queen has received a divect
and flagrant insult, and in Her person the nation; that our
_confidence has been perfidiously abused by those for whom we
perilled the safety of our most hallowed institutions, in admit-
ting them to the fullest participation 1n political power-med
that a systematic and sudacious assault has been made by the
Pope of Rome upon our Protestant faith. Are we to appear
before t.he"*:‘_ﬁﬂd o nation of children and fools, or of clear-
headed afd determined men, able to dppreciate and provide
against any manner of danger to ourselves and our institu-
tions? |

It is of the last importance to ascertain what is the real
question now before the country-—to look at 1t clﬂse'iy and
steadily, howcever far-stretching and unexpected ,ats conse-
quences. 1o be fore-warned, is to be fore-armed. DMuch secretly-
contrived mischief has suddenly issued in an overt act of such
a nature as challenges the comprehensive consideration of
statesmen, and, at the same time, cnables them to deal with 1t
deliberately and effectually, in spite of every apparent difficulty
o nd embarrassment. There is infinite significance 1n the moment
selocted for the perpetration of this outrage. It whs imine-
diately after the prorogation of Parliament: im order to obfain
as long a period as might be, for the working of this expe-
rimgnt upon the national forbearance or supincness. What a
contemptible estimate must its makers have formed of the
national character! Either they or we are profoundly deluded
s to realitics. Infallible as the Pope may deem himself
(iafallibility being, as our illustrions Isaac Barrow tells us, t4e
mother of incorrigibility), and dangerous as is the policy he has
conceived, and is endeavouring to carry out, 1t would assuredly

-
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appear that he has made a prodigious and irrrgparable blunder,
of which it is our business to meo the most, and turn it to
our permanent advantage. Now that he has suddenly opened.
our eyes, he ma¥ rely on our making the best use of them.
His has been, indeed, a desperate procedure, and will signalise
the century. ' -

I repeat an observation already made, and which I venture
to think worthy of being constantly borne in mind by every
member of the legislature, by all thinking persons, that we
have to deal with a policy stealthily cluborated at (lﬂﬂﬂpti‘tf(-}‘

. Intervals, carefully and malignantly uccommodated to what may
have been deemed, and perhaps are, weak parts of our social,
political and religious economy. 1t was designed to devclop
tendencies to disunion. That is why the Pope has thrown the
apple of discord among us. Certain vexed questions arising
ous<{ our peculiar and complex Institutions, civil and ecclesi-
astical, recently mooted in important national transactions, at
home and abroad, have been stirred up intentionally by these
proceedings of the Pope who hopes that he may filch from us
our faith, while we arb wrangling about such differences gs
exist, and aye tenaciously continued such, by sincere but
short-sighted disputants. T can foresee pretty plainly that to
some little extent. he may prove successful:® but it seedns as
plain titt it will not avail him, if we take care what we are
about: and_ we scem likely to do so. .
* It appears Yo mec that the question with which we have to,
deal, has three aspeets: legal, political, and moral: in respect
of an act Of that threefold character, imposing upon us corre-
sponding duties. _

To justify a national outery, it must be shown that there has
been a commensurate national Injury, or reasonable ground fore
apprehension of it. To determine whether one of two parties
has $erpetrated an act of insult, mjury, and encroachment; on
another, 1t is first necessary to ascertain their respective
characters and relative positions: then the rights alleged to
have been infringed; the act of alleged 1nsult, injury and
encronchment; its conscquences; and the mode of obviating
and rédressing them.

The partics, here, arc the QUEEN and the PorE, respecti};e].y __
representing the sovéreignties of Ingland and Rome, 2n®
n an especial manner, the Protestant and Roman Tatholic
.

S * b
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religions. The relative positions which they occupy, are at all
times, perhaps necessarily, anomalous, critical, and delieate. _
The right which is alleged to have been infringed, 1s that of
tlie nation’s sovercignty, including our Queen’s supremacy,
ecclesiastical and temporal. The act complained of 1s the
Bull of Pope Pius IX., dated Sept. 29, 1850, broucht into
England by Dr. Nicholas Wiseman, and by him attempﬂ:gl to
be carried into operation here, in obedience solely to the
authority of the Pope of Rome, without the royal or national
gonsent or permission. The consequences are, that the Queen’s
authority has been altogether passed by and set at nought in .
her own realms, in such a manner as to amount to a signal
insult to Iler Majesty and the nation; her supremacy as the
. Protestant sovereign of these Protestant realms, has been the
subject of aggression, injury, and encroachment; and theretfore
the entire body politic, consisting of the Queen and her subgests,
that is to say, the British nation, has received injury and
indignity. |
Thus far had I written® when a document made 1ts appear-
ance of unspeakable importance, on which I shall hercafter
offer some observations; but I cannot refrain from again calling
special attention to the fact alrcady referred to, that a Roman
Catholic peer of the realm, a member of the legislature, has
spontancously denounced the Pope’s Bull as one compelling
British Roman Catholics to clect between allegignee to the
~Pope, by obeying his Bull, and * allegiance to tfe constitution”
of this realm.” The noble lord, with a decision of character
which became one i his high position, has declared that he
will adopt the latter alternative. |
Yet again, as we have also alrcady scen,? and before these
< sheets could be committed to the press, a sccond trumpet-note
of deflance has echoed through the land, and must, by this
time, have been heard by the already sulliciently startled
occupants of the Vatican—I mean the letter of the Duke of
Norfolk, the premier Duke and hereditary Karl Marshal of
England, cxpressing concurrence with the opinions of Lord
Beauwmont! I presume, that for this exhibition of loyalty and
honour, these two noble persons must be excommunicated;

o~
PN

® Nov, 26, 1850. See The Times of that day.
¢ Ante p. 14, ’
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or the Pope is wiser than he is given credit for being, and his
Bullis by his potent and infallible salf, admitted to be a nullity.
- It becomes us, however, at present, to deal with it as an into.
lerable reality. |

The religiofs and political bearings of this question [ conceive
to be inseparably intermingled, in the cye of a Christian states-
man. This country enjoys the responsible distinction of being
a gront Protestant state, constituted such by the strongest and
sublimest sanctions comprchensible by mankind, expressed
with as much distinciness as language is eapable of.  What
constitutes that Protestantism no one need be told; but it ie
a condition of our political existence, that a considerable por-
tion of the community should be allowed freely to hold, to
profess, and to teach, that form of faith against which we as
a nation profest —a perplexing political problem, as demon-«
strated more clearly than ever by recent events. We all,
Rowever, profcss a common Christianity; worshipping one
Christ—but, alas! how differently! The gulf between us is
confessedly fearful and impassable,—as absolutc as the dis-
tinction between truth and falschood. We, as Protestants,
believe that our Roman Catholic brethren may be saved:
but they hold, and Pope Pius IX. has authoritatively de-
clared, that we, as Protestants, must be damned.—There is a
‘passage in one of Jeremy Taylor's Works,! entitled, “ Letters
to a Gentlewoman seduced to the Church of Rome,” which,
ever sine€” 1py youth, influenced my own opinion on these
subjects: and it breathes such a solemn and noble spirit uf
truth and charity, that I beg leave to place 1t before you.

““ Whether you may be saved, or whether you shall be damned
for your crrors, does depend upon neither our affirmative
nor your negative, but according to the rate and value which
God sets upon things., Whatever we talk, things are as the
ard, nol as we dispute, or grant, or hope; and, therefore, it were
well if your men would leave abusing you and themselves
with these little acts of indirect support. For many men
that- are warranted, yet do cternally perish; and you imyour
church damn millions, who, I doubt not, shall reign with
Jesus eternally in the Tleavens, ~

“1 wish you would consider, that if any of our men
say salvation may he hadt in your church, it is not fox fﬁe

L Works, vol. xi. p. 198, edited by Bishop Heber. 4
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goodness of your new propositions, but only because you do

keep so much of-that which is our religion, that upon the con-

fidence of that, we hope well concerning you. And we do not -

hope anything at all that is good of you or your religion, as 1

. distinguishes from us and ours. We hope that the good which
you have common with us, may obtain pardon directly or
indirectly, or may be an antidote of the venom, and an amulet
against the danger, of your very great errors: so that Z*7you
can derive any confidence from our concession, you must
remember where it takes root; not upon anything of yours,
but wholly upon the excellence of ours. You are not at all safe,
or warranted, for being a Papist, but we hope well of some of
you, for having so much of the Protestant: and 1f that will do
‘you any good, proceed in it, and follow 1t whithersocver 1t

~ leads you.” )

Influenced by such considerations, I sincerely say, God
forbid that I should speak with levity or inconsideratenes§on an
ancient form of faith, still professed by so many millions of my
fellow Christians! I should, however, be disentitled to the
name of Protestant, did I not from my.soul believe, and un-
hesitatingly declare the belief, that what we have rejected in
the Roman Catholic system, is utterly and destructively false:
a frightful excrescence on the divine form of Christian truth, as
believed and established in this kinedom, long, I hape, to
continue the bright centre of Protestant Christendom. That
divine form, in all its sublime simplicity and pufity, let us .
Cherish with renewed vigilance, with a pious though stern
solicitude. But what say our opponents? In this ~ery year
1850, one of their clergy has translated and published in
London, Count I.e Maistre’s elaborate portraiture of the Pope,
as peculiarly fitted for these times;:! from which I extract the
Tollowing dismal passage.? “ What shall we say of Protestan-
tism, and of those who defend it, when it will no longer exist ?
Let them rather aid us in making it disappear —In order to
re-establish a religion and a morality in Europe, in order to
giverto truth the strength it requires for the conquest i
meditates,—i¢ s an indispensable preliminary, to efface from the

- European dictionary that fatal word Protestantism”! -Is there

F

1+ The Pope, considered in his Relation with the Church, Temporal Sovereign-
tips, Poparated Churches, and the Cause of Civilization.”—Dolman, 1850.
2 Paga 3535.
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not a difference between the spirit of Jeremy Taylor, and
that of Pius IX. and Count Le Masistre? Itais that between
me and my Roman Catholic brother of 1850; and it is in
that spirit that Lproceed to discuss the great question before us.

1. Of 1u® PoPE, his character and pretensions.

I lay it down as a fundamental proposition, that the Pope's
avowed spiritual power is pregnant with disavowed political power.
If<>m wrong here, I confess that I have read his history in
vain; diligent, honest, and long-continued, as my endeavours
have been, to get at the carcfully-concealed truth. What a
task it is to thread one’s way through the endless mazes of
slippery sophistry, of subtle, and, at the same time, barcfaced,
evasions, equivocations, subterfuges, reservations, and false- *
hoods, by which this cardinal truth has ever been disguised
and concealed! A plain man becomes, at length, puzzled, ore
indignant and disgusted. If the facts of history be cited, they
are disingenuously explained away and (with portentous asse-
verations of which I shall presently give an instance), unscru-
pulously contradicted: while there is on record un inexhaustible
series of decrees, of hulls, letters, declarations, and rescripts,
speaking every way, caleulated to confuse and silence objectors,
whenever, and in whatever form, they present themselves,
WL, however, will not have dust thrown in, our eyes; and I
‘assert 4hat the root of the political question before us lies deep
in the avowed, or unavowed—disguised, or undisguised--elaim
. of the Pope, to universal supremacy: and it is this claim, ar
pretension, which constitutes the exact politacal difficulty which
we in Emwgland have undertaken to solve. e have to tolerate
a rival, who condescends o equality, only as an advance to
* ascendancy ! T'his truth all history proves, or is false, and our
own recent national experience confirms, or we cannot form
correct notions of what is passing around us, and transacted by
ougselves. It 1s like the host compelled to entertain him who
avows that he intends to kill his entertainer; by which I mean,
that the] Roman Catholic religion openly avows its object and
interttion to be, by all available means, to subvert and e ter-
minate the Protestant religion. I do not advance this ag an
arguinent aganst toleration, however the principle may be «
strained and almost dislocated by the severe trial to which it is
put; but only as a reason b slecpless future vigilance ow t&e
part of all who value our institutions, civil and ecclgsiastical,
. and the liberties thev are desioned to protect and perpetuate.
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The Pope's political power appears to sleep only till it can
assert itself; with the oppdrtunity, it suddenly starts up into
venomous activity and power. What blind infatuation it 1s,
to doubt or disregard this fact, or shut one’s<yes on history!
I will prove, out of the mouth of Pope Pius Rimself, and of
Roman Catholics alone, and that down to the present day, the
proposition for which I am contending.

The famous Florentine Canon, of more than four centitries’
standing,® 1s cxpressly stated by the late Mr. Charles Butler,
an eminent Roman Catholic lawyer, and a niost, disercet, and
rzstute adviser of his party, “to contain the true doctrine of
~ the Church; and that Roman Catholics are answerable for the
~consequences justly deducible from it.”* He quoted it dis-
ingenuously, and was severely rebuked for his attempt to sup-
~press an essentlal portion of it! Here it 18, verbatim .—

¢ Moreover, we define that the Holy Apostolic Sce, and the
Roman Pontiff, have a prlmacy OVER THE WHOLE WORLD
and that the Roman Pontiff 18 the successor of St. Peter, the
chiet’ of the Apostles, and true Vicar?® of Christ; and that he
18 HEAD OF THE WHOLE CHURCH,® and-the father and teacher
of ALL CHRISTIANS; and to him, in St. Peter, was delcgated
by our Lord Jesus Christ {ull power to feed, RULE,” and
goveyn the UNIVERSAL CHURCH, as also is contained in the
acts of General Councils, and in the Holy Canons” =

Who can fail to note the guilty ambiguity, vagueness, and
comprehensiveness of this canon? And what eolisequences
thight not be deduced from it? Boniface VIII. tells us, in
the Canon Law, that *both swords, the spiritual®and the
material, are in the power of the church; the one to be used
by, the other for, the church: but one sword ought to be
under the other,® and the temporal authority to be subjected

3 AD. 1439, { Book of the Roman Catholic Chnreh, p. 126 (21 Ed.)

5 Or *representative” [vicarium, rororypyryr], the Canon being written Doth
in Greek and Latin, owing to the attempt then making to effect a union between
the Gireek and Latin Churches,

¢ These words were suppressed by Mr. Butler, Not that he professed to give

the entire canon; but he gme a portion of it, omitting this,
7o Pﬂtesmtcm regendt.”

# * Opportet autem gladium esse sub gladio, et temporalem aut]mutﬂtem
Spirituali subjici potematt.” Bonif viii, Extrav. Com. L 8 1. This is

capital artlclcs i that Canon Law, w]nch,Dr Wiseman (Appeal, &c., D. 4)

strtes” to be * inapplicable under vicars apostolic, and t]’lﬂt thercfore, it was
necessary te- have a hierarchy!”
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to the spiritual.” The celebrated Cardinal Bellarmine holds
that “ the Pope has only a spiritual power; dut, nevertheless,
by reason of the spiritual he has, et least INDIRECTLY, a
certain power, and that supreme, in temporals’? Let us de-
scend the stréam of time, and come down to Count Le Maistre;
who, writing in the year 1816-17 (his treatise, as we havé seen,
reprinted and translated by the Catholics, this VETY year) says,
' Tixe Popes never maintained anyth®hg beyond the right of
Judging the princes who were subject to them, in the gpiritual
order, when these princes became guilty of certain crimes. . . .
Thig right would be more properly called *spiritual omnipae
tence,’ since the Popes never assumed anything except by
virtue of their spiritual power; and if the exercise of this ®
power, acknowledged to be legitimate, entails temporal conse-
quences, the Popes cannot be held responsible, since it ise
impossible that the consequences of a true principle should
e farse. . ... WISE MEN ARE BEST SATISFIED TO LEAVE
CERTAIN QUESTIONS IN SALUTARY OBSCURITY |”¢ :
On the 8th December 1847, Mr. Drummond read aloud in
the House of Commous an address, recently written and sent by
Mr. John O'Connell, son of the late Danicl O'Connell, to Pope
Pius IX., on the part of the Roman Catholics of Treland.
Mr. John O'Connell was present, and by his silence gu the
subjest, admitted the fact to be as stated; yet, when he after-
wards addresged the House, he made no allusion to the matter.
In that addgess occurs the following passage:—* We recog-
nise m your Holiness the true example of what the vicar of
Christ should be on earth; not only the faithful guardian and
protector of His church, but the guardian, protector, premoter,
and illustrious champion of the righis, the liberties, and the
legstimate and well-ordered privileges, political and social, of the
universal family of man!"® Many English and Irish Roma}

! Pope Sixtus V. was sorely digpleased by Bellarmine's concession that
the Popes had no divect temporal authority ; on which account he the
mora strenuonsly contended for the Pope's indirect temporal power. com-
pares the temporal power with the body, the spiritual with the soul, of man;
he ascribes to the church the same dominion over the state, which the soul
exersises over the body.—See Ranke’s Popes of Rome, vol.i, p. 485, (Mrs, «
Austin’s translation) 3rd edition; & work which ought, at the present time, to

be carefully read and considered. o s
1 ¢ The Pope,” p. 173. * e
* Hansard, 3rd. Series, vol, xcv, col, 821, £10; ib, col. 839, P

M
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Catholies were in the Houre at the time, two of them distin-
guished, namely,#he Earl of Arundel and Surrey and Mr, Shiel;
and ‘neither repudiated. this doctrine; though the former, 1n
answer to the allegation, ¢ that the Catholic laiky acknowledged
. the temporal rights of the Pope,” contented himséif with a brief
dry denial that the Roman Catholic laity acknowledged the
temporal rights of the Pope; ‘as was sufficiently evidenced by
the-eath taken by Romd#® Catholic members of the Houses
- Let me now, however, go to the fountain-head—to Pope
Pius 1X.: who; on his “ elevation to the dignity of the
Supreme. Episcopate,” addressed an elaborate Lncychicul
Lette? to all patriarchs, primates, archbishops, and bishops,
" dated the 9th November 1846; and which, to the eyes of any
person in whom exists a single spark of true Protestant
~Christianity, appears surcharged with blasphemous presump-
tion, falsehood, and bigotry. In this document, the Pope
formally and solemnly asserts his claim to be the Vicar of
Jeaus Christ on earth l—declares that ‘‘ God has constituted
the Pope a LIVING AUTHORITY to teach the true sense of his
heavenly revelations, and to JUDGE INFALLIBLY* n all con-
troversies on-faith and morals!” —and that, *out of the
Catholic church there i mo salvation!” and hie bitterly de-
nounces our * mogt crafty Bible Societies!”” Oh, that a copy of
this document, of dreary significance, were universally dissemi-
mated in this country, 4t this moment; it would open every
evepot wilfully shut! | .
¢ In:#his Encyeliosd Letter, the Pope will be found adopting,
in the year 1846, the essential terms of the Florentinc Canon,
which hag been in force for four hundred and eléven years; and
under whose sanction, consequently, have been perpeirated, by the
papal -authorily, all the enormous crimes and offences which
history. records. against it during that long period; under which,
for instance, Pius V.-dared to excommunicate and depose opir
illustrions Queen Elizabeth!. Let us patiently hear the Pope:
“ On our elevation to the sublime seat of the Prince of the
Apostles, we sccepted the weighty-charge, bestowed on us 1n'the
person of the blessed Peter, by Him who is the Eternal Prince
~of Pastors, of FEEDING, AND RULING, not only the lambs, that

¢ Infallibili judicio ” (the former word is printed in italics in the original).
I eofd from the official authorised copy in Latin and ‘English, published by
Dolman. -~ '. ._
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i8, THE ENTIRE CHRISTIAN PEOPLE, but also the sheep, who
are the prelates, . . . .  Livind and INFALLIBLE AUTHO-
RITY exists only in that ¢hurch which, founded by Christ our
Lord.en Peter, the HrAD, the PRINCE, and the PASTOR of the
WHOLE CHURCH, has ever preserved, uninterrupted,: her .
siccession of lawful pontiffs, sitting in his chair, deriving
their succession from Peter himself, and. being inheritors and -
guardians of the same doctrines, dignity, honour, and power.
And since. where Peter is, there is the church, and Peter
~speaks by the lips of the Roman Pontiff, and ever lives and
exercises authority in the persons of his successors; therefore,
the Divine Word  is evidently to be accepted in that sense [1]
which this Roman See of blessed Peter has held, and does ®
hold; that See which is the mother and mistress of all churchee,
—which has alone kept ehtire and inviclate the faith delivereds
by Christ our Lord—the metropolis of piety, in which is pre-
served the whole and perfect body of the -Christian religion-s
into which, on account of its superior headship, all churches
amongst the faithful' must have recourse, and with which e
who does not gather must mevitably scatter.[ {] With firmness
and zeal, encourage in all a union with the Catholic chureh,
OUT OF WHICH THERE IS NO SALVATION, and obedience
to the chair of Peter, on which, as upon a fign foundatign, the.
entiresedifice of our holy religion is reared” s ... . ...

»o much for the Pope's own avowed spiritual power. Now
read, by thg light of passages already ecited from the Canon
Law—Dby the glare of two torches held cut by Bonifice and
Bellarmme — the following enunciation by Plus LX. of his
‘“ INDIRECT” {emporal power:— | |

¢ We trust -that the princes, our dearest sons in Christ,
remembering, in their piety and religion, that the kingly au-
thority was given.to them, not only for the government of thd
werld, but more especially for the protection of the Church ;—
and that we, whilst we maintain the cause of the Church,.
mamtain that also of - their kingdoms and of their safety, that
so they may hold their provirces in ull__tzliatuﬂ)ed pgﬂﬂé&&iﬂjl?
will aid our commen. wishes and endeavours, with their pewer
and authdrity, and defund the liberty and safaty of the Church,
 that the right hand-of Christ may defend their kingdom.”s

e %
¢ Encyclical Letter, pp. 6, 14, 22. | 5 Ibi®. p, 84,
. PP
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How 1is it, I earnestly ask, that this marvellous document
has attracted so Ettle notick in England ?
In the yecar 1807, Mr, Charles Butler, in speaking of the
“ great perplexity between allegiance to the Bourbons and
duty to the Pope,” experienced by the French 8n occasion of
the ecclesiastical division of France by the Pope and Napoleon,
made a most remarkable ohservation in a work which he
published on the subject. : ol
“ Such was the extraordinary state of things, that nothing
short of the DOMINIUM ALTUM, or the right of providing for
extraordinary cases by extraordinary acts of authority, could
 be exerted with effect: and that dominium altum, the venerable
prelates cannol, consistently with their own principles, deny to the
successor of St. Peter!”? 'This * dominium altum,” thus neces-
~garily inherent in the Pope, what carthly power can deal with?
restrain? modify? or annul ? It constitutes, in the estimation of
Roman Catholics, a lofty, unimpeachable, unquestionable papal
prerogative, to be exercised for the good of the Roman Catholic
Church, in any way that the Pope and his advisers may deem ad-
visable. One who knew the Roman Catholics well, a subtle and
gkilful Spanish ecclesiastic who had quitted them, proposes the
following as a searching question to the Pope’s supporters, as to
the nature and egtent of his power. ¢ Can the Pope, in virtue
of what Roman Catholics believe lis divine aulhority, cdinmand
the assistance of the faithful, in checking the progress of heresy,
by any means not likely to produce loss or danger 1o the Roman -
Catholic Chureh : and ean that church acknowledge the validity of
any engagement to disobey the Pope insuch cases?” * Tuis,” says
the proposer of this formidable question, ‘¢ 1s one of great prac-
tical importance, to all sincere Catholics in these kingdoms.” I
Peﬁeve, and so do you, that many thousands of loyal and honor-
able Lay Catholics 1n these kingdoms consider that the Pope
‘““ HA8" mno temporal power or jurisdiction, and * OUGHT NbT
to have” any in these realms, “ directly or indirectly ;" but
they do not, possibly, advert to the expansive and contrac-
tile hature of the Pope’s authority-—his “ dominium altum”
—his illimitable and uncontrollable discretion as the Vicar of
~ Jesus Christ; they do not see the necessary tendency of some of
their own leading doctrines! A startling evidence of this
agpcars in the following conversation between a highly respect-
- 7 Butler's Works, vol, ii., p. 13.
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able Lay Roman Catholic, and a disg}nguiahed Protestant clergy-

man, who stated the fact before a’committe€ of the House of

Commons. **] sald to him, ¢ Suppose the Pope and council
announced that the King of England was a person that should
be deposed: would you feel, in conscience, bound, as a Roman
Catholic, to obey ?’—He answered, ¢ Certainly not, because it
waould be contrary to scripture.” 1 asked *whether he, or his
church was to judge of scripture? '—He replied, *his church’
Then I asked, *if the decree were so worded, that the Pope
and council affirmed it to be not contrary, but according fo scrip-
ture, that an heretical monarch should be deposed—how would

4

you act?'—IIE ADMITTED TIAT HE SIIOULD FEEL HIMSELF ,

BOUND BY THE DECREE, BECAUSE IT WAS FOR THE POPE
T0 JUDGE OF SCRIPTURES®; AND THAT, AS A RoMAN CATHO-
LIC, HE SHOULD OBEY HIM !¢’
e If-the above be a just deduction from the power assumed
by the Pope of *ruling’ the universal church,—namely that such
power is of a spiritual nature, but that such 18 pregnant with
political power, which is not exercised, only when and hecause
it cannot be safely or advantageously excrcised; it surely be-
comes us in England to ascertain by the best possible evidence
whether such are the pretensions of Pope Pius 1X. That
they are so, L have already proved by his own* Encyclical L.etter
on becoming Pope: and I proceed to shew you, that in the Bull
which is.creating so much disgust and confusion m this
country, hé®explieitly avows the same pretensions which lle
did in jis Encyclical Letter,—and which, in its turn, 1s based
upon the Florentine Canon of 1439! Thus commences the
Bull of the 29th of September 1850 :——

« The power of ruling the Universal Church, committed by our

Lord Jesus Christ #o the Roman pontiff, in the person of

St. Peter, prince of the apostles, hath preserved, through every age,

in the apostolic see, that remarkable solicitude by which it consulteth

for the advantage of the Catholic religion, in all parts of the
world, and studiously provideth for ils extension. And this cor-
respondeth with the design of its Divine Founder, who' when
he ordained a head to the Church, looked forward, by his excelling

wisdom, to the consummation of the world!”9 Observe, and "

% Pope Pius IX,, it has been seen, formally asserts this right in his Engydiical
Letter.— Ante, p. 27.
9 Appendix, p. 97,

- .

*®
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remember this solen aasempn as it were by way of ¢ continual
claim,"™ of this umveraal ‘power, in the terms adopted by all
former popes, in the most - tyrannical exereise of temporal
power‘ With such an assertion, as I shall' presently show you,
" commenced the impudent Bull of Pope Pius V. aff'ectmg to
excommunicate and depose’ Queen Elizabeth ! Such is the
identity of bemg, procedure and purpose of the papal power.
Dr. Wiseman, in his ridiculous and inflated ** Pastoral,” osten-
taticusly adopts the false recital of - the Pﬂpe calling him « the
supreme RULER gf the Church of Christ;” while Mr. Bcrwyer
- his ¢ authoritative ” apmluglst states, in that * authoritative ”
rapology, that ¢ the doctrine.on which the vefy existence of the
Catholic Church most undeniably depends, is, that it is built on
“the’ rock of Poter, and bound to his BUCCESEOr, the supreme
~ head and centre of unlt}r on eart};.”

Thus the very first paragraph in thé Bull of Pope Pilus IX =are--
fullylinks him in profinity, falsehood, and tyrannical pretensions
to universal power, with all his predecessors; and all which
holds true of them, as ¢ consequences justly deducible” from
the Florentine Canon, holds true of him, at all events, as to
pretension. and PHTP{}EE ~ What.** RULING "signifies and im-

| ‘phes and what *“ THE UNTVERSAL CHURCH " cumprehends 13
- now sli'fﬁclently intelligible: and also the mode in whicl that
‘“rule” 1s exercised; namf;ly ‘“ indirectly” politically ortem-
porally: there being no power on earth to ¢ rule” the-¢ ruler”

off the * universal (.Jhurc " to s¢t bounds to his authority, or
preﬁcnbe his mode of exerciging it. - Now Pius 1X. expressly
recltes e the remarkable ﬁﬂhmtude ¢ wﬂ:h whmh “ the power

[

.1 I beg to ﬁtplﬂ.m to any lay réﬂdér of this letter, that the allusion in the text
-is o an‘ancient but recently sbolished pracecding in our law, by which the
owner of land from time ta time !r.mumau;ll_)»r asserted and kept alive his right to it,

. whgn he.dared not entér to.lake p&aaesamn for fear of duug&r to hfe or lin,
See Blackstone’s Commentaries, vol, ii. p. 316, .

# The “ Cardirial Amhbiahnt} of Westminster and the New HIEI'RTE]‘I}’,“ p. 20,
(3d ed.) I have every wish to treat Mr. Bowyer (with whom 1. have not the
honour Of any acquaintanee)- with .the cofirtesy dug 'to a scholar, a gentleman,
anil g brother at the bgr: buy I cannot help pointing out, that though in his

e Cnmmentary on Constitutional Law, he inculcates an errofieous defiial of, the
Queen’s gpiritual supremacy, there is not a word which ever led me to believe
that he was a professed Roman Catholic: from” which I infer, and with a

ginégre desire to disclaim any intention of doing it offensively, that he must have
become such ‘gince he wrote that work. He will not now allow us tohave “ a

Church 7 it 13 ouly an * Eatﬂbhbhmeut Viie his-pamphlet,

£ -
-
f
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of ruling the universal church, JStudiously -provides for its
extension:” and no one can possibly dely that the head
of the Roman Catholic Church considers it, and is bound
to consider it,*a paramount inevitable duty, not enly not
to tolerate dissent, schism and heresy, but to destroy them.
Itisa necessity and condition of the existence of that Church;
and hence it 1s thdt some of the greatest philosophical jurists,
~the illustrious, liberal and enlightened Locke among the
number,>—have questioned and sternly demied, the right of
this Church ¢ to be tolerated by the magistrate.” The perilouns
solution of this problem in legislation, however, was under-
taken by the British legislature, in the year 1829. Aftera
struggle of intensity and duration almost unexampled in our
political history, the gates of the constitution were thrown
wide open, and the ‘“ emancipated ” marched in, with profus®
oprofegsions of gratitude and fidelity, and the most solemn
disclaimers imaginable, of intentions to injure the Church of
England, or recognise the civil or temporal jurisdiction of the
Pope in England. These were incorporated into an oath, the
terms of which were as comprchensive and explicit as could be
devised. The essential items were, “ 1 do not believe that the
Pope of Rome hath, or ought to have, any temporal or civil
Junsdmtmn, power, superiority or pre-cmimence, .direstly OR
INDIRECTLY within this realm: I disclaim, disavow, and
solemnly ,ﬁ,b.}ure any intention to subvert the present Church
Establishment as settled by law* within this realm: and<l
salemnly swear that I never will cxercise any privilege to
which [ am or may become entitled, to DISTURB or WEAKEN
the PROTESTANT RELIGION or Protestant Government in the
United Kingdom.” With what feelings any one who has
taken thisoath ¢an peruse and approve of the Bull of Pius 1X.,
and the * Pastoral ” of his pseudo * cardinal archbishop,” and
Antemplate with satisfaction what has becn recently done by
this gentleman -and others 1n pmfessed conformity with that
Bull, I am utterly at a loss to conceive. Were 1 one who had
taken the oath, 1 should, when I came to reflect on the ihatter,
be seized with a mortal shudder: and rejﬂi'ne, as a Roman

.

.r Letters on Toleration, Latter I. Sece also Vatiell, bﬂﬂk i, cap. 12.
* When the late Mr. Daniel U Connell repeated these wnrda, “ as gtnbgl by
law,” at the table, in tuking the oath, be did so with such a marked emphasis, as
attracted the attention of the wholo house. |
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Catholic, to follow in the steps of the Duke of Norfolk and
Lord Beaumont.” Before | quit this part of the subject, I
wish to draw your attention to two passages in the auto-
biography of the celebrated Bishop Watson, whose extreme

" hiberality of. political opinions 1s well known. In a letter
to the Duke of Rutland, in 1784, he says: ¢ I particularly
agree with you, with relation to the Catholics. No man
upon earth, I trust, can have more enlarged sentiments of
toleration than I have; but the Church of Rome is a perse-
culing® Church; and ‘it is our interest and our duty, on every
principle of religion and common sense, to guard oursclves

~against her machinations. There is far less danger to be appre-
hended by Protestants from the effects of popery in those
countries where 1t is the established religion, than in fhose
where it is simply tolerated” In 1812, the bishop wrote a
political letter to Sir John Cox Hippisley, a leading advocate -
of Catholic Emancipation; in which he says, ‘I am happy in
seeing my opinion confirmed in a posthumous work of the Lord
Chancellor Clarendon, entitled ¢ Religion and Policy’: in which
the noble author comes to this conclusion: ‘It is the duty of
Catholic subjects in a Protestant country, of priests as well ag
the laity, to abjure the Pope’s supremacy, ecelesiastical as well
as temworal.” V¢ ¢ :

Thus, we find the great Lord Clarendon, and the eloquent
and liberal Bishop Watson, directing their attention to the root
of the difliculty which has twice shot up into suche pernicious
Et;eugth, and concurring in opinion as to the proper mode of
dealing with 1t. A

Let me also remind you, that our illustrious statesman,
William Pitt, in the very last speech which he delivered in
Parliament, expressed himself on the subject of Roman
Catholie emancipation, in the following remarkable language:
“ I never thought that it would have been wise or prudent, o
throw down rudely or abruptly the guards and fences of the
constitution. But I did think, that, if the system 1 had
alludell to had been adopted, it ought to have been accompanied
by those checks and guards, and with every requlation, which could
nave gwen respect and influence to the Established Church, to the

 Thg italics are the bishop’s, r
¢ "Anecdotes in “The Life of Bishop Watson,” vol. i, p. 215; vol, ii. 431 (2ud
edit.). d
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support and prolection of the Profestant interest, and to the
encouragement of every measure which could tend to propagate
and spread the example of the Protestant religion” !

His splendid®pupil, Mr. Canning, the most ardent friend of
Roman Catholic emancipation, also thus expressed himself; °
“Go as far as you can, with safefy fo the Establishment. Do
not exact from them terms that are unnecessary; but be rigor-
ous in imposing such conditions as shall free you from all real, T
had almost said, all imaginary danger " |

What would William Pitt, what would George Canning say,
were they still alive to read the Bull of Pius IX. and Dr.
Wiseman’s ¢ Pastoral”’: and what would they do ? .

So much for THE PoPE, his character, and pretensions,
We must fix our eyes steadily on the power and authority.
which he claims, as on the mainspring? of a prodigious me-
<hanigy, consummately adapted to subjugate the liberties of
mankind; and let nothing divert our attention from it, or pre-
vent our following out its working, calmly and carefully, to
its legitmate practical consequences.

Let 1t be borne in mind, for instance, when we come to scan
the Pope’s bull, that it is an unquestionable doctrine of the
Roman Catholic Church, that it never surrenders its asserted
jurisdiction over any heretic who has once béen baptised? that
it insiSts on its right to the indefeasable allegiance of baptised
mfidels, heretics, apostates, and baptised schismatics, and to
compel their to return to the Roman Catholic faith —of cone
pelling them to obedience, and to fulfil the obligation, which
by bapfism they have contracted! The existence of this
pretended right was deliberately asserted in the year 1842, by
a Jesuit theological professor, in the college of Rome, in a
letter addressed to the Dr. Newman, who recently apostatized
from our church to that of Rome. Preposterous as this may
apPear to us in England, in the ninetcenth century, it1s of
vital importance to bear it in mind, while forming a practical
estimate of the nature and extent of the Pope’s pretensions, as
he has himself just asserted them in this country It is the
very poigt of the whole matter, as concerning ourselves, and .
all of us! |

He, indeed, who has nqt a full and clear perception of the

monstrous claim of the Popes to universal authority,” af¥d
ik

- B .
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cannot penetrate yhrough its vari-coloured disguises, so as to
detest ‘its hideous Teality, like the huge hidden coils of a ser-
pent, beneath leaves and flowers; he, I say, who cannot do
this, had better give himself no personal concern about the
Pope's Bull, but act on the judgment of others, not so igno-
rant and incapable as himself,. To him this fatal docuinent
(fatal in its purpose) will appear a mere dead letter, or an
emangtion of prety and peane—-and so 1t was intended. May
God open eyes so closed, yor. suffer them to remain closed 1n
judicial blindness| | -
1. Such is the true nature of the Pope’s character and pre-
¢ tensions to power, under whatever name he may claim, and
has claimed, to exercise, and has from time to time exercised,
that power.
Let us turn, now, to a more inviting object of contemplation.
I proceed to cxplain, as perspicuously and accurately as 1-
can, the political and ecclesiastical character and position of
the QUEEN OF ENGLAND: and, as I shall endeavour to con-
centrate much into little space, 1 earnestly entreat attention
to that little.  Her Majesty’s political and ecclesiastical character
is defined by the positive law of the realm, as explicitly as it
isin the power of language to define or designate anything.
She is OUR SOVEREIGN LADY VICTORIA, BY THE (GRACE
or GoD, OF’ GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELANRD Q{JEEH,
DEFENDER OF rik FAlTH : and in that capacity.is rightly
dnscribed by one of our canons,® as being *‘ Suprefile Governor
34 these her realms, and all others Her. domimons, OVER
ALL PERSONS, IN ALL CAUSES, AS WELL- ECCLESIASTICAL |
As TEMPORAL.” Her Majesty's civil supremacy it is need-
~ less to explain; but her undoubted ecclesiastical supremacy has
¢ late, even by most loyally disposed and very learned and
excellent persons, been, as 1t appears to me, 50 grievously
misunderstood; and by others suspiciously misrepresented, thag
1 deem it necessary to demonstrate what appears to me its true
charascter. . - L I
~ Mr. Bowyer, the apologist of Dr. Wiseman, in his ¢ Com-
. mentaries on Constitutional Law,”9¢ (agalnst which [ think 1t
right, as far as concerns this point, to put his readers on their
guard), has given an erroneous view of the relations existing

& ‘ e
between the Queen and the Established Church of England.
6 55th Canon, 9 Comumentarics, ete, pp. 179, et aeq. (Ed. 1846).

'
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Mr. Anstey, however, in a tract which he has just published,
on the subject of the-Roman Catholic ﬁierarﬂhy, states,
‘ that notwithstanding the endeavours of some recent writers
[the Rev. W. Palmer and M. Bowyer,]| to disprove the Queen’s
spiritual supremacy over the established church of this country,
undoubtedly the law escribes it to her Majesty.”' The unequi-
vocal statute law of the realm is, that *‘the Qucen’s Majesty
justly and rightfully is, and ought to be, THE SUPREME HEAD
OF THE CHURCH OF KNGLAND.” | |

The enacting words of the statute containing this recital, are:
“ that the king our sovereign lord, his heirs and successors,
Kings of the realm, shall be taken, accepted, and reputed, -
~ the only supreme head in earth of the Church of England:” and
by statute 1 Elizabeth, chap. i, the supremacy of the Queeng
as the Supremc: Governor of the Church, was definitively
wstablishied, and the subject bound to its recognition by an
oath: this latter act effecting a complete emancipation from the
Roman yoke, and being justly considered as having laid the
foundation of spiritual freedom.? The Queen is thus im-
moveably fixed in her position as the only Supreme Head,
or bovernor, in earth, of the Church of England; in the esti-
mation, at least, of those who deem obedience to the law of the
land a legul, a moral, a religious duty. - I déem this a thatter
of plain imperative duty, becaunse the law of the land s the
law of theJand: God, in his providence, having permitted and
ordained it td become such. Disobedience, therefore, to a wells
understgod law of the land, I hold to be irrehigious; and in
this instance, moreover, 1 believe. the law of the land to be
in strict accordance with the law of God. Dut what is meant
by ‘“the Supreme ‘Head,’ in earth, of the Church of England™ ?
That which scems to me perfectly intelligible, and reconcileabla
with the pure faith of the Gospel.. 'What I understand by the
'Qdeen’s being the Supreme Head of the Church 1s, that she

! The Queen’s Supremacy, p. 2. L
- * Bes Ird Steph. Comment, on the Laws of England. By two_Bections
(the 16th and 17th) it is enacted by the above Act; first, that “no foreign
princg or pclentate, spiritual or temporal, shall exercise any manmner of jurisdic- .
tion or privilege spiritual or ecclesiastical, within this realm -of the dominions
thereof ; and next, that such jurigdictions and privileges as had before hxsun
exercised by any spiritual or ecclesiastical power; for visitation and correctiongof
the church, shall for ever, by authority of the present parliament, hg united and
annexed to the imperial erown of this realm,” |

- -
- . . |
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is, under God, the supreme visible Governor of the whole
realm, of which that Church is a part—deriving her right
directly from Christ. Hg, wao 18 HEAD OVER ALL THINGS
ro His CHURCH, 3 exercises over it a two-fold government.
The one is interior, and purely spirifual, administered by Hisown
Spirit, through the agency of His appointed ministers; the
other, exzterior, administered in the course of that Providence,
which has been placed under His control for this especial
purpose, through the hands of the temporal sovereigns of each
country % which that Church 1s established. The Bishop of
Rome has impiously dared to unite both these governments
« in his own person; and has become thercby, In cach country,
arebel against the sovereign, and a blasphemer against Christ.
But our gracious and pious Queen is as surely nof guilty of
his blasphemy, as the Pope is guilty of it. To sum up this
‘matter, I hold with an eminent living divine, as follows : &4 hrist-
is the one invisible source of inward life, to His Body, the
Church; kings exercise an ewxfernal rule over those visible
members of it, who live in their times and countries. The
ecclesiastical headship of kings, therefore, 1s so far from being
ineconsistent with that of Christ, that it is subordinate and
ministerial to it.”* This ecclesiustical anthority of kings, rests
not on the vain, arbitrary enactments of mere positive 1}}111‘15111
law, but on the solid foundations of reason, scripture and
authority. *Kings serve God,” says St. Augustine , “when
timy order what i8 good and prohibit what is Yad, not only
in secular matter, BUT IN SPIRITUAL: and unless they do so,
how shall they be able to render an account hereafter to
Almighty God? This, then, is their duty; to maintain the
peace of the Church, whose spiritual children they are.”
These were the sentiments not of this great and vencrable
Father alone, but universally entertained by Christians,
after the Empire became Christian. He who would raise
objections to the supreme power, both of right and duty,
exercised in the sense of St. Augustine, as above explained, in
spiritual matters, by the sovereigns of England, would find
himself opposing the principles of reason on which,all Chris-
tian monarchy rests; he would be contravening the examples

F

¢ Eph. i. 22,
* Theophitus Anglicanus, by Dr. Wordsworth, p, 228.

5 St. August. Tractat. in Joann, 11,
r
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of the Old Testament, and the precepts of the New; and he
would be condemning, not only the practi® of Constantine,
Theodostus, and Justinian, and all the great Christian emperors
and kings, especially those of England; but impugning the
Judgment of St. Chrysostom, St. Basil, St. Augustine, and St.
Jerome, and all the wisest and most pious fathers of the
Church. & Tt appears to me that there is no force whatever in
the objection to the expression, *“ Head of the Church”: by
which, says our incomparable Hooker, 7 “ we do but testify
that we acknowledge kings to have sSUPREME GOVERNMENT,
even over all, both persons and causes. If the having of
supreme power be allowed, why is the expressing thereof by the R
title of ¢ HEAD’ condemned?” & If I am wrong in entertaining
these views, I crave to be set right by my spiritual teachers:
till then, not frightened by a phrase, I shall hold fast by thi®
doctrine as sound Christian truth, and constitutional law: and
“will uphold the Queen’s ecclesiastical, as firmly as her civil
supremacy. Iregard it,indeed,as the very key-stone of the arch
of our political fabric: it is incorporated into, and identified with

* 8ee Dr. Wordsworth’s Theophilus Auglic,

T Ecclesiast, Pol. book viii. ¢, 4, The whole of this magterly chapter, O
the title of Headship,” is worthy of careful study. It appears to me conclusive,

? 1 beg to call special attention to a MS, note of Hodker's, recently” printed
from fhe Dublin MS, in Mr. Keble’s edition (Oxford, 1845, vol. iii. p, 368
note 68). It will bear profitable meditation, even in high quarters. *“ The name
of * Head of $he Church of England’ to rive to the prince, they count it injuriQus
unto Christ. The eause of this doubt, is a conceit that the chureh and commok-
weale in respect of regiment, must necds be always two distinet budies; so that
the head 8f the one eannot be the head of the other also. Their reason frivolous,
that because Christ is properly termed the Head of Tug church, therefore the
prince may not be . called the Head of THia churck under Chyist. What
the name of Headship doth import, being .attributed unto Christs that His
headship over all churches, doth not exclude the authority of governors plac
as heads over each particular church, for the visible regiment thercof, That a
Christiﬂ.n prince within hiz dominions hath su Preme power, authm}'t}r, and
headship over all governors, and that, in canses of whatsoever kind, no less if they
belong to the Chureh of Clhirist than if they merely concern the temporal and
eivil state,

“Their minds, T doubt not, are far from freason. Howbeit in the Mays of
Henry VIIL to have held that which now is maintained concerning the prince’s,
power, had, then been adjudged a capital offence. )

*“Out of the principles which the learneder sort of them deliver, the simpler
may draw as some have done, that [which] by just execution of law, hath cost
them their lives, A hard case, thd to them small comfort, which have myht

these silly persons such doctrine as, being unsaid, they have notwithstan ing
suffered death,” - -
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gor system. Our melignant cnemy at Rome is anxiously
__;ﬁi"ﬂ.:mhﬁng the proyress of tl.ose dangerous notions, which some
“in this country professto entertain, concerning the relations of
- Qur Queen to our Church;-and which tend, so to speak, to deca-
pitate that Church, by depriving it of that Head which God
has given it: and the Pope will know how to deal with the
bleeding trunk. Every atom of allegiance withdrawn from our
Queen, is transferred, whether consciously or unconsciously, to
the wily Pope—the common enemy to the Qucen and- the
realm: and, constrained by the solémn obligation imposed upon
me by the Oath of Allegiance, and by the Oath of Supremacy,
which you and Itook on becoming members of the bar of
England—I say that I will not yicld one hair’s breadth in this
matter of the Queen’s ecclesiastical authority, to either the
Yope, or any of his open or disguised friends, here or else-
where. | . ,
 But [ have yet a great deal further to go. The Queen is
not only the Iead, in eurth, of the Church in England; but
that church, it is our pride and glory to say it, Is PROTESTANT;
and I believe that no one breathes in the (Queen’s dominions
more profoundly conscious of this—this glorious truth and
fact, than Qucen Victoria. Dassing down the stream of time,
from LLIZABETIS to VicTonrta, let us lmagine oursclves
present at the august ceremoniul of Her Majesty’s coronation
listening to the oath wlich she swore to reign as a Protestunt
f‘i‘wermg_n: tht:ﬁreby, however, be'(:mmng, n the eyes of the Pope
a degraded being, & sworn Aeretic and sclasmatic ! a stray way-
ward lamb from his fold,—the good shepherd! That cath hag,
I doubt not, penetrated Her very soul from childhood, and
becotne incorporated with Her whole moral being; identified,
ifn Her estination, with every conceivable 1dea of dread re-
sponsibility, that can be contracted by an earthly sovereign, to
the Almighty Maker and Ruler of heaven and earth! r
I shall choose to imagine, that on the day of the Queen’s
coronation,—on Wednesday, the 28th June 1837—the Pope of
that tlay, Gregory XVI., and his Cardinals, had contrived to
gain admittance, as spectators, into Westminster Abbey, where
Her Majesty swore that ocath, as there also will her successors
(God long preserve her Majesty !) in all time to come, so long
a4 Englishmen are Englishmen ana Protestants. How would
the pious.ears of * his holiness,” and * their cminences,” have

-
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tingled, .and their tceth chattered, when they heard fh%
few solemn words uttered by the Archbishew of Canterbmy
and the Queen of England ? |

‘“ ARCHBISHGP,— Will you, te::r the utmost of your pﬂwzﬂr, |
maintain the laws of God, the TRUL profession OF THE
GOSPEL, AND THE PROTESTANT REFORMED RELIGION
ESTABLISHED BY LAW: and will you maintain and preserve,
wviolably, the settlement of the United Church of England
and Ireland; and WILL YOU PRESERVE UNTO THE BISHOPS
AND (JLERGY, AND TO Tilg CHURCHES THERE COMMITTED
TO THEIR CHARGE, ALL SUCH RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGLES
A8 BY LAW APPERTAIN UNTO THEM?

“QQUEEN.—AIl this I promisc to do.” And right royally
and faithfully has she done 1t, a8 became a vigilant and uncom-
pmmising DEFENDER OF THE FAITH; but in so doing shee
has, in the wise and charitable Pope’s opinion, necessarily
expnae"'hemelf to perdition for uplmldmrr damnable error;
that 1s, the subversion of the imaginary chair of St. Peberl
lHHow he must have been choked by suppressing a surgent
anathema, as he listened to the silvery voice of the Fair and
Royal Heretic and Schismatic! 1lad her eye lit upon the
scowling countcnance of Pope Gregory XV, and had she
known who and what manner of person hg was, probably a
memoreble passage of our annals would have flushed across
her memory. She would have bethought herself, with lofty
scorn and” ipdignation, of what that Pope’s predecesson
Pius V., had impiously and insolently dured to do to he?
immortad predecessor, QJueen Elizabeth!  The royal eye would
have glanced at the following words written by that Pope, in
burning letters of insolence and impiety, still disfiguring, and
- a8 it were scorching the page of hustory !

¢ This woman, MONSTROUGSLY USURPING THE PLACE OF
SugreME HEAD oF THE CHURCH IN ALL EXGLAND, and
the chief authority and jurisdiction thereof, hath again brought
back the said kingdom into miserable destruction, which was
then" nearly reduced [under Queen Mary!] to the mmost
Catholic faith and good fruits:

“ We aTe construined, of necessity, to betake ourselves to
the weapons of justice against her, not being able to mitigate
our sorrow that we are drawn to take punishment upon oge
ta whose ancestors the whole state of Christendom Jath been
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so much bounden. Being, therefore, supported by His authority,
whase pleasure itowas lo pldce us in this supreme throne of justice,
we do, out of the fulness of our apostolic power [the very words
of PiusIX. in his late Bull], declare the aforesaid klizabeth,
being AN HERETIC and a FAVOURER OF HERETICS, to have
incurred the sentence of anathema, and to be cuT OFF FROM
THE UNITY OF THE BODY OF CHRIST !
¢ And moreover we do declare her to be deprived of her
PRETENDED TITLE to the kingdom aforesaid, and of all
dominion, dignity, and privilege whatsoever.
¢« And also the nobility, subjects, and people of the said
kingdom, and all others which have In any sort sworn unto
her, to be for ever absolved from any such oath, and all man-
ner of duty of dominion, allegiance, and obedience: as we
“glso do, by authority of these presents, absolve them, and do
deprive the same Elizabeth of HER PRETENDED TITLE to the
kingdom: and we command and interdict all and &very the
noblemen, subjects, people, and others aforesaid, that THEY
PRESUME NOT TO OBEY HER, or her monitions, mandates, and
laws: and those which shall do the contrary, we do excom-
municate with the like sentence of anathema.”
Observe now the blasphemous assertion of right and title
withewhich this atrocious document opened. _
¢ Pius, Bishop, Servant to God’s Servants, for a perpetual
memorial of the matter !
r + Ie that reigneth on high, to whom is given’ all power
in heaven and in earth, committed one Holy Catholic and
Apostolic Church, oUT of WHICH THERE I8 NO SAZVATION
Iso declares Pius IX.], to one alone upon earth, namely, to
Peter, the Prince of the Apostles, and to Peter’s successors,
the Bishops of Rome, to be governed 1n fulness of power.
Him alone he made prince over all people, and all kingdoms,
to pluck up, destroy, scatter, consume, plant, and build, ¥hat
he may contain the faithful that are knit together with the
band of charity, in the unity of the Spirit, and present them
spotfess and unblameable to their Saviour. In discharging of
which function, we who are by.(God’s goodness called. to the
government of the aforesaid church, do spare no pains, labour-
ing with all earnestness, that unity and the Catholic religion
way be preserved uncorrupt !” |
Mark #he powers here exercised in exact accordance with the

g

x
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Florentine Canon, then of 131 years' standing ! In what

respect docs this assertion of title, made on the 5th of May,
1570, *“ in the fifth year of our Pontificate,” differ from that

of Pius 1X., made the 29th of September, 1830, * in the fifth
year of Ais Pontificate " 71
The Queen of Lngland having thus solemnly sworn to De,
and to govern us as, a Protestant sovereign, let us sce what we,
her subjects, in our turn, as solemnly swear that we believe,
and will do. Here is the oath of ALLEGIANCE, taken alike
by Protestant and Roman Catholic, and which is “ but an out-
ward declaration,” happily, observes l.ord Coke, ? % of what
stands already written by the finger of the law in our hearts”:
“I do sineerely promise and swear, that I will be farthiud,
and bear true allegiance, to her Majesty Queen Vietoria.”
The following is the oath of sUPREMaCY taken by her®
Majesty’s Protestant subjeets:3 “ I do swear, that I do from
'-my heart abhor, detest, and ahjure, as impious and heretical,
that dammnable doctrine and position, that princes excommuni-
cated or deprived by the Pope, or any authority of the sce of

' The 1ssuing of this Bull was one of the “ high virtues” which Ied to the
canonization of Pis V. A similay glory is doubtlessly contemplatei by Pius
IX!'—The Bull of canonization expressly recited “ his unhesitating zeal in striking
with his dread anathema the impious heretic Elizabeth, tfe pretended Qtecn of
England, as a heretic, and the favourer of heretics, absolving their subjects from
their aliegiance, and depriving hersclf, by pontifigal authority, of her pretended
right to the twrone of England 1" .

Dr. Lingard, 11 his Ilistory of Jogland (vol, vi, p. 224, last edit,), informs ug
that ¢ Elizabeth complained of the Bull as aninsult to the majesty of sovereigns,
and requesfed the Kmperor Maxhmilian 6o procwre its revocation.” Mark the
sebtle and insulting answer of the Pope! one such as his present sucecssor
might possibly address to Queen Victoria were she similarly to condeseend,
“ T his solicitations, Pius answered, by asking, ¢ Whether Elizabeth deemed the
sentence valid or invalid?  If valid, why did she not seek o reconciliation with the
Holy See? If invalid, why did she wish it to be revoked 2> 'With this atrocious
insgance, and a long catalogue of others, standing on record on the pages of
hisgr}-', a Roman Catholic prelate, Dr, Doyle, positively made before the "House
_ of Lords, urox oarr, the following “ portentons asseveration,” as it was justly
characterised at the time. “ The Churell Las uniformly for nine centuries, by
her Pﬂpes themselves, by her rracnice, and by her doctrines, and My her
acadentics, mawntamed thut the Popes have no right whatever to interfere with the
temporal soveggignties or rights of Kings wnd Princes ™

2 20d Institate 121, Fhe ounths of allegiance and supremacey are those settled
by the legislature in the year 1714, on the accession of Geo, 1., by Stat, 1
Geo. I, Stat, 2. ¢,13; § 1. - |

 The oath administered to Roman Catholics is that which Las heen alreuﬂ}r
partially cited. Ante, p. 31, -
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Rome, may be deposed or murdered by their subjects, or any
other whatsoever?  And I do declare, that no foreign prince,
person, prelate, state, or potentate, hath, or ought to have,
ANY jurisdiction, power, superiority, pre-eminerce, or authority,
ECCLESIASTICAL OR SPIRITUAL, WITHIN THIS REALM.”
For a reason which will presently appear, T call attention to
the fact, that this oath is taken by clergymen of the established
Church of England on entering into it, and at every stage of
their gradation in it—on becoming deacons, priests, bishops,
and archbishops ; and that, in addition to this, on entering
into holy orders, they must subseribe the Thirty-nine Articles
‘in the plain and full meaning thereof, and shall take 1t 1n
the literal and grammatical sense.” In the thirty-seventh of
these Articles is the following stringent and absolute assertion.
¢ The Bishop of Rome hath No jurisdiction in this realm of
England.” . |
The sense in which you and I, and all honest men, take the
oath of supremacy, is that which is in terms ezpressed 1n the
oath of abjuration: ¢ All these things I do plainly and sincerely
acknowledge and swear, according to these express words by
me spoken, and according to the plain common sense under-
standing of the same words, without any cquivocation, mental
evasien, or eccret rescrvation whatsocver”*  Inthis spint,
I say, we, Protestant Englishmen, take this all-importamt oath,
not without having well.weighed the terms of it, which recent
events, however, have suddenly invested with infipifely greater
potency and. significaney, both exclusively and conclusively
than ever. Thus we take oaths: but imagine my lmrror on
finding Dr. Wiseman assisting in the recent canonization 1n
this country of one Alphonso Liguori, with whose memoirs also
he has recently (1846) favoured the British public, as that of a
“ theological writer of heroic virtues,” applauding the wisdom
of his understanding and the purity of his heart, and inculcatang
the study of his writings, in which I have myself read > passages

* Statute 6 Geo. ITL c. 54, .

5 Tn the “ Moral Theology” lately published in nine volumes, in Londen, in
the Latin language., * His positis, certum est, et commune apud omnes, quod
ex justd caust licitum sit UTI EQUIVOCATIONE, modis expositis, Tt cum~JURA-
MENTO FIRMARE.” Vol IL, Book iv., tr. 2, p.316. Surely, Dr. Wiseman Is
bound for the safety of the country, to come forward with a public and distinet
davowal of such dreadful doctrines. I hereby, as an indignant Englishman,
publicly chailenge him to do so, or. to stand the consequences.

r.

a,



THE QUEEN, OR THE POPE ? 43

appearing to dissolve all sense of the obligation of truth; incul-
cating equivocation, mental reservation, evasions, subterfuges
of all sorts: nay, that ¢ for a just cause” it IS LAWFUL TO
CONFIRM EQUIVOCATION WITH AN OATH! God forbid, how- .
ever, that Englishmen should ever fuil to act upon the sublime,®
simple, and comprehensive precept of our Saviour, ¢ Lef your
communication be Yea, yea, Nay, nay%” and recoil from the
horrible attempt to convert Yea into Nay, and Nay into Yea!

Such being the solemnly-sanctioned reciproéal and correls-
tive rights, obligations, and duties of Her Mujesty and her
subjects, their absolute identity of character and interest be-
comes gpparent. The Queen, the Church, the State are so united,
as to form one symmetrical body-politic. “ No man on earth,”
says Kidmund Burke, ““is more willing than 1am to lay it
down as a fundamental law of the constitution, that the Church
of England should be united, and even identified with it 7.
It 15 so, indeed, and to all intents and purposes. Whence it
follows that an insult, an injury to, an encroaching on any one of
these, 1s an insult, an injury, and encroachment as to the whole,
whether the blow be aimed at the head, or the members. And
1t has becen recently observed with legal and logical propriety,
“that® any attempt to invade the spiritual jurisdiction of the
established church, under a claim, not mevely of co-ordinate,
but "paramount spiritual authority derived from a foreign
prince, is an aggression and encroachment on the crown and
constitution of these realms: because of that Church the Croyvn
15 the head—of that Constitution the Church is a part.

The' act of aggression or encroachment is equally reel,
whether it be direct, or tndirect; and, however consonant it
may be to the genius of Jesuitism, to seck to effect that indi-
rectly which dare not be done, or attempted, directly, it is
repugnant to the English character, and to the genius and
#irit of our laws, in regulating both public and private trans-
actions. In the language of a late important judgment of our
highest court of judicature (the House of Lords) * whatever

. %
1s prohibited by law to be done directly, cannot legally be

6% For whatsoever is more than this cometh of evil” (Matt, v, 37) * Let your
yea be yél,.and your nay, nay : lest ye¥uil into condemnation” (Jamesv. 12),

7 Letter to Sir Hercules Langyishe, in 1792,

* The Times, Nov. 1850, ' .
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effected by an indirect and ciﬁmuitﬂus contrivance.” 1 ¢ Livery
oppression against’law, by colour of any usurped authority,”
says Lord Coke, in commenting on a capital article of Magna
Charta, “ is a kind of desiruction; for quando alifpuid profibetur,
* prohibetur et omne per quod devenitur ad illud: and 1t 13 the
worst oppression that is done by colour of justice.” ® And I
will add, what can be more shameful and detestable, 1n every
point of view, whether of law, morality, or religion, than
colourable compliance with the letter of a law, in order to
violate its spirit ? Yet shall it be proved that this is the
main and infamous plea on which the Pope and his English
~supporters rely !

III. Such, then, is the QUEEN, such the PoPE: the genius
c:f Protestantism confronting, in mortal antagonism, the
genius of Popery.

“ You sHALL NoT!” firmly says the Queen of England.

] wILL,—AND 1 HAVE!" insolently replies the FPope of
Rome.

In delineating the respective characters and pretensions of
these great contending sovercigntics—of these visibly embodied
principles—I have necessarily also indicated, to a great extent,
their relative positions, and shewn them to be anomalous, critical,
and délicate: as cannot, indeed, but be expected, with!such
an attempted co-existence of incompatibilities,—-a Protéstant
sovereign, with onc-third of her subjects Roman Catholics,
wliose souls are devoted in blind bondage and sniritual alle-
giance to a foreign, spiritual and temporal prelate and potentate;
he and they avowing for their object the subversion®of the
Protestantism which tolerates them, and the restoration, 1f
tolerated, of Roman Catholicism to its former ascendancy in
these realms. It is under these circumstances, that we are
imperatively ealled upon to consider what is TOLERATION,
and under what conditions it is to exist. We tolerate to tke
uttermost every imaginable form of religious dissent; it being
an article of our faith, one of the choicest flowers of our

-

! Booth v. Bank of England, 7 Clark and Finnelly, 541. Scc also a late judg-
ment of the Court of Exchequer, * We will not use a power which we‘have, for the
purposcs of indirectly exercising a power which we have not.” Attorney-General
v, Bovett; 15 Meeson and Welsby, 71, L

2€ond Institute 48. Nemo destruatur, ete.

L
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Reformation, but which the present Pope has avowed his desire
to pluck up and destroy 4; to recognise and assert the right of
conscience, and of private judgment in matters relating to each
man’s condition hereafter. Among those who dissent from us,
are the Roman Catholics—those who feel it their duty to retain
the corruptions which we have discarded. Let them do so, to any
extent they may deem safe, so long as they do not disturb their
political relations towards us, by abusing the toleration which
we have accorded; but how is it if they adopta line of conduct
deemed by us offensive, injurious, dangerous to the state—
avowedly aimed at the extinction of our national faith, and as
surely destructive of its civil and religious liberties ? These
are questiong which, with those cognate and subordinate, are
fit to be considered anxiously by the statesman, the lawyer,
and the divine. Let us then proceed to inguire, what it is
that—has rendered such discussion and inquiry unavoid-
able. It is, In a word, the introduction into England,
without, and indeed in defiance of, the national authority or
consent, of the Bull, writing, or instrument, let it be called by
which of these names it may, of Pope Pius IX, dated the
29th of September, 1850, |
Fully to appreciate the nature of this transaction, it is neces-
sary, to {ix attetition on one or two preliminary considerations.
First. The Pope has presumed to send, and Dr. Wiseman
- to bring; into this country the Bull or writing in qtt&&timn‘ n
the face of a public distinct declaration by Lord John Russell,
the Qgeen’s Prime Minister, in his place in Parliament, that
he would not give his consent to that being done, which this
Bull professed to do. l.ord John Russell used these words
in the House of Commons on the 17th August, 1848. “ 1 do
not know that the Pope has authorised in any way, by aay
uthority he may have, the creation of archbishoprics and
iishﬂprica with dioceses 1n Lingland. Nork sHotrLD 1 ¢ive

MY CONSENT, IF I WERE ASKED TO DO 80, TO ANY SUCH
FORMATION OF DIOCESES.,” That this declaration wasgknown
to the Pope and those who counselled him, must be presumed,
and wilknot, 1 should think, be questioned.

t Encyclical Letter, page 17} I allude to the execrable passage in ﬁhiﬂh
Pius IX. “eagerly” joins in his predecessor’s insancly-impotent anathemas
against our Bible societies. Vide post, p. 91. *

- &
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Secondly. This ¢ Bull, instrument, or writing,” was sent and
brought 1nto England in deliberate defiance of an unequivocal
prohibition by the statute law of this realm, which only three
years before had been vainly sought to be repealed, on the
éxpress ground, that a breach of such prohibition was a mus-
demeanour punishable by fine and imprisonment. This ad-
mission I will prove to have been made by Mr. Anstey in the
House of Commons, in moving for leave to repcal the statute
in question. Thus, both the legislative and the exccutive
powers of the state have been deliberately set at defiance by a
foreign potentate, In the exercise of a direct act of sovereignty
aver this realm; and there are among us some who avow having
abetted that act, and are carrying it into execution !

Thirdly. The Pope and his abettors are cognisant of the
stringent obligations contracted by the Queen 1in her coronation
oath, and the oath of supremacy taken by her subjects. o

Fourthly. The Pope has thus sent this Bull into the king-
dom of a Protestant sovereign, whom he knows to have millions
of subjects bound in devoted spiritual allegiance to himself, a
foreign sovereign, who can define his * gpiritual” authonty
so a8 to include the exercise of temporal power, whenever he
may again deem it advantageous for the Roman Catholic reli-
gion to Yo so. ; |

~ Fifthly. No one can appreciate the latent comprchensive
capabilities of this act, declared to be of irrevocable and in-
deféasible authority, who has not deeply reflected ¢n the true
nature and extent of the Pope’s so called * spiritual power”,
and the foundations on which he alleges it to rest.

Lastly. Nor can any one form an idea of the true character
and incidents of this act of the Pope without knowing the
fundamental rule, anciently and universally observed in the
Christian Church, and uniformly and inflexibly acted upon by
the Roman ' Catholic Church — that *‘ there can be but onc®

bishop of the same diocese, at the same time : one God, one Clarist,
one Bishop."¢ .
e H.n |

8 Sec Bingham’s Antiquities of the Christian Church, b.ii. ¢.13. § 1, where
this rule is fully stated and historically illustrated, When Novatus get himself
ordained Bishop of Rome, in opposition to Cornelius, he was generally considered,
over all the world, as transgressing the rule of the Catholic church. Cyprian
deliveys it as a maxim on this oceasion, “ that there ought to be but one bishop
in a church at & time, and one judge as the vicegerent of Christ;” and also
said “there canlot be a second bishop after a first; but he was an adulterer

-

.
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Bearing in mind these prehmmary considerations, it will be
found impossible to characterise the Bull before us with greater
precision and force, than in‘the following terse and carefully
seleeted expressions of the first Lord of the Treasury in -his
memorable Letter to the Bishop of Durham.

““There is an assumption of power, a pretension to supre-
macy over the realm of England, and a claim to sole and
undivided sway, which is inconsistent with the Queen’s supre-
macy, with the rights of our Bishiops and Clergy, and with
the spiritual independence’ of the nation, as asserted in even
Roman Catholic times.”

It will be found that this Dull is an act not only of gross,
msult, and daring ageression, but of enormous encroachment
on the national sovereignty.

Before considering what this instrument does contain; let us..
considex what 1t does nof.

(1). It makes no mention of the Queen ; novthe faintest allusion
to her existence: for all that here appears, we might have, in
fact, no QQueen at all! Here, then, 1s one temporal sovereign
ionoring the existence of another, in whose dominions he 1s
agsuming to exercise, of his own purc will. and motion, a vast
spiritual  authority over iillions of that sister-sovereign's
subjects, whose political and religious relatidns he know's to be
so highly critical, and which Le might be so seriously disturbing.
The insufferable reason of this silence 13 plain: our Queen is,
In his eyesPs heretic, and a usurper of unlawlul authonty.
Had the Pope not designed 1nsult, he would, with becoming
digmty, have inculeated on his 5p.1r1tual subjects the duty of
loyalty to their temporal sovereign, reminding them that the
powers that be are ordained of God; and exhorting them * to
be subject to principalities and powers, to obey magistrates” jn
all things, not affecting religious rights and duties. This
Yonificant silence of Pius [X.is dictated by the same spirit which
actuated Pius V. in attempting to excommunicate and depose
(Queen Llizabeth; and, while preservuw that silence, he knew
himself to be domng an act 1 defiance of our laws, and the
expressed will of the (Queen, through her Prime Minister.

and a foreigner; an ambitious ysurper of another man’s church, who had been

~ regularly ordained bEfDI‘E him; an alien, who had attempted to erect a prqfane -
altar, and set up an adulterous chair, and offer sacrilegious sacrifice against the
true hishop.” Id. ib. ) .
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(2). Nor does the Pope mention the listablished Church,
which he knew that our Queen had sworn to maintain to the
utmost of her power; and to preserve to its Bishops, Clergy,
and Churches, all the rights and privileges appertaining unto

“them by law. Consistently with this Bull, there might be no
form, or profession, of rcligious fuith whatever in the land,
except that of the Roman Catholic Church, which it is the
declared object of the Bull, and of the Pope, to strengthen
and propagate ! Ie knows, 1n fact, that we Agve an ecclesiastical
establishment—archbishops, bishops, and clergy, provinces and
dioceses; but he passes them over as utter non-entities, and his
HOrgans in this country already openly speak of themas ¢ fhe
ghosts of realities gone by” !

Having seen what he does nof say, let us now sce what he
does say, and Zow he says 1t.

I. That RErormaTiON of religion, which is our ghjcfest
natural glory,—by virtue of whose sanctions the Pope knows
our (Qucen sits upon her throne ~that she has sworn to ** main-
tain to the utmost the Protestant reformed religion—the Pope
bitterly designates ““the Anglican scnism of the sixteenth
age” a * great calamity,” from which 1t had been the studious
endeavour and labour of his predecessors 7to “ re-edify and
recovef the Churcll in England”! :

II. Let me now transeribe for you, my pen quivering the
while with indignation and disgust, the language in which this
fofeign sovereign affects to exercise a potent act of sovercignty
over the * famous realm of England.”

“ OF OUR OWN MOTION, on certain knowledge, and of
THE PLENITUDE OF OUR APOSTOLICAL. POWER, WE CON-
STITUTE AND DECREE, that in the kingdom of Kngland,
ageording to the common rules of the church, there be
restored the hierarchy of ordinary bishops: who shall be named
from SEES, WHICH WE CONSTITUTE IN THESE OUR Lkf
TERS, 1n the several districts of the apostolic vicariates —WE
RESKRVE TO OURSELVES and our successors, the Pontiffs of

? Among thesc predecessors——the blessed benefactors of our unconscious selves
—he specifies the notorious Urban VIII, who denounced the ocath of allegiance
prescribel by stat, 3 James I, c. 4, § 15, in consequence of the gunpowder
plot, a8 “ that noxious and unlawful oath of allegiance, the object of which is
not gnly to secure fidelity to the king, but to wrest the sceptre of the universal
church from the vicar of Almighty Glod.” This oath was formilly condemned on
thia ground, bf four popes, hesides nuncios and universitics !
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Rome, the power of again dividing the said Province into others,

and of increasing the number of divceses, as occasion shall require,

and 1n general, that, as it shall scem fitting in the Lord, we

may freely decree new limits to them —AND WE DECREE

that these our letters apostolical, shall never, at any time, be
objected against or impugned, on pretence either of omission,

or of addition, or defect, either of our intention, or any other

whatsoever; but shall always be valid and in force, AND

SHALL TAKE EFFECT IN ALL PARTICULARS, AND BE

INVIOLABLY OBSERVED.—Morcover WE DECREE, that if in

any other manner, any other attempt shall be made BY AxY

PERSON, OR BY ANY AUTHORITY, knowingly or ignorantlys
to set aside these enactments, SUCH ATTEMPT SHALL BE

NULL AND VOID. And it ts our will and pleasure that copigs

of these our Letters, being printed and subcribed by the hand of
a notasy public, and sealed with the seal of a person high in

ecclesiastical dignity, shall have the same authority as would

belong to the expression of our will by the production of this

original copy. Given at Rome, at Saint Peter’s, under the

Seal of the I'isherman,”

Is all this tht language of a palsied Potentate; unconscious
of his 1gnominious imbecility,—of exhibiting a ludierous,
burlesque of temporal sovereignty—or the dictate’ of an
awakening sense of power; and perception of opportunity
for asserting it? Could loftier language have been used
when the papacy was blazing in the zenith of its power?
Had the Pope been King of England, could he have said or done
more? Nay, had our own Qucen been an absolute monareh,
could she have done more? or expressed himself in terms more
despotic? It is language studiously indicative of supreme autho-
rity, and advisedly adopted. Consider the import of the woxds
—** and of the plenitude of our apostolical power,” when used
By the professed Vicar of Christ! ‘

The Pope proceeds to * establish and constitute episcopal
sees’ —to ‘‘ elevate one of them, Westminster, to the degree of
Metropolitan, or Archiepiscopal dignity” !—to declare *“ from
what seas the bishops shall take their titles” !—what * CoUN-
TIES shall be ASSIGNED fo particular districts” ! and from what
“ Cities the sees shall icoke their names”! And having thus
divided out the entire territory of England and Wales the
Holy Father, with majestic complacency, adds~—*"Thus, then,

“ - ‘ il
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in the most flourishing kingdom of England there will be
established one Ecclesiastical Province, consisting of one Arch-
bishop, or Metropolitan Head, and twelve Bishops, his suf-
fragans: by whose exertions and pastoral care, we trust God
will grant to Catholicity in that country a fruitful and daily
inereasing extension !” ‘

And while all these pretty arrangements are being planned
and effectuated, Queen Victoria is supposed sitting on her
throne, looking on impotently and in -silence, her people
sharing her torpor; she and they alike forgetful of their oaths
—of their sovereignty——and of God who conferred 1t!

« TIf this be not" insult, aggression, encroachment—on the
(Queen’s prerogative, on the national rights—what can be con-
.. cesved such?

. Suppose Her Majesty had acted similarly in France, 1n
Italy, in Russia, Austria, Germany ?—and had persevered, with
dogged ingolence, in defiance of such national manifestations
as that which has been called forth in this country?

The Pope has taken as complete ecclesiastical possession of
“ this famous realm of England,” as ever it could have been
made the subject of military occupation by a foreign victor !

If a foreign potentats may thus deal with the ecclesiastical
department of the state, why not with the civil? And taking
a hint from the late loyal Daniel O’Connell, crect, throughout
the entire length and breadth of the land, rival judicial institu-
tioxs: have three superior arbitration courts at Westminster,
ambulatory arbitration courts in spring and summer, and
local arbitration courts in every county ?—have a Lord High
Arbitrator, Vice-Arbitrator, and Lords Chief Arbitrators, and
Honourable Arbitrators, as set-offs against a Lord High Chan-
ceflor, Lords Chief Justices, and Honourable Justices and
Barons? This foreign potentate could probably get some
Dr. Wiseman to say to us—* Why all this hubbub?—What
have you to fear from owr humble courts? They are volun-
tary—eur judges do not assume your titles, nor intrude into
your courts | We are supported by the voluntary contribu-
tions of those who prefer our mild administration ofejustice,
conveyed in.pure streams through the caNoN law! What
has your common law to complain of ?¢ All may go into your
courts who choose. But if, in spite of all your present advan-
tage, Durrpc}:jr courte do advance—do win over to them suitors

d P
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among the litigious of every degree—do spread themselves
widely among the pcople—then you will not check their
progress by forbidding an Arbitration Judge, appointed by
our archbishop and bishops, to assume the title of ¢ Lord High
Arbitrator,’ or ¢ Vice-Arbitrator.”! Your Lord ligh Chancellor
may still wear his goldenerobes, and have the mace lie before
him: your Chief Justices and Chief Barons may sit 1n scarlet
and ermine, with their golden chains: your Justices of Assize
may have their grand processions of trumpeters and javelin men
as before, to give that dignity to the administration of the
law, which years have worn awa&.‘;’ We claim no legal pro-
vision from the state! Whatever satisfaction 1t has been to
you to see your Judges so clevated above their arbitration
rivals, and to have their wants so liberally provided for, you will
still enjoy as much as hitherto! Not a mastership, 2 marshalship,
= or ushership will be taken from him, or claimed by the Arbitra-
tion Judges! The outward aspect of the two ecstablishments
will remain the same: we shall continue, no doubt, poor, un-
noticed by the great and by the powerful, without social rank-or
pre-eminence! If there be no security for your Courts of
Justice, in this overwhelming balance in their favour of social
advantages, surely the exclusion of arbitrators from the posses-
sion of judicial localities will not save them* You say your
system 18 better than ours: then gcf on this conviction! Shew -
that you believe 1t! (Give us the little odds of a title which
bestows no power, rank, wealth, or influence on him thit
“bears it, and let the issue be tried on these terms, so much in’
your favour. Let it be a fair contention between us, with
legal and judicial weapons, and fair arguments! If you
prevall, and our system 1s extinguished in the island, it will
be a wictory without remorse ¥ Thus saith Dy, Wiseman
about ¢ the Catholie Hierarchy;” and, doubtless, took the
hi%t from his late loyal friend and exemplar, Daniel O’Con-
nell; who thus sought to enter into deadly rivalry with her
Majesty, in erecting his mimic courts of justice in Ireland, in
b ¢ But if, in spite of all your present advantage, our religion does advance,
does ;win ovey to it the learned, the devout, and the charitablo,—does spread
itsclf widely among the pure and simple,—tker you will not check its pro-
gress by forbidding a Catholic Bishop to take-the title of Hexham or of
Clifton,” Dr. Wiseman’s ® Appe:’?l to the Reason of the English People,” p. 48

* Dr, Wiseman’s Appeal, p. 13, % Dr. Wiseman's Appesl, p. 17.
* Dr, Wiseman’s Appeal, p. 18, - )

L
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order to procure real ¢ Justice for Ireland”; and it was thought,
at the time, to savour somewhat of infringing the royal prerog-
ative; of * bringing into hatred and disrepute the courts of law

~ established for theadministration of justice; designed todiminish

o

r

=

‘the confidence of her Majesty’s liege subjects in the adminis-

tration of the law, with intent to iiduce them to withdiaw
the adjudication of their differcnces with, and claims on, each
other, from the cognizance of the said courts by law es-
tablished, and to submit the same to the judgment and
determination of other tribunals to be constituted and con-
trived for that purpose !"?

No—we will shew the Pope that this will not do: we will
not have him thus impudently subvert our institutions, civil
ar ecclesiastical, before our very eyes, and in spite of ourselves.
As the Queen or the legislature can alone erect courts of
Justice, through which it may flow from the royal fountam to ~
lier subjects, so she and the legislature alone can make eccle-
siastical divisions of our territory: provinces, dioceses, arch-
bishops, and bishops — she alone can appoint to them, in this
“ famous realm of England.”

What is the exact nature of the act of sovercignty, and,
therefore, of encroachment on the integrity of our sovercignty,
recently perpetrited by the Pope? This:—Whereas our terri-
tory is our own, and its inhabitants are subject to our own
IHWE only, made by ourselves, and no foreign prince, person,
prela.te state, or potentaté, has, or ought to have, any power
or jurisdiction, ecclesiastical or civil, within this realm; the
Pope, a foreign prelate, prince, person, state and potentate
(such as he is, under favour of the French), has divided our
territory into sections, and made all the inhabitants of all our
eounties, subject to fureign ¢celesiastics appointed irrevmcably,
except by himself, to exercise ecclesiastical jurisdiction in those
counties, over those persoms. Now, it is essential to remember
that the Pope assumes, as has already been explained, spiritual
jurisdiction over every baptized person, whether herctics, schis-
maties, and apostates;fand thus is explained the reason on which
the Pope proceeded, and the object which he had in view,
in thus parcelling out all England and Wales into territorial
ecclemaatmal districts, w:ta’mut any personal limitation. livery
one of us, man, woman, and child, has thus, nolens volens,

. O’Cmmell v, the Queen, 11 Clark and Fin. 159, 8 Ante, p.33.
L
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come under the EEElEEl&StICﬁl jurisdiction of a foreign prince,
which he will assume, as he declares it his duty to do, a8 soon
as ever he has the opportunity! Is this, or is it not, in Lord
John Russell’s language, ‘“ an assumption of power—a preten-
slon to supremacy over the realm of England,—a claim to
sole and undivided sway-winconsistent with the Queen's supre-
macy, the rights of our bishops and clergy, and the spiritual
Independence of the nation?” If if be not, what can be? And
what says Dr. Wiseman, as soon as this crafty, wicked, and
insolent manceuvre was detected? *“ No one doubts,” says he,”
“ that the bishops appointed by the Pope are Roman Catholic
bishops, to rule over Roman Catholic flocks. It will be said,”
he adds apprehensively, ¢“ that no limitation of jurisdiction is
made in the papal document, no restriction of its exercise.”
Yes; that1s what we say. Hear the answer, which 1s simply and
absolutely a confession of the fact! ¢ Iivery official decument
hasits proper form, and there is nothing new, or unusual, in #Ais
papal document. Whether the Pope appoints a person Vicar
Apostolic, or Bishop in ordinary, in either case he assigns him
a territorial ecclesiastical juridiction, and gives him no personal
limitation. This 1s the practice of cvery church which believes
in tis own fruth, and the duly of conversion.” Here is palpably
confessed, or inevitably implied, the doctrineabove mentioned,
of the asserted rights of the Romish Church over every one
who has been baptised, and has become thereby subject to
the Vicar ofsChrist. Dersonal limitations are, therefore, 'I'.gf
course, always have been, and always must be, necessarily s
avoided! And so stands the matter, and must stand ! for the
Pope has expressly declared, that ‘“any attempt, by any autho-
rity,’ to set aside the enactment, ‘‘shall be null and void.”
And yet there has been no interference with the Queen’s
supremacy, or ‘‘the spiritual independence of the nation”!

®There 1s, however, another demonstration, transcendent in
its simplicity and cogency, of the truth of the accusation now
made agmnst the Pope, of aggression, encmachment and
usurpatmn upon the sovercignty of England. I will prove
that he is_either suddenly false to a fundamental and essential
artitle of the church, ever hitherto recognised by it; or has
carried 1t out, and is cargylng it out, mth intended annihi-
lating effect uppn our ecclesiastical constitution.” It is enowrh

7 Dr. Wiseman’s Appeal, p. 22,

a
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for me to prove that he has donc the act, and with the know-
ledge and intention necessary to constitute that act an offence
and crime against the law of nations.  Aectus non facit reum,
nisi mens sit rea; and that mens rea the Popc and those who
obey him, are, as we lawyers have it, estopped {rom denying.
If the Pope knows that there canbe, according to the law
of the church, BUT ONE BISIIOP IN ONE DIOCESE AT THE
BAME TIME; by appomting bishops to sees comprising the
whole territory of Kngland and Wales, he has avowedly anni-
hilated the ecclesiastical existence of all the bishoprics pre-
existing there for centurics——nullifying the present and all
previous episcopal appointments made under the authority of
the Sovercign of these realms! Mark the inevitable conse-
quences: we have had no bishops who could ordain; no clergy
Who could baptize, or marry; and we are and have been all
unbaptised, unmanrried, illegitimate! What the Pope, in his 4
merciful consideration, and supreme power, may do for a
wretched people under such circumstances, one cannot tell.
I suppose we must become submissive penitents, and recon-
clled to Rome, before he will tell us!
- Suppose, on the death of the present bishop of London, his
diocese should be divided by the legislature into two,—
London and Wes4minster; the latter would be only a restora-
tion of one which had been founded by Henry VIII. But
the Pope has forestalled the legislature and the Queen: he has
gready, ¢ of his own motion, of the plenitude of his apostolical
power,” CONSTITUTED * WESTMINSTER A SEE,” and more-
over, “ elevated it to the degree of the Metropolitan or Archie-
piscopal dignity;” and appointed a bishop and archbishop
of Westminster !—Can there be two bishops in the same place?
The Christian Church says, No; but so also say Queen Vie-
toria and the Pope; the Pope has been first in the field; and
the Queen’s bishop of Westminster is ¢ an adulterer, a foreign’r,
an ambitious usurper of another man’s church, who had been
regularly ordained before him; an alien who had attempted
to eret a profane altar, set up an adulterous chair, and offer
sacrilegious sacrifice against the true bishop !”®  Mr. Anstey
has been acute enough to foresce this possibility of conflict,?
and acknowledges, that “ should Parliament hereafter create
amew see of the Established Church, and give it one of their

¥ Ante, p. 46, n. ? The Queen’s Supremacy Considered, p. 30.
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papal titles, there is reason to believe that the 24th section of
the 10 Geo. IV. c. 7. (the “ Emancipation A&”) would at once
attach to the continued assumption of the title by the Roman
Catholic prelate  Undoubtedly it would.! But what would
become of Dr. Wiseman, thus shorn of his title of Westmin-
ster?  Would he, as one pf the Pope’s “sheep,” have to run
bleating piteously * into Finsbury er Islington, whereby
would,” he says, * be cast ridicule, and a door be opened
for jeers?”? . Whom will he, in such case, obey? The
Queen or the Pope? who has declared in his Bull, that ‘¢ every
attempt, by any person, or by any authority, knowingly or
1gnorantly, to set aside his enactments, shall be null and
void!”  Which authority will Dr. Wiseman recognise? The
Queen’s or the Pope's? - Will he meekly sink into the now
despised ‘‘ ARCHBISHOP OF FINSBURY,” or ‘* ARCHBISHOW
OF ISLINGTON?" | |

Dr. Wiseman tells us magnificently, in his ¢ Pastoral,”
that he has clothed himself with the full authority graciously
conferred by his infallible and supreme master, who declares
that he and . his fellows  possess the title and right of
Bishop in Ordinary.” ¢ We govern, and shall continue to
govern, THE COUNTIES of Middlesex, Hertford, and Essex,
A8 ORDINARY thereof; and those of Surney, Sussex, Kent,
Berkshire and Hampshire, with the islands annexed, as
adminisirator, WITH ORDINARY JURISDICTION.”

ls not thig the exact language of a legitimate Ordinary of
the Established Church?  Assuredly. What is the meaning of-
an ¢ Ordinary”?—1It is thus explained by Lord Coke, in his
“ First Institute.”® * Ordinarius is he that hath ordinary
jurisdiction in causes Ecclesiastical, immediate to the king and
his courts of common-law, for the better prosecution of justice;
as, the bishop, oy other that hath exempt and immediate
jerisdiction in causes Ecclesiastical.” Such is an ¢ Ordinary.”
In what sense does Dr. Wiseman pretend to be one ——and what
is the “‘ ordinary jurisdiction” of which he is * administrator”?

Alrcady, however, in a kind of sudden collapse, this"mock
grandiloquent, “ governor, ordinary, and administrator” of

! The Law of Premunire, 12 Coke’s Reports 37, cited by Mr. Anstey.

? Dr. Wiseman’s Appeal, p. 29 R

¥ Co. Litt, 344 a, [ quote from the edition of the late Mx. Charles Builer.
See also Co. Litt. 96 s,
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EIGHT ENGLISH COUNTIES, has tremulously whispered, * with
a sort of disingénuous deprecation: “ No one doubts that
the Bishops appointed by the Pope are Roman Catholic
Bishops, T0 RULE OVER”"-—what? Iinghsh “counties? No,
but “Roman CarzoLic ¥FLOCKS.” Then why tell us in his
“Pastoral”’ that he ¢ governed Tz CouUNTIES” In which
these Roman Catholics were such a minority of the inhabitants;
and every one of which counties was already under Protestant
episcopal jurisdiction??® Is this, or is it not, insult, usurpa-
tion, encroachment, ¢ upon the Queen’s ecclesiatical jurisdiction
within this realm?” 6 1t is true, it is, as our law says, 7 *“ but
mere usurpation, for the king cannot be put out of the posses-
sion of anything which belongs to his crown; and for this
reason all the kings of this reulm Zotis viribus providere for the
Gtablishment of their temporal law, by which they inhent
the crown, and by which they govern their subjects In peace,
and punish those who are rebellious, or whe commit great offences
against them and their crown; and they were always jealous lest
any part or point of their temporal law should be encroached upon :
and for this, if the ecclesiastical law usarp anything upon the
temporal law, this was severely punished, and the offender
csteemed and adjudged an enemy to the king, by the ancient
statutes.”’s J _

And shall Dr. Wiseman be tolerated in thus discarding
the Queen’s authority, and intruding into offices which
shre alone can create? It is idle for bhim to c¢rouch under
he quibble which has occurred to him in his extremity,
that ¢ the Pope’s ecclesiastical acts,” according to us, ** are
mere nullities”' 9 To HIM they are REALITIES, vital, potent

+ Dr. Wiseman's Appenl, p. 22,

"5 Dr. Wiseman (Appeal, p. 29, nole) anxiously tries t@explain away his use of
the word * govery,” in his * Pastoral;” but how? simply by asserting the fact,
that such is ** the usual and almost only word applied amongst Homan Cutholics
to Episcopal rule ! V-—which is exactly what we complain of, and protest against,
and it is, moreover, in strict and necessary conformity with essential Roman
Catholir pretensions and doctrine, recognising only ferritoriel ecclesias-
tical jurisdiction ! It is worthy of notice, also, that in order fo aid his
“ explanation,” he calls attention to the address of his “ Pasforal,” 1. e, as he
says, * to the clergy secular and regular, and to the faithful;” convenicntly
dropping the remaining words of the address —i.e. “aof the suid Archdiocese
and Diocese !” ‘

*"Praemunire, xii. Coke, p. 38. 7 X, ih,
8 Appeal, p. 21. ° Appeal, p. 29, note.
L
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realities, annihilating the rival Tealities called mtﬂ exisience by
the laws and by the Qucen of thesc realms! * There is no sort
‘ot degree of treason which might not thus be explained away
by 1ts guilty perpetmtnr I ask again, then, has, or has not; the
Pope, aided and abetted by Dr. ’Wmemﬂn cnmmltted an act of: *
usurpation and encroachmgnt on the Queen’s guthority, and
insulted and violated the sovereignty of our.state?. Asua test -
of this, let me ask, are allegiance, obedicnce; and Euburdmatmn;- |
to-the: Queen of England, compatible with those which' the -
Pope professes to demand from his spiritual subjects-here, and.
they to yield? -Dr. Wiseman cannot and dare not answer;
but & high-minded and loyal English Roman Catholic noble- -
man fas anewered the question in terms which must have shot
dismay through Dr. Wiseman. Thus spoke out Lord Beaumont;
a peer of the realm, a member, and a distinguished ‘and”

: elnfquent_‘nne of .the highest branch of the legl.slﬂt.ure,._ apd.
“hds been since sternly seconded by the Duke of Notfolk. - .

‘““ The Pope, by his ill-advised measures, has placed the:
Roman Catholics in this country in a position where they must -
cither break with Rome, or violate their allegiance to the con-
stitution of these realms: they must either consider ‘thﬁ'Papal'
Bull as null and void, or assert the right of a foreign prince
to create, by his savereign authority, English ttles, and to erdet
Iinglish bishoprics, To send & Bmhnp to Beverley for the
spiritual direetion of the Roman Catholic clergy in Yorkshire; -
and to create & See of Beverley, are two very different things—
the one is allowed by the tolerant laws of tlic country; the
other requires territorial dominion and sovereign power within the
country. If you deny that this country 18 a flef of Rome,
and that the Pontiff has any dominion over it, you deny Jus
power to create a ferritorial see, and you condemn the late Bull
as ‘sound and fury, signifying nothing” If, on the contrary,
yo admit his power to raise Westininster .into an -arch-
bishoprié, and Beverley into 4 bishoprie, you make sver to the -
Pope_a power, which, according to the constitution, rests Sufely |
with the Queen and her Parlivuent, and thereby mfrmg& tke pre-
?ﬂgﬂtwﬂ of the dne, and interfere with the authority of the other.
It 1s 'impt}ﬂslblﬂ to act up to the spirit of the British constitu-
tion, and-at the same time to acknowledge the Jurlsdlct1nn of"
the _Pﬂpe in local matters. Such 18 the dllemMa in which the
lately published Bull.places the English Roman Catholics |
E .
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o, therefore, that the late bold and clearly expressed
edict of the Court of Rome cannot be received or accepted by
English Roman CGatholics, without a violation of their duties as
citizens, I need not add, that I consider the line of conduct now
adopted by Lord John Russcll, as that of a true friend to the
British constitution.”? r~

And let it be remembered, that all this has been done by
the Pope, and his disloyal advisers, with their eyes wide open:
cunningly, deliberately, advisedly, in defiance of the execu-
tive and legislative authority of this country ! of the Prime
Minister’s declaration ! of our common and statute law’s prohibi-
tion! and of our Parliament’s refusal to relax the law! I
therefore denounce this act of the Pope as an audacious insult
to the Queen’s Majesty (and through IHer, to us Iler loving
subjects), a gross deliberate violation, usurpation, aggression,
and encroachment upon Her—upon our authority—upon the
sovereignty of the nation: and how those who obey such
an act, and declare that they will continue to do so, can be
loyal subjects, or otherwise than guilty of high crimes and
migdemeancurs, 1 know not.

I11. The Pope declares his thankfulness, that by God's
roodness 1t has been granted to him to complete the great
work, of the ultihate RESTORATION of the ordinary hicrarchy
here, of which the linglish Catholics had been deprived by
the crucl storms of persecution, to re-edify and recover the
Church in England from the great calamity thet had befallen

* her, by the Anglican schism of the sixtcenth age: having
purposed, in emulation of his predccessors, from the very
first commencement of his Pontificate, to prosceute a work so
well commenced.” It is thus, I repeat, that the Pope, in the
year 1850, ventures to speak in his Bull, of the Reformation,
and 1ts immense permanent results in this country !  Such are
the sentiments of Dr. Wiseman, in devout accordance with his
benignant and infallible Master ! But what 1s the immediate
moving cause assigned by that Master, for sending this Bull
among us, to organise here a complete Roman Catholic
hicrarchy? 1T trust in God, and believe, that the Pope will
prove to have acted on frightfully false information as td the
state ‘of religious matters 1n this country. Alas! where are

Believine

r :
* Letter of Lord Beaumont to Lord Zetland, Nov, 20, 1850. Times, Nov. 26,
1850, -

—_—
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we—what blight has fallen on * the famous realm of England,”
if it be true, as the Pope asserts, that there is in it “a
very large, and cverywhere increasing number of [Roman]
Catholics here”— that *¢ the impediments which principally
stood in the way of the spread of Catholicity here are being
daily removed;” and the¢ “ sUCH A REVOLUTION has taken
place in things here, as to demand the form of ordinary Epis-
copal government . here!” In dire acéordance with these
statements is one of Dr. Wiseman’s.¢  The Catholic Church
in England has so much expanded and consolidated itself
since the FEmancipation Act, and its parts had so matured
their mutual relations, that it could not be carricd on without
a full and explicit code.” TIs all this, can all this be true?
Is this, then, really our rotten condition? God help us if 1t
be! But it is not—it is awfully untrue: or this Protestast
body poljtic is smitten with an universal leprosy, and feels it
not—nhas the plague-spot on it, and sees it not! Satan has de-
ceived either us, or the Pope: if I may adopt the fearful language
of the Apostle, God has sent us, or him, a strong delusion, that
we, or he, should believe a lie! But however this may be, it
affects not the political aspeet of the case. Its true bearing
i, to render the act of the Pope, only politically considered,
infinitely more malignant in character and purpose, as against
the sovercignty of the nation, against our Protestant Church,
and our Protestant Queen,

I have not done with the Pope’s Bull, which appears to rie
an outrageous insult to the common sense and spirit of the
country, and, espeeially (when coupled with the doings, the
declaration, and the boasts of those who have brought 1t
hither, and are calmly carrying it into exccution) designed to
affront our Protestant nationality. Those who have done so,
may speedily find that they have been reckoning altogether
wWithout their host. In the meanwhile, I would, with sincere
respect and good feeling, entreat our loyal Lay Roman Catholic
brethren (all whom 1 know, are men of high honour and
integrity), to ponder the question, how what has been done
by the Pape, and is heing now carried out here by hig clergy,
can’ be supported and approved of, in their consciences, by
those who have sworn, that ¢ they do not believe that any
foreign prince er prelate has, O’R OUGHT to have, directly DR

? Appeal, Introd. p. 4.
E 2
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INDIRECTLY, ANY temporal or civil ,]urlsdmtwm, power, supe-
riority, or pre-emlnence within this realm: and that they
_solemnly swear that thcy will not cxercise any. privilege to
which they are, or may become entitled, tO PISTURD OR
WEAKEN THE PROTESTANT RELIGION, OR. GOVERNMENT
Is it the object of this Bull, to STRENGTHEN, or weaken, the
Protestant Religion, or Government? |

I come now to onc whose own imaginary advancement and
~-ﬂ.ggmndlsument have been, doubtless, the objects of affectionate
~ solicitude to himself, in bringing about the present unhappy
state of “confusion in the country—Dr. Wiseman. - I beg leave
to say,-at.the outsct, that I regard him as disentitled to gentle.
or ceremonions handling ; for his manifesto, as it has been
ealled . and was intended' to be, is in every respect one of the
most offensive documents ever laid before a British public:
~caleulated to irritate and inflame, instead of soothe and pro-
pitiate, a couatry deeming, and loudly declaring itself, insulted,
~ ite confidence and liberality treacherously abused, and its
- satiagial religion menaced -and endangered. Heaven forbid that
~ the great body. of: our Lay Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen
should . be -animated by the unchristian bitterness of spirit,
which pervades this miscalled.‘* Appeal to the Reason [!] and
Good Fecling 1] ef the linglish People!”  I'do not, I cannot, I
will not, believe it. This document, issued in an unguarded hour,
will remain on record a pr&ctmal argument against Toleration;
trfamphant in.the hands of its enemies, and embarrassing . to
its friends. It is on every account an opportune and admonitory
- interpretation of the monstrous missive which it so precipitately
followed ; perhapsunconsciously toits ‘responsible’ writer, a faith-
ful exponent of the policy, the views, and the feelings which
brought that missive into existence. - I sate down to read it
in a8 temperate and candid a spirit, with as genaine an English
love of fair-play, as ever animated any of my fellow-country-
men;® but rose indignant and disgusted. What, for instance,

3 Afcer making what T A pnrquaded is a totally false accusation againsi the
public press, viz. *The press has condemned and raised cur death-whoop, in
spite of proffered explanation, deaf to every call for a fuir- hﬂaﬂng " ( Appeal,
P- 9.)—aud for which Dr. Wiseman owes an apology wllich, it is to be fefred,
may be expected in vain—he thus procecds: * There still remain the manly
sense and honest heart of a generous people: that love of honourable deal-
ing and fair play which, in joke or in carnest, is equall® the instinct of an
T'np;hahmnn that hatred of ull mean advantage taken [never spoke Dr. Wisc-

- ~
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shall be said of his slanderous imputations upon our clergy?
~ T-shall presently challenge him' to establish %he facts on which
he professes to have procecded; and if he fail, the alternative
will be equally inevitable and ignominious. It 18 not, how-
ever, on the clergy alone that his virus 1s expended; but on
everything, and every parson, Protestant. His ¢ Appeal’ dis-
closes swelling ambition and intense mahignity, painfully com-
pressed and tortured into'a semblance of disarming meekness
and resignation; yet so unsuccessfully, as to exhibit an imege
of Satan in the act of transforming himself into an angel of
hight | |
- Let me pause, however, for a while, to gaze with amazed
awe at an instrument which emanated from Dr. Wiseman, 1n
the first throbbing ecstasies of his gratified ambition. I allude
to his ¢ Pastoral,” in which he vouchsafes to inform mankin¥,
that on the same day on which was dated the Bull; which
prostrated us, he was exalted; for that the Pope was pleased
to . appoint him to the archiepiscopal see of Westminster; and
that—O blessed condescension towards this favoured isle ! —
“ as if still further 'to add solemnity and honour before the
Church, to that noble act of apostolic authority, and to give
an additional mark -of paternal benevolence towards -the
Catholics of England,” the Pope. * was pleased to raise U8!
Ii. c. me, Br. Wiseman] on ‘the ensuing day, to the rank of
Cardinal 7 In the ¢ Pastoral,” ¢“ given out of the Flamiman
(ate of Rome” a week afterwards, commemorative of th¥se
events of thrilling interest, Dr. Wiseman speuaks of the ope’?
Bull as “ conceived in terms of gieat weight and dignity.”
Will Dr. ‘Wiseman venture to deny that he prepared that
weighty and dignified document himself, or was concerned in
preparing or revising it? | - |
"By and b the astronomic and scraphic Doctor mounts
- #hto the heavens. ¢ Catholic England,” we are authoritatively
assured, ‘“has-been restored to 1ts orbit 1n the ecclesiastical

| ma &.mﬁre_tﬁﬂy {1 of all base tricks and paltry clap-traps, and p_ﬂ_,l'_-‘ny erics,
'Em'plhyed to hunt down even-arival or afoe. To this open-fronted and warm-
heaptéd trimunal, I make my appeal, and claim, on behalf of myself’ and my
fellow subjects, a fair, fres, and impartial hearing. Fellowssubjects, English-
. mcn, be you; at least, just and equitable’’—Having thus aceredited his tri-
tunal, T now ask Dr, Wiseman whether he. appreciates and undéretands ifs
- “verdict;  pronowuded after a month’s deliberation upor kis own voluntary
sfatement ? - o ' o | | . | ’
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firmament, from Whmh its light had 1Dnﬁ‘ vanished [unhappy
Protestant realm of England I], and begms, Now, anew its course
of regularly adjusted action round the centre of unity—the

pource of jurisdiction, of light, and of vigour” The thing was

" done! Rome had spoken! so there was no help for it; and

away we went, benighted planet with its unconscious inhabit.
ants, and, 1t seems, have ever since gone, and are now going,
and are doomed to go, in secula seculorum, whirling round this
queer “ cenfre,” and 1mbibing ‘ light and vigour” from this
brilliant * source” of putrescent vitality. But this is not half
the transcendant disclosures of the ¢ Pastoral.” In mysterious
accordance, doubtless, with the novel system of astronomy attri-
buted to his blessed brother archbishop in Ireland, as carefully
adapted to the meridian of Hibernian Roman Catholie intellect
and knowledge, it would seem that quite a new mode of centri-
petal action has been devised, on the occasion of this very
special ecclesiastico-planctary arrangement; for * we may
behold the silver links of that chain [ ] which has connected our
country with the see of Peter, changed into burnished gold”!
It required the stolid intrepidity of a Roman Cardinal, to venture
upon addressing this drivel to England, in the meridian sun-
light of the nineteenth century. Mark, however, as more to

~our present point, the following significant, though puerile,

bombast:—*¢ Whatever our [!] sincere attachment and un-
flinching devotion to the Holy Sce till now, there is a new
infiredient cast into these feelings—a warnicv ingredient, a ten-
derer affection, a profounder admiration, a lyundless and endless
sense of obligation, for so new, so great, so sublime a gift, will be
added to past sentiments of LOYALTY and FIDELITY fo the
SUPREME SEE of DPeter!” This rhapsody, had it emanated
from a layman, one should conclude to have been the im-
mediate result of His Holiness’ hospitalitics; but it is by no
means ‘without significance, to us.

Let me now, however, return to Dr. Wiseman’s next appear-
ance in print. Seldom haa there appeared in this country a
critical public document, looked for, when announced, with no
Little interest and expeetation, so disappointing to those #vho
anticipated the display of prudence and ability. Possibly
its excited and reverend writer would row wish to modify and
suppress certain portions; for, as they stand, they form a curious
compound of cunning and indiscretion. If some parts had been
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omitted, and the remainder greatly altered, how good 1t might
have been! Envy, hatred, malice, and unch®ritableness ought
to have been kept in the back-ground, in order that the unso-
phisticated and “unsuspecting reader might have been lured
on into sympathy and acquiescence. As 1t 1s, he walks along
with a cold shudder, as ig the presence, or neighbourhood, of
a snake.

So far from satisfying me, as one of the ** English people,”
that our * rcason” has gone astray, and our “good feeling“been
perverted—and how absurdly groundless was the outery which
thig ¢ Appeal” sought so vainly to silence, it is conclusive to
establish the reality of that insult and danger, which have, as
Dr. Wiseman owns, suddenly called forth ‘“an agitation,
perhaps unparalleled in our times.” How were a fearless
and free Protestant people expected to act? Had we, on pew-
ceiving what has been done by the common enemy to the
Queen and the realm, held our peace, the stones would smme-
diately have cried out.

Nor are we ourselves, the people of 1830, alone concerncd.
The blow was aimed at our posterity, through us. DBut we
knew that we were trustees of those civil and religious liberties,
so dearly bought by the blood of our ancestors, and for which
we will as frecly, shed our own blood, befgre we will permit
them to be cndangered or destroyed. We asked oursclves,
what would those who are to come after us say, if history told
them that ‘wa had submitted to this insulting aggression wyh
ignominious pusillanimity ? They would have despiged usy
who had been dull enough not to sece, or cowardly enough not
to resent and resist, an indignity and an outrage deliberately
offered us before the whole world. So we have said it shall not
be; we have not borne it, and we will not. Both Quecn
and people are on the alert, and it will be strange if we cannot
defend ourselves, )

A bitter, and loathsome draught to swallow, must be Dr.
Wiseman's “ Appeal,” towull who risked and sacrificed so much
on behalf of the Roman Catholics; and he forces down that
draught as though he heartily wished 1t were poison. Does he
suppose, “however, that such a scrics of venomous taunts, and
Iittle, little quibblings as his, arce weapons fit to fight with the
people of England, aud in their present sternly Indignant
temper? Those taunts and quibbles have been blown away long

ago, like straws, . .
= L ]
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~ The first reflcction -occurring to - me, on laying down
Dr. Wiseman's * Appeal " was——-What if he had advised the
Popc to take this step immediately before, or immediately after, -
the passing of the Roman Catholic Emancipation Act? In the
former case would the Act have passed? In the latter, how
long would have elapsed before Parlmment was called together
to. repeal it? And does Zime affect principle, hﬂnuur, or
propriety? Does not almost every sentence in this “ Appeal,”
- serve to falsify the predictions of the friends, and verify those
of thé enemies, of Roman Catholic Emancipation?

. The next thought was—With what a treacherous vigilance
“advantage has been taken, from time to time, of every conces-
sion of a somnolent legislature, or slip of a too acquiescent and
cnnﬁdmg government !

"The next was—How severely pressed was Dr: Wiseman to
justify by prudently assignable reasons of even deceng plausi-
| bﬂity, the application to the Pope of himself and brother
vicars apostolic, to be converted into a,rchblshnpa and
bishops! What reasons have been acted upon by the Pope
which: are not, and will not be, avowed? What extensive
political reasons may have been anxiously taken into consider-
tion and weighed—our domestic position, our foreign relations—
at- Rome, before this bold irrevocable move-was determined
upon ! ‘What were the data supplied to the Pope-and Cardinals,
by their English suppliants and advisers? How frequently,
cafefully, and astutely, were scanned the provisionsef our statute
fnd -common law, in order to keep within their letter—to be
“strictly within the low,”* while evading and violating their
spirit?  Again: Are the Pnpe and his advisers relying on the
success of corrupting agencics within our church, of which
we know little or nothing, as to direction, or &xtent? Again:
How is to be characterised the cold ajr Df deflance with which
the Established Church of England. is throughout treated as %
worsted “rival existence”—* unfa,nly influencing many minds,
by the apparent advantage [1] . of ecclesiastical pﬂﬂitmn”l
The callous, gratuitous insolence with which this foreign priest
of a tolerated church, sneers at our bishops coming tg a coufir-
mation, as “‘being taken-no more notice of by a Catholic, than the
pa,nsh beadle’s notices, among which it is fastened en the church
door”; and a ‘‘triennial visitation!”” % Apain:e Dr. Wiseman
appears gt one time lnclined to defy, and at another to forget

‘ ¢ Appeal, ete, Introd. p. 6. , P Appeal, gke. p. 11,

-
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the existence of the legislature. Yot again: Weas the commotion
excited by these proceedings foreseen, and calculated upon;
or has it really faken their authors by surprise? And in that
case, what measurc must they have taken of the temper and -
inclination of the Queen of England and her people? But,
indeedt, how vain the attetipt to track the tortuosities of papal
intrigue; and how revolting when that mtrftgue is darkened by
Inglish perfidy and disloyalty!

The ¢ Appeal " of Dr. Wiseman is a ﬂlmsy tissue of SDPhlS— |
tries, which in a moment was torn to pieces by the contempt-
uous logic of the country; and of -misrepresentations, as
quickly dctected and exposed. There are only three topics on
which 1 shall offer any observations: ‘

First. How ludicrous and abortive Dr, Wiseman'’s attempy
to identify his cause with that of the, true-hearted loyal Pro-
testant dssenters! MHe, who, in his “ Pastoral” ¢ guverned’ a8
“ Ordinary"” eight of the counties of England, 18 content in his
‘“ Appeal,” to wriggle if he can through a crevice into the
dissenting fold, and meekly ask to share the * toleration™
which he says is accorded to fhem’!—to those who have, as
sternly as the members of the Established Chureh, for ever
repudiated Roman heresies and impurities, and owe nosort of
allegiance to. any fﬁrelgn potentate, temporal or spiritiial, to
conflict with that, which they affectionately acknowledge to
(Queen Victoria! Never was there an¢* Appeal” so hopeless of
effect! Nevelso ignorant and short-sighted a caleulation of pro-
babilities, The Pope has unconsciously fused the entire Protes:
tantism of the country, into one glowing massof defiant resistance
to popery! "As I think it desirable to prevent any misunder-
standing between two parties, one of whom would desire to be
for tke nonce, friends with the other, to aid in dispelling -it, I
will give our dissenting brethren s rather flattering portraiture
of® themselves, by this anxious candidate for- thelr religious -
co-operationt. = Thus speaks the authoritative hlghly-la,ut}ed
enthusiastic Roman. Catholic, Count Le Maistre, in his recently
translated and published Treatise entitled ¢ The Pope.” -

“ A thgy putrefaction of large organised “bodies praduces
innumerable sécfs nf miry reptiles, national religions, when
pulrefied, produce, in like marnner, a multitude of rehgam in-
sects, which dmg out, on -the same soil, the remains of- ae.
divided, - impérfect, and diszusting existence !~ ‘This mayv be -

-
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observed on all sides : and by this may ENGLAND and Russia
particularly account for the number and inexhaustible fecun-
dity of the sEcTs which pullulate within their immense terri-
tories. These sects are born of the putwj’actmn of a great body.

Such is the order of Nature I”’¢ Ifthis be true, in Dr. Wiseman’s
opinion, he must think, with a sigh, ef the old saw, that misery
makes strange bed-fellows! No, priest, it will not de. The
churchman and dissenter ficht side by side against you, foot
to foot, one glorious banuer streaming above them; all armed,
as against you, alike; their lvins girt about with truth; and
having on the breastplate of righteousness: thewr feet shod with
the preparation of the gospel of peace: having taken the shield of
faith, wherewith we shall be able to quench all the fiery darts of
the wicked : and the helmet of salvation : and the sword of the
spirit, which is, THE WORD OF GoD! How shall you make
head against a host such as this, or sow dissensiop in their
ranks?

Secondly. Dr. Wiscman's treatment of the clergy of the
Established Church should never be forgotten, as a deeply
instructive exhibition of rancorous rivalry and hatred, on
the part of himself, so far as he may represent the state of
the Roman Catholic priesthood, towards the clergy of the
Established Church of Ingland. This Romish ecclesiastic’s
head and heart are so E}Lcluhwely and 1n=tu1qdy forcign and
Romish, that he knows not, or cannot appreciate the attach-
nfent which the laity of th:s country fecl towardséheir religious
“ teachers, whether clerical or dissenting. Had 1t been other-
wise, 1 think he would have deemed 1t expedient, at least, to
suppress the animosity swelling within him towards the clergy
of the Established Church. He wrote early in the agitation,
which has since become so tremendous and umversal; and
seems to have had no occasion then, or not to have thought 1t
prudent, to fall foul of the dissenting ministers: his eyes were
fixed with unwavering intensity on the Iistablished Church—
a structure which he considered tottering with its own rotten-
ness, and * requiring fresh penal legislation for the purpose of
propping her up!”7?  As his eyes glﬂated upon the dqomed
“ Institution,” his tonguc doubtless quiv ered with the worts—
Delenda est Carthago!

I cannot think that the Roman Catholie laity,will sanction the

 The Pope, by Le Maistre, p 308, 7 Appeal, p. 16.
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unwarrantable, uncharitable, unchristian conduet of Dr. Wise~
man; and am surprised that his own sense ﬂf‘wc}rldly wisdom
did not suggest the propriety of at least attempting to exhibit,
however arduous the effort, a little of that meek forbearance to
which he makes such ostentatious pretensions. But it is thus that
he presumes to stigmatise pur clergy, as actuated by only the
vilest selfishness and hypocrisy,in becoming “ clerical agitators™
on the present memorable occasion of ar:rgressmn and insult, and
not, be 1t observed, by them, but egainst them, by Dr. Wiseman,
and the Bull by which he assumes to have acquired such rights
at their expense. ¢ There soon sprung up,” says he, ¢ from-
amidst the first confusion, a clearer and more natural agent, in-
terested in promoting it. .. . It is but natural that the clergy of the
United Ghurch should exert themselves to the utmost to keep
up an excitement which bears an appearance of attachment
to themse]lves! And hence, by degrees, the agiiation has
lately [21st November, 1850] been subsiding into a mere
clerical and parochial movement [ I]% . .. The bishops and clergy
are of course turning the crisis to their own best advantage ['Y]
and assoclating their pretensions with the rights of the sove-
reign[!] They are endeavouring, and will endeavour to regain
that influence which they ha.ve lost [l over the hearts of the
people, and think.to replace, by one burst cf fanaticism, the
religious ascendancy which years have worn away [ 1] But this
will not be permitted them by a penple too much enlightened
by & religtous~toleration, as enjoyed in England, to be easil}
fooled out of the privileges which it possesses.® It rf_.ally
appears to be a wish on the part of the clerical agitators, to
make people beheve, that some tangible possession of some-
thing solid 1n their respeetive seces, has been bestowed upon
the new bishops. Time will unmask the deceit ” 1* He proceeds,
in & passage Intercalated, in revolting contrast, between pro-
fessions of saintly humility, devotion, and charity, to slander
the clergy ©of all orders, as seeking every opportunity to
rouse the frantic bad passions of the people: as utterers
‘ from pulpit to platform,” of “untruths,” ¢ calumnies”~
“ evewy un_PrLestIy, and unchrstian, and unholy sentiment
that’could be spoken,” and flashing words of ‘¢ disdain,
and anger, and hate, and contempt:” — who would have

I Appeal, pr17. 2 Appcal,_r_lp. 7, 8.
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““cared” nothing if they had “let full ‘thie spark on the
inflammable materials of a gunpowder-treason mob 1”7+ ¢ If
blood had been inflamed, and arms uplifted, and the torch in
their grasp, and flames had been -enkindled, ' what heeded
they # ‘“If the persons of their opponents, made holy by
consecration, had been seized like #he Austrian general’s, and
ill-treated, and perhaps maimed, or worse, what recked they ?
Thése very things were one and all pointed at as glorious signs,
should they take place 1] of high and noble Protestant feeling in
the land [!] asproofs of the prevalence of an unpersecuting, a free-
nquiring, a tolerant gospel creed.” ['] “** Thanks to you,” con-
cludes this meek and truthful minister of his meek and lowly
Master, * brave and generous and noble-hcarted people of
England ! who'would not be stirred up by those whose duty itis
to teach you gentleness, meckness, and forbearance, to support
what they call a religious cause, by irrelicious means—and
would not hunt down, when bidden, your unoffending fellow-
citizens to the hollow cry of * No Popery ¥’ and: on'the pretence
of a fabled aggression. [ ] The storm is fast passing away, and

- .

dh’ honest” and "upright people will soon .see through the arts
that Hiave been émployed to dedeive it"t]" |

All this Dr. Wiseman, a forcign ecclesiastic resident in
~ tolerant England] permitted himself to set dows deliberately

on record -against the English nation, with the Quecn at its
head—hefore the whole world ! Denouncing ovr clergy as
a.body of more selfish hypocritical agitators; &nd so carried
awdy ‘by theii“¥ile “impulses, on sceing their mere worldly
mterests endangered, as to have become-- ‘“ unpriestly,”
“ unchristian,” “unholy,” uttercrs of * ‘untruths,” and * cal-
umnies,” and, consequently, liars and calumniators; and BUg-
gesters, before inflaned maobs, of murderous outrage npon their
Romsn Catholfe’ ‘brethren!” On' - what a body of  distinct
a:nd ""'irrﬁé:iﬁfﬂ&?ﬁviﬁmdﬁ ought these dreadfal accusations
t6 have been fourded!- All this was writtefi nhd pub-
lithed by Dr."Wiseman previousl; to the 20th November
_last, ﬂud,_ébn'éeqrueﬂﬂﬁ' concerning then existing facts. Whete
ate they? ~And what has happened since? Hes the astertion
qf"'_Dﬁi'.JW'iSEman’that, "t the agitation was” then “"Siibsiging
mtd"a mete ¢lerical and parochial movement,” been verified, or
'f-‘a}‘sifﬁé*ﬁ; and thdt fprbﬂigiﬂusly,' by what has sfice taken place?
- Will Pr. Wisciman admit, now, that he was mistaken in his

, o _
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| calculatmns? Does he now behieve that the magmﬁﬂent and
“solemn national movement, which has since  forced itself on
the notice of all mankmd, is a-mere * parochial” one, got
up.by * clerical agitators”; .and ag such preaented itgelf before
Her Majesty at Windsor, on Tuesday the 10th of the present
December? . Does he still gream that ‘all the highly educated
mtellect, all the religious and moral fecling of -the British
nation, has fallen prostrate before such paltry agencies, as he-
thinks .he has. ﬂﬂn_]ured mtﬂ exmtenﬂe,-—and becﬂme tools in
their hands? | - -

Shall one cnndeaaend to vindicate the. Brmsh clergy ﬂ“‘ﬂll’lﬂt-
such an assailant. as this? We, the laity, W]’IE} know them
thoroughly appreciate them, and, cﬂnsequently, love and
vencrate them; as a budy of men who, in intellect, in learn-
ing, in piety, in zeal, in charity, in sclf-denial, in usefulness®
and in purityof chamcter, have not-their superiors, and, perhaps;
not their equals upon the earth! But for the moderation-and
forbearance inculcated on the people of this country, alike by
the teaching and example of this foully-slandered body, and
nobly seconded by their djﬂsenting brethren, England would
by this time have been in a blaze, not easily -extinguished. -
And in these sentiments, I beheve in my soul, that tens of
thousands of our Jay Roman Catholic brethren, in. their hearts
concur, and have auﬁiﬂient EtEI‘DIlESﬂ, upnghtnesa, and strength
of character qnd determination, if need be, to say s0; and that
they. would say. to us, their Protestant. brethren, linked in
loyalty tngether towards the Queen, and fhe King of kmgs, n
whom kings rmgn, and princes decree Justice, Let brotherly lave
“continue! Yes; in spite of Dr Wxseman, or of : a,ny other fire-
brand from Rome, . |

Lastly. Dr, Wiscman'’s ﬁbscrvatmns concerming Westmmster, .
itsabbey and precinets, Lapproach with unspeakable repugnance.
They are elaborately expressive of a state. of feeling in .the
writer, which good men, of any community, must deplore ; and
others despise, or resent, according to their ecstimate of the
position and pretensions of the writer. “ For my part, I rejoige.
that Lr, Wlseman has 8o artlessly opened to our eyes a cage
of ugiclean b:rds, in describing the thoughts and feelings which
the sight of that venerable Eﬂlﬁte and the. recollections con:
ne{:ted with its history, have called up within him. At present

it secms to be certainly ours; but by virtue of a transler
‘ -

. ] .
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which excites only abhorrence in the mind of the newly-fledeed
“ Cardinal Amhblshnp’ If he complain of an expression
in Lord John Russell's Letter, what are we not justified in
saying of his own malignant insinuations and inuendocs? Of
his stigmatising our national monuments as ** defestable?”
Why detestable? It may be in respect of our native sculptors,
and the subjects which they have selected! Who have
peopled the ¢ stately abbey” with memorials of British genius,
valour, piety, and virtue; a scries of blighting eye-sores,
indeed, to one treading, as Dr. Wiseman trod, the * Catholie
pavement,” only soured by inhalations of its * air of ancient
consecration!” How must this holy man have recoiled from
so many cvidences of the surpassing favours which Providence
has vouchsafed to heretical Iingland! The prelates who have
preached an uncorrupt and untainted Gospel creed; the
monarchs who have shielded it from papal dominption; the
statesmen who have engrafted on 1t the hallowed principles of
liberty and toleration; the bards who have hymned the purity
of 1ts precepts; the historians who have recorded the blessings -
of its sway; the herces who have shed their blood in its
defence: all these, ranged along the aisle in gooidly procession
by a nation’s gratitude, might well fail of finding favour in
the eyes of ther Romish ecclesiastie, ambitiﬂusly concocting
plans for cleansing the * stﬂtt..ly abbey” frem its impurities, and
restoring 1t to its ﬁ}rmer virtues ! .

* But let me tell him, and recall his wa.ndﬂrmg thoughts
durmg hig # prayers by the shrine of good St. Edward,’ 5 in
doing so, that it is otherwise here in Protestant England;
where these glorious monuments will be held in fonder vene-
ration than the shrine even of that same ‘ good St. Edward,”
or of any other fellow-worm, which Roman blasphemy has
ever dared to canonize. We will kneel, indeed, before these
noble portraitures—not in impious adoration of the ¢ graven
images” but in gratitude to that All-Gracious.Being who
gave to ug, and to our children, the great examples they were
intended to commemorate !

Dr. Wiseman piteously sighs after ¢“ the olden times when the
church filled without a mmnntmn, and multitudes humly yor-
shipped without a service.” The impertinent insinuation 1s
obvious, and required nothing but truth to make it effective.

¢ 5 Appeal, p. 30.
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Intended to be ﬂffenswe it is merely falsc. Duubtleqs the sacred
edifice i3 no longer the scene of pompous processions and gaudy
ceremonials,—the senses are no longer soothed and bewildered
by contrivances to delude, to ensnare, to corrupt; but the wor-
ship of a purified faith, the prayer to one All-suffid¢ient and only
Mediator, the simple homgge of a reformed Church, and the
pure though undecorated ritual and ministry of its servants,

is there instead: and with these Protestant England i content.

After “ paying,” and not “ rebuking” the beadle, and *“say-

ing his prayers by the shrine of good St. Edward,” the ** car-
dinal,” fallen into good homour, condescendingly 1'elieves the
minds of the Dcan and Chapter, by pointing out the
part of Westminster “ which alone ke covets, and will
be glad to claim and wvisit.” O the realm he iz con-
tented here to ¢ govern”! It consists, he tells us, of * laby®
rinths of lanes, and courts, and alleys, and sLUMS,S®
nests of ignorance, vice, depravity, and crime; as well as of
squalor, wretchedness, and disease—where swarms a huge and
nlmost countless population, in great measure, nominally at
least, Catholic,—in a city whereof the name indeed 1s glorious,
but the purliens amous.” On the face of this deseription it
appears but too probable, that this unhappy population is
“ Catholic”: but .what has the ¢ Abbot of vWestminster "—
mysterious but unobtrusive * fitular” I-—been about, all this
while? And why has no one ever met with him in his pious
pcregrmatmn%? How came he to let these nests of C;Lthﬂlll, ’
vermin—if Dr. Wiseman will use such imagery—thus to swarm |

in his abbacy for successive generations? Blessed being! He
has been wholly absorbed, 1t would scem, in devout schemes
of ecclesiastical circumvention; and,  representing, in rel-
gious dignity, those who erected, and beautified, and
governed, that church and cloister”! Where are the traces of
the Roman Catholic clergy in these dismal scenes of destitution
and eﬂrruphﬂn? And if Dr. Wiseman coveted that blessed
pasture, in which ¢ sheep of holy Church are fo be tended,”
but which appear to have been, up to this time, mlserably
un-tendled, why must he first be made a “ Cardinal” and
¢ Aichbishop”?

% In ancient times,” he says,  the existence of an abbey

§ What arc “ slurss”? And where is the word to be found ﬁxpla.ined? Is it

Roman, or Spanish? There ig no such word in our language.
»
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on:any spot, with a large staff’ of clerg};, and ample revenues,

wauld have sufiiced to create around it a little paradise
of comfort, cleanliness, and.ease. This, however, is not the

~case:” nor will it be, Dr. Wiseman would nhave us belicve,

il he and hLis friends are re-mstalled and the false and

insulting insinuation appears to bg that those whose places
are 80 coveted, divert from their proper objects, and prostitute
for selfish purposes, their ecclesiastical resources—* keepmg
them stagnant and not diffusive.” Is this indeed so? And is
this insinnation hazarded before us who, here in London—in
the country at large—know how these revenues are expended ?
" Dr. Wiseman, by.his *little Paradise,” wishes to direct
our thoughts to a moral Eden where virtuc . blooms, and
in which “ order, peacefulness, dec{ancy, religion, and virtue ”

- dee, by the ““special culture” of this intrusive hierarchy, to

Blossom into. fruit. How desperate the blind daring which

“could challenge a reference to IRELAND!  That blasted heath

of their witcherips and conjurations,—that moral desert, where
the bounties 6f Providence:are neutralised, and the charms of
nature defiled, by the bhghtmg presence of this same hierarchy
—ever to be seen squatting like an incubus on the liberty and

intellect of mankmd and at this moment Grushmg those of
heaven-blessed, tran-cursed Ireland to death ]

Let me, however, now pass away gladly€rom Dr, Wiseman’s
unsatisfactory and' offensive cxposition and dematlﬂn of

 the pﬂlmy of - Rﬂme, and of the part which he has taken in
¢ carrying it into execution, in dogged defiance of our Queen

s

L'}

and ourselves. DBefore discussing the legal questions arising
out of this memorable case, I would briefly remind you of
the quiet unccasing activity, whiclt always appeared to me to
be suspictous, with which the legislature has been impor-
tuned, year after year, to weed out of the statute-book all
those - pmhlbmﬂnﬂ and -penalties appearing “io stand there, in
the way of so grand a Papal move as the recent one. It
has been long contemplated, as is now acknawledgcd fhere
was, indeed, no perceptible or alleged mneccssity for the late
leglalatwe alterations: no case of hardship or persccutiop had
arisen, as far as I have been able to ascertain. AV, howeper,
is now explained. Enough, nevértheless, appears yet on the
statute-book, to reach the case which has arisep; thanks to the
wgﬂance mf one or two astute and expermnced members of
the Leislature,
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1V. In the years 1844, 1848, 1848—by, stalutes 7 and 8
Vie. ¢, 102; 9 and 10 Vie. c. 59; and 11 and 12 Vie. ¢. 108 —
important changes were effected in the laws relating to Roman
Catholies: the first two repealing the whole, or portions, of
Mmany statutes imposing restrictions and penalties upon them;
the last enabling Her Majmsty to establish and maintain diplo-
matie relations, and to hold diplomatic intercourse with the
Sovereign of the Roman States: but not (s. 2) through the
intervention of any ceclesiastical person in any diplomatic
capacity whatever; and the last of the threo sections of the
statute, consisted of a very stringent clause, evidencing ex-
treme anxicty on the part of the legislature, against any
mnterference of the act with the Queen’s civil and ccclesins-
tical supremacy. Here it is:—¢ Provided always, and be it
cnacted, that nothing herein contained shall repeal, weaken,
or affect, or be construed to repeal, weaken or affect, any law
or statutes, or any part of any laws or statutes, now in force,
for preserving and upholding the supremacy *of our lLady the
Queen, her heirs and sucecessors, in all matters, civil and
ecclesiastical, within this realm, and other Hor Majcsty’s domi-
nions; nor those laws, or parts of laws now in force, which have
for their object to control, regulate, and restrain the acts and
conduct of Ifer Majesty’s subjects, and to prohibit their com-
munications with tfe sovereigns of foreign states on the said
matters: *ALL WHICH LAWS AND STATUTES OUGIIT FC}E{’.
EVER TO BE MAINTAINED, FOR THE DIGNITY OF, THE
CROWN, AND THE GOOD OF THE SUBJECT.”

Thus, as it appears to me, stand our common and statute
law, as applicable to the case under consideration: but before
entering into details, it may be well to premise, that a ¢ mis-
prision” stgnifies *“all such high offences as are under the
degree of capital, but nearly bordering thereon.” And one
1s—‘such a contempt of the cxecutive magistrate, as demon-
strates 1tselfshy some arvogant and undutiful behaviour towards
the King and his government.” 7

1. As to the Common Law.—By what authority has D.
Wiscran cgme into this independent kingdom of England, as,
a Caddinal, a title of dignity conferred by a foreign sovereign :
calling  himself and acting as a Cardinal — as % Nicholus,

- * 7 Blackstone's Comment. p, 122,
F )
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by the Divine Mercy, of the Holy Roman Church, by the
title of St. Pudentiana Cardinal Priest, Archbishop of West
minster and. Administrator Apostolic of $he Diocese of South-
wark 2" He tells us in his ¢ Pastoral,¥ that the Pope gave.
him this rank, and that he has thereby infinitely enhanced has
claims to the “loyalty and fideliter ™ of his new counsellor:
loyalty and fidelity, that is to a foreign potentate, whose com-
mands he has come prepared to obey, and enforce obedience
to, in the Queen’s dominions. Dr. Wiseman has become, as
" n Cardinal, orie of his master’s highest and most confidential
advisers; & member of the College of Cardinals, who will elect,
~when need may be, his successor: and eligible, indeed, himsel{
to be that successor, he may presently figure before us as Pope
Nicholas VI.I What oaths he has taken® and what may be
. the secret obligations he has contracted, I know not. 1 strongly
suspect that he took a stringent oath of fealty to the Pope, on
being made a Cardinal; a fact the terms of which it might
. be highly inconvenient to Dr. Wiseman to avow and specify.
This may account for that silence; respectively politic and
omirious to him and to us, which he and his friends have
obscived for mearly .three weeks, notwithstanding the direct
¢question has been more than once . proposed to him, in
courteous terms, in the Times newspaper. L feel myself
therefore justified in assuming that- sole serious temporal
obligations have been contracted by Dr. Wieman to
ﬁopeerﬂ IX..."But his -enthustastic ‘‘ leyalty to the
papreme Seo of +8t, Peter.”... would -be; one should think,
a little embarrassed, if Her Majesty should think fit to go to
war with the Pope, or any papal enemy in alliance with him.
~ No man can serve two masters: and in- that conflict of alle-

giance (such as is honestly acknowledged by the Duke of Nor-

- folk and Lord Beaumont) will Dr. Wiseman condescend to in-
form us whether he would obey the Vicar of Christ, or the
heretic Queen Vietoria? This is a consideration operative with
our law. ¢t It is not lawful,” says Lorp CoKEY ¢ for any sub-

_ ¥ By the Emancipation Act, stat. 10, Geo. IV., c. 7, § 29, * any mamber of
any religious order, community, or gsociety of the Church of ﬁﬂme, bngnd by
religions or monastic vows, coming into this realm, shall be deemed guilty of
misdemeanour, and on conviction banishable for life.

P 3 Instit, 144. I
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ject of the King of England to take a pension, ef cefera, of any
foreign king, prince, or state, without the King’s licence, albeit
they be in leagye with the King of England; both for that
they may Dbecome enemies, and for that also it i mischievous
and dangerous to the King himself, and his state, as it appear-
eth by this distichon:— = e

1Y I’!‘iﬂﬂilf;ﬂ ﬂbpextﬂmﬂ veniunt 1Ethﬂliﬂ dlt‘]'llﬂ,, o
Quee, studii specie, fata necemque ferunt.’ -

““Nemo potest duobus dominis servire: aut enim unum odio
habebit, et alterum diliget: aut unum sustinebit, et alterum
contemnet.” | |
So HAwgINg:—1 - . -

“ It is so high an offence to prefer the interests of a._fﬂreigg
prince to that of our own, that it is eriminal to do anything
which may but incline a man so to do: -as, to receive a pension
from a foreign prince, without the leave of our King,”

So BLACKSTONE :— ¢ | -~ m

“ Contempt against the Prerogative may also be, by pre-
ferring the interest of a<foreign potentate to those of our own;
or doing or receiving anything that may create an undue influence
n favour of such extrinsic power: as, by taking a pension
from any forgign prince, without the consent "of the King.” .

A “pension” is Bere professedly put as an instance only, to
illustrate “the nature of the prohibition. A title of dignity or
honour stands evidently on the same footing, and may, indoeed,
far more strongly incline a British subject towards the foreign
sovereign who has so highly honoured him, as Dr. Wiseman
avows, with irvepressible exultation, himself to have been
honoured by the Pope. He has assumed here, I undérstand,
the titles thug conferred, and publicly gone through a ceremony
which has been called ‘enthronization!’ Had he assumed any
imaginary designation of his own accord here—as even an
‘““ archangel ¥ —1io one might have objected to his companions
addressing . him_as ‘“His’ Heavenliness.”  The diatiuctinn
18 betweerr-home-born, harmless assumption, and distinctions
and dignitigls' conferred by, and attracting their bearer towards, .
a foxéign sovereign. |

' Pleas of the Crown. b. i,e.22,83,

* - * 4 Comment, 122,
- %
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I know of no LICENCE from Her Majesty to Dr. Wiseman
to appear here in the character, and use the title, and exercise
the functions of * Cardinal” or *“’Archbishop of Westminster,”
the same being titles of dignity, and offices, conferred on him
by a foreign sovercign. Though we have heard of subscrip-
tions for a cardinal’s hat, and kissing”a cardinal’s ring, and the
“ sondescension” of their sublime wearer, I have not yet seen 1n
the Gazette, or heard of, any such Queen’s licence, as I imagine
that the law requires. Was such licence applicd for and
granted? If so, let him produce and proveit. Wasitapplied
for and refused? Or did Dr. Wiseman abstain from doing so,
knowing it would be refused, and assume the right neverthe-
less? If so, what is his position? If it should be suggested
that it would have been fatile to ask the Queen for her licence,
since it would amount to a rccognition of papal authonty
prohibited by the law, that furnishes an additional-argument
to prove the illegality alleged.

Again, it i1s past question, that Her Majesty the Queen 18
“the fountain of ALL dignity and honour in the kingdom.”?
Whom the Queen delighteth to honour we will honour, and
none else. Therefore I call the gentleman in question simply
Dr. Wiseman, and do not know him, nor does the Queen,
any other name or capacity. In any indiciment which may
be brought against him, he will be called simply ¢ Nicolas
Wiseman” The word ¢ Cardinal,” or ‘ Archbishop,” will

. not b2 mentioned, except, perhaps, as an ingTedient in the
offence imputed to him, for thus says Lord Coke:—‘1If a
foreign king creates any person noble, ke shall not be allowed
kis dignity by the law here”* Mr. Bowyer, in his Commen-
taries on Constitutional Law, in citing a passage from Lord
Coke’s Fourth Institute, to shew that a Bishop, if made
a Cardinal, could not sit as such in the House of Lords,
observes justly, ¢ This opinion is important, to shew that
Soreign dignities are not allowed i England”® “Mr. Anstey®
contends, that ¢ the grant of the Cardinalitate to an English
subject by the Pope, is no act of derogation to the Sovereign

- of England: that it is an office neither of this-Cypwn,mor of

"
3 Coke’s 4th Inst. p. 363; Comyns’ Digest; Title, Digmity, A; 4 Blackst.
Com. 396. 4 4 Inst. 363; Calvin’s Case, 7 Cpke’s Rep. 16,

* Comment. on Const, Law, p. 506. § The Queen’s Supremacy, p. 31,
2
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o
the Roman Church, but ¢ of the Court of Rome:’ and the
general rule as to the capacity of a subject to aceept any office
at a court not at enmity with the Queen, applies as much to
that court as to any other.” This appears to me stating only
half the question: the other half 1s, whether® the Queen’s
licence be not nccessarygbefore the title 13 adopted in this
country. Under these circumstances, 1 think 1t only a false
courtesy, and also sanctioning a dlsrespectful and disloyal
indifference to Her Majesty’s dignity and authority, to recog-
nise a title which has been assumed with such an arrogant
antagonism to our Sovereign and our institutions. Had it
been a harmless one (‘*“ as Doctor”) we might have humoured
him. Asitis, I will not call him * Cardinal,” nor speak of
him as ‘“ his eminaence,” any more than ‘ his lowliness.” We
must not countenance these artful attempts to familiarise tMe
neople of England with pestilent novelties. Words and {Aings,
in the slippery policy of Rome, change places continually.
Finally, with Dr. Wiseman, the Pope is the sole fountain of
honour; with us the Queen, according to the law of the land.
Lot Dr. Wiseman look to this matter. So also may his
‘“ Bishops:” so, for aught I know, may now be looking to 1t
our friends, the Attorney and Solicitor-General, who may be
apt to deem both Cardinal Archbishop, and Bishops, guilty
of an indictable offence, for a contempt against the Queen’s
prerogative,— It appears to me, again, that Dr. Wiseman,
Dr. Ullathorne, and any other person who has aectpted Y
may accept the rank or title of * Arnhbmhmp r ¢ Bmhnp,
of & province, or diocese, or ‘‘ see,” assumed to be created 3
this kingdom by a foreign sovereign, without the consent,
and in defiance, of the authority of the Queen and Parhament,
have been, and are guilty of a misdemeanour af common law :
as perpetrating an insult to the Sovercign, and an invasion of
that perfect sovereignty to which cvery independent state is o
entitled. ®uch an insult and invasion amount, in my opinion,
to a violation of the Law of Nations; and such an oflence,
committed within this realm, is an offence at common law.
Thak it is sych an offence, for a British subject to assist or
abgt any fmrelgn power in insulting the Sovereign of this
realm, by invading the integrity of her power, cannot pro-
perly, I conceive, be doubted. If the Emperor of Russia werc

-
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to do By our Judicial, as the Pope has done by our ecclesiastical
institutions, by organising & 1ival establishment for the adm-
nigtration of civil justice fhroughout the entire length and
breadth of the land, can any one doubt that it wounld be &
violation of the sovereignty of our state, and a gross insult to
- our Sovereign; and encroachment on her prerogative,— one
justifying war with the Emperor, and criminal proceedings,
* perhgps, for high treason, against all in this country who dared
to assist'ad abet him? -
 Therefore: I think that Dr. Wisernan has been-guilty of a
" contempt of our Lady the Queen, and the laws of this reﬂ.lm,_
to the evil example of all others in the like case offending, and
against the peace.of our Eﬂld Lady the Queen, her crown and
'dlgmty - | T
"2, Asto the STATT.TTE Law.—If Dr. Wiseman, and those
“who with him recognise, and assume to enforce and act upon
the Pope’s-Bull, have been guilty of any breach of the statute
‘law of “the realms it seems to be.of some one, -or all, of the
three' following Etatutes, viz. (lst.) the 16th Rich. IL ¢. 5,
entitled, ** The statute of Provision-and Premunire; (2ndly)
the 1st Eliz c.1. entitled, *“ An Act restoring to the crown
- the ancient jurisdiction ever the state, ﬂeclesiaatieal and
Epiritr'[lﬂl and abdlishing all foreign. power repugnant to the
same’ ;- (3rdly), the 13th Eliz. c. n., efititled, * An  Act
agam&t the bmngmg in and putting in execution c:f;_B’:ﬂIs, and
other 1gﬂlm1mentﬂ, from the see of Rome.” I entertain some little
‘doubt, but with great deference to your-better opinion, whether
the first of these statutes would be held exaetly to meet the
case under consideration ;.or, at all events, whether it would
be, upon the-whole, expedient to put it in force. I feel some
doubt; -also, whether the second could be effectively brought
to ‘besr-upon 1t ; ‘but none whatever as to the applicability of
- the last. -Portions of the latter two have been recently re-
pealed ; but one section in the last, namely, the third, appears
to me to apply as clearly and closely as can be dEEII‘Ed to the
act of which Dr. Wiseman is alleged to have “been guﬂty, in
bringing mto England the ‘ Bull, writing, or mstrum.;ant
of Pope Plus 1X. -

(1.) Statute16 Richk. Il ¢.5.— 1t 18, says Dr. Lingﬂrdir

7 History of England, vol. iv. p. 227, Edit.".847.
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% the last and most. c:om];)rehcnswe of the statufs of Provision
and Pramunire, aimed at preventing and pumshmg those who
procured from Rome sentences of excommunication, or trans-
lation of bishops; and provided, that if man pursue or obtain,
in the court of Rome, or elsewhere, such tranlations, excom-
munications, bulls, instmpments, or other things, against_the
king’s crown and segality, or kingdom, as is aforesaid, or
‘bring them into the realm, or receive, nofify, or execute them,
either within the realm or without, such person or persons,
their notaries, procurators, maintainers, abettors, partics, and
counsellors, shall be eut of the king’s protection; their goods
and chattels, lands and tenements, shall be forfeited to the
king, and their persons attached, wherever they may be
found.” "~ This as the statute containing the noble preamble
quoted in & former page;® where it may be scen that the
statute was not confined, as Dr. Lingard would have his
readers infer,-to tkeﬁ-ewisting evils. The -recital shews that it
was to be extended to other cases, corresponding with the
comprehensiveness of the general cnactment. The recital
declares that the Parliament would stand with the King “in
the cases aforesaid, and IN ALL OTHER CASES attempted
against him, his crown, and his regality.”

Lord Cgke thus emphatically shews? the generality and
comprehensiveness®-of this enactment. . He says that even
- Queeir Mary would not repeal the statutes of Provision and
'Pra,mumre, shiough so severe against the Pople, whose supre-
macy in a sort she restored, but provided that they should
stand in force. Whereby. it appeareth how careful the state
- was [even] in Queen Mary's time, to preserve the prerogative
.of the erown, and the ancient laws of the realm..... This
statute,” he continues, * extends (1.) to ell persons, of what
quality or sex whatsoever; (2.) to all courts whatsocver; (3.)
to all #hings whatsoever ; (4.) not only against the king, his
orown and dignity, but jagainst the kingdom also; (5.) not
only to procurgrs, abettors, maintainers, counsellors, ete., but
to favourers.” “The Act ig-nearly five hundred years old; but
stangs unrep;ea.led on the statute book, and in full force, as yﬂu
have several times asserted in your place in Parliament, and
never met with a denial. “* In the 5th-of James L. 1t was

“ Ante, p. 16, 1%, - ? ard Institute, Tit, Premunire, p. 127,
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resolved by divers justices,” says Lord ane ‘“ that without
question the statutes 37 Edward II1. and the 16 Richard IT.
are yet in force.” It is certain that they have not since been
repealed. Whether, however, it would be expedient to insti-
tute proceedings under this latter statute, may be questionable.
Its penalties are not precisely in accopdance with modern ideas
of criminal Jurisprudence: but I conclude with an obscrvation -
of Lord Coke. ¢ We have been the longer concerning cases
of Prmmumre, for that they be matters of great weight, and
necessary to be known: and we wish that the offence may never
be commatted.”

(2.) Statute 1 Eliz. ¢. 1.—On carefully considering the
terms of this statute, and applying 1t to what appear to me
sound principles of construction, I doubt whether it be practi-
mﬁy apphmbie to the case of Dr,Wiseman and his pretended

‘“ bishops,” and I believe that you agree with me: but I
express that doubt with considerable difﬁdence, since some of
my legal friends, far abler than myself, have come to a differcnt
conclusion ; and our three weekly legal journals! concur in
opinion, that the statute ds applicable to the pretended arch-
bishop and bishops of the Pope. O being narrowly scanned
by legal ingenuity, it might, however, be found, that the
statute shews itsell to have been almed at present, not pro-
speetive—actual, not cmnt1nn'ent—-rr1mvm;u3ﬂ Had 1ts
object been to prevent the excreise of new pDWEI‘S, A5 well ag
the’ repression of old or exigting powers, its language might
pﬂssﬂ)ly have been differcnt. This statute is one -of those
which was partially repealed, in 1844 and 1846, by statutes
7 &8 Vict.c. 102, and 9 & 10 Vict. ¢. 59 but there is the
following 1mportant proviso in the latter Act :—* Provided
always and be it declared, that nothing in this enactment con-
tained, shall authorise; or RENDER IT LAWFUL for any person

~or persons to afhrm, hold, stand with, set forth, maintain or

defend any such IForcign Power, pre-eminence, jurisdiction or

authority : nor shall the same extend further than to the repeal

of the particalar penalties and punishments therein referred to:

byt in all other respects the law shall continue the sgme 9% 1f
"

' The Law Times, 9th Nov. The Jurist, 19th Nov. The Legal Observer,
23rd Nov. r
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thig enactment had not becn made.” Thug tMs enactment
leaves unlawful the acts declared such by statute 1 Eliz, ¢, I}
but abolishes the penalticy preseribed by that statute
Where, howevey, a statute simply prohibits an act, with-
out providing a sanction or penalty, the common law sup-
plies one, declaring contrevention of the act a misdemeanor,
punishable by fine and imprisonment. - In ;moving for leave
to repeal this Act, on the 8th December, 1847, Mr. Anstey
rested his case expressly on the admission that * as the
Religious Opinions’ Act (9 & 10 Vict. ¢. 59) repealed the specific
penalties of statute 1 Eliz. c. 1, but left the prohibition in foree,
here was still an offence punishable with fine and imprisonment ;
it being a misdemeanor at the common law to disobey an express
statute.®  Sir Edward Sugden, whose great authority as 2
lawyer will be universally acknowledged, has publicly made
the following decisive declaration, since this letter was com-
mitted to the press:>—¢ I agsert here, and I am prepared to
do 8o everywhere, that by the law as it stands, the Bishop of
Rome, and his Archbishops and Cardinals, have no right to
assert or mamntain that they have any spiritual or ecclesiastical
Jurigdiction in this realm.”

(3-) Stat. 13 Eliz. ¢. 2. 5. 3. About the applicability of
this statute tp the case under consideration, 1t appears to me,
that there "exista nq doubt whatever. That this section of the
Act is in Yull force, was admitted, as in the last case, by Mr.

Anstey, and oa the same occasion. 4 By Statute 13 Ehz, e. 2, o

1t was an offence punishable with preemunire in the first in-
stance, and high treason if repeated, t6 bring in, or publish, or
use any bull or rescript of the See of Rome, of however harm-
less a character.... The statutory prohibition as to bulls and
writings remain, with the liability to fine aid imprisonment af
common law.* The punishments of preemunire and death were
taken away, and those of fine and imprisonment sufferéd to
continue.” *The terms of this statute arc so simple and compre-
hensive, that they must have conveyed the same impression to
all who have read them. “ It applies,” says Mr. Reeve, the

2 HEI?SE.I‘(] (®hifd Series), vol. :s:;w. col. 804,

? Mwmesday, 17th December.  Sec the Papers of the ensning day.

* Id. ib. Annual attempts have been since made to repeal these enactments

but in vain, -

.‘
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learned historian , of the English law,® to any one ¢ who shall
Rave obtained [from Rome] any Bull of any kind, or shall have
put it in use;”’ ¢ to all persons,* says Mr. Hgllam,5 ¢ pubhsﬁ—
tng any Bull from Rome;” 1o * obtaining or putting in use,” says
Dr. Lingard,? * any Bull, wr1t1ng, or .instrument, from the
Bishop of Rome.” o -

The third scétien cnacts, that * if any person shall obtain .or
get’ from the Bishop of Rome any manner of Bull, writing, or
mstriment, writtén or printed, Eontaining any thing matter,
or cause whatsoever; or shall publish, or by any ways or means
put in. nre,® any such Bull, writing, or instrument,:that then,
alt #nd every gdch act and acts, ‘offence and oifences, ghall be.
deemed and adjudged, by the authority of that act, to be Augh
_fgeason.” It wds attem pted in 1846, to repeal this act alto-
gcther but the legislature could be mduued to go no further
than to ** repeal the penaltics and punishments ONLY¥,” adding

with a provident explicitness, to prevent all possible misunder-
Etﬂndlﬁg, the f'ﬁﬂnwmg stnnfrcnt pruﬂscr « nn:}thmg 1n this
_enactment contained shall AUTHORISE OR RENDER IT LAW-
¥UL for any pérson or persons to-import, bring in, or put in
exccution, within this realm, ‘any such bulls; writings, or
instruments: and that in all respects, save as o the  said
penaltms oY pumshmenta T11E LAW shall continme the same,
as if this enactment had not been made.” . .

, Here then, gnnatrumg together; on ordinary principles, thesc

,at.at.utcs passed in pari maferid, wehave a distinct fatutory prohi-
bition ag“amat any pérson’s ubtaimng from Rome, or - in any
way putting 1n use, or publishing in this country, &y manner
of Bull, wntmg or instrumient, containing anything whai-
soever. 1tis declared * an offencé” to.-do so: [a,nd “ offence” 19
o ¢ vocabulum sartis, signifying an act committed against a
law, or omitted where the law requires it, and punishable by
it:]”9 and that nothing on the statute-book shall render it
lawful to do that det. The ¢ law” that is, the “statute and
common law, ¢ continues the same™ at this-hour, as if the

statute cﬂutmusly repeallng specified * penalties and punish-

F "B
8 Vol. v. p.145. § Hallam’s Cnnst. Hist. vol.i. . 187.

7 Hlﬂt of Eng. vol. vi. p. 243, |
“ Ure” is a wnrd then in use, but now obsolete, and was 1dent1ca}l in gigni-
fication with ““ use,” ® West’s ®ymb.

"
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ments ONLY,” had not passed; except as to such Iffnited repeal.
‘“ A penalty,” says Chief Justice Holt, ¢ implies a prohibitiony
though there are no prohmbitery words in the statute:”? and
it will not be contended, I presume, that. combining the two
statutes in question together, the legislature has not declared
the acts mentioned in thew to be unlawful, and consequently,
has prohibited them from being done, If this be so, it is a
rule of the common law both indisputable and elementary,
that * every contempt of a statute is indictable, if no other
punishment be limited:” that ¢ where a statute commands. or
prohibits anything of publ-iﬂ concern, the person guilty of dis-
~ obedience to the statite is hable to be indicted for th& dlSGbﬂ-

té.lnmr}-*::e""’g - |

We have seen Mﬁ Ansmgi an ablq, Rﬂrhﬁn Cat‘nulm -lawyer,
exPresﬂyﬂtatm g his opmion i the House of Commoris; that thi¥
is the law of the land,-and secking to-alter.it, becatse it is
such, but ineffectually. Infinitely more important than this
however, is the. recently. declared npiniﬂn ~of Sir Edward
Sugden; that this statutory prohibition is in full force; that
it has been broken; and that such .breach is clearly punish-
able by the law. If, then, this be indeed so, what are we

to think of those who have deliberately set 1t at defiance, in
order to comgnit that act of insolence and aggression tﬂwarda
the Queen, and engfoachment upon the British Sovereignty,
which has occasioned such apprehenﬂinn.and confusion tthgh-
out the nation? Surely it is the dugy of the government reau-
lutely and promptly to vindicate the prerogative of the cmwn,
and the supremacy of the law, agaihst shch asignaland continued
outrage: and it is to be hoped that they have been on the alert
to secure sufficient legal evidence of the breach of.law which
has been committed, not only so notoriouslyy but with sych an
insulting ostentation. Irresolution, supineness, or negligence,

in such -a case, is surely a grievous breach of public duty, -

which ought not to be lightly imputed to those whom Her
Majeq‘ty has intpusted with the responsible exercise of her

executive authorlty.  Finally,. Admitting the 1mpnhcy of in-
stitutang 8, State Prosecution, where there is a reasnnable

PGSFﬂ)ﬂlt}f uf' 18 fa.ﬂure, from the defectwe state of' the Ia.w, or

H

-

! Bartlett v, Vinor, Carthew, 259 ; e
* Hawkins’ Pleas’ of the Crown, beic. 22,§ 5. Bacon’s A‘bridg'ment, Tit.
¢ Statute 7 K.

iy
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from inabilith tp adduce satisfactory evidence of the legal
facts sought to be brought within a clear statutory enactment;
yet, in the present case, it appears to me that cven if both
these difficulties concurred, they would indicate clearly the
duty of the government to make the attempt, if only to fest
the state of the law, for the purpose of demonstrating the
necessity of amenging 1t: of supplying exactly what shall have
proved deficient, and strengthening what shall have proved too
weak to encounter flagrant, daring, and continued outrage,
The Queen’s Prime Minister, on the 4th of N c:-vcml}er last,
solemnly assured the country that the government, of which
he was head, should ¢ carefully examine ithe existing state of
the law,” and “ deliberately consider the propriety of adopting
RT_['DBEE{].II]!TS with reference to the recent assumption of power,
" And what did he pronounce to be the nature of such assump-
tion” 7—** A pretension by a foreign potentate to SYPREMACY
OVER THE REALM OF ENGLAND! A CLAIM TO SOLE AND
UNDIVIDED SWAY, INCONSISTENT WITH THE (QUEEN’S
SUPREMACY, WITH THE RIGHTS OF OUR BISHOPS AND
CLERGY, AND WITH THE SPIRITUAT. INDEPENDENCE OF
THE NATION " Could words express a case of greater gravity
and urgency? Do these words”correctly characterize the
‘“ documents whith have come from Rome,” and what has been
done under it so doggedly? The entire” pation sternly con-
curs, with unprecedcnted unanimity, and did sp Trom the
mumept the case was fully,before them, in the wiew taken by
‘the Prime Minister; believing also, and having now the
gtrongest rcasons for behilving, that such was, and continucs to
be, the view of Her Most Gracious Majesty, Has Lord John
Russell since altered his opinions? He has never said a word,
or done an act, lexding to that conclusion; and even had he,
he could not alter the opinion of the nation, which it has
- expréssed in every possible way consistently with the preserva-
tion of order, and respect for the laws. It behovesthe covern-
ment to contemplate the present manifestation of national
opinion and purpose, with solemn deferencs. They have to
Aeal with an enlightened and powerful people, deadaring
dehberately that they believe their Queen hus been insulted,
and their laws violated, in order to subvert the national faith
and it has been, and continues to be, a soreetrial of na,tmnal

[ 1..



. -~ B ' ’
THE, QUEYN, OR THE POPE ! 83
. ,
forbearance, to see among us those wlho have samctioned and

are upholding these acts of insult and viclation, and declare,
that they will continue to do go in defiance of us. But there
are limits to forbearance which it is ynspeakably dangerous to
disregard, or approach too nearly. .

To me, the present attityde and aspect of the nation appear
orand ‘and affecting. It is gazing, as it were, on those who
have suddenly aimed a blow at its heart: those whom it had
opened its arms wide to welcome, to protecet, to give them all
it had to share with them—the blessings of brotherly love, of
peace, and sccurity. It 1s consclous of power which could
crush those who have been guilty of such cruel and perfidious
insult and ingratitude. Yet it will not do so: but, with bemg-
nity beaming through indignation, seeks no more than protec-
tion from a repetition Of outrage, and to heal the wound which .
it has received. Let not POWER, in such a humour, be trifled
with, nor its dignified forbearance abused.

Sad, sad, will it be, if the fiends of intolerapnce and bigotry
should be suddenly awakened from their slumber, not by those,
who with such peril had succeeded in throwing them asleep,
but by those on whose behalf that peril had been encountered.
God forbid, however, that such should be the case: that our
angels, CIVIL AND RELIGIOUS LIBERTY should be reached
and strangled Ly the two serpents who are approaching them.
It is we Yrotestants who will guard those liberties, shedding
every drop ofsour blood, if need be, n the strupgle. -

But let there be no confusion of persons or places—in*wordse
or things. :Inflexible determination towdefend, is not aggression:
and we are called upon, and have been called upon suddenly,
loudly, and insolently, to defend oursclves, the very ark of our
citadel—of our civil and religious liberties, gnd the mstitutions
by which they are to be preserved and perpetuated.  Those
who haveso Joughly assailed, would have no right to. com-
plain of amcqually rough reception. They shall not, however,
encounter roughness, but only resolution; with an aspect
somewhat stern, 4t cannot be denied. Theshock which we have
veceiged will have been salutary, if it put us for cver on a
sleqpless watch against those who are, in the language of oul
great divine,® ‘“infinitely entroaching; who, having gained one
degree of libersy upon indulgence, will demand another upon

3 Souith, vol. i, Berm, 5.
-y
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claim” I vould use to every enlightened and candid Roman
Catholic in the country, your own happy expressions, in
- resisting the recent attempt to epeal those statutes which, at
length it has been determined.to disobey. * Let them not imbue
the Protestant minds of this country with the unpression, and
induce the people to believe, that al! past concessions were used
only as arguments for further advances; that they were aiming
at more than they were willing to allow; that in asking for
toleration equality was meant; that in asking for equality
establishment was intended; and that in asking for establish-
ment, nothing could really give satisfaction but ascendancy.”*
I'say, we must drive back those who have tnade so daring an ad-
vance upon us, or be ourselves driven back, nor slowly. ¢ Thg
effect of these important measures of the present reign,” says
Mr. Anstey,® ““has been to strengthen the constitutional position
enjoyed by the Church of Rome in this country, under pre-
ceding Belief Acts, . . . By the Letters Apostolic issued
at Rome, the 29th September, 1850, the constitution of that
church [in this country] is entirely abolished-—the whole bod y
of the lex scripta of Rome annulled and repealed, so far as they
- contravene this enactment; which gives a plenary power of
legislation, on all subjects belonging to Church matters [observe
the phraseology’ to an archbishop and twelve bishops in ordi-
nary: and the Pastorals of His Eminence Lardinal Wiseman,
~named to the new archbishopric by the Pope, and:ot his new
suffragans, inform their flogks that they liave accepted thiseccle-
- “siastical constitution, and are acting under it.” Where is all thig
. to end? Are we expelted to stand by and see this black
structure built up under our very eyes, in spite of us, and
which is avewedly designed for, at least, the spiritnal destruc-
tion of our own ecelesiastical system? How soon will these
archbishops and bishops demand seats in the House of Lords?
- To have their ¢ Cardinal Archbishop’s and Bishops’” titles
formally recognised, and precedence granted accordingly 6
- The duty now imposed on the legislature .is very serious;
to encounter prudently and ethiciently, difficulties of no small

* 4+ Debate on the Further Roman Catholic Relief Biul, Dec, 8, 1847, ITangard,
vol. xcv, col. 832, (34 series.) - .

“ The Queen’s Supremacy, pp, 11, 29.
® Where will a “Cardinal ” require to be placed at coutt, and elsewhere, on
public occasions? Must he po before our A rehibishops? our Tard Chancellar?
- our Lay Peers? our Dukes? Dr, Wiseman before — the Duke of Wellington !

—
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extent and complexity, carefully considered befqre-hand, by
those who have defied our energies. Legslation must not be
for & mere niomentary exigency, but aimed at permanent secu-
rity for our Protestant institutions, if 1t be Teally wished or
purposed to preserve and perpetuate them. Errors of legisla-
tion, and those recent slips in the practical conduct of the
Government, which have been so unscrupulously pressed into
their service by the supporters of the presert proceedings of
Dr. Wiseman, must be frankly acknowledged, and promptly
retraced, in time to receive due allowance by the nation; as
well-meant acts, of which unexpected and unworthy advantage
has been faken. There is reason to believe that very serious
questions will be put, 1n both Houses of Parliament, ag soon as
the ensuing session.opens; and I devoutly hope that they will
be frankly and satisfacrorily answered. -

It. appears to me that effectual legislation must be based
upon a thorough pereeption of the true nature and extent_of
the authority, spiritual or temporal —claimed and exercised. by
the Pope; Hlustrated by the history of his assertions and inter-
positions: under what circumstances he has disguised, and
under what avowed and excrcised it. The clue to that history
lies in a word or two—1 ought, and I will ; T would, 3f 1 could;
I wait, till I can. . o e o

Where would be the difficulty of framing a short Act decla-
ratory of~the exisung law; clearing up doubts which some
may suppese to exist in 1t; declaring it to be contrary to the
common weal, and not consistent with the safety of the Listab- -
lished Church of England, that the bishop of Rome should be
allowed to create an Episcopacy in this country; prohibiting
all British subjects from accepting such Episcopal office, and
assuming Episcopal titles conferred .by the bishop of Rome,
and derived from names or places of countles, cities, towns, or
places in this country; all such o fices and titles, and pretences
t6. territoriel jurisdiction being, and being thereby declared,
null and void, whensoever they may have been created; and
that whoever, afier the passing of that act, shall presume to
“accept such offices, and to act as, and under the name, style,
and; designation of archhishop or bishop, and claim to be pos®
sessed of, or exercise, directly or indirectly, territorial jursdic-
tion, shall be deemed guilty of a high crime and misdemeanor,




LN { -

&R THE QUEEN, OK TFE POPE?

and punishahle accerdingly ?— And why may not another Act
- reeite, that whereas certain official recognitions, in past time, of
the ministers of the Rowman Cagholic religion, as prelates, and
entitled to cpiscopal precgdency, hath been grievously miscon-
strued, and that which had been designed as courtesy only, had
been insidiously perverted into, an{} pretended to be rightfully
regarded as, a recognition of the right (which they have not) of
prelates of the Roman Catholic Church to rank and precedency,
as against the rank and precedency of the prelates and others of
the Established Church of England; whereby had been created
a handle of great offence, and a pretext for assumptions and
usurpations offensive to the people of this.country, inconsistent
with the dignity of the crown of these realms, and the well-
being and safety of the Established Church,thercof, and ealeu-
- dated to projudice the cause of the  Protestant Reformed
religion; be it enacted, that hereafter no such recognitions of’
rank or precedency should be allowed on any pretence what-
soever.”  Would not Dr. Wiseman's ‘FAppeal” be of itscll a
conclusive case in support of such a®bill as this? Such an
enactment would not expend its force upon mere words and
names, but would reach the things signified by them; would
be an assertion of the challenged sovereignty of the state; an
act at once of yepulsion of agoression, and pi_inishment of
offence. It would also soon bring matters to a practical issue.
It would annihilate the present flimsy prcte*m_:ca of eccmpliance
wath the mere-letter of the law: and require obgdience to that
~unequtvocally expressed la'w, or submission to punishment for
traitorous disobedience. |
That many keen statesmanlike intellects are at this moment
occupled with these critical matters, is most likely; and 1t is to
be hoped that theiy experienced sagacity will be able to devise
legislative measures, or suggest the enforcement of existing legal
powets, adequate to the vindication of our imperilled rights,
Even those most indisposed to activity, if animated by a spark
of patrietism, must be quickened and stirred up by the remark-
able letters of the Duke of Norfolk and Lord I3eaumont, both of
whom, in a noble spirit of loyalty, have acknowledged, that
the Pope has peremptorily required obedience to an act of hus,
which cannot be yiclded but at the expense of their loyalty
to Her Majesty, and obedience to the ks gt the country.
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Their voices speﬁk trumpet-tongued; andT doub? ndt, as T have
already,said, that they are in unison with the opinions of a vast
majority of theiy Roman Catholic follow-subjects. The legisla-
ture, or the Government, ought at*once, then, to come to the
rescue, if only in protection of those who are placed in so
cruel and fatal a dilemmae

Something must be done, and promptly, gnd very decisively.
It is absolutely impossible that the country will tolerate, what
has happened, or submit to trifling, on any pretence; of that let
every one concerned, be thorouglily assured,  Rome has spoken,
~—such 13 her set language, ¢“and the cause is determined.”
But we will not have it so here in England.  Were it indeed
Jotherwise, it would be to say, with a ludicrous stupidity,
‘‘ the Pope shall shave us, whether we will or not.” No, I
say, no., Let us play the man before Protestant and Roman
Catholie [curope, which is looking on, to sce whether we care for
the name we bear; and whether we will fight out the battle to
which the Pope has challenged us, on this sur own England,
his avowedly long-coveted * fumous realm of Eneland.”
But 1t would deserve in all time liercafter to be indelibly
branded as the * INFAMOUS realm of England,” if from luke-
warmness, cowardice, or hollow-heartedness, we were to betray
the sacred gnd ever-glorious cause for which such torrents of
blood have been ghtd; to be false to our God, who has given
us the Viegory in the conflict between truth and error; to
dishonour the memory of our ,ancestors, and betray The
interests of our posterity. | B

Observe the speeiality of the thme and manner of this
‘astounding attack upon uns! We were at peace with the
whole world: we had escaped the whirlwind which had deso-
lated the Continent: our Queen sate calme and screne on her
throne amidst us: our people were worshipping the God of our
Juthers, though after the way which some call heresy, ullow-
ing all mén to worship God as they pleased: our toleration
wag sincere, uglversal, ﬂf:l{nmwludgud: persccution was dead
and buried: as thuch as in us lay, we were living peaceably with
e/l men ; Churchmen, Dissenters, Roman Catholics, seemeg
kmt together in the bonds of a common Christianity. Thus
were we among ourselves: and thus™ expected to have been
cre long scen, by the collected representatives of intellect and

L
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~ olvilization rGm every quarter of the globe—when this deadly-
bight from Rome fell upon us: the air was darkened: confi-
dence, peace, love, have taken wing, and distrust, trouble, and
anger have come instead’ Indeed, an enemy hath done this;
and a solemn voice is heard among us, Blow ye the frumpet in
Zion, and sound on alarm in my holy meuntain. But let not that
trempet give an unegrtain sound, lest-we mistake our enemy,and
are confounded, by his well-concerted movements, and diverted
from the true pomt of attack. To be forewarned, is to he
fore-armed.- '

In some respects we have cause for thankfulness because of
this sudden invasion; for 1t has challenged®an enlightened and
fearless scrutiny into pretensions and credentials which are,
false, and cannot stand the steadfast eye, ofrawakened Truth.
et us not, however, be deceived; nor dream that because the
Romish is a false form of rehgmn, it has not power. 1t las
power, as real as its pretensions are false. It must ever be
regarded as a stupendous WORLDLY SYSTEM, based on an intl-
méte pequaintance with human nature, especially its weaknesses,
aiid  their sources; to. which 1t 18 accommodated with an
exquisite and wondrous adaptation of means to end. Those
means aré used with inasterly skill, that end 1s ever kept in
view. Itsresources seem boundless, for corrupting the passions
and dazzling the imagination, in order to s{lbjurﬂte the under-
Btalldlﬂg It plants 1ts foot upon the conscience, and €xercises
{}‘E‘ET if, and by means of “it, such a dlﬂ[’ﬂﬂ.l" and fearful
suptemacy, as mothing but the merciful power of God can
subvert. A wondrous sodrce and guarantee of strengtH is its
unity and fixedness of purpose.

Rome has never altered since she first unfurled her banner in
warfare against the {iberties of mankind. On her baleful brow
glistens the index of her accursed identity, EADEM SEMPER—
EVER THE BAME~——* unchanged, unchangeable.” She has not
aliered, she cannot, from the very nature, necessity,‘and condi-
tion of her organisation and existence. To abate.one jot or tittle
of her pretensions, would be her annihilation, "Thisshe knows;
gnd, impelled by the instinet of self'—prea&rv&tiﬂn, gxercires a
sleepless and transcendant sagacity, in order to preserve her
existence, by disguising her identity; admptmg myriad devices
and transformations to meet the exigencies ¢f her position,

X
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and the passing humour of the age. Nﬂfelﬂquef?ce': no learn-
ing, no sagacity, no genius, avails to shake her from hes
fell purpose, tq dislodge her from her deadly hold. The
cunning and the simple, fall alike vistims to her untiring and
unscrupulous sophistries and falsehoods; the strong end the
weak, yield equally to her blandishments and her terrors.
Kings have quailed, empires erumbled befpre her, as before
the appalling incarnation of despotism. The pages of higtory
dasken and redden by turns, as they trace her blighting foot
steps. | |
O awful and inscrutauble Providence, who can fathom Thy
all-wise purposes in permitting so long the existence and sway
of this mnystery of iniquity! Is it our mission to destroy it?
How shall .we encyunger it ? e
She trembles before one enemy-—a sincere and vigorolis
Protestantism. She knows that the Protestant, armed with
his single weapon—the Bible—is too strong for the pretended
successors of a pretended Prince of the Apostles.” The perusal
of its pages, 18 the detection of her imposture. The 1mpious
fiction on which she has founded Jerself, 1s instantly dissolved.
What was it that ye disputed among yourselves by the way ? with
awe he finds asked by the Saviour of mankind, of his ambitious
disciples. Jut they held their peace: for by the way they had

k|

»

7 Pope Piue IX., shares the natural horror of his predecessors, at the circnla.
tion of the Seriptéres; and in his Lucyclical  Lettor, on beeoming Pﬂ_ g, ths
fervently joined in his immediate predecessor's DENUNCIATIONS OF Tik BIBLES
SOCIETIES ! . |

“ Such is thie objeet {viz. to ¢ contend sharply against the [ Roman] Catholic
religion’] of TiosSE MOST crAFTY BIBLE SocieTies, which, reviving-an old
device of the hereties, do not cease to put forth an immense nugpber of copies of
the books of the sacred Scriptures, printed in varlous gulgar tongues, and often
filled with falsc and perverse interpretations, contrary to the rules of the Holy
Church; which they eontinually circulate at an immense expense, and foree
upon all sortd of persons, even of the rudest sort, with a view that” [fet what -
fullows be ingrained into the memory], “ rejecting the diving TRADITIONS,
the teachings of the fathers, and “the AUTI(ORITY OF TUE Cnm_m'u, they should
ALL INTERPRET FﬁﬁhTHEMEEIﬁEE,_ and BY THEIR OWN PRIVATE JUDGMENT,
the Word of God: and so, purverting the sense, be led into grievous errors:
- WHICH SBOCIETIES, OUr predcrcssor, Gregory X VI, ciunlating the example of
his predecessors, vehemently condemned, and we desire to join as eagerly i
condemning ! "—Eucyclical Letter of Pius IX, pp. 17, 18.  Such is the founder
of the new Roman Catholic hierarchy, in * the famous realm of England,” in
the broad day-lighi™f the latter half of the ninetcenth century!
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disputed amoily themsélves who should be the greatest. dnd he sate
sown, and called the twelve, and saith unio them, if any man desire
lo be first, the same shall be last of ull and servant of oll I* Could
we concelve Peter, who kad heard this sublimge rebuke, per-
mitted to rise'from the dust, and make his appcarance at this
moment upon the carth, contemplating the line of descendants
who have pretended to spring from him, and inherit his imagi-
nary, privilege and authority, he might sink upon his knces,
and burying his face in the dust, in horror and self-abasement,
exclaim, ¢ O my gracious Lord and Master! that 1, of all my
brethren, should have been chosen by men for this bad pre-
eminence! I who denicd thee thrice in th last hour, and with
cursing and an oath! whose heart is yet broken with that lok
of awful tenderness and repreach with which thou flvokedst

"upon thy disloyal disciple ! who presumed fo reduke thee, the

Lord of heaven and earth; and whose terrible rebuke yet
soundeth in my cars, 'Get thee behind me, Sutan: for thow
savourest not the things that be of God, but the things that be of
men! And when, after thy resurrcetion, mindful of my fickle-

" Mark ix, 3335, In the very next chapter we find our Saviour again
rebuking the ambitions aspirations of his disciples. Jesus ealled them to him
und saith unto them, Ye know that they which are accounted to rule over the
Glentiles, exercise lordship over them: and their great ones exercise authorily upon
them. DBUT SO SILALL IT NOT BE AMONG YOU: but whisoecer will be great amony
you. shall be your minister : and whosoever of you will "be the chiepest shall be
seppant of all.  Mark x, 4244, "

“ Feed the flock of G.d which s among you, said Peter hiniself to the church

{1 Peter v. 2—4), neither as being lords over God's Jerituge, but being ensamples

to the flock. And when time cwrer suceurro shall appear, ye shall receive a
crown of glory that fadeth ant away.” Tmmediately before saying this, which
occurs 1n his * exhortation” to the elders of the church whom he was addres-
Bing, lie says, ‘I exlort, who am also ax tLbER" (ver.i.). All hishops were
at first called Apostles, «The holy apostles being dead, they who were ordained
after them to govern the chureh, could not arrive to the excelleney of the fivst,
nor had the testimony of miracles, but were in many other respects inHferior.
Afterwards they were styled the apostle’s successors, thinking it honour
enough to be so styled.”  8t. Jerowe says, * wleresoever a Bishop is, they
are all of equal merit; their priesthood is the sume ; they are all successors to the
apostles.”  LVERY Bisnor was anciently called ‘Papa,y ¢ Father,” or ¢ f‘[_:pcf
It was no peeuliar privilege of one or the other, dut the common title nf all bishops
."pr several ages, who were culled *fathers of the church,” amxl Sfatherd™of the
clergy.” Al bishops wer: anciently styled, * Vieurs of Christ, and had as much
interest in that name as he that has since Bid so much elaim to the title.” —
Extracted from the very learned Bingham's “ Antiquities of the Christian
Churel,” Buok IL eh.ii. .1,2,7, 10. "
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ness, thou didst thrice pierce my tmubleg, heart,‘b}: asking, if
indeed, after all that I had done, I lored thee—and didst bl
me shew my repentant faithfulness, by feeding thy flock with
its other pastors — O unhappy man”that I am !, In virtue of
this, which was thy most grievous, but also merciful, rebuke,
daring men have in my*name disobeyed thy precepts, and
made themselves lords aver God’s heritage ! Norgive this dread-
ful presumption and disobedience, nor lay it to the charye of
him who knew it not!’—he would say, as he gazed aghast
at the. crimos and cruelties which for ages had been committed
in his name, and under his authority ! And then he might
return trembling to the dust.

* These are things of infinite moment, which we have been
fiercely called upon by the friends of Rome to look into; agd
we will do so. One of them has thus placed on record his
sentiments, 1n hig ¢ authorised’ vindication of these proceed-
ings. ‘“ The truth is, that wherever the Roman Catholic Church,
and the Protestant Anglican esiablishment co-exist, they must
be theologically antagonistic to each other, for this simple
reason, that they differ diametrically in essential points of
faith, and, therefore, one or the other teaches false doctrine.
The Bishops of the Establishment, who have solemnly en-
caged to * d#ive dwgy strange and erroneous doctrine,’ on the
one hand believe themsclves hound to oppose the progress of
what they *denominate Romish error. On the other, THE
CARDINAL ARCHBISIIOP OF WESKMINSTER AND WIS SUF-
FRAGANS [!] hold that THE BNTIRE KINGDOM ought to
embrace the faith of OUR churu’h, as the ONLY TRUE
RELIGION. Let this great issue,” continues this confident
and exulting champion of the Roman Gutheliu faith ¢ be fawrly
tricd?”9  Well, be it so. It is a great issue, and 1t shall be
fuirly tried{ and must be.  Each church charges the UthE]E‘ with
blaﬁphem}r;i in respectively receiving, or rejecting, certain
doctrines: and a merciful £od must judge between them ! But
He “requires esth to be sincerely in carnest, both in word,
and in deed. And what is implied in that awful requirement?

Let s, them, be all of us up and doing-—and earnestly confend
"

b |

® Mr. Bowyer. Qamphlet, p. 37,
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Jor the fm!h ihich wds ONCE delivered to the Sainfs: not by
simply wishing it God speed, but by taking our: place in the
battle-field, resolvmg never to lay down our .arms, but with
our latést ‘breath, in this Gﬂmbat against deadly error and
falsehood. =
If so0 11nw0rthy a'person as mysel# might presume to offer a
- word of entreaty te my earnest brother Prﬂtestantﬂ it would be
thisx to keep our own eyes fixed upon, and continually direct
those of others to, thé CARDINAL POINTS OF DISTINCTION
~ between us and the Romish Church. One of thein is a Truth
blazing adbove us in the gospel firmament, like a sun; I mean
the awful and soul-supporting doctrine of “the all-sufficient and
EXCLUSIVE! priesthood of Jesus Christ. Let this elorious and cone
,8olatory truth, ‘with its kindred truths, esnecially the ROYALTY
of that priesthood, that of a Priest vpoN His THRONE,® be
cﬁnatﬁnﬂy mingled with the thinkings of our innermost souls,
and all the deadly exhalations of Romish cnrmptmn will melt
away from us for ever. We shall walk in light! Our ears
will be ever filled - with His blessed accents—ye shall know the
truth, and the truth shall make you FREE, Free! from the
bondage of error, superstition, and tyranny, We, who have
once tasted of the holy cup of a pure Christian faith, must
take care that we suffer it not to drop, nor yet to berlaghed from
our lips. When they touched that cup, we contracted g dazzling
m;d tremendous trust and responsibility; one of whidh we cannot
Jid'dtumelves—no! nor would we, for all the starr}r heavens which
He quitted to come among us, that He might give us that cup:
and where, when He had accnmphshed His purpose, He now
§1ts, in the same body He wore among us, on the tight hand
of the thrond in the majesty of the heavens, whence He logks
benignantly upon us, amongst whom He will, ere long, suddenly

re—ﬂ.ppearl Who shall come between us and Hlm our only
Medlator? No éreated being !

YV WAwapdBaror Exe 1 lepwotigy,” says fhe Apr::ﬂtle He.hre“s vil, 24.]—

“he hath an intransmissible (or incommunicable) prmstlm o1, &, &hdﬂnxuv— -
perpetuum habel sacerdotium, in quo nullum habet successorem See Schleusn.
$ex. in Nov, Test, ad vocem. This ia the only place in the New Tﬂﬂ'hment.
where this solemnly-significant word arapdBaroy cecurs; and it would seem to

be inappropriately, or inadequately, rendéred by the word ¢ unchangeable,”
in the authorised version, ¥ Zechariah vi, 13,
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Is this the truth? And yet he, a,trmaffst wh®m®we are con-
tending, has himself impiously declared that we have ANOTHER
AND BETTER ADVOCATE !+ “Let us® have rccourse to the
intercession of “the most Holy Mother of God, the 1mmaculate
Virgin Mary—our sweetest Mother l-—our MEDIATOR |—our
ADVOCATE l—our SUREST hope !—our FIRMEST reliance!—

THAN WHOSE PATRONAGE NOTHING 18 more potent, NOTHWNG
IS MORE EFFECTUAL WITH GOD [” ‘Who shall not PRQTEST
-and fight agamst such a doctrine as this? |

We live in marvellous times, clothing us, whether we will or
not, with religious responsibilities: which may be summed upin
-almost a word—th® promotion and perpetuation of the Pro-

.testant faith: and cqual vigilance against foes from within, and
-from without. Qur_enemy from Rome apprﬁachﬁs ug in both
characters! Oh that we could detect him in the personsofhis
emissarieg, in whose ears Satan has whlspered ‘' When thou art
corrupted, corrupt thy brethren!” and is faithfully obeyed!
May God discover them to us, and forgive them ! But towards
him who has fallen a victim to the arts of the tempter, and
honestly quitted our ranks, we can feel no ammﬂmty We rather
mourn over him, saying, dlas, my brother! gazing with wonder
and grief after one who has gone out of marvellous lzght indo
‘darkness ! ¢ But let it not be so with us, whom our Queen has
from her throne, 3o solemnly reminded of our duties! We
ook batkpindeed, into days gone by, and our souls swell with
exultation and gratitude. We, a people, sitting in darkness,Saw
As GREAT LIGHT, which shined in the darkness, that had befole
only reddened with the flickering Tires of martyrdom. That
pure and holy light still burns brightly, shedding a heavenly
radiance over our land! No Pope shall extinguish that light,
though he deem its burning A CALAMITY ;%nd direct, towards it
ashis predecessors for three centuries have directed, and his suc-
cessors m3y direct for ten centuries to come, the coldest and bit--
terest blast from Rome. No, Pius the Ninth, thy efforts are vain |
Our eyés are fyxed on the sublime spectacle of our Latimer,
ascending to Heaven in his robes of flame! His words are
yetssounding in our ears—'* Be of good comfort, brothgr
R‘leey, and play the man! WE SHALL THIS DAY LIGHT

a -l T

i Encyclical Letter of Pope Pius IX, p. 37
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SUCH A CANDLE, Bl\f GOD’'S GRACE, 1IN EFNGLAND, As [
TRUST SHALL NEVER BE PUT oUT! FATHER oF HEAVEN,
RECEIVE MY SOUL!" Let the %oving wordy of his simple
biographer sink deep into ¢ur hearts!

““ Thus much concerning the end of this old and blessed
servant of God, Bishop Latimer! foravhose laborious scrvices,
fruetul life, and copstant death, the whole realm has cause to
give great thanks to Almighty God!” And thus thinking, let
every one of us say, I am ready, if God's Providence shall will
it, to die as Latimer died, rather than sce the heavenly light
of the Reformation extinguished, or even endangered! 1]
indeed, we be lukewarm hercin, how sodn may we hear a
ternble voice saying, I will come unto thee quickly, and will «
remove thy candlestick out of his place! *

4]
e T

I am,
My dear Walpole,
" Your affectionate friend, and Brother,

In the Protestant Faith,
SAMUEL WARREN.

]



" APPENDIX.

Here follow, collected together for rcady reference, the chief
public documents relaking to the present great political and rehgious
movement gn this country, The Bull (a Letter Pontifical of Plus
7X.}, and the ““Pastoral” of Dr. Wiseman (calling himself therein,
Cardinal Priest, ArcRbishop of Westminster), I have printed from
copies procured from the ** Metropolitan Catholic Printing Office™’ *
where Mr. Anstey states (the Queen’s Supremacy, p. 29, note d.)
that they are ¢ published, by authority.”

1.
LETTERS APOSTOLICAL, ETC.

DareEp, Rome, 2918 SEPTEMBER, 1850,

THe power of ruling the universal Church, committed by our Lord
Jesus Christ ® the Rgman Pontiff, in the person of St. Peter, Prince
of the Apostles, hath preserved, through every age, in the Apostolic
See, that remarkable solicitude by which it consulteth for the ad-
vantage of the Catholic religion in_all parts of the world, and
studiously provideth for its extension, ® And this corresponde®h withs
the design of its Divine Founder, who, x};hun he ordained a head to
the Church, looked forward, by his excelling wisdom, to the con- - -
summation of the world. Amongst other nations the famous realm
of England hath experienced the cffects of this solipitude on the
part of the Supreme Pontiff. Its historiavg testify, that in the
earliest ages of the Church the Christian religion was brought mto
Britain, and subsequently flourished greatly there; but about the
middle of the fifth age, the Angles and Saxons having been mvited
into the isldhd, the affairs, not only of the nation, but of rehgion
also, suffered great- and gricvous mjury. DBut we know that our
holy predecessor,«Gregory the Great, sent first Awugustine the Monk,
with his companions, who subsequently, with scveral others, were
elevated to ¢he dignity of bishops, and a great company of priests
mdhks, having been =ent to join them, the .Anglo-Saxons were
brought to embrace the Chrisfian religion; and by their exertions
it was brought tp pass, that in Britain, which had now come to be
called England, the Catholic religion was every where restored and

b
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extended. “BEt to pady on to more recent events, the history of the
anglican schism of the sixteenth age presents no feature more re-
markable than the care unremittedly exercised Ly our predecessors,
the Roman Pontiffs, to lend succour, in its hour ¢f exfremest peril,
to the Catholic religion in that realm, and by every means to afford
it support and assistance. "Amongst other instances of this care are
the enactments and provisions made by the chief Pontiffs, or under
Lkr: direction and approvel, for.the unfailing sapply of men to take
charge of the inter€sts of Catholitity in that country; and also for
the education of Catholic young men of good abilities on the conti-
nent, and their careful instruction in all branches of theological
learning ; so that, when promoted to holy orders, they might_rreturn
to their-native land and, labour diligently to benefit their countrymen,
by the ministry of the Word and of the sacraments, and by the
defence and propagation of the holy faith,
Perhaps even more conspicuous have been the exertions made by
our predecessors for the purpose of restoring to the English Catholics
r pfelates invested with the episcopal character, when the fierce and
cruet storms of persecution had deprived them of the presence and
pastoral care of their own bishops. The Letters Apbstolical of
LPope Gregory X V., dated March 23rd, 1623, set forth that the Chief
Pontiff, as soon ag he was able, had consecrated William Bishop,
Bishop of Chalcedon, and had appointed him, furnished with an
ample supply of faculties, and the authority of ordinary, to govern
the Catholics of England and of Scotland. Subsequently, on the
death of the sald William Bishop, Pope Urban VIII, by Letters
Apostolical, dated Feb. 4th, 1625, to the like cffect, and directed to
Bichard Snmiith, recolistituted him Bishop of Chalcedon, ghd conferred
on hrm the same faculties and powers as had betn granted to William
Bihop, When the King, James I7., ascended the English throne,
thgre seemed a prospect of happier times for the Catholic religion.
-!ﬁmw A7, 1mmediately awaled himself of this opportunity to
ordain, in the year 1685, John Leyburn, Bishop of Adrumetum,
Vicar Apostolic of all England. Subsequently, by other Letters
Apostolical, issued January 30, 1688, he associated with Leyburn, as
Vicars Apostolic, three other bishops, with titles taken from churches
i partibus infilielium ; and accordingly, with the assistance of Ferdi-
nand, Archbishop of° Amaria, Apostolic Nuncio in England, the
same Pontiff divided England into four districts, namely, the London,
the Eastern, the Midland, and the Northern; each of whéch a Viear
Apostolic commenced to govern, furnished with all suitalle faculties,
and with the proper powers of a local ordinary. Benedict X7V by
his .Constitution, dated May 30, 1753, and the otker Pontiffs, ‘our
predecessors, and our Congregation of Propagands, both by their
own authority, and by their most wise and prudent directéons,
dfforded them all guidance and help in the discharge of fheir Impr-
tant functions, This partition of alt England into four Apostolic
Vicariates, lasted till the time of Gregory VI, who, by Letters
Apostolical, dated July 3, 1840, having taken into &onsideration the
increase which the Catholic religion had received in that kingdom.
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made & new ecclesiastical division of the Zounties® dbubling the
number of the Apostolical Vicariates, and committing the governy
ment, of the whole of England in spiritnals to the Vicars Apostolic
of the London, fie Eastern, the Western, the Central, the Welsh,
the Lancaster, the York, and the Northern Districts, These facts
that we have cursorily touched upon, to’omit all mention of others,
are a suffictent proof that oyr predecessors have studiously endea-
voured and laboured, that as far as their influence could effestt,

the Church in England might be re-edified and "recovered from the
great calamity that had befallen her. | ' .
Having, therefore, before our eyes so illustrious an example of
our predecessors, and wishing to emulate it, in accordance with the
duty of the Supreme Apostolate, and also giving way to our own
feehngs of affection te that beloved part of our Lord’s vineyard, we
have purposed, from the very first commencement of our pentificate,
to prosecute & work so well commenced, and to devote .our closer
attention to the prdthotjon of the Church's advantage-in that king-
dom. Wherefore, having taken into earnest consideratiofr~fifer
present state of Catholic affairs in England, and reflecting on the
very large®and every where increasing number of Catholics there;
considering also that the impediments which principally steod in the
way of the spread of Catholicity were daily Veing removed, we
judged that the time had arrived when the form of ecclesiatical
government in England might bhe brought back to that model on
which it exists frecly amongst other nations, where there is no
special reason for their being governed by the extraordinary admin-
istration of Vicars Apostolic. We were of opinion that times and
circumstancas had- bronght it about, that it was unnecessary for the
Fnglish Catholics tg be any longer guided by Vicars Apostelic; nay
more, that the revolution that had taken place in things there was
such as to demand the form of Ordinary Episcopal government. il
addition to this, the Vicars Apostolie of England themselves hadp
with united voice, besought this of us; many also, both of the clergy
and laity, highly esteemed for their virtue and rank, had made the |
same petition ; and this was also the earnest wish of a very large
number of the rest of the Catholics of England. Whilst we pon-
dered on these things, we did not omit to impiore the aid of
Almighty God, that in deliberating on a matter of such weight, we
might be enabled both to discern, and rightly to accomphsh, what
might be most conducive to the good of the church. . .
We alse invoked the assistance of Mary the Virgin, Mother of
Ged, and of those Saints, who illustrated England by their virtues.
that they would vouchsafe to support us by their patronage with
God to the happy accomplishment of this affair. In addition, we
comitted the whole matter to our venerable brethren the Cardinals
ofnthe Hnﬁr Romap Church of Our Congregation for the Propaga-
tion of the Faith, to be carcfully and gravely considered. Their
opinion was entirely agreeable to our own desires, and we freely
approved of it and judged that it be carried into execution. The
whole matter, therefore, baving been cavefully and deliberately

) 'Y " »
- . . -
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consulted ufor® of our Bwn motion, on certain knowledee, and of the
Rwenitude of our Apostolic power, we constitute and decree, that in
the kingdom of England, according to the common rules of the
church, tlhiere be restored Elm Hierarchy of Ordufary Bishops, who
shall be named from sees, which we constitute in these our Letters,
mn the several districts of the Apostolic Vicariates. To begin with
the London district, there will be in-it pwo Bees; that of Westmin-
stgrywhich we elevate to the degree of the Metropolitan or Archi-
episcopal dignity, affd that of Southwark, which, as also the others
(to be named next), we assign as suffragan to Westminster. The
diocese of Westminster will take that part of the above-named
district which extends to the north of the river Thames, and includes
the counties of Middlesex, Essex, and Hertford ; that of Southwark
will contain the remaining part to the south of the river, namely, the
counties of Berks, Southampton, Surrcy, Sussex, and Kent, with
the Islands of Wight, Jersey, Guernsey, and the others adjacent. *®

In the Northern District there will be ogly 'one Episcopal See,
swlich will receive its name from the city of Hexham, This dio-
cese will be bounded by the same limits as the district hn,::h hitherto
been. ‘ |

The York District will also form one Diocese ; and the Bishop
will have his See af the city of Beverley.

In the Lancashire District there will be two Bishops; of whom
the one will take his title from the See of Laverpool, and will have
as his diocese the Isle of Man, the hundreds of Lonsdale,
Amounderness, and West Derby.  The other will reccive the name
of his See from the city of Salford; and will have for his diocese
the hundreds of Sdlford, Blackburr, and Leyland : the county of
Chester, although hitherto belonging to that (ﬁgtricrt, we shall now

annex to another diocese. , "

Jo the District.of Wales there will be two Bishoprigs, viz., that of
?Ihrewab.ury, and that of Memevia (or St. David’s}, united with

ewport, The Diocese of Shrewsbury to contain, northwards, the
counties of Anglescy, Caerfiarvon, Denbigh, Flint, Merioneth, and
Montgomery ; to which we annex the county of Chester, from the
Lancashire District, and -the county of Sulop, from the Central
District. We fissign to the Bishop of St. David’s and Newport as
his Diocese, northwards, the countics of Brecknock, Glamorgan,
Pembroke, and Radnor, and the English counties of Monmouth and
Hereford. - ¢

In the Western District we establish two Episcopal Sees; that of
Clifton and that of Plymouth. To the former of these we assirn
the counties of Gloucester, Somerset, and Wiltg; to the latter
those of Devon, Dorset, and Cornwall.

The Central District, from which we have alrgady separated off
tfe county of Salop, will have two Episcopal Sees ; that of N ottif-
ham and that of Birmingham. To tife former of these we assign,
as a lhocese, the counties of Nottingharp, Derby, and Icicester,
together with those of Lincoln and Rutiand, which we hereby
separate from the Eastern District. Te the latter we assign the

ecounties éf E-tu.ﬁ:{)rd, Warwick, Worcestor aind Oxfygd,

r



AMPPENDIX. 101
» ' 1

Lastly : in the Tastern District, there wild be a Angle Bishop's
See, which will take its name from the city of Northampton, ang
will have its Diocese comprehengded within the same limits as have
hitherto bounded *he district, with the cxception of the counties of
Lincoln and Rutland, which we have already assigned to the afore-
said Diocese of Nottingham, *

Thus, then, in the most ﬂluurishing kingdom of England, there
will be eslablished one Ecclesiastical Province, consisting oletype
Archbishop, or Metropolitan 1ead, and Twelve™Bishops his Suffra-
gans ; by whose exertions and pastoral carcs we trust God will
grant to Catholicity, in that country, a fruitful and daily increasing
cxtension.  Wherefore, we now reserve to ourselves and our succes-
sors, the Pontiffs of Rome, the power of agam dividing the said
Province into others, gnd of increasing the number of Diocescs, as
occasion shall require ; and in general, that, as it shall scem fitting
m the Lord, we may frecly decree new limits to them,

In the meanwhife we command the aforesaid Archbishop and
Bishops that they transmit, at due times, to Our Congregatfon®
of Propaganda, accounts of the state of their Churches, and that
they never*ormt to keep the said Congregation fully infermed res.-
pecting all matters which they know will conduce to the welfare of
thewr spiritual flocks. For we shall continue to"avail ourselves of
the mstrumentality of the said Congregation in all things appertaining
to the Anglican Churches. DBut in the sacred government of clergy
and laity, and in all other things appertaining unto the Pastoral
office, the Archbishop and Bishops of LEngland will henceforward
cnjoy all the rights and faculties which the other Catholic Arch-
bishops and JBishops of other nations, accordinl to the Common
Ordinances of the Sacred Canons and Apostolic Constitations,
use, andamay usc: and are equally bound by the obligations
whicl bind the other Archbishops and Bishops sccording to 4he
same common discipline of the Casholic Church.  And, whats
ever regulations either 1 the ancient system of the Anglican
Churches or in the subsequent missiolfary state, may have been
i force either by special Censtitutions or privileges or peculiar
customs, will now henceforth earry no right nor cobligation : and
i order that no doubt may remain on this point, we; by the pleni-
tude of our Apostolic authority, repeal and abropate all power what-
socver of hnposing  obligation or conferring right in those
peculiar constitutions and privileges of whatever kind they may be,
and in all customs by whomsoever, or at whatever most ancient or
imwemorial time brought in.  Hence it will for the future be solely
commpetent for the Archbishop and Bishops of England to distinguish
what things belong to the execution of the common ecclesiastical
taw, and what, according to the ¢dmmon discipline of the Church
arcyentrust® to the authority of the Bishops. We, certainlv; wil
not be wanting to assist them with our Apostolic authority, and most
willingly will we second all therr applications in those things
which shall seent to conduce to the glory of God’s name and the
salvation of souls. Our pgocipal object, indeed, n decrgeing by

" * A
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these onr Leflers Apestolic, the restoratits. of the Ordinary. Hier-
hy of Bishops, and the observation of ‘the Church’s common
aw, has been to pay regard to the, well-being and growth of the.
Catholic religion throughout the realm of Engltnd; but, at the
same time, it was our purpose to gratify the wishes both of our
venerable brethren who govern the affairs of religion by a vicarious
authority from the Apostolic See, and a}so of very many of our well-
bgltwed children of the Catholic clergy and laity, from whom we
had received the mést urgent entreaties to the like effect. The same
prayer had repeatedly been made by their ancestors to our prede-
cessors, who, indeed, had first commenced to send Viecars Apostolic
into England, at a time when it was impossible for any Catholic
prelate to remain there in possession of a Church ‘by right in ordi-
nary; and hence their design in successively augmenting the number
of Vicariates and Viearial districts, was not certainly that Catholicity
in England should always be under an extraordinary form of governe
ment, but rather looking forward to itg extepsida in process of time,
“tifey were paving the way for the ultimate restoration of the Ordi-
- nary Hierarchy there,

And therefore we, to whom, by God’s goodness it” hath been
granted to complete this great work, do now hereby declare, that it
i8 very far from ouv intention or design that the Pielates of England,
now possessing the title and rights of Bishope in Ordinary, should
in any other respect, be deprived of any advantages which they have
enjoyed heretofore under the character of Vicars Apostolie.  For it
would not be reasonable, that the enactments we now make at the
instance of the English Catholics, for the good of religion in their
country, should tufh to the detriment of the said Vicgrs Apostolie,
Moreover, we are most firmly assured that tlfs same, our beloved
children in Christ, who have never ceased to’contribute by their
alges and liberglity, under such various circumstances’to the BUp-

r‘pqrt of Catholic religion, angl of the Vicars Apostolic, will hence-
forward manifest even greater liberality towards Bishops, who
are now bound by a strofzer tie to the Anglican Churches, so
that these same may never be in want of the temporal means neces.-
sary for the expenses ¢f the decent splendour of the Churches, and
of divine servite, and of the support of the Clergy, and relief of the
poor. In conclusion, lifting up our eyes unto the hills, from wherice
cometh our help, to God Almighty and All-merciful with all prayer,
and supplication, we humbly beseech Him, that He wquld confirm
by the power of His Divine assistance all that we have Aow decreed
for the good of the Church; and that He would bestow the
strength of His grace on those to whom the carrying out of our
decrees chiefly belongs, that they may feed the Lord's flock
which is amongst them, and th&t they may each perease jp di-
figeit exertion to advance the greater glory of His Xame. 4nd
in order to obtain the more abundant succours of heavenly grace
for this purpose, .

We again invoke, as our intercessors with *God, the most

Holy L%ﬂther of God, the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul, with

" F il
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the other heavenly patmﬂ of Lngl&nd ané especi®lly St Gre-
gory the Great, that since it is now granted to our so unequal,
deserts again fo restore the Episgopal Sees in England, which he
first effected to the*very great advantage of the Church, this resto-
ration also which we make of the Episcopal Dioceses in that king.
dom may happily turn to the benefit of the Catholic religion. And
we decree that these our LEttﬂl‘E Apostolical shall never at any
time be objected against or 1mpugned on pretence either of omisr gy
or of addition, or defect either of our intention, or any other
whatsoever; but shall always be valid and in force, and
shall  take effect in all particulars, and be inviolably ob-
served. All general or special enactments notwithstanding
whethe? Apostolic, or issued in Synodal, Provineial, and Universal
Councils; notwithstangling also all rights and privileges of the
ancient Sees of England, and of the Missions, and of the Apostolic
‘Wacariates aubaequently there established, and of all Churches what.-
soever, and pious plifees, whether established by oath or by Apos-
tolic confirmation, or by any other security whatsoever; notwitlx =
standing, lastly, all other things to the contrary whatsuever For
all these thitigs, in as far as they contravene the foregoing enact-
ments, although a special mention of them may be necessary- for
their repeal, or some other form, however particalar, necessary to
be observed, we expressly annul and repeal. Moreover, we decree,
that if, in any other manner, any other attempt shall be made by
any person, or by any authority, knowingly or ignorantly, to aet
aside these enactments, such attempt shall be null and void. And |
it is our will and pleasure that copies of these our Letters, being
printed and sybscribed by the hand of a Notary public, and_sealed
with the seal of a Pﬁraﬂn high in ecclesiastical dignity, shall have
the same swthenticity as would belong to the expression of our will
by the pruducmﬂn of this original copy.

Given at Rome, at St. Peter’s understhe Seal of the the,t-ma.q, p
this 29th day of September, 1850, m the fifth year of our
'Punhﬁcate

A, C:’LRDINAL LAMBRUSCHINI,

-

_ il
’ « PASTORAL.”

NICH{]LJLE BY THE DivINE MERDY, or THE Hory Roman Crurcn
8Y. THE TiTLE JOF ST, PUbENTIANA CARDINAL PRissr, Arcu-
~ BIBHOP OF WEETMINETER AND ADMINISTRATOR Amsmuc oF
THE DiocESE OF SOUTHWARK, -~
To gy’ Dea~iy Berovep IN CHRIST, THE CLERGY SECULAR A
EGULAR, AND THE FAITHPUL OF THE SAID ARCHDIOCESE AND
D10cESE, C | |
HeaxTeE AND BENEDICTION IN THE LORD.

Ir -this day we greet you under a new title, it is not, dearly hgloved,
with an altered affaction. Ifi in wards we seem to divide thﬂse who -
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till now have formed; under our rule, a single flock, our heart is
@3 undivided as ever in your regard.” For now truly do we feel
closely bound to you by new and stronger ties of chanty ; now do
we emrbrace you in our Lord Christ Jesus, with more fender emotions
of paternal love; now dotn our soul yecarn, and our mouth is open
to you ; ¥ though words must fail to express what we feel, on being
once again permitted to address you, Forif our parting was in sorrow,
g “ywe durst not hope that we should again fuce to face behold you,
our beloved flock ;"so much the greater is now our consolation and
our Joy, when we find oursclves, not so much permitted, as com-
missioned, to return to you, by the Supreme Ruler of the Church
of Christ.

But how can we for one moment indulge in selfish feclings, when

through that loving Father's generous and wige counsels, the greatest
of blessings has just been hestowed upon ocur country, by the restora-
tion of its true Catholic luerarchical government, in communien
with the See of Peter. _ -
” For on the twenty-ninth day of last month, on the Feast of the
Archangel St. Michael, Prince of the Heavenly Host, His IHoliness
Pope Pius IX. was graciously pleased to issue his lettess Apostolie,
under the Fisherman’s Ring, conceived in terms of great weight
and dignity, wherein he substituted for the eight Apostolic Vicari-
ates herctofore existing, one Archiepiscopal or Metropolitan and
twelve Episcopal Sees; repealing at the same time, and onnulling,
all dispositions and enactments, made for England by the Holy See,
with reference to its late form of ecclesiastical government.

And by a DBrief dated the same day, His Lloliness was further
pleased to appoint us, though most unwoarthy, to the Archicpiscopal
See of Westminster, established by the ﬂ,ﬁgn‘@:nlen’t.iﬂxlcrd letters

Apostolic, giving us at the same time, the Administration of the

Foiscopal Sec of Southwark., So that at present, and till such time

5 @8 the Holy See shall think At otherwise to providé, we govern, and
shall continue to govern, the counties of Middlesex, Hertford, and
Essex, as Ordinary thercof, apd those of Surrey, Sussex, Keut,
Berkshire, and Hampshire, with the Islands annexed, as Adminis-
trator with Ordinary3urisdiction.

Farther we have to announce to you, dearly beloved in Christ,
that, as if still further to add solemnity and honour before the Church
to this noble act of Apostolic authority, and to give an additional
mark of paternal benevolence towards the Catholics,of England,
His Holiness was pleased to raise us, in the private.Consistory of
Monday, the 30th of September, to the rank of Cardinal Prigst of
the Holy Roman Church. And on the Thursday next ensuing,
being the third day of this month of October iif public Consistory,

e delivered to us the insignia of this dignity, the Cardinalitigl Hat ;
agsigning us afterwards for our title in the private Cdéasitory which
we attended, the Churech of St. Rudentiana, in which St. Peter is

_ groundedly helieved to have enjoyed the hospitality of the noble,
and partly British family of the Senator Pudens., #

In that sawe Consistory we were egabled oursclves to ask for the

-~ - * 2 Cor. vi, E'r - -

[ - i~ - "
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Archiepiscopal Pallium, for our new See of “Vestminster: and this
day we have been invested, by the hands of the Supreme Paster
and Pontiff himself, with this badge of Metropolitan juvisdiction, 7
The great work then is complete: what you have long desired
and prayed for is now granted.  Yowr beloved countpy has received
a place among the fair Churches, which’ normally constituted, form
a splendid aggregate of Cathodic Communion: Catholic England
fias been restored to its orbit in the ecclesiastical firmament cem
which its light had long vanished, and hegins now anew its course
of regularly adjusted action, round the centre of unity, the source
of jurisdiction, of light and of vigour. IHow wonderfully all this
has heen brought ahout, how clearly the Tand of God has been
shown in every step, we have not now leisure to relate ;. but we may
hope soon to recount tg vou by word of mouth.  In the mean time
we will content ourselves with assuring you, that, if the econcordant
volce of those vencrable and most eminent Counsellors to whom the
Holy See commits the gegulation of Ecclesiastical affairs in Mig-
slonary countries, of the overruling of every varicty of interests and
designs, to the rendering of this measure almost necessary, if the
earnest prafers of our holy Pontiff and his most sacred oblation of
the Divine Sacrifice, added to his own deep and carnest reflection,
can form to the Catholic heart an earncst of heavenly direction,
an assurance that the Spirit of truth, whe guides the Chureh, has
here inspired its Supreme Head, we eannot desire stronger or moare
consoling evidence that this most mportant measure is from God,
o has His sanction and blessing, and will consequently prosper.

Then truly is this day to us a day of joy and cxaltation of spirit,
the crowning,da¥ of long hopes, and the opening day of:bright
prospects. ow mugat"the saints of our country, whether Roman or
British, dason or Norinan, look down from their seats of bliss with
beaming glance upon this new cvidence of the Fae'th and Churs:
which led them to glory, sympathising with thosc who have ~faithe
fully adhered to them through centurics of ill repute, for the truth’s
sake, and now reap the fruit of their paticnee and long-suffering.
And all those blessed martyrs of these later ages, who have fought
the battles of the Faith under such discouragement, who mourned,
more than over their own fetters or their own pain, over the desolate
ways of theirown Sion and the departure of England’s religious glory ;
oh ! how must they bless God, who hath again visited His people, how
to take partyin our joy, as they sec the lamp of the temple again
enkindled andyrebrightening, as they hehold the silver links of that
chaim> which has conneced their country with the Sec of Peter in

.1ts Viearial Govermnent, #hanged into burnished gold ; not stronger
nor more closely knit,~but more bcautifully wrought and more
brightly arrayed. ) AR

Am{fyin nﬁ'-ihing ?vill it be fairer or brighter than in this, that 1%5
glow of more fervent love will “be upon it. Whatever our sincere
attachment and unflinching devotion %o the Holy See til now, there -
18 & new ingredien¢ cast into these feelings ; & warmer gratitude, a
tenderer atfection. a nrofounder admiration g houndicsz and andless
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gense of ﬂb';igﬁﬁﬂn,_ for 80 mew, so great, so sublime a erift, will be
added to past sentiments of loyalty and fidelity to the supreme See
~ of Peter. Qur venerable Pontiff has shown himself a true Shep-
herd, a true Father; and we cannot but express our gratitude to
him in our most fervent lanzuage, in the language of prayer. For
when we raise our voices, a§ is meet, in loud and fervent thanks-
giving to the Almighty, for the precious gifts bestowed upon our
pe®en of Christ’s vineyard, we will alfo implore every choice bless-
ing on Him who fias been so signally the divine instrument in
procliring it. We will pray that His rale over the Church may be
prolonged to many years, for its welfare ; that health and strength
may be preserved to Him for the discharge of His arduous dutwes ;,
that light and grace may be granted to Him proportionedo the
sublimity of His office ; and that consolations, femporal and spiritual,
may be poured upon Him abundantly, in compensation for past
sorrows and past ingratitude. And of these consclations may one
of the most swect to is paternal heart be thefpropagation of Holy
¢ Religion in our country, the advancement of His spiritual children
there in true pietv and devotion, and our ever increasing affection
and attachment to the See of bt. Peter, &

_In order, therefore, that our thanksgiving may be made with

all becoming solemfinity, we hereby enjoin as follows :—

1. Thisour Pastoral Letter shall be read publicly in all the Cliurcnes
and Chapels of the Archdiocese of Westminster and the Diocese of
Southwark, on the Sunday after its being received,

2, On the following Sunday there shall be in every such Church
or Chapel a Solemn Benediction of the Blessed Sacrament, at which
shall be sung the T¢ Deum, with the usual versicdes ang prayers with
the prayer also Fideliuin Deus Pastor, et Rectow for the Porpg.

3. The Collect Pro Gratiarum Actione, 6r Thanksgiving, and
témt for the Dwpe shall be recited in the Mass of that day and for

Qlsso deys following. ’ : ""

4. Where Benediction is never given, the Te Dewm, with 1ts
prayers, shall be recited or*sung after Mass, and the Collects above
named shall be added as enjoined.

And at the same tfne carnestly entreating for ourselves also, a
place in your fervent prayers, We lovingly implore for you and
hestow on you the Blessing of Almighty God, Father, Son, and
Holy Ghost. Amen,

Given out of the Flaminian Gate of Rome, this seyenth day of
October, in the year of Our Lord MpeoccL. ’

(Signed) * NICHOLAS, -
(CARDINAL ARCHBISHOP 0F YWESTMINSTER.
By commgpd of His Eminence.
FRANCIS SEARLE,/SEOREFARY. s

-
g
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Lerrer or taeg Ricnt HonNowraBrLk [Lorp Jouy RusseLn, THE—
FiraT Lorp ™r THE Treasury, 1o TuE RigHT REVEREND THE
l.orp Bisstor or Duraam, anp PvELlsuhn BY THE LATTER,

WITH THE FORMER'S AUTHORITYs

‘S Downing Street, 4th Nov, 1850,
. ’bIr Dgar Lorp,—I agzeu with you in L[]IlﬁldEI‘ng 1 %e
'1ggreasmn of the Pope upon our Protestantism’ as ‘msnlent and
msidious,” and 1 therefure feel as indignant as you can do upon
the suhject.
‘L not only promoted to the utmost of my power the claims of
the Roman Catholies to allgivil rights, but I thought it right, and
even desirable, that the ceclesiastical systecm of the Roman Catholics
should be the means of giving instruction to the numerous Irish
ithmigrants in London and elsewhere, who without such help would
have been left in hedthea ignorance. .

“This might have been done, however, without any such inno-
vation as that which we have now seen.

It is infpdssible to confound the recent measures of the Pope
with the division of Scotland into dioceses by the Episcopal Church,
or the arrangement of dlstmr.:ts ‘in England by the Wesleyan Con-
ference.

‘““There is an assumption of power in all the documents which
have come from Rome—a pretension to supremacy over the realm

~ of England, and a claim to sole and undivided sway, which is incon-
sietent w1tﬁ'the Queen’s supremacy, with the rights of our bishops
and clergy, gpd with the spiritual independence of the nakion, as
asserted even in Romdn Catholic times.

‘“ 1 conf¥ss, however, that my alarm is not equal to my indigna-
tion. A e

« Even if it shall &pptﬂr that the ministers and servants of .
‘Pope n this country have not transgressed the law, I feel persuaded

~ that we are strong enough to repel any outward attacks. The -
iberty of Protestantism has been enjoyed too lnng in England to -
allow of any successful attempt to Impose foreign yoke upon our
minds and consciences, No foreign prince or potentate will be
permitted to fasten his fetters upon a nation which has so long and
80 nobly vindicated its right to freedom of opinion, civil, pnhtu:ﬂl
- and religious

‘“ Upon th® subject, then, I will only say that the present state of
the dmw shill be carctully exatnined, and the propriety of adopting.

~ any proceedings with reference to the recent assumptions of power
dehbwnte]y considered. . -

‘“ There 15 a danger, however, whlch alarms me much more t}&a&
any ~ggression of a forcign Sovereign,

- *“ Clergymen of our own Chuich; who have subscribed the Thirty-
nine Articles, and acknowledged in prhmt terms the Queen's
supremacy, have been the most forward in leading their flocks,
‘step by step, to the very wverge of the precipice.” The Jonour

-~
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paid to saints, ¢he claim of infallibility for the CHurch, fThe supersfi-
tious use of the sign of the cross, the méttering of the Liturgy so ax
20 disguise the langudge in which 1f is written, the recommendation
of auricular confession, and the administration of penance and abso-
lutiocn—all thege things ardf pointed out by clergymen of the Church
of England as worthy of adbption, and are now openly reprehended
by the Bishop of London in his charge to the clergy of his diocese.

A= hat, then, is the danger to be wnprchended from a foreign
prince of no great fpower, compared to the danger within the gates
front the unworthy sons of the Church of England herself'?

«J have little hope that the propounders and framners of these
innovations will desist from their insidious course. But.l rely with
confidence on the people of England, and I will not bate a”jot of
heart or hope so long as the glorious princjples and the immortal
martyrs of the Reformation shall be held in rcverence by the great
mass of a nation which looks with contempt on the mummeries of
superstition, and with scorn at the lﬂhﬂrimi_s efideavours which arc
'né@w making to confine the intellect and enslave the soul,

| “ I remain, with great respect, etc.

« 1 "RUSSELL.

|
V.
LerrER or THE Ricur HonourasrLy tHx Loup Beavmont, 710
Tk RiguT HoNouraBLE THE EArRL oF ZETLAND.

“ Pubhn, Nov. 20, 1850.

« My dear Lord Zotland,—1 perceive that the newspapers have
announged the intntion of the High Sheriff to call a pablic meeting
to consider the propriety of addressing the crbwn, on the subject of
the late insult offered to this country by the court of Ro#ac; and I
laeeh from thesame sources of information that the step on the

nneat of the High Sheriff hassbeen taken cunscqu‘&nce of a requi-
sition signed by nearly all the resident peers in Yorkshire. Itisa
matter not only of no surfise, but of no regret to me, that such a
- proceeding should be adopted by the country, for the acts in ques-
tion are of quite as®much polifical and social importance as of
religions mld'aectﬂriam charvacter,  The Pope, by his ill-advised
measures, has placed the Roman Catholies m this country in a
position where they must cither break with Rome, or violate their
allegiance to the constitution of these realms: they smust either
consider the Papal Bull as null and void, or assert thpe right of a
foreign prince to create, by his sovereign authority, English t™les,
and to ercet English bishoprics. To send a bishep to Beverley for
the spiritual direction of the \Roman Catholic clergy in Yorkshirc,
Mtﬂ erect a sec of Beverley, are two veory different thingse—the
oné’ 1s allowed by the tolerant laws of the U{JUHT-P‘}T- , the @her
requires territorial dominion and sovcreign power within the country.
If you deny that this country isea fief of Rome, and that the Pontitf
has any dominion over it, you deny his power to freate a territorial
see, ﬂ,ng you condemn the late Bull ag * sound and fury signifying
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nothing.” .-I# on- the c{_:m't':rawy, you admit hizepower 2o fise West-
minster intp an archbishopfic, and ieverley.into a bishoprie, yop,
make over to the Pope a power which, according to the éonstitution,s
rests solely with: tife Queen and her Parliament, and thereby infringe
the prerogative of the one, and interfer® with the authqrity of the
other, It is impossible to act up to the %pirit of the British tonsti-
tution, and at the same time tp gecknowledge the jurisdiction of the’
Pope. in Jocal matters, Sugl¥is the dilemma in which the lg--2
published Bull places the English Roman Catholi®. 1 am not, how-
ever, sufficiently acquainted with their views on the subject, or their
- intentions respecting it, to give any opinion as to the effect this
newly-assumed authority of Rome will have upon their conduct;
but I #fn inclined to believe that the Tublet and L' Univers news-
papers speak the Eentw of the zealous portions of the Roman
Catholic community, and that they are the real, if not the avowed,
ovgans of the priesthood. The church of Rome admits of no
moderate party amdhg She laity; moderation m respect to her
ordinances is lukewarmness, and the lukewarm she invariably spufs
out of her mouth. You must be with her against all opponents, or
you are notrof {jer; and, therefore, when Rome adopts a measure
such as the present, it places the laity in the awkward dilemma I
have alluded to, DBelieving, therefore, that the late bold and
clearly-expressed edict of the court of Rome cannot be received or
accepted by English Roman Catholics without a violation of their
duties as citizens, | need not add, that I consider the line of conduct
« now adopted by Lord John Russell as that of a true friend of the
British cof¥fitution,
. * Beliege me,.my dear Lord Zetlund, yours®very traly,
. |

“ 3EAUMONT.
“ To the Right Hdn- the Earl of Zetland.”

.V'

Lerrer rroM His Grace Tur DUKE oF NGRFDI:-K TO THE
Lorn BraumoxnT, -

“Arundel Castle, Nov. 28, 1850,

“ My deag, Lord.—I so entirely coincide with the opinions in
your letter taqLord Zetland, that I must write to you to express my
agroament with you. 1 should think that many must feel as we do,,

 that ﬁltrﬂmunta,nef'ﬂpininna are totally incompatible with allegiance
to our sovereign and with our constitygon.
" . o ‘o remain, my d&r Lord, faithfully yours, -
~ i ““ NorroLK:
““ To the Lord Beaumont.” -«
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. ADDRESS AND PROTEST O0F THE ARCHBISHOPS aND BISHODS OF

.+ THE CHURCH 'oF ENGLAND (EXCEPT THE Bisnors or Exgprun
-AND ST, Davips),

A,

“To rvE QurrN's MosT Excrigent Masgsty,

“ The humble Address of the Archbishops and Bishops of the
Chuarch of England, "

‘“ May it please your Majesty,—We, the Archbishops and undce-
signed Bishops of the Church of England, approagh “yaur Majesty
with sentiments of veneration and loyalty at a time when an unwar.
rantable msult had been offered to the Church and to your Majesty,
to whom appertains the chicf government of all estates of this
realm, whether they be ecclesiastical or civil, This our country,
whose Church being a true branch of Christ’s Holy Catholic Church,
in which the pure word of God is preached, and the sa raments are |
duly ministered according to Christ'’s ordinances, is trested by the
Bishop.of Rome a% having been a heathen land,.and 1g.congratulaied
on its restoration, after an interval of threc Jhundred years, to a
place among the Churches of Christendom. The retern of our

cple is anticipated to a communion, the errors and corruptions of

omekich-they deliberately renonnced, and which continues to maintain

practices repUynant to Ged’s word, inculeates blasphemous fables
and dangerous deceits, an prescribes as necessary to salvation, the
belief of doctrines grounded on no warranty of Scripture.

“ It 18 a part of th®*same arrogant assumption that, in defiance of
the law whicl’ declares that ‘no foreign prelate or potentate shall
use and exercise any manner of power, authority, or jurisdiction,
spiritual or ecclesiastical, within this realm,’ the Bishop of Rome has -
preftended to exercise spiritual dominion over the poople of this
country; and, in nominating certain Romish ccclesigstios to par-
dicular places or sees in England, has reasserted his claim’of su;—m-
acy over the kingdom, and_has interfered with 2 koerogative consti-
tutionally belonging to your Majesty alone, S |

. We consider it our duty to record our unifed protest soninst
ves

attempt to subject our people to a spiritual tyranid from which
they were freed at the Reformatior:; and we make our humble
petition to your Majesty to discountenance by all constitutional
means the claims and usurpation of the Church of fome, by which
religioys divisiors are fostered, and the labour of our clergy impeded

T
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i their endegvours,to diffuse the l?ght of trug religion amongst the
people committed to their chgrge. ]

“J. B. CANTUAR. ““ (+. PETERBOROUGH.

«T. Exbr. ,, _  H. WoORCESTER.

<< (2..]. Lonpan, ‘“ J. Licrrikro,

‘“ E. DungeMm, "« AT, CHICHESTER,

« ¢, R, WINTON. “Tuao. Evy.

“R. Barw anp W Lis, “ 5. Oxon. —

«“}Y. Lincoun.- -~ “T, YOWLER OT. ASAPH,

“ C.BaNngor. “J P. MANCHESTER’

““ G, RocAESTER, “ R. D. HerEFORD.

“« H. CAanLISLE. ““«J, CHESTER.

“«J. I. GLn'v{'Eﬁa‘.ﬂn& Briston. %S, Norwicn.

“C.T. Rirea, “ A. J.LANDAYE,

« 1. SaLISBURY. ‘“J, Sopor annp Mawn,"
VII.

THE QUEEn‘;pEcLﬁRAT'I'nNB, IN ANSWERS TO THE ADDRESSES
(ON THE BUBJECT OF THE PRESENT ACT OF PAPAL INSULT,
AGGRESSION AND ENCROACHMENT,} OF THE. UNIVERSITIES CF
Cameripcs AND Oxrorp, AND TH&E CorroraTiON AND CiTY
or LonpoN, oN Tuesvay, THE 10T DrceMmBER, 18530, AT
Winpsor CASTLE ;—THE FIRST PRESENTED AND READ BRY
His RovaL Hicaness, THE PRINCE CONSORT; THE SECOND

) aY A*% Grace THE Duke orFr WELLINGTON,* CHANCELLORS

.~ OF THE RESPECTIVE UNIVERSITIES. -
r ) -
I. To Tar.Upiversity or CAMBRIDGE.

T fully participate in your expression of gratitude to Almichty
God for the blessings which he has besn pleased™to bestow upca
this Country, and I rejoice in the prolis which have gIven
the zealons and undiminished attachmelt of the Eglish people to
the principles assewed at the Reformation.

“ While it is 3y earnest wish that complete freedom of conscience
should be enjoyed by all classes of my subjects, it js my constant
alm to uphold the just privileges and cxtend the usefulness of the

of Statute, 10xGeo, IV ., c. 7, entitled “ An Act for the Relief of His Maj
Roman Catho’'e¢ Subjects :— |
"":;ﬁért?iin no doubt that afrar this measurc shall have been cffected, the
Roman Catholics w™ no Jgrmrer exist as a gepagate interest in the state, as they
at present do. I hafle no doubt they will cg#’> to excite disunion in this and
the gther House of £2arliament.  Parlism{ar will then, I hope, be disposed to
look £ their vgmluetMand gverything which respeets Iveland, as they will lask
upog the people and the affairs of England and Scotland, 1 will say, howewver,
that if I am disappointed in my hopes of tranquillity after a trial has been given
of the measure, I shall have no seruple in goming down to Parliament angd laying
before it the stasse==f the case, and calling for the necessary power fo enshle
Government to take steps suited to the occagion.  Psilall do this ji she samer
confidence that Parliament will support me that I do-in *he present case,”

* _;""_"’—_-‘J

- . L

* The fullt[.%hlg memorable expressions fell from Ilis Grace on the passing
esty’s

r
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Church,e'stﬁ.!_:li';.hed; by, law m this Country, ari to '#:ffcure to m}_r_;
peeple the full possession of thar anciort rights and libérties.” |

I1. To T UniversiTy -6r Oxronb.-

"It has gver been, and drerjwill confinueto be, my endeavour to
promote the efficiey and® Zaintmn the purity of our Reformed
Chuwrch, the s'upreme government | faghich, Ander God, is by.law
c§ fided to me, 'and it 'is highly grats Wz to me to be assured of
your faithful adherchice to its principles,” doc¥iné; and discipline. -

““While I cordially concur in the wish that all classes of my
subjects should enjoy the free excrcise of their rcligion, you may
rely on my determination to uphold alike the rights of my crowrs
and the independence of my people against all aggressions, zad
and encroachments of any Foreign Powe

e

1. To ruE Lorp Maxor AND  ALDERMENs oF THE Cilx
| - or LonboNn. | - |
* % I heartily concur with-you ifi youwr grateful acknotwledgements:
of the many blessings conferred upon this highly firoured nation,
and in your attachment to the Protestant faith, a/d t the great -
principles of civil and religious liberty,"in the defence of which the .-
City of London has ever been conspicuous. - . fC - . 0 ®
"¢ That faith and those principled are so justly dedr to the people’
of this Country that I confidently vely on their cordial support in
“upholding and maintaining them against any danger with which
they may be threatened, from whatever quarter it, may proceed.”
IV. To turtLonp Mavor, ALDERMEN, AND ComMoONS ’\F
‘ -t City oF Loxbon, INe Commo.d  CouncrL
" AssrMBLED.. | ' ) |

You may hemssured of my earnest desire and firmg detérmination,
“aplap frod’s blessing, to Tasntain unimpaired the rehigious liberty
~which1s jusply “rized by th< people of this Country, and to uphold
as its sorest-safeguard the! pure aud scriptial worshiy -of the Pro-
testant faith, which hﬂi long been happily estalusisd in this land.” .
V... To Ter Loro ‘Mavor, ALDERMEN, AND THE' REST oF

THE \JUEEN’S CoMMISSIONERS - OF L1rvTENANCY

”

For THE Criy o Lowpow. . - %

=it will continue to be, as it has ever been, my ea,rng&" endeavour,
in the exercise of the power and authority mtrusted t, e, as the
Bipreme governor of this realm, to meintain the independence.and
‘uphold the constitutional litorties of my peopirpge~st all aggression

© and encroachment,” _. h B -

.
e e, - — —t -
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