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THE TEMPORAL POWER OF THE POPE
SPEECH OF HON. J. R. CIANDLER,

IN THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Junuary 11, 1855,

(CONCLUSION)) A

“These important facts once proved, there
i« no difficully in undersianding how the
Popes could naturally cite, in support of l‘w?r
sentences of excommunication and depoei-
tion againet Princes, the divine power of
binding and loosing, thongh not considering
it as the sole tide of that deposiug power
which they cluimed. Itis, in fact, evident
that, at a time when constitutional law at-
tached the penaliy of disposition to excom-
munication or herery, the Pope’s sentence
against such excommunicated or heretical
Prince was grounded both «n the divine
right and on the human law. Il was fonnd-
ed on the divine right, not merely in eo far
a8 it declared the Prince heretical or excom-
municated, but still more in so far as it en-
lightened the conscience of his subjecis on
the extent and limits of the obligation aris-
ing from the oath of allegiance which they
had taken to him. It was founded on human
law, also, in so far as it declared the Prince
depuived of his rights, in punishment of his
remaining obstinately in heresy, or excom-
munication. It is obvious, also, why the
Pope’s sentence meationed only the divine
power of binding and loosing; for it was on
that divine power that the sectence was re-
ully grounded, considered in its principal,
direct and immediate object ; for the depo-
sition was effected by excommunication—
ite natvral resull, according to the constilu-
tional law then in force.”

While I have asserted, and with the litlle

time allowed e, referred you to the auihor-
ities upon which my aseertions rest, that the
Popes of the middle age did not declare thal
their interference with the temporal powers
of Kings end Emperors was authorized by
their spiritual commissions, as Bishops of
Rome ; and that their antagonistic and sum-
mary proceedings towards offending rover
eigne, with regard to thieir temporal powers
of the latter, were authorized by a consti-
vion formed by these sovereigns or their pre-
§ , 1 do not y d to aseer! that the
power was always rightly used. [ do not
deny ambitious or vengeful motives (o the
Popes. Nohing in my ereed or theirs pre-
sents euch a conclusion, and nofbing in their
conduct renders such a conclusion unreason-
able. 1 only say that the spiritnal power
herein not in question, anc there, and at that
time, *he power to depose—power humbly
conferred—was never called in question by
the deposed monarchs.

They admitted the constiational right and
power, though they may have called in
question the justice of the act. Wit the
justice of the proceeding 1 have noiling to
Jo here, though I may be allowed 1o say
that, however (he Pope may have transgress-
ed the rules of justice as between bim ard
the deposed monarch, it is probable that, ae
between the monarch and the people, there
was litile occasion 10 suppose that any in
justice had been done to the Prince, or much
likelihood or hearing complaints from the
latter. The Pope has struggled sometimes
with sovereigns, bu: rever with the sov-

goty. He has d a power volun-
tarily placed in his hands by kings, and in-
voked by the people ; and he has dethroned
the monarch, but not anathemathized the
subject. The Popes, iu the fulfilment of
what the consent of kings and the confidence
of the peorle have made a culy, have re-
leased subjects from the oath of allegiance
to the sovereign, but never have they releas-
ed the eovereign from his coronation vath to
respect, guard and righily govera the people.

Because I have neither time nor space for
euch an inquiry, I do not pursue the subject
in detail. 1have taken the strongest case of
the exercire of the power of deposing mon-
wrchs—which is now called the power of
releasing subjecte—aad [ have shown that
the Pope did not rely upon the general spir-
‘itual power as heud of the Christian church
for authorily to depore the Emperor, but
that he rested on, and was sustained by the
constitution which authorized the election
of an Emperor, and made orthodoxy one
condition of holding the erown. And it
would have been equally easy, generally
less difficult, 10 have shown that every in-
stance of sach exercise of power by the
Pope was authorized by the admitted con-
stitution or acknowledged compact, provided
that the offences of the prince had brought
bim within.the operation ol (he laws, which
all admitted to exist, and for the execulion
of which all turned to the Pope.

- Now, us this kind of secular power had
its origin in the consent of the sovereigne, at
o panicular time, and long after the apostolic
age, it follows that not only could it not have
.garried with it the jure divino, which belongs
to the spiritual power of the Bishop of Rome,

but thet the proof of the existence of ilie real l
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toal power would have been weakened
by attempts to prove the nght of deposing
to be divine. At that time, then—at a tirae
when men were the most willing to yield
aseent to such gpecies of usurpation, as re-
leused Kings {rom a bad Emperor, and re-
lieved subjects from bad Kings—at that
time the divine right was tot claimed, and
the whole power of deposing rested upon
ihe consent, not merely of the Kings, but of
the deposed Princes themselves,

Butitis charged that Roman Catholics
even now admit the right of the Pope to in-
terfere between subjects and th eir allegiance
and between citizens and their duties to the
republic, in some other form, since the pow-
er to depose Kings is no longer possible. T
deny it. I have deniec it for myself, plain-
ly, clearly, specifically. Bat io this House,
it is eaid that, thovgh I may be excepled
from the geaeral censure of harboring the
sveds and means of wreason to this govern-
meut in my breast, and warming them into
germination by devolion, yet others are lia-
ble to the charge, and espeeially the church,
the Roman Catholic churck itself.

Butthe Roman Catholic church is repre-
sented by her Bishops, and therefore I turn
to the statement of those having the means
of knowing, and the right to make knowp
the doctrines of that church, and ask the at-
tention of the committee to the following re-
marks of the Right Rev. Dr. England:

! God never gave to §:. Peter any lempd+
ral power, and authority to depose kinge,
any authority 1o iuterfere with political con-
cerns, And any rights which his successors
mighit claim, for any of those pnrposes, must
be derived lrom some other source. A Ro-
man Catliolic has no furither connection with
the Pope than thai be succeeds St. Peter —
Peter had none of these rights—as a Roman
Catholic, T know nothirg of them in the
Pope. He is equally » Pope with or with-
out them.”

\

BLOOMSBURG, COLUMBIA COUNT

2. Can the Pope or Cardinsls, or iny
‘bady of men, or any individual of the Clmro.h
of Rome, absolve or dispense with hif Maj-

That bo man, or any assembly of men,
however eminent in dignity and power, not
even the whole body of the Catbolic church,

from their oath of 3 )
upon any pretext whatsoever ?

3. Ts there any principle in the tenets of
the Catholie faith by which Catholics are
justified in not keeping faith with heretics,
or other persous differing from them in reli-
gious opinions, in any tion, either of
a public or a private nature !

These propositions, honorable gerlemen

| esty’s sabjects \t

though bled in general council, can,
upon any g d or p h )
weaken the bond of union between the sov-
ereign and the people; mill less cun they
sbsolve or free the subjects from their oath’
of allegiance.

Proceeding to the third question, the said
faculty of Divinity (in perfect wonder that
such a question should be proposed to her,)

.will perceive, are ekilfully drawn, and cover |
the whole ground of dispate; and the an- |
swer of every University addressed, is spread
at large before the world. Solemn delibera-
tion was had upon the propositions, from so
respectable a soorce as Mr. Piit, and all
concur in declaring, that no man nor any
body of men, of the Church of Rome, how-
ever assembled, has power to interfere with
the affairs of other kingdoms. [ give the
answers,

After an introdaction, according to the |
neuzl forme, the sacred facully of JMginily
of Paris, answer the first query bv declar-

ng:

Neither the Pope, nor the Cardinals, nr !
any body of men, nor any other person of
the Church of Rome, hath any civil authori-
ty, civil power, civil jurisdiction, or civil pre-
eminence whatsoever in any kingdom , and,
consequently, none in the kingdom of Eng-
land, by reason or virtue of any authority,

most posilively and unequivcoa ily answers :
Thu! there {2 not, and there never has bgen,
among the Catholics, or in the doctrine, of
the Church of Rome any lui of principle
which makes it lawful for Catholics to
break their faith with heretics, or others of
a different persuusion from themselves, in
matters of religior, either in public or pri-
vate concerns,

The facully declares the doctrines of the
Catholics to be, that the divine and natural
law, which mazes it a doty to keep faith and
promises, is the same, and is neither shaken
nor diminished if those with whom the en-
gagement is made, hold erroneous in mat-
ters of religion, &e., &e.

Signed in due form, on the 18th of Novem-
ber, 1789,

UNIVERSITY OF ALCALA.

To (ke first question it is answered : That
none of the persons mentioned in the propo-
sed question, either individually or collec-

power, jurisdiction, or preeminerce by Di-
vine institutions inherent in, or gravted, or‘
by any other means belonging ‘o the Pope
or the Church of Rome. TkLis doctrine the |
sacred facully of divinity of Paris has always '
held, and upon every occasior maintained,
anl upon every occasion has rigidly pro- |
scribed the contrary doctrines from her
schools.

Answer to the second query ~Neither the
Pope, nor the Cardinals, nor and body of |

|

In the early part of my remarks, I 100k
occasion to say what would be my cougge, 1f,
by any remarkable (but really impossible)
concurrence of circumstonces, the army and
navy ol the Pope should invade the country.
Hear now how the Bishop of Charlesion
sustaius my declaration : .

“The American Constilation leaves 1ts cii- |
izens in perfect freedom to have whom they

please to regulate their spiritual concerns, —

But if the Pope were 1o declare war against |
America, and any Roman Caiholic, under
the pretext cf spiritual obedience, was 1o re-
fuse 10 oppose this temporal aggressor, he
would deserve to be pumished for his refu-
sal, because he owes 10 this country to main-
tain its rights ; and spiritual power does not,
and canvot, destiroy the claim which the
government has vpon him. Supposea cler-
gyman of England were convicled for some
crime—for instance Dr. D dd—and he was
ordered for execntion : must the law be in-
operative because the criminal is a clergy-
man? Think you that no one could be
found in a Roman Calholic cocutry to sen-
tence, or to execule a seutence, upon a cler-
gyman who was acriminal? All history tes-
tifies to the contrary. So,t00, does all his-

men, nor any person of the Church of Rome,
can, by virtue of the keys, abzolve or release ‘
the subjects of the King of England “from |
their oath of allegiance. ‘

This and the first query are so intimately
connected, that the answer of the first imme- l
diately and naturally applied to the second,
&e.

Answer to the third query —There 15 no te- |
net in the Catholic church by which Catho-
lice are justified 1n not keeping faith with |
Reretice or those who differ from them in |

ful 1o break faith with heretics, is so repug-
nant to common honesty and the opinions
of Catholics that there is nothing of which
those who have defended the Catholic faith
aguinst Protestants have complained more
heavily, than the malice and calumny of
their adversiries in imputing 1lis tenet to I
them, &e., &e. &e.

Given; at Parfs, in the zeneral assembly of
the Sorboure, held on Thursday, the elev-
enth day before the caleuds of March 1789.

Signed in due form.

University oF Dovav, Jan 5, 1789.

At a meeting of the faculty of Divinity of
the Universily of Douay, &e., &c

tory show that, uvpon the eame principle,
Cuibolic kings and princes, and peers and
people, have disobeyed improper mandates
of the See of Rome, and have levied and
carried on war against Popes, and elill con-
tinued membeis of the ehurch.”

Mtr. Chairman, [ have thus shown that
the chuech, in the middle ages, did not
claim for the Pope the authority 1o exercise
remporal power over other sovereigns, by
Divine right, even when the exercise of that
authonity eeeméd 1o be so great a blessing
1o the people that 1t would scarcely seem
wonderful if the people should have hailed
it as of Divine origin. And I have ehown
that the best writers of the Catholic church,
of later days, and of the present century,
have,  like manner, denied that it was part
of a Catholic’s belief that the Pope posses-
ses any power to depose Kings, or release
subjects, or to violate faith with those who
are or are not of the Catholic church. I now
offer other proof that the church sets up no
claim 10 such power. Aud before [ do i,
[ may be permitted to say that, in pursuit of
inforination with regard to the Catholic
church, it has been my chance 1o converse
with every rank and degree of her hierar-
chy—Pope, Cerdical, Nuncio, Archbishop,
Bishop and Priest, and I never heard one of
them claim any such power, and never
lieard one of them speak upon the subject
who did rot disavow any belief of its ex-

istence.
The vexed quesiion of governing Ireland,

and of granting to the people of that king-
dom a part of the rights enjoyed by the sub-
jeets of Great Britain, has often led the Brit-
ish Parliament to inquire into the charges
made against Roman Caiholics, with refer-
ence to the aseeried right of the Roman
Pontiff to interfere with the | affairs

To the first and second queries the sacred
facully answers: That no power wha:soev- |
er, in civil or temporal concerns, was given |
by the Almighty, eiilier to the Pupe, the Car-
dinals, or to the church herself, and, conse. i
quently, that Kings and sovereigns are not,l
in temporal concerns, subject, by the ordi-
nation of God, to any ecclesiastical power
whatsoever, neither can their subj-cts, by
any authority granted to the Pope ur the |
Church, from above, be freed from their obe-
dience, or absolved from their oath of alle-

giance.
Tlis ie the doctrine which the Doctors and

Professors of Divinity hold and teach in ovr |
schools, and this all the candidates for de-
grees in Divinity maintain in their public
\heses, &ec.

To the third question, the sacred facully
answers: That there is no principle of the
Catholic faith, by which Caiholics are justi-
fied in not keeping faith with hereties, who
differ f[rom them in religious opinions. On
the contrary, it is the ununimous doctrine of
Catholics, that the respect due to the name
of God so called to witness, requires that the
oath be inviolably kept,to whomsoever it is
pledged, whether catholie, heretic, or infi-
dels, &ec., &e.

Signed and sealed in due form.

UNIVERSITY OF LOU YAIN,

The faculty of Divinily at Louvain, havirg
been requested to give her opinion upon the
questions above slated, does it with readi-
ness—but struck with astomshment that
such questions should, at the end of this
eighteetth century, be proposed to any learn-
ed body, by inhabitaots of a kingdom that
glories in the talents and discernment of its
natives. The faculiy being assembled for
the above purpose, it is agreed, with the

i assent of all voices, to answer

of other governments.

Three propositions were prepared and sent
to the faculties of the principal Catholic uni-
versilies in France and Spain; those of the
university of Paris, of Douaz, of Louvain, of

the first and second queries absolutely in the
negalive.

The faculty does not think it incumbent
upon her in this place to enter upen ihe
proofs of her opinion, or to show how it is

Acala, of Calamance, and of Valadolid. 1
give the proposition and abstraets of the sev-
eral answers,

Extracts from the declarations and tesii-
monies of six of the principal ,universilies
of Europe, on the three following proposi-
tions, submitied to them at the request of
N_l'; Pit, by the Catholics of Loadon, in
1789:

THE PROPOSITIONS.

1. Has the Pope, or Cardinals, or any

body of men, or any individual of the Church

of Rome, any civil authority, power, juris-

diction, or preemimence whatsoever, within
the realm of England ?

pported by passages in the Holy Scriptures,
or the wrilings of antiquity. That has alrea-
dy been done by Bossouet, De Marca, the

maiters of religion. The tenet that it is law- | jurisdietion, or pre-eminence in the kingdom

tively, in counsel assembled, have any right
in civil matters ; but that all civil power, jo-
riediction, and pre-eminence, are derived
from lnherliance, election, the consent of the
people, and'®ther such titles of that nature.

To the second, it is answered i like man-
ner : That none of the persons above men-
tioned have a power to absolve (he subjects
of his Britannic Majesty from their oaihs of
allegiance. >

To the third question, it is answered :—
That the doctrine which would exempt Cath-
olics from the obligation of keeping faith
with heretics, or with any other persons who
dissent from them in matters of religion, in-
stead of being an article of Catholic faith, is
entirely repugnant to its tenels.

Sigoed in the usual form, March 17, 1780,

UNIVERSITY OF SALAMANCA.

To the first questior, it is answered : That
neither Pope nor Cardinals, nor any assem-
bly or individual of the Catholic church,
have, as much, aay civil avthority, power,

of England.

To the second, it is answered: That neith-
er Pope nor Cardinals, nor duy “assembly or
individual of the Catholic church, can, as
such, absolve the subjects of Great Britain
from their oaths of allegance, or dispense
with its obiigations.

To the third, it is answered: That it is
no ariicle of Catholic faith, not to keep faith
with heretics, or with persons of any other
description, who dissent from them in mat-
ters of religion.

Signed in the usual form, March 7, 1789,

UNIVERSITY OF VALLADOLID.

To the first question, it is answered : That
neither Pope, Cardinals, or even a general
council, have any civil authority, power, ju-
risdiction, or creeminence, direclly or indi-
recily, in the kingdom of Great Britain, or
over any other kingdom or province in which
they possess tempora) dominion.

To the second, it is answered : That neith-

He admits that Fraoce aud Spain
claimed the doctrine against which he speaks
and which he impules to the Roman Catho-
lic Church. France and Spain, the titles of
whose menarche are most Christian and
most Catholic. The honorable gentleman
surely cannot be ignorant that such Univer-
sities— great theological colleges as those, are
repositories of records of faith, and of the ar-
g and d ing them.
But let us hear the h ble gentl 3
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should be ex#lted against the professors of
the Catholic faith in the minds of thosre who
are enemies of the Christian name. We pass
over the illustrious proots of this fact, preser-
ved in the records of ancient Roman Pon-
tiffs, of which yourselves are not ignorant.
We think proper, notwithstanding, to remind
you of the late admonition of the most wise
Pope Benedict XIV., who in his regulations
for the English missions, which are likewise

P 10 you, speak thus: The Apostol-

‘Mr. Banks. I plant mysell uvpon the
ground that the Pontiff of Rome has never, in
any authoriative form, eo disavowed the
right of control the members of the Roman
Catholic Church in secular maiters. | know

er Pope nor Cardinals, nor evgn a’ general
council, can absolve the subjects of Great
Britain from their oaths of allegiance or dis-
pense with their obligations,

To the third, it is answered: That the
obligation of keeping faith is grounded on
the law of nature, which binds all men eqnal-
ly, without respect to their religious opin-
ions ; and with regard to Catholics it is atill
more cogent as il is confirmed by the prinei-
ples of their religion.

Signed in the usual form, February 17,
1789.

Can anything be more explicit that the re-
sponses of those Universities ? Ought they
not to be satisfactory ? I, perhaps, ought 1o
rest here. Layman, Priest, Bishop, Cardinal,
and facally of Divinily sustain my assertion,
give a negative response 10 every query that
involved an implication upon the patriotism
of Catholics, or an inadmissible claim to in-
tervention in natural policy by the Catholic
Church.

So entirely sausfied was the British Parlia-
ment with these and similar responses, that
the different concessions made to Roman
Cathclics by that body are mainly d ve to such
testimony.

And, let it be remembered, that this was
in Great Britain, n a Brish Parliament,
where the members were" of the established
church, and also that, without special per-
mission, no man in that Empire had a right
to hip God ding to the di
his own conscience, and none, not acknowl-
edging in the monarch of England (man or
woman, King or Queen) both temporal and
spiritual sovereigniy, could hold an office un-
der Government, or sit i the parliament of
the nation.

We, Mr. Chairman, are legislating for a
country where even toleration may pe deem-

two Barclays, Gold , the Pith , Ar-
gentre, Widrington, and his Majesty, King
James the First, in his dissertation agaicet
Bellarmine, and Du Perron, and by many

others, &o.
The faculty then proceeds to declare that

the sovereign power of the Siate is in no
wise, (not even indirectly, as it is termed,)
subject to, or dependent upon, any other

ed intol , where p equulity of rights
is the theory of the Government,and where,
.until nov, no or:e has ventured to manifest
a hostility (o author's creed, by denying to
him the right of national office, and of enjoy-
ing all the rights which full and perfect citi-
zenship conlers.

But the honorable gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts seems 1o have provided bimself

power, though it be a epiritual power, or
even though it be inetitnted for eternal sal-

vation, &e.

agaimst such proof as 1 have adduced, He
admits my fealty to the counlry, but denies
my adhereace to the Roman Catholi¢ Church.

the universities of France and Spain bave
disclaimed ! to him. So my Catholic friends
bave disclaimed it to mea. But they have
not the right to private opicien, much less
the right to determtne the faith of their church.
That is the right of Protestant, The Roman
Church has never disclained it »

I pass over the ¢lor about judgment ; it is
undeserved and might be retaliated. ‘The
L ble g then ing that
Laymen Priests, and Bishope, would declare
that the church had no such articles of faith
as he imputes, and being informed of the ex-
istence of those responses of the French and
Spanish Universities, throws himself upon
the Pope. ‘I plant myself,’ says he, ‘on the
ground that the Pontii of Rome has
never, in any suthoritive form, so disavow-
ed the right to control the members of the
Roman Catholic Church in secular affuirs.’
Very well. He plants himself on what he
calls a fact. Let us proceed up from Lay-
man to Priest, from Priest 10 Bishop, from
Bishop to Archbishop, from Archbishop to
Universities. These are against the honora-
ble gentlemen, and, accepting the invitation
or challenge of the genlleman from Massa-
chusetts, let us plant ourselves npon the Pope
himself, the Pope and his conclave of Cardi-
nals,

Mr. Chairman, the same citcumestances
which induced that great siatesman, Mr.
Pitt, 1o address the six Catholic Universities,
ledthe Roman Catholic Archbishop of Ire-
land 1o address the Pope himsell on the sub-
jeet, and the answer was as clear and expli-
cit as those of the Universiiies. Solemn de-
liberation was given in the congregation of
Cardinuls, and the response wue made in the
most formal manner, as declaring the doe-
trine of the Catholic Church on the subject
involved in the question. I copy from an
authentic report:

‘The Roman Catholic Archbishops of Ire-
land, at their mesting in Dablin, ia 1794,
addressed a letter to the Pope, wherein they
described the misrepresentations that had
been recently published of theirconsecration
oath, and the great injury to the Caiholic body
arising from them. S wew ¥y

‘After due deliberation at Rome, (te con-
gregation of Carcinals appointed to superin-
tend ihe ecclesiastical affairs of these king-
doms, returned an answer (of which the fol-
lowing i= an extract) by the authority and
command of his holiness :

Most Illusirious and most Reverend Lords
and Brothers :

" *We perceive from your late lelter, the
great uneasiness you labor under since the
publication of a pamphlet entiled The pres- |
ent state of the Church of Irgland, from which
our detractors have taken occ¥fon to renew
the old calumry against the Catholic religion
with increased acrimony; namely : that this |
religion is, by mo means, compatible wilh lhe[
safety of Kings and Republics ; because as they |
say, the Roman Pontiff being the futher and
master of all Catholics, and tnvested with such
great authorily, that he can free the subject of
other kingdoms from their fidehty and oaths of
allegiance to Kings and Princes ; he has it in
his power, they contend, to cause disturb-
ance and ivjure the public tranquility of king-
doms, with case. We wonder that you could
be uneasy ‘at these complaints, especially
after your most excellent brother and apos-
tolical fellow laborer, the Archbishop of Cas-
tel, and other strenvous defenders of the
rights of the Holy See, had evidently refuted
and explained away these slanderous re-
proaches in their celebrated writings. In
this controversy, a most accurate discrimina-
tion should be made belween the genuine
rights of the Apostolical See, and those that
are imputed o it by innovators of this age |
for the purpose of ealumniating. The See of |
Rome never taught that fuith is not to be kept |
withthe heterodot : that an oath to Kings separ- |
ated from the Cathohc communion, can be vio- i
lated : that it is lawful for the Bishop of Rome to
invade their temporal rights and dominions.
We, too consider an attempt or desiygn against
the life of Kings and Princes, even wunder the
pretext of religion, as a horrid and detestable
crime.

‘At the very commencement of the yet in-
fant Church, blessed Peter, Prince of the
Apostles, instracting the faithful, exhorted
them in these words: Be ye subject to every
human creature for God's sake, whether it be to
the Kings as excelling, or to governors as sent
by him for the punishment of evil doers, and
Jor the praise of the good: for sois the will of
God, that by doing well you may silence the ig-
norance of foolish men. The Catholic Church
being di d by these p pis, the most
renowned champions of the Christian name
replied 10 the Gentiles, when raging against
them, as enemies of the Empire, wiih furi-
ous hatred: we are constantly praying(Tar-
tulion in Apologet, chap. XXX}y that all the
[Emperors may enjoy long life, quiel government,
a loyal household, a brave army, a faithful Sen-
ate, an honest people, and general tranquility,

The Bishops ol Rome successors of Peter,

have not ceased to inculcate this doctrine,
jally 10 misei , lest any ill will

'

ic are to take dilligent care that the mission-
aries behave on all occasions with integrity
and decorum, and thus become good models
to others; and particularly that they be al-
ways ready to celevrate the sacred offices,
10 communicate proper instiuctiovsto the
people, and to comfort the sick with (heir
assistance ; thut they, by all means, avoid
public assemblies of idle men and tav-
ems.’ * * - *

The vicars themselves are particularly charg-
ed to punish, in such manners as they tan but
severely, all those who do not speak of the pub-
lic government with respect.

“England hersell car witness the daep-
rooted impreseions such admoniiions have
made on the'minds of Catholics. It is weil
known that, in the !ate war, which had ex-
tended to the great part of America, when
most flourishing provinces, inhabited by
persons seperatec from the Catholic church,
had pronounced the government of the King
of Great Britain, the Province of Canada
alone, filled, as it is, almost with innamera-
ble Catholics, although artlully tempted, and
not yet, forgetful of the French Government,
remained most faithful in its allegiance to
England. Do you, most excellent prelates,
converse frequently on these principles ; of-
ten remind your euflragrant prelates of them;
when preaching to your people, exhort
them, agein and again fo honor all men, to
love the brotherhood, to fear God, to honor the
King.”
“Those duties ol a Christian are to be
cherished in every Kingdom and State, but
particularly in your own, of Great Britain
and Ireland, where, from the benevolence
of a most. wise king, and other mos: excel-
lent rulers of those Kingdoms, towards
Catholies, no croel and grevious burden is
imposed, and Catholica themselves experi-
ence a mild aud gentle Goverument. If you
pursue this of conduct unanimously , il yop
act in the spirit of charity ; if, while you di-
rect the people to the Lord, you have noth-
ing in view but the salvation of souls, ad-
versaries will be ashamed (we repeat it) to
caluminate, and will freely acknowledge
that the Catholic faith is of heavenly descent,
and calculated not only to procure a blessed
life, but likewise} as St. Augustin observes,
in his one hundred and thirty eighth letter,
addressed to Marcellinus, 10 promote the
most lasting peace of this earthly city, inas-
much as 1t is the safest prop and shield of
Kingdom. Let those who scy (the words are
those of the holy doctor) that the doctrine of
Christ is hostile to the Republic, produce an
army of soldiers as the doctrine of Christ has re«
quired ; let them furnish such whalitants of
provinces, such husbands, such wives, such pa-
rents, such children, such masters, such servanls,
such Kings, such judges, finally, such payers
of debts and collectors of the revenue, as the doc-
trine of Christ enjons, and then they may dare
to assert that it 18 inimical to the Republic—
rather nol let them hesitate lo acknowledge that
it is, when practiced, of great advnntage to the
Republic. The same holy doctor, and all the
other fathers of the church, with one voice,
most clearly demonstrate, by invineable ar-
guments, that the whole of this salutary doc-
trine cannot exist in the Catholic society,
which is spread and preserved all over the
world, by communion with the See of Rome,
as a sacred bond of union, divinely connect-
ing both. From our very high esteem and
affection for you, we earnestly wish that the
great God may very long preserve you safe.
Farewell.

“ As your lordship's most affectionate

brother.”
‘L CarbiNar AntoNELLL, Prefect.

‘A. Arcupisiior oF ADEN, Sec.

‘Rome, June 23d, 1791,

While on the disavowal of tha P#pe, ]
may as well make an addition to assist in
the tesiimony. Toe following document
was drawn up by the Roman Catholic com-
mitiee in Duablin, and published by them on
the 17:h of March, 1792, after it had been
submitted to the archbishops and bishops of
Treland, and received iheir entire sanction —
To give it greater weight, the same instra-
ment was put into the form of an oath,

ining, as far as possible, the very words.
It was them submitted to the Pope and Car-
dinals, who solemnly declared that it was
consonant to, and expressive of, the Roman
Catholic doctrine ; and then it was taken by
the Catholic archbishope, bishops, priests,
and laity of Ireland.

¢We the Catholics of Ireland, in deference
to the opinion of many respectable bodies
and individuals among our Protestant breth-
ren, do hereby, in the face of our country, of
all Europe, and before God, make this, our
deliberate and solemn declaration.’

We adjure disavow, and condemn the
opinion, that Princes ‘excomrmunicated by
the Pope and couneil, or by any ecclesiasti-
cal authority whatsoever, may, thevefora, be
deposed or murderer by their eubjects, or
by any other persons. We hold such doc-
trine in detestation, as wicked and impious ;
and we declare that we do uot believe that
either the Pope, with or without the general
council, or any prelate or priest, or any ecclesi-
astical power whatever, can absolve the sub-
jects ot this kingdom, or any of them, from
their allegiance to his Majesty King George
I11., who is, by puthority of Parliament, the
tawful King of this realm.

injore, condemn, and detest as
vnchristian aod impions, the priaciple that
it is lawful to murder, or destroy, or anywise
injore uuy person whatsogver, (or or ondec
the pretense of being heretics ; and we des
clare solumnly before God, that we believe
no act in itself vojust, immoial, or wicked,
can never be justified or exeused by or un.
der the pretense or color that it was done
either for the good of the church, or in obe-
dience to uny ecclesiastical power whatso,
ever.

‘3 We forther declare, that we hold it
as unchristian and impious principle, that
¢ no fuith is 1o be kept with hereties.” This
dectrine we detest and reprobate, not ouly
as oontrary (o our religion, but as dgstruc-
tive of morality, or society, and even of com+
mon honasty ; and it is our firm belief, that
an oath made 1o any person nol of the Cath.
olic religion, is equally binding as if it were
made to any Catholic whatsoever.

‘4. We have been charged wiith holding,
a8 an article of our belief, that the Pope,
with or without a generul courncil, or that
certain ecclesiastical powers, oan acquit or
absolve.us before God from our oaths of al-
legiance, oz even {rom the just oaths or con-
tracts entered into between man and man.

‘Now we utieily renounce, acjure, and
deny that we hold or maintain any such
belief, as beiug contrary 1o the peace and
happiness of sociely, inconsistent with
morality, aud above all, repugnant to the trus
spirit of the Cutholic religion.!

Here, then, is another clear, explicit dieas
vowal on the part of the Pope and his Car-
dinals of the doctrine imputed to the church,
and another full and complete response to
the chiallenge of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetis,

Mr. Chairman,the Romun Catholic church
reither holds nor ioculeates a docirine of
powerin it head to interfere in the affairs
of temporal Governmenis, to disturb the
monareh, or release the subject. It never
Las taught ihat its professors were to be in«
fluenced by its docirines, 10 combine against
the Government, and Catholic citizens have
been as faithfal to e Government under
which they lived as ihose of any other de-
nomination of Christians, In this country,
Mr. Chairman, where, by (he natare of our
inetitations, wo creed is allowed to be mo-
lested, and where by constitational provis-
ion, no advantage can be allowed the pro-
fessors of a creed on account of* that profes-
sion, how usjust is it to the public, how
cruel to (ke confessors of a creed, to create
and keep alive an excitement which involves
in obleqiiy a lurge class of citizens invested
with every right that any American citizen
can claim, who are able, by their talents,
characier aitainments and patriolism, to do
honor to the citizenship which they are not
allowed (0 enjoy. 1 must not be told that
‘all the rights of citizenship are opea to
Catholics, when office is denied.” The man
who agserts that, is ignorant of the first im-
pulse of republicanism—ignorant, I venture
to say, of the strongest motives of his own
aclion.

The nght of suffrage is connecled with
the right to office, and the ireemen’s privil:
ege ol voiing for the man whom he would
elect, would not be worth the exercise, if it
did not include the right of presenting him-
self for voles for any office whose functions
are not beyond his faculties.

From a class of citizens, sir, in \his coun-

try, with any disability not imposed upon
others,and you creale a dangerous party in
the Commonwealth. Toequality of political
condition can only be maintained in a Re-
public where thero is inequality of mind
talents, and attainment. Allow (o any class
in this country the righis of education, the
attainment of wealth, the right of social
equality, of suffrage, ard it will not be long
before that class will demand the boon that
freemen seek, and denial will be unsafe.
* It is mean, it is cowardly, as well as false,
for any man, or set of men, to assert that
in combining to exclude all Catholics from
office, they do no moare than exercise the
right not to vote for individaals, which is as
c'ear as the right to vote for them.

Sir if the opposition seen and felt abroad,
and heard here, in this Hall, means any+
thing more than a miserable, beggardly ap-
peal 10 low prejudices, with a view of hold-
ing office, it means that Catholics ought to
be excluded from all offices ; and if they are
because they are Catholics, ineligible 1o
place, then, those who assert it are bound
to change the Constitution, or openly vio-
late its provisions. Will that be done!—
Will they have courage to do it? They
must do 1t to be consistent, They must for«
bear to be honest—a much more difficult
effort.

Will-that be done, and the question of the
constitational rights settled? or shall the
Cathohic Christian hear himself insulted, as
be has been more than ouce here, with the
offensive imputation which I have endeavor:
ed to refute? Shall the heart of the Ameri-
can Catholics be wounded with stale ramors
~—rumors revived for party aclion—uncred-
ited tales 1o their dishonor, or hypothetical
charges of concealed treason, which, while
it veutures upon no epecification, disturbs
the public mind, awakens slumbering prej-
udices, sharpens religious animosilies, sud
gives occasion for the] mean, (he ignorant,
and the vulgar ambitious to rise in power,
by the combination of ltheir own class with
those who, failing in other combinations,
hide their disgrace, end avenge their formet

defeat by ruch associutions as make minor-
ities ptible in th lves, and rea-
der majorities dang! 10.the Republi

+ Mr. Chaiyman, ore more word and [ will
-
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