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PREFACE.

It has seemed to me, for a long time, that it was the
duty of the people of the United States to make themselves
familiar with the history of the papacy, its relations to
the civil power, and its attempted encroachments upon the
rights of existing governments. This conviction caused me
to enter upon the investigations which have resulted in the
preparation of this volume—mainly for self-edification; and
if the conclusions I have reached are not satisfactory to oth-
ers, I shall be content if they are stimulated to make like in-
vestigations for themselves.

Having begun and prosecuted my labors from the Prot-
estant stand-point, I am aware that the partisan defenders
of the papacy and its enormous pretensions will assign ev-
ery thing I have stated, whether of fact or opinion, to the
force of habit and prejudice of education. This prejudice
is undoubtedly strong in all minds; and, strnggle against
them as we may, we are all apt to be influenced, more or
less, by the current opinions prevailing among those with
whom we habitually associate. But as I have not under-
taken to discuss mere points of religious doctrine, or to treat
of the dogmas of the Roman Catholic Church, except in so
far as they have been employed to influence the civil policy
and action of governments, I am unwilling to concede my-
self less able to discover and declare the truth in reference
to them than is a Roman Catholic to understand and de-
scribe the true character and tendencies of Protestantism.

In the claim of impartiality and fairness in all such mat-
ters, the advantage is on the side of the Protestant. Ro-
man Catholic writers are led, almost universally, by the
very nature of their church organization, into intolerance
and dogmatism. They are always ready to assume, with-
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out investigation or inquiry, that whatsoever the papacy
has done or taught from the beginning is unerringly right
and true. They do not employ their individual reason or
judgment to examine for themselves, but are content to
accept whatsoever is announced by ecclesiastical authority.
Since the recent decree of the pope’s infallibility, this au-
thority is all centred in him. He is made incapable of er-
ror in all that he has declared, or shall hereafter declare, in
the domain of faith and morals; and every member of the
Church wins equal infallibility for himself only by the ac-
ceptance and promulgation of this doctrine.

Not so with the Protestant. He appeals to reason; ex-
amines history for himself; weighs both evidence and argu-
ment; and exercises his own intelligent judgment in sepa-
rating right from wrong, truth from falsehood. While the
papacy demands implicit and passive obedience—the entire
submission of the whole man, by the sacrifice of all his sense
of personality—Protestantism encourages and develops this
seuse by treating every individual as endowed with the fac-
ulty of reason, and as possessing the right to employ it for
himself. Manifestly, he who does not do lt. is mere “clay
in the hands of the potter.”

I have endeavored to obtain the mformatlon upon which
my conclusions are based, without concerning myself about
matters of religions faith, any further than as I have found
religion and politics mixed up together; and then only to
the extent of ascertaining how far the world has been influ-
enced by the union of Church and State, and what the prob-
able effect upon mankind would be if that union should
again become general and nniversal. My toleration toward
even the most violent and vindictive assailants of Protest-
antism is such as forbids that I should challenge the integ-
rity of their motives, or the sincerity of their convictions.
I will not gunarrel with them about their religious opinions.
These are to be judged of by an Authority far higher than
any earthly tribunal—at the final bar, where we shall all
meet—and by a Judge to whose sentence, whether of ap-
proval or condemnation, every one of us must submit. It
is far more agreeable to me to concede, as I readily and
cheerfully do, that there is much in the antiquity and his-
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tory of the Roman Catholic Church to enlist our admiration
—much that has benefited the world by the dissemination
of good and benignant influences. But if I have found in
Protestantism, as it exists in the United States under the
shelter of our popular institutions, that which has dissemi-
nated these same influences in a far greater degree; that
which has done more to improve, advance, and elevate the
world ; and that which, on these accounts, is to be preferred,
it will be found to be because papal imperialism, origina-
ting in worldly motives and founded upon temporal ambi-
tion, has led this grand old church, by means of an external
ecclesiastical organization, far away from its original apos.
tolic simplicity and purity.

Such are my habits of thonght—possibly from professional
training—that I have taken but little for granted ; but, in
order to exercise au intelligent judgment as far as possible,
have examined and weighed all the evidence within my
reaclt, as I would that bearing npon any controverted point
about which I can have no personal information. It is no
easy matter to separate the true from the false in history,
either secular or ecclesiastical. It requires the most careful
and searching examination of authorities, often in conflict
with each other, and sometimes with themselves, It is not
safe to accept all that is recorded as true, or to reject it
as false. Nor should that degree of moral evidence which
amounts to positive demonstration be required. We should
be satisfied with such proof as establishes the reasonable
probability of any given statement of facts, The degree of
evidence necessary to establish a fact, is, in a great measure,
influenced by the nature of the fact itself—always involving
the preliminary inquiry whether it is appropriate or inap-
propriate to it. Evidence is of but little value unless it
satisfies the mind and conscience. A reasonable man will
require nothing more, and should be satisfied with nothing
less. The difficulties in relation to the rules of evidence are
greater or less, according to the nature of our experience
and observation of human affairs, and our comprehension of
the motives of men and societies. Our common sense is the
best and safest guide, because it is not likely to lead us into
those obscure and difficult paths where men are so often
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and so unprofitably carried by mere scholastic learning, and
from which they can not extricate themselves without the
assistance of those who designedly conduct them there.

There are many things entitled to be recognized without
proof. Every thing which partakes of the nature of a pub-
lic act; general laws and customs; matters which concern
a whole people, or the government of a country; and such
things as would naturally happen in the ordinary course of
events—are all of this character. To reject these would be
to remove all the foundations and landmarks of history.

It should not be forgotten that, in the investigation of
events far removed from our own time, we are compelled to
acquire information of them only through the perception of
others, and not our own. In reference to such events, cred-
ulous minds are too apt to give implicit credit to whatso-
ever is recorded ; incredulous minds, too apt to reject it. To
avoid these extremes, we should keep our minds in an even-
ly balanced condition—without inclining either to the side
of belief or disbelief—so that when all the evidence access-
ible to us shall be applied, we may allow the scale to pre-
ponderate on that side where the most reasonable proba-
bility lies; that is, where the result is consistent with the
knowledge of facts alréady known to us.

These are recognized and well-established rules of evi-
dence. They govern us in our ordinary intercourse with
the world. And as they have guided me throughout my
investigations, I have deemed it proper to state them, that
others may understand the process of my reasoning, and be
able to test the accuracy of my conclusions. These investi-
gations having been prosecuted when all the circumstances
connected with the present demands of the papacy are cal-
culated to impress my mind with their magnitude and im-
portance, I have endeavored to divest myself of all undue
and improper prejudice, and to conduct them in the spirit
of toleration and with all reasonable impartiality. I hope I
have succeeded in this, becanse I have no wish to convey to
the minds of others any belief or impressions except such
as may meet the approval of their own reason and judg-
ment, That I may have erred in admitting or rejecting evi-
dence, in giving too great or too little weight to it when
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received, or may bave reached improper and unwarrant-
able conclusions, is altogether probable ; for, unlike the sup-
porters of the papacy, I lay no claim to infallibility, or even
to exemption from ordinary frailty. This is all I claim:
that I have endeavored to be candid, and to state the con-
victions of my mind as inoffensively as possible; being con-
tent that others shall decide for themselves how far they
are right and how far wrong.

During the celebrated controversy between Dr. Brecken-
ridge and Archbishop Hughes, some years ago, the former
had occasion to make & quotation from the catechism of the
Council of Trent; and not having the original before him,
took it from the works of Archbishop Usher, one of the
most learned and extensively known of the English divines.
Making no immediate question about the correctness of the
quotation, Archbishop Hughes thus, in a seemingly superecili-
ous air, evaded the matter: “ Who this Usher is,” said he,
“] am at a loss to conjecture. There is an author of that
name; but he does not possess much authority with Catho-
lics, for the reason that he happens to be a Protestant arch-
bishop.”* Illiberality of this kind is calculated rather to
mislead and deceive than to discover the truth; and I have
not suffered myself to be betrayed into it. I should be
slow to conclude that a Roman Catholic writer is to be dis-
credited merely on account of his religious belief, or that
what a Protestant says is to be accepted as unconditionally
true merely because he is a Protestant.

At the risk of swelling this volume to an undesirable size,
I bave made extended quotations from different authors,
and from the bulls, encyclicals, etc., of the popes. This is
deemed preferable to briefer extracts and condensed state-
ments, because it furnishes the means of testing the fairness
and accuracy both of criticisms and arguments. When I
have found an aunthor manifestly a mere partisan on either
side, I have endeavored not to be biased by his influence.
Cormenin, although not a Protestant, seems to me to be too
sweeping in his denunciations of many of the popes, and,

* ¢ Hughes and Breckenridge Controversy :" Preliminary correspondence,
Pp. Xiv., xv., xvi,
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therefore, has excited in my mind such suspicion of his im.
partiality that I have adopted his personal opinions in but
few instances. Some of his pictures of the general corrup-
tion and depravity prevailing at Rome must be too highly
colored. I know of no reason, however, why he should be
any more discredited than other historians upon general
questions of fact.

As my inquiries have been prosecuted in the midst of act-
ive business occupations, with the assistance of only a very
limited and self-acquired knowledge of classical learning,
and with no access to a single authority or volume beyond
my own private library, this book is not designed for the in-
struction of the educated classes, who have the means of
making like inquiries for themselves. It is intended for the
people, who, in the main, are without these means, and who
are the final arbiters upon all public questions. If their at-
tention shall be arrested by it, and they shall be excited
to additional diligence in guarding the civil and religious
rights guaranteed to them by the Government of the United
States, it will concern me very little to know that it has in-
vited criticism, or that I, on account of it, have incarred the
animosity and anathemas of such as pay for the protection
our institutions give them by Jesuitical plottings to estab-
lish a “ Holy Empire” upon their ruins,

R.W.T.
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THE PAPACY AND THE CIVIL POWER.

CHAPTER L. -
INTRODUCTORY,

Roman Catholics in the United States.—Their Schools under Foreign Priests
aud Jesuits.—They Accept the Pope’s Infallibility.—The Hierarchy and
Laymen.—The Government of the United States.—It is Opposed as Usur-
pation, because not Founded on Religion.—The Roman Catholic Church
maust Rule in both Spirituals and Temporals.—The People Need a Master.
—Their Whole Daty is Obedience.—Infallibility : the Old and New Doc-
trine.—The Encyclical and Syllabus of Pius IX.

M~y persons now living will remember when there were
very few Roman Catholics in the United States, compared
with the bulk of the population; and none at all-in some of
the oldest and most densely populated parts of the country.
With the exception of the descendants of the Maryland col-
onists, and of those who had settled in Louisiana before its
purchage, they were to be found only upon the frontier, in
the large cities, and with here and there a church in the in-
terior. . They were not sufficiently numerous to have at-
tracted any especial attention, and were generally and gen-
erously accepted by Protestants as co-workers in the cause
of Christianity. They were not disposed to invite any an-
tagonism with the prevailing Protestant faith,and when such
antagonism was known to exist, were prompt and emphatic
in rebuking it. Their priests appeared to be humble and
unpretending men, professing only the sisgle object of serv-
ing their Divine Master, and seemingly ready, when stricken
upon one cheek, to turn the other. Humility was one of their
most prominent characteristics.

It is otherwise now. There are seven archbishaps, fifty-
three bishops, six vicars apostolic, priests whose numbers it
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is impossible to compute, and a membership variously esti-
mated by the official organs of the Church at from six to
eight millions — about one-sixth of our whole population.
It is asserted that there are over four hundred educational
institutions in the different States and Territories, besides
many private schools, under the immediate and exclusive
government of the papal hierarchy. In these schools, with-
out any exception, it is made absolutely and indispensably
necessary that the dogmas of the Roman Catholic Church
shall be taught to all the pupils, as the beginning and end
of all necessary education; that it shall be fixed in their

minds, a8 a sentiment of religious faith, that, since the de- -

cree of papal infallibility, they owe, within the domain of
faith and morals, a higher allegiance to the Pope of Rome
than to the Government of the United States, or that of any
State; and that any violation of this allegiance will bring
upon them the severest censures of the Church, and inevita-
bly lead to their eternal punishment in the world to come.
There were recently eleven hundred and thirteen teachers in
charge of these institutions. They have been selected for
this particular duty, on account of their submissive obedi-
ence to the pope and his American hierarchs. And besides
these, it is said that there are two thousand three hundred
and eighty-three sisters of various orders, who have in their
hands the training and education of the aggregate number
of thirty-three thousand eight hundred and fifty-three fe-
male pupils. (*)

In a late work the following reference is made to the rapid
growth of Romanism in the United States:

(M) * Catholic Family Almanae,” 1872, p. 79.

“For the year 1875 the following estimate is made in Sadlier’s ¢ Catholic
Directory.” Archbishops and bishops the same as in 1872; priests, 4878 ;
churches, chapels, and stations, 6920, of which 4800 are churches; theolog-
ical seminaries, 18; studying for the priesthood, 1875; colleges, 68; acad-
emies, 511; parish schools, 1444 ; asylums, homes, and refuges, 216; hos-
pitals, 87; and the Roman Catholic population, exclusive of Baltimors,
Charleston, Erie, and Brooklyn —for which no estimates are given —is
placed at 5,761,242, By this same statement it appears that in 1814 there
were only 85 priests in the United States; in 1884 the number had increased
to 808; and in 1887 there were 1 archbishop, 14 bishops, 890 priests, 800
churches, and 148 stations.”—New York Tablet, January 2d, 1875,
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“Bat it is in our own counntry, above every other, that the
- recent gaius of Romanism upon Protestantism are the most
remarkable. At the close of the two centuries and a half
that elapsed from the first settlement of Virginia to the
year 1859, the number of Catholics in the United States had
run up to two millions and a half only ; but at the end of
the nine years that succeeded (namely, in 1868) that num-
ber had doubled. Twelve years ago they were but a twelfth
part of our population; to-day they oonstitute, probably,
more than a seventh.”

In the same work a compilation is made from a source
considered entirely reliable, as follows:

¢ Number of Protestants in the United States in 1859............... 21,000,000
Number of Catholics in the United States in 1859.......ccceereuees 2,500,000
Number of Protestants in the United States in 1868............... 27,000,000

- Number of Catholics in the United States in 1868.......cccoc00eeees 5,000,000

—Showing that the Oatholics had increased, in the nine
years from 1859 to 1868, one hundred per cent., while the
Protestants had increased in the same time less than twenty-
nine per cent.” :

Then, commenting upon these important and startling
facte, the author continues:

“Those who will verify the calculation of fature increase,
supposing it to continue at the same relative ratio for four
terms of nine years each, commencing with the year 1868,
will find that in 1904, that is, in thirty-three years from to-
day, there would be eighty millions of Catholics to less than
seventy-five millions of Protestants in the American Un-
ion.”(%) .

While it is not by any means certain that the relative
ratio of increase here assumed will be borne out .by fature
developments, and exceedingly probable that it Y}ll not be,
yet the facts stated show so great and rapid an increase of
the Roman Catholic part of our population as to g'ender it
an important and necessary inquiry, whether or not there is
any thing in the demands and teachings of the papacy which
requires that so large a body of the citizens of this country

- () “Debatable Land between this World and the Next,” by Robert Dale
Owen, pp. 82, 88, and note. . ..
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shall put themselves, either now or hereafter, in opposition
to the principles we are endeavoring, as a nation, to perpet-
uate by our civil institutions. No matter if there are thou-
sands of them who would refuse to do so, if required even
by the pope: this does not diminish the importance and ne-
cessity of the inquiry. Institutions of the popular form re-
quire, more than those of other forms, to be gunarded by
ceaseless and untiring vigilance.

There is no way of ascertaining with precision what pro-
portion of the Roman Catholic educational institutions in
this country are under Jesuit direction and management.
That the number is large may be inferred from a boast
made, not long ago, by the editor of a newspaper zealously
devoted to the interests of that order. With extraordinary
vehemence, and with some talent for the dogmatic and de-
clamatory style of writing, he has industriously employed
his columns to advance the cause of the papacy in the
United States; to bring about the destruction and over
throw of Protestantism; and to elevate the pope to an
equality with God, in the government of all human affairs!
‘With an ‘air of self-satisfied pride and arrogance, he an-
nounced that these followers of Loyola, who have, in the
course of their history, been driven out of every Roman
Catholic country on account of the enormity of their offenses
against society, have now twelve colleges under their charge;
-and that “it is clear that the Catholio intellectuality of the
land depends almost entirely on these institutions. Had
they never been opened. here, there had been a dense state
of darkness over us all; were they closed to-morrow, an
eclipse would set in' which it would be impossible to dissi-
pate; and if decay should attack them, the brightness of the
Catholic name in the United States wounld be soon a dis-
solved glory.”(?)

In a subsequent number of this same paper, it is stated
that “there are about three hundred Jesuit priests in the
United States ”—that, in addition to the above colleges,
there is “ one immense scholasticate, or house of studies, for

(*) Sdint Peter: a Catholic Paper of the First Class, New York, August
5th, 1871, .
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all North America,” located in Maryland, with “ about one
hundred and fifty young Jesuits within its walls;” and where
“at length the Jesuits of this couniry Aave commenced to edu-
cate their scholastics according to the time-honored rules of
the society. Hitherto,” it is said, “the demand for profes-
sors and priests has been so urgent that this could not have
been easily done; but the long-wished-for beginning is now
at last made, and nothing will be suffered to interfere with
the scholastic in going to his studies at the proper time, and
in completing them in all their extent, variety, and rigor.....
The result in a few years will be seen all over the land.”(¥)

We may reasonably expect that the numbers of this cele-
brated society in the United States will now pe rapidly in-
creased by emigration. Their suppression by the Prussian
Government, their like fate in Italy, their difficulties in
Bavaria and Switzerland growing out of their resistance to
the public authorities, their expulsion from Guatemals,
and their probable expulsion from all the countries where
they have been longest and best known, and where the ob-
noxious principles of their order, and its insidious workings,
are understood, will probably cause them to seek refuge in
this conntry; where, under the license of our Protestant and
tolerant institutions, they may hope to give new life to their
organization and perpetuate its existence. The field is an
inviting one—rich in every thing that attracts—and we
must not suppose that they will be slow to occupy it; for
even the Jesuit, when driven away from the Roman Catho-
lic nations and covered by them with obloquy and reproach,
can find shelter under our Constitution and laws. The only
price he is expected to pay is fidelity to the fundamental
principles upon which our Government has been founded.
‘With less than this we have no right to be content; and
must not be.

There are very few thoughtful minds that have not been
impressed by the fact that these educational influences are,
with only occasional and rare exceptions, under the imme-
diate direction of jforeigners—of men educated and trained

(* Saint Peter: a Catholic Paper of the First Class, New York, Augnsc
26th, 1871.
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by the papaocy for the express purpose. Why isthis? Why
is it that only those who are thus prepared for the work—
with all the peocnliar opinions, prejudices, and habits of
thought which grow ont of and belong to the papal system,
as understood at the Vatican in Rome—are specially and
almost exclusively chosen to teach Roman Catholicism in
the United States? Unquestionably, there is some reason
- for it. And it would seem to be the only satisfactory ex-
planation of such a fact, that,in the opinion of the ecclesi-
astical authorities of Rome, there is 80 direct an antagonism
between the papacy and a popular form of government like
ours, that they do not suppose it possible for both systems
to exist pérmanently together; and, therefore, have selected
these foreigners as the most suitable and. competent agents
to carry on the work of substituting other institutions for
ours—institutions more congenial to them, and more in har-
mony with the papal views of government.

This precautionary measure of ecclesiastical policy, care-
fully designed for the achievement .of future results, has
borne some fruits already. We see this in the fact that the
members of the Roman Catholic Church in the United States
appear to-day to be more formidably and compactly united
in supporting and defending all the pretensions of the papa-
cy than are the Roman Catholic populations of any of the
nations of Europe. Among the most intelligent of the lat-
ter-—those who have become familiar, from long observation
.and direct intercourse, with the papal system—the founda-
tions of that system have been destroyed, papal concordats
have been indignantly and contemptuougly revoked, papal
bulls of anathema and excommanication ‘have been defied,
and the ecclesiastical right to proclaim and enforce the de-
cree of papal infallibility has been courageously and success-
fully resisted. And yet, in this country, we are furnished
almost daily with renewed evidences of the enormous in-
crease of hierarchical power, and of & blind and humiliating
submission to the medimval doctrines of the Encyclical and
Syllabus of Pope Pius IX.; and the extreme demands of the
Jesunit and Ultramontane royalists of Europe. Many thou-
sands of the Roman Catholics of Europe, although living
under monarchical institutions, have the intrepidity to diea-
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vow the tame utterance of Augustine: * When Rome has
spoken, that 18 the end of the matter ;” and to assert their
right to break loose from papal oppression and cling to the
old Church of “the Fathers.” But the bulk of those in the
United States, while shielded and protected by free institu-
tions, seem so trained in this passive and slavish school of
Augustine, that they do not yet realize how surely and in-
evitably its tendency is to make them the mere tools of an
imperious and exacting hierarchy, whose professions of mod-
eration are both delusive and insincere. They seem either
incompetent or unwilling to understand how completely
their.manhood is forfeited by a compliance with the require-
ments of this ecclesiastical system ; while, in other respects,
they exhibit commendable intelligence and some of the best
qualities of citizenship. The decree of papal infallibility was
a severe blow at the cause of personal as well as political
freedom ; and by now consenting to make it the chief cor-
ner-stone of their ecclesiastical polity, they avow their readi-
ness beforehand to acquiesce in whatsoever shall be demand-
ed of them, no matter how enormous it may be and to what
degree of humiliation it may reduce them. There is no king
now upon any throne who sets forth his pretensions in more
imperious tones than Pope Pius IX. ; yet they crouch at his
feet as submissively as the slave at the feet of his task-mas-
ter. When he insists—as other popes have done before him
—that God has given him “ full power over the whole world,
both in ecclesiastical and civil affairs,” and that to maintain
the contrary is impious and heretical, they give their open
assent, or tame acquiescence to this odious doctrine, though
it may do violence to their most cherished and preconceived
opinions. It is wonderful that such men do not profit more
by that experience which comes from intercourse with the
world; that they do not realize that multitudes of their
brethren, who once supported the cause of the papacy, have
abandoned it, on account of the very things to which they
submit; and that the governments hitherto most obedient
to the pope have passed out of his hands and from under his
control. How is it possible for them to shut their eyes so
completely as they seem to do to the movements of the mod-
ern nations? Spain, formerly the most devoted of all of
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them to papal supremacy, has, within a few years, made her
queen a fugitive, because she was the mere creature of an
insolent priesthood ; has weakened the power of that same
priesthood, because it had been trained in the school of the
infamous and despised Inquisition; and has advanced so far
toward a higher national development as to excite the hope
in all liberal minds that she may be ultimately able to throw
off entirely the leaden weight of ultramontanism. France
withdrew her military support from the papal throne, in or-
der to humiliate a rival Protestant power, and she and the
papacy both went down into a common wreck; and if she
rises again under the papal flag, it will be only to dig still
deeper the grave into which all her aspirations of national
glory will be buried. Austria has set aside her concordat
with the pope, and proclaimed entire freedom of religious be-
lief; and has made herself the ally of the bitterest enemies
of Pius IX. Bavaria has refused to permit the dogma of in-
fallibility to be proclaimed in her dominions, because it is
opposed to the fundamental articles of her constitution,
“and would place in jeopardy the rights of the non-Catholics
of the country.” The open collision between Teutonic and
Latin ideas has consolidated the Germanic states by the
triumph of the former; and left no hope for the papacy
throughout all Germany, unless reaction could be won by
the impossible ascendency of the odious principles of Jesu-
itism. Even Italy, at the very door of the Vatican, has
snatched the sceptre of temporal dominion from the hauds
of the pope, invited Protestant churches and schools to be
opened in Rome, confiscated the property of the rich monas-
tic orders, and appropriated the Quirinal and other papal
palaces to the uses of the state. There is not left in all the
. earth a single government with either the inclination or the
‘power to defend the papacy, nor a single square mile of ter-
ritory over which its temporal sceptre can be wielded. And
while all these things are consummated facts in history, and
others of kindred import are rapidly transpiring ; while these
Roman Catholic populations of Europe are beginning to
breathe more like free men, and are preparing for higher de-
grees of progress than they have yet attained—the followers
of the papacy in the United States, with creditable excep.
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tions, are concentrating their exertions with wonderful una-
nimity, in order to reforge the discarded fetters of papal
tyranny, and to manacle with them the limbs of the freest
and happiest population upon earth! Do not these events
teach a philosophy which it becomes the American people
to understand? Manifestly, they will fail in duty to them-
selves, their country, aud the age, if they do not endeavor to
understand it.

‘We should not fail to keep in mind the distinction, which
undoubtedly exists, between the hierarchy and the laity.
Among the latter there are, beyond all question, a large
number of pious and sincere Christians, who follow the
teachings of their Church with honest and pure intentions,
and who are equally houest and sincere in their support of
our republican and popular institutions, because they think
they see nothing in either incompatible with the other.
During the late rebellion many of these went into the na-
tional armies, willingly and promptly, and were as brave
and zealous as any others in defending the nation’s life and
the integrity of the. Union. But it can not be honestly de-
nied that the direct tendency, during that same crisis, of all
that came from Rome was to give “aid and comfort” to
those who were endeavoring to overthrow the Government.
And it is equally true that the open avowals of the pope, in
so far as they were designed to have political significance,
had also the same effect. In no other way can the fact be
accounted for, that so large a number of Roman Catholic
priests in’ this country sympathized with all the measures
which were designed to break up the Union and destroy. our
institutions. All their ecclesiastical training is so conducted
as to prepare them for opposition to a popular form of gov-
ernment, and for giving preference .to monarchical princi-
ples. They exhibit abundant proof of this at all times when
collisions occur between the people and their monarchs who
profess to govern by “divine right,” always opposing the
former and taking sides with the latter. They could not
pay obedience to the desires and commands of the pope in
any other way. Nor would he consider their obedience to
him complete, such as their ecclesiastical obligations impose
upon them, unless they were always and everywhere ready
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to go to this extent. He measures their fidelity to him by
the readiness with which they adopt and promulgate these
sentiments. Pius IX., since he threw himself into the arms
of the Jesuits, has so frequently avowed his hatred of a gov-
ernment of the people, and his fondness for monarchy, as to
leave no doubt upon any properly informed mind about the
condition in which he would place the nations, if he pos-
sessed the power to regulate their affairs and construct their
forms of government. He would “pluck up” and destroy
every constitution or law which gives the people the right
to frame their own institutions so as to reflect their own
will, and would require the whole world to recognize and
adopt the doctrine of the “divine right of kings” to govern
all the nations in obedience to the pontifical mandates. He
demands of his hierarchy and all the officers of the Roman
Catholic Church, in every country and under all circum-
stances and conditions, not merely that they shall maintain
these sentiments themselves, but shall carefully instruct all
the faithful to do the same; conceding to them only such a
degree of discretion as allows them to regulate their utter-
ances by expediency. From both these classes—both priests
and laymen—the pope exacts implicit obedience, without in-
guiry or any appeal to their own reason. If it shall be
yielded by the Roman Catholic population of the United
States, and if it is really the design that the papal exactions
shall be carried to the extent of interfering with their obli-
gations as citizens, there is no difficulty in seeing that they
may be ultimately led into an attitude of antagonism to our
form of government. At this point lies the danger most
seriously to be apprehended by the people of the United
States—a danger which underlies many, if not all, of the
questions by which the nation is periodically excited.
While we may not now be able to anticipate the precise
time or form of its appearing, we should not be unprepared
to meet it, if, by any possibility, it shall be hereafter precip-
itated upon us.

By our form of government all the laws have their
source, both theoretically and practically, in .the will of the
people; and are, therefore, of human origin. The Constitu-
tion of the United States was ordained and established by
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the people, “ in order to form a more perfect union, establish
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless-
ings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity.”(*) Consider-
ed collectively, these objects include every thing necessary
to the happiness, prosperity, and elevation of a nation; and,
with the supreme and sovereign authority of the American
people to preserve them for nearly a century, they have,
thus far, proved to be much more conducive to these ends
than any of the forms of government where kings, or popes,
or potentates of any name or rank, have been regarded as
the only “fountains of justice.” This belief can not be de-
lusjon, in view of the present condition of the world and of.
the practical results before us. If it is, it is & delusion which
the people of the United States have cherished, and will, it.
is hoped, continue to cherish, with all the fervor of the in-
tensest patriotism. It would be unjust to say that among
the number of those who do cherish it there are not many
Roman Catholic laymen, and now and then a priest, who
have found shelter under our institutions from European
misgovernment and monarchical oppression. There are, un-
doubtedly, many of this class who do not believe, when told,
that the papacy is now endeavoring, by the most active and
persistent efforts, to substitute an ecclesiastical government
for this government of the people—a grand “ Holy Empire ”
for this free and popular republic which it has cost so much
blood and treasure to establish and maintain. Restrained
by the sincerity of their own intentions from suspecting oth-
ers, they never stop a moment to inquire to what probable
or possible point they may be led by the uninquiring obedi-
ence to their hierarchy which is demanded of them. And
the hierarchy, taking advantage of their silence, and con-
struing it into aoquiescence, let no opportunity escape to
build up an ecclesiastical power, comprehensive enough to
absorb all those powers of the Government and the people
which the pope shall consider to be in opposition to the law
of God !

These, foreign-born ecolesiastics have moved forward in

(*) Preamble to the Constitution of the United States.
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their work with great caution and circumspection. When-
ever they have been enabled to employ the pen of a native
citizen, they have done so, in order that, while secure in
their own reticence for the time being, they could observe
the. effect produced. As early as 1849, Dr. O. A. Brownson
—who had abandoned Protestantism under the pretense that
it. was necessary to human happiness that the whole world
should be subjected to ecclesiastical government—did not
hesitate to utter, in behalf of the papacy, such doctrines as
would, if established in this country, upheave the govern-
ment of the United States, and that of every State in the
Union, from their foundations. In an article on “Authority
and Liberty,” he pointed out the absolute and plenary au-
thority of God over all things.spiritnal and temporal; and
denied that any body or community of men, as men, “ has
any rightful authority either in spirituals or temporals.”
As a consequence, he insisted that “all merely human au-
thorities are usurpations, and their acts are without obliga-
tion, null and void.from the beginning:” in other and more
practical words, that the authority of the.people of the
United States over the Government is usurpation, and that
all the constitutions and laws they have ordained and enact-
ed by this authority “are without obligation, null and void
from the beginning!” All-“right to command,” whether
of parent, pastor, prince, individuals, or communities, he cen-
tres in the pope, as “the vicar of God ” on earth, and in him
dlone. He insists that, through the pope and by virtue of
his authority, “ religion must found the state ;” and that the
only “absolute and unlimited freedom” consists in “abso-
lute and unconditional subjection to God;” that is, to his
vicar the pope, who alone is anthorized to declare his will.
Every thing contrary to this—notwithstanding the Consti-
tution of the United States and that of every State in the
Union are contrary to it—he pronounces to be “nonsense or
blasphemy.”(%)

This autbor is 8o much dissatisfied with the structure of
the government under which he was born, and by which he
is allowed the liberty of speech and of the press, even to

(® ‘“Brownson's Essays,” pp. 278, 279,
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the extent of assailing its most cherished provisions, as to
insist that the papacy alone possesses the only Divine au-
thority, ever conferred upon an earthly tribunal, to make
laws for the government of mankind; and that in submit-
ting to it we submit to God, “ and are freed from all human
authority;™ because whatsoever it teaches and commands,
in reference to all spiritual and temporal things, must be
and is infallibly true. Therefore, “in the femporal order,”
according to him, the authority of the papacy “is nothing
but the assertion over ths state of the Divine sovereignty,”
which it represents. And, hence, all the authority derived
from the people which does not bring the state into this
condition of obedience and subserviency to the papacy “is
despotic, becaunse it is authority without right, will unreg-
ulated by reason, power disjoined from justice.” And, for-
ther pursuing the same idea in opposition to the fandament-
al principle of all popular and representative government,
he continues thus:

“....Withdraw the supremacy of the Church from the
temporal order, and you deprive the state of that sanction;
by asserting that it does not hold from God, and is not
amenable to his law, you give the state simply a human
basis,and have in it only a Auman awthority, which has no
right to govern, and which it is sntolerable tyranny to compel
me to obey.”

He then pursues another method of reasoning which,
under color of a single concession, brings him to the same
conclusions ; the main object, that is, the absolute and uni-
versal power of the papacy, never being lost sight of
Agreeing that the state has some authority within the lim-
its of the law of nature, he concedes to it the right to act
“without ecclesiastical restraint or interference,” when and
only so long as it confines itself within the scope of that
law. But he puts such limitations upon even this restrict-
ed right as to render it of no avail for any of the purposes of
an independent government, by insisting that as the papacy
holds its anthority directly from God, and exercises it under
his revealed law, which includes the law of nature, it is,
therefore, the only competent judge of infractions apon both.
the revealed and the natural law. Speaking of the Church
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—and since the decree of papal infallibility he, of course,
means the pope, who represents and absorbs all the author-
ity of the Church—he says:

% She is, under God, the supreme judge of both lawe, which
for her are but one law ; and hence she takes cognizance,
in Aer tribunals, of the breaches of the natural law as well
a8 of the revealed, and has the right to take cognizance by
nations a8 well as of its breaches by individuals, by the
prince as well as the subject, for ¢¢ €5 the supreme law for
both. The state is, therefore, only an inferior court, bound
to recesve the law from the Supreme Court, and liable to have
its decrees reversed on appeal.”(")

These sentiments were not uttered from mere impulse, or
in the heat of animated discussion; they were carefully
formed and elaborated in the closet, and sent forth, with fall
deliberation and hierarchical sanction, to prepare the minds
of the Roman Catholic part of our population for events
which have since transpired, and which were then, doubt-
less, anticipated. They had, undoubtedly, the full approv-
al of the highest authorities of the Church in the United
States ; for so wonderfully perfect is the plan of papal organ-
ization, that their author would not have acquired the dis-
tinguished position he has since reached in the Church, if he
had ventured to commit the papacy wrongfully upon ques-
tions of so much delicacy and importance. Dr. Brownson
had prepared himself for the adoption of these views by
previous study of the papal system, and was, therefore, as a
native citizen, the most fit person to give them public utter-
ance; it being very naturally supposed,no doubt, that the
people of this country would silently sabmit to harsh criti-
cism upon the principles of their government when made by
a native, when the same criticism made by a foreigner would
arouse their just indignation. An intelligent and educated
mind like his could not fail to see that the principles he
enunciated were diametrically opposed to the whole theory
of American government, and that the logical consequence
of their supremacy in the United States would be the end
of popular government, by the substitution for it of one in

() ““Brownson's Eesays,” pp. 282-284,
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the ecclesiastical form. He had, but a few years ago, an-
nounced that “ the Roman Catholic religion assames, as its
point of departure, that it is instituted, not to be taken care
of by the people, but to take care of the people; not to be
governed by them, but to govern them ;” and from this
stand -point of deadly hostility to the institutions under
which he was born, and which allowed him the liberty he
was so unpatriotically abusing, it was but a single step to
such bold and audacious avowals as the following :

“The people need governing, and must be governed.....
They must have A MASTER.,. .. The religion which is to an-
swer our purpose must be above the people, and able to com-
MAND THEM..... The first lesson to the child is, obey,; the
first and last lesson to the people, individually and collective-
ly, s, 0BEY ; and there is no obedience where there is no au-
thorit.y to enjoin it..... The Roman Catholic religion, then,
is | necessary to sustain popular liberty, because popular lib-
erty can be sustained only by a religion free from popular con-
trol, above the people, speaking from above and able to com-
mand them ; and such a religion is the Roman Catholic.....
In this sense, we wish THIS COUNTRY TO COME UNDER THE
Pore oF RoME, As the visible head of the Church, the spir-
itual authority which Almighty God has instituted to teach
and govern the nations, we assert his supremacy, and tell our
countrymen that we would have them submit to him. They
may flare up at this as much as they please, and write as
many alarming and abusive editorials as they choose, or can
find time and space to do—they will not move us, or relieve
themselves from the obligation Almighty God has placed
them under of obeying the authority of the Catholic Church,
pope and all, 7)(.)

‘When Pope Gregory XVL., some years ago, uttered the

saying, “Out of the Roman St.ates, there is no country where
I am pope, except the United States,” he undoubtedly cher-
ished the ides which filled the mind of Dr. Brownson when
he penned these extraordinary sentiments; that is, that pop-
ular liberty, in its true sense, can only exist where the peo-
ple are reduced to a condition of political vassalage, and

() *‘Brownson’s Essays,” pp. 880-388,
3
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where there is a power superior to them, with authority
sufficient to command and govern them! With both of
them, as well as with many Roman Oatholic writers who
have similarly expressed themselves, such sentiments grew
out of the existing condition of the nations, and the decay-
ing fortunes of the papacy. In all the countries professedly
Roman Catholic, the Church was restricted and hampered
in what were asserted to be its rights, on account of its close
alliance with despotism; while in this country, owing to the
liberality of our institutions, it is “ legally free,” and is left,
without the interference of the law, to the uninterrupted
pursuit of its ecclesiastical policy.(*) Manifestly, it is be-
cause the nations of Europe, hitherto Roman Catholic, have
taken away from * the vicar of God ” the power to subordi-
nate the laws of the State to the canon laws of the Church,
which have been constructed with sole reference to papal
supremacy, that the hope of rebuilding this power in the
United States has been excited. Paralyzed by the defensive
policy of the nations where the oppressive character of the
papal system has been long observed and understood, and
where its opposition to the rights of the people has been
most keenly felt, all these representatives of the papacy cal-
tivate the idea in their own minds, and are endeavoring to
instill it into the minds of their followers, that they may
avail themselves of the tolerance of our institutions to re-
construct their repudiated system of ecclesiastical absolutism
in this country. The present pope, Pius IX,, pressed much
nearer to the wall than was Gregory XVL, and, doubtless,
flattered at the thought that the bold utterances of Dr.
Brownson and others have yet received no popular rebuke,
has allowed the same hope to obtain possession of his mind.
‘When, at his command, the defenders of the papacy speak
of the Church as being “legally free” in the United States,
he and they understand it to mean that it is free, under our
form of government, to concentrate and vitalize all its efforts
and the best faculties of its priesthood, to consummate all
the ends and objects they aim at. They do not mean that
the people here are to be converted to the Roman Catholic

(® ¢ Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Dr. Weninger, a Jesuit, p. 262.
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faith by free discussion and appeals to reason —these are
methods of procedure forbidden to them. Bat they do
mean just what Dr. Brownson has averred; that the pope,
without any human authority to challenge or arraign him,
shall be at liberty to build up a hierarchy, irresponsible to
the laws enacted by the people, with anthority and powers
above those of the National and State governments, and suf-
ficient to compe! passive obedience to all papal decrees and to
the canon laws of the Roman Catholic Church, in such form
as he, with the crown of the Cwmsars upon his brow, shall
promulgate them from his papal and imperial city of Rome!

These matters are of sufficient import to arrest public at-
tention; and it is time that the people of the United States
understood the manner in which a foreign-born priesthood,
educated for the purpose, are employing the freedom grant-
ed them by our institutions — what they mean when they
write and talk about the freedom of their church—and what
the end may be if they shall quietly and unresistingly sub-
mit to have replanted here the papal imperialism which has
been expelled from every enlightened nation in Europe.
When a Protestant talks of freedom, he means the self-gov-
ernment of the people in all their civil affairs; when the
papal hierarchy talk of it, they mean the freedom of the pa-
pacy to govern the world, through the pope and themselves,
a8 his agents and auxiliaries. And when, in this country,
we speak of the “liberty of conscience,” we mean that every
man shall be permitted to worship God as his'‘own personal
convictions of duty shall dictate. But the papal hierarchy
have no such meaning, and intend nothing of this sort.
‘With them “liberty of conscience” consists merely of “the
right to embrace, profess, and practice the Catholic religion,”
in a Protestant country ; not the right to embrace, profess,
and practice the Protestant religion in a Roman Catholic
country! And why do they not concede this latter right,
while demanding the former with such steady persistence ?
The answer with them is always at hand, when it is expe-
dient to make it: because “infidelity” is “ the last logical
consequence of Protestantism;’(*’) and, therefore, Protest-

(™) *“ Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Dr. Weninger, a Jesuit, p. 278.
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antism, being thus opposed to the law of God, can not be
tolerated or compromised with without sin, and must be ex-
terminated !

These ideas are so plainly and emphatically expressed by
The Catholic World of New York, that the article in which
they are found —entitled “A Plea for Liberty of Con-
science "—is well worthy a careful examination and serious
reflection.(*’) While it apologizes to those of its ¢ Catholio
readers” who may take offense at its defensive tone—as if
it were an act of indiscretion to defend the Roman Catholic
Church otherwise than by the dogmatic assumption of its
exclusiveness and supremacy—it exhausts its ingenuity in
the discussion of the question, “ What constitutes a violation
of just and rightful liberty of conscience ?” To such of its
readers as presuppose “the Catholic religion to be the true
one,” it addresses this expressive and violent langunage :

“Of course, in the last analysis, we must come back upon
the fundamental principle that the law of God is supreme,
and must be obeyed at all hazards, let come what will. No
matter what Auman law, what private interests, what dread-
ful penalties may stand in the way, God must be obeyed,
conscience must be followed, duty must be done. Zhe au-
thority of the state must be braved, human affections must be
disregarded, life must be sacrificed, when loyalty to truth and
to the will of God requires it.”

These sentiments, when uttered, might have seemed com-
paratively harmless to the casunal reader; and they were
probably thus considered by many of the uninitiated lay-
men of the Roman Catholic Church. They are seemingly
full of loyalty to the Christian faith, and yet that they were
designed to have a covert and latent significance—well un-
derstood by the priesthood, there can be no reasonable
doubt, in view of what was then transpiring at Rome.
Preparations were making for the decree of papal infalli-
bility ; and it was, doubtless, considered necessary, by such
utterances a8 these, to put the minds of the faithful in a fit
condition to accept, without murmur, this radical change in
the doctrines of the Church, At that time, infallibility was

(") The Catholic World, July, 1868, vol. vii., No. 40, p. 488,
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no less a dogma of the Church than it is now; but it was
differently deposited. It was the infallibility of the Church,
when acting through and by means of the representative
authorities it has recognized for centuries; that is, councils
and popes conjointly. Whatever opinions contrary to this
may have been expressed elsewhere, and have generally
prevailed among the hierarchy, this was, undounbtedly, the
belief of a very large majority of the lay members of the
Church in the United States. They both felt and expressed
for the pope a feeling bordering upon reverence, but had
never yet been brought to the point of accepting him as
possessed alone of all the infallibility they had been accus-
tomed to assign to the Church; in other words, they had
never consented to accept a church organization entirely de-
prived of all ordinary representative features. With them,
the old faith was sanctified by centuries of time; and they
associated all ideas of invasion upon it with heretical teach-
ings. Feeling assured that a deposit thus sacred would be
preserved with fidelity by its custodians, and having no
dread of any antagonism to it from within, they exhibited
their confidence by the most deferential obedience. What-
soever came to them with the stamp of authority was will-
ingly accepted; but they had not yet learned to regard this
authority, in so far as it affected the fundamentals of their
faith, as lodged elsewhere than in the collective body of
their bishops, acting conjointly. with the pope, in the gener-
al councils of the whole Church. . Any accusation that they
did so usually excited their resentment; at all events, their
unqualified denial. And when this is taken into account,
when it is considered how few there were who pretended
to believe the doctrine of papal infallibility, it may well be
supposed that these avowals of the Catholic World passed
unobserved by the ordinary reader, at the time. Although
the article may have been read by many Roman Catholic
laymen, it is not probable that they perceived its ultimate
bearing or design; or, if they did, they did not suppose it
possible that any harm could be done by it to the theory
of popular government, so long as the faith and doctrines
of their Church were snbject to interpretation only by the
whole body of the episcopate, gathered together in general
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council from all parts of the world, and representing the en-
tire Church. This view of it would have naturally arisen in
the minds of the honest and unsuspecting members of the
Church—of that large class who are made credulous by the
excess of their fidelity, and who are no more inclined to sus-
pect others of duplicity than they are to practice it them-
selves. Yet it can not now be seriously denied that the
hierarchy of the Church, or those among them who occupied
the most commanding and influential positions, fully under-
stood the import and meaning of the principles of church
polity so boldly proclaimed by the Catholic World. The
prelates and priests knew that they were expressed in re-
sponse to the pope’s Encyclical and Syllabus of 1864, in or-
der to prepare the whole membership of the Church, gradu-
ally but cautiously, for the decree of papal infallibility ; for
the ultimate concentration of all the authority of the church
in the hands of the pope alone, at the expense of the repre-
sentative feature in the church economy; and for the sub-
stitution of his orders, decrees, and commands, for such as
heretofore for over eighteen hundred years—except when
papal usurpation made it otherwise—have been considered
the law of the Church when proceeding from the whole
body of the Church. In no other sense can these principles
be now interpreted. Indeed, 7he Catholic World did not,
at the time of their utterance, intend to leave much doubt
about its meaning in the minds of the initiated. It intend-
ed to place itself in advance of others who were slower to
move in the direction indicated by the pope. Therefore,
with the Enoyclical and Syllabus to dictate the sentiment,
it was announoced, in the next number, that the pope, ©as the
head and mouthpiece of the Catholic Church, administers
its discipline and issues orders to which every Catholio, un-
der pain of sin, must yield obedience.”(*)

These are not loose and idle sayings; nor are they ex-
pressed by ignorant and irresponsible men. Zhe Catholic
World is edited with great ability, and possesses very high
literary merit. It is issued from “The Catholic Publication
House,” in New York, manifestly with episcopal sanction,

() The Catholic World, August, 1868, vol. vii., No. 41, p. 577.
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And when such a publication, with such high indorsement,
solemnly and under all its responsibilities announces it as
the doctrine of the Roman Catholic Charch, that disobedi-
ence to the “ orders ” of the pope is “sin ” against God, what
should interest the American people more than to inquire
whether it is contemplated, or is even possible, that any of
these “orders ” should be directed against, or shall threaten
the existence of, any of the principles which enter into the
structure of their government? As the prosecution of this
inquiry progresses, much will appear well calculated to star-
tle those whose avocations lead them into other fields of
thought and investigation.

In the light of the teachings thus far announced, and of
the further fact that the pope’s infallibility is now almost
universally recognized in the United States, either by open
approval or silent acquiescence, there is no other logical con-
clusion than that the papal hierarchy in this country en-
tertain the desire to make our government and laws con-
form to the laws of God, as they shall be interpreted and an-
nounced by the pope. They profess to have been appointed
to this mission by Almighty God, and, stimulated by the zeal
engendered by this conviction (the honesty of which there
is no oceagion to impeach), are undoubtedly arming them-
selves for the work with all the weapons which can be drawn
from the pontifical armory. And Zhe Catholic World, in
order to incite the courage of the assailants, and bring about
this result with all possible expedition, declares in advance
that all “human laws” must be resisted when they stand
in the way of the grand achievement; that all “ private in-
terests” must be sacrificed ; that the most dreadful “ penal-
ties ” must be incurred ; and that * the authority of the state
must be braved, human affections must be disregarded, life
must be sacrificed, when loyalty to truth and to the will of
God requires it”—as the truth shall be declared, and the
will of God shall be announced, by the infallible and unerr-

ing pope!
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CHAPTER 1L

The Pope and Civil Affairs,—Preparations to Make him Infallible,.—The
Bishop’s Oath,—National Council of Baltimore.—Their Theory of Gov-
ernment, —Defense of the Ancient Rights of the Papacy.—~Arraignmeat
of Protestantism as Infidelity, and a Failure.—Popular and Monarchical
Government.—Protestant Toleration Necessary to Popular Government.

It has come to be an axiom among all the advocates of
free government, that “ error ceases to be dangerous when
reason is left free to combat it.” But those who support
the cause of imperialism maintain the opposite of this—that
the public mind and conscience are enlightened only in pro-
porxtion as they are submissive to some superior governing
power, sufficiently strong to hold them in obedience.

The contest between these opposing theories is one be-
tween intelligence and ignorance. In the one case, society
is recognized as being entitled to govern itself by laws of
its own enacting—founded upon its own will. In the other,
this right is entirely denied, and it is regarded as being fit-
ted only for that condition of inferiority which shall reduce it
to an unconsciousness of its degradation. The civil institu-
tions of the United States are constructed upon the former
of these theories. 'Wheresoever civil institutions have ex-
isted in obedience to the dictation of the papacy, they have
been constructed upon the latter. Protestantism, with all its
elevating tendencies, is the legitimate offspring of the one.
Decrepitude, decay, and disruption have been the natural
frnits of the other. These considerations must be kept in
mind, in examining the claims now set up in behalf of the
papacy, in order that we may have a clear view of what
we are required to surrender, and understand the character
of the millennial feast to which we are invited. ’

‘When Pope Pius IX.,in 1887, convened all *the prelates
of the Catholic world” in Rome, to witness the ceremony
of canonizing saints —to which their presence was not at



EFFORT. AT PAPAL OMNIPOTENRCY, 41

all necessary — and assigned as one of the reasons for the
convocation “the extreme peril which threatens civél, and,
above all, sacred things,”(') thoughtful men —as well Ro-
man Catholic laymen as Protestants —— wondered why so
much expense should be incurred, and so much labor per-
formed, for an object which could, of itself, confer no good
upon Christianity or the Church. And when these same
Roman Catholic laymen had their attention then called—
many of them for the first time—to the now celebrated
Encyclical and Syllabus of the pope, and saw their tendency
to arrest the progress of the nations,and turn them back
toward the Middle Ages, many of the most intelligent of
them did not hesitate to express their surprise. Some of
them put one construction, and some another, upon the lan-
guage of the pope; while yet others, better informed of the
motives of papal action, attempted, by imperfect transla-
tions and false constraction, to give it a meaning wholly at
variance with what is now conceded, on all hands, to have
been his design. But when the late Vatican Council en-
acted the decree which made papal infallibility, for the first
time, & dogma of religious faith, and threatened with anath-
ema all who should refuse to recognize the pope as incapa-
ble of all error in matters of faith and morals, all further
disguise was thrown aside, and the world was awakened to
the fact that these measures were but the inauguration of a
deliberately concerted effort to make the papacy a power
so absorbing and omnipotent that all nations and peoples
should be held by it in abject, passive, and humiliating sub-
Jjugation.

It would be an unjust reflection upon the acknowledged
intelligence and sagacity of the papal hierarchy in the
United States to suppose that they did not understand,
from the beginning, the end the pope had in view,and the
object he desired to accomplish. Their relations to him,
and their dependence upon him for their official positions
and dignity, require that there shall be no concealment be-
tween them. The kind of obedience they pay him renders
it necessary that they shall furnish him with the most un-

(® Appletons’ ““Annual Cyclopeedia,” 1866, p. 676.
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doubted assurance that they are always ready to execute
whatsoever he shall command, in the domain of faith and
morals, without stopping to inquire what haman laws or in-
stitutions are in the way, except so far as it may be neces-
sary to contrive some method to evade or overleap them.
All this is required by the official oath taken by each of
them. By it they create an allegiance to the pope consid-
ered higher and more binding than any earthly obligation.
It obliges them to be “faithful and obedient” to him; to
“defend and keep the Roman papacy and the royalties of
St. Peter;” to do whatsoever they can to *increase” the
papal “privileges and authority,” and to “persecute and
oppose ” all “heretics, schismatios, and rebels” who shall
stand in the way of making “the rules of the holy fathers,
the apostolic decrees, ordinances, or disposals, reservations,
provisions, and mandates,” the foundation upon which all
human institutions shall rest.(?)

These American prelates took the earliest ocoasion, after
the appearance of the Syllabus, to show, not only that they
fully comprehended its meaning, but that the pope’s reliance
upon their fidelity to him was not misplaced. In this extraor-
dinary document it is asserted, with dogmatic brevity and
terseness, that it does not appertain “ to the civil power to de-
fine what are the rights and limits within which the Church
may exercise authority ;” that its authority must be decided
upon by itself, that is, by the pope, and exercised “ without
the permission and assent of the civil government ;” and that,
“in the case of conflicting laws between the two powers,”
the laws of the Church must prevail over those of the State.(")
Here, every thing is plain—nothing equivocal. The subor-
dination of the State to the Church, and the substitution of
the papal hierarchy for the people in enacting and enforcing
such laws as the pope may think necessary for the Church,
are distinctly and emphatically asserted. There is no room
for misconstruction of the language. And it must be ob-
served that the pope is speaking alone of civil “ rights and
limits,” and the authority which “the Church may exercise ”

(® For the ‘‘ Bishop’s Oath,” see Appendix A. .
(®) *“ The Pope's Syllabus,” Articles 19, 20, and 42. See Appendix D.
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in reference to them ; that is, over that class of temporalitees ;
holding the Church to be, in these respects, above the state,
and having the right, as its superior, to command and enforce -
obedience, It requires but a moderate share of intelligence
to see that the principle here asserted is in direct antagonism
to the theory of American government, and that, if estab-
lished, it would violate one of the cherished provisions of the
Constitation of the United States and of the Constitution of
every State in the Union. The American hierarchy under-
stand this perfectly well. Whosoever else may shelter them-
selves behind the plea of ignorance, they can not. .And yet
this knowledge imposed no restraint whatever upon them,
in the expression of their submissiveness and obedience to
the pope. They considered themselves as owing their first
and highest allegiance to him, as the representative of “the
royalties of St. Peter,” and did not hesitate to avow it : of all
this, they have themselves furnished the most satisfactory
evidence.

The second National Council of the Roman Catholic Hie-
rarchy of the United States met at Baltimore in October,
1866 — nearly two years after the Encyclical and Syllabus
were issned. It was composed of seven archbishops and
forty bishops, besides a number of the saperiors of religious
orders, and was presided over by Archbishop Spalding, of
Baltimore, as “apostolic delegate” representing the pope,
and thus giving to the assembly as much weight and influ-
ence within its jurisdiotion as if the pope had been person-
ally present. In theory it represented the great body of the
Roman Catholic laity in the United States; practically, it
took no note of them or of their opinions. It was assembled
for a special work—to respond to the Encyclical and Sylia-
bus; and it did it, to the *“great comfort and consolation”
of the pope. It would have been unnatural for him to have
felt otherwise at thus seéeing the ranks of the papal army
closing up, and at knowing how well he had succeeded in
inaugurating a conflict between the imperial dogmas of the
papacy and the fundamental principles of American govern-
ment.

In the pastoral letter issued by this Council, the relation
of the Roman Catholic Church to the government and laws
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of this country is discussed. There is a tone of ecolesias-
tical authority and command employed by its authors which
- tends to show an impression existing in their minds that
they were addressing an auditory not aceustomed to ques-
tion their authority or controvert their propositions. Hence,
they proceed, without indirection, to lay it down as an ax-
iom in the science of all government, not to be disputed, that
the civil power is never absolute or independent. Inasmuch
as “all power is of God,” there must exist some delegated
authority upon earth, which, representing God, must consti-
tute the tribunal of last resort. Upon this tribunal alone
all absolute power is conferred, no matter what the form of
government. If it be a monarchy, the king must be held in
subjection to it; and if a democracy, the people must be
taught that it is above them. With this as the beginning-
point of their theory, substantially expressed, though not in
these words, they declare that obedience to the civil power
of government “ is not a submission to force which may not
be resisted, nor merely the compliance with a condition for
peace and security ; but a religious duty founded on obedi-
ence to God, by whose aunthority the civil magistrate exer-
cises his power.” This power of the civil magistrate, being
subordinate and delegated power, they insist, “ must always
be exercised according to God’s law.” And, therefore, “in
prescribing any thing contrary to that law, the civil power
transcends its authority, and has no claim on the obedience
of the citizen,” because it “ never can be lawful to disobey
God;” or, as a necessary and logical result, those to whom,
a8 custodians of his power on earth, he has delegated the
divine right to govern. Founding their theory of govern-
ment upon this idea, they proceed to show how differently
the principle operates in “the Catholic system” and in the
Protestant system. In the latter, according to them, “the
individual is the ultimate judge of what the law of God
commands or forbids;” while in the former, “the Catholic
has a guide in the Church, as a divine institution, which en-
ables him to discriminate between what the law of God for-
bids or allows;” so that when the Church shall instruct him
that any particular law of the state is contrary to God’s
law, he is thereby forbidden to pay obedience to it. Aec-
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cording to the Protestant system, in their opinion, the state
is exposed to disorder and anarchy, because the authority
by which it is governed has no warrant for its character as
divine. The reverse they insist to be the case in the “ Cath-
olic system;” and, therefore, because it has this divine au-
thority én the Church and not in itself, * the state €8 bound to
recognize” the Roman Catholic Church as the sole deposi-
tory of the delegated power to decide what laws shall be
obeyed and what disobeyed; for the obvious reason that’
the world, in order to obey God, must recognize that Church
—that is, the pope and his hierarchy —*“ as supreme in its
sphere of morals, no less than dogmatic teaching.”

It requires no pause for reflection to see how directly a
“ Catholic system ” of government, thus constracted, would
conflict with the existing civil institutions of the United
States. Nor do we need a prophet to tell us that the estab-
lishment of sach a system here would be followed by their
immediate destruction. To permit a church—any church—
to decide upon the validity or invalidity of our laws after
their enactment, or to dictate, beforehand, what laws should
or should not be passed, would be to deprive the people of
all the authority they have retained in their own hands, and
to make such church the governing power, instead of them.
Yet, understanding this perfectly well, and, evidently, con-
templating the time when they might possibly be able to
bring about this condition of affairs, these papal representa-
tives directly assail a principle which has been universal in
all our State governments, from their foundation; that which
regulates by law the holding of real estate by churches and
other corporations, and requires them to conform, in this
temporal matter, to the statute-laws of the States. To this
there could be no reasonable or just objection, had they in-
voked the rightful power to change, alter, amend, or even to
abrogate the obnoxious laws, for this would have been only
the exercise of the admitted right of free discussion, secured
as well to them as others. But they, manifestly, had no
such idea in view, inasmuch as, according to them, that
method of procedure belongs to the Protestant and not the
“Catholic system ” of government. To exclude the impres-
sion that they design to look to any other authority than
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that of the papacy for the relief they seek, they take espe-
cial pains to say that they “are not as yet permitted legally
to make those arrangements for the security of church prop-
erty which are in accordance with the canons and discipline
of the Catholic Church/” that is, that the canons and disci-
pline of their Church, issued from the Vatican at Rome, by
the pope and Roman curis, are not permitted to override
and nullify the laws of the States! The plain import of this
is, that all the laws of the States concerning the rights of
the Roman Catholic Church, and regulating the manner in
which it shall hold and enjoy property, have “no claim on
the obedience ” of the Roman Catholic citizen, because they
are not “in accordance with the canons and discipline of
the Catholic Church” and the papal decrees. Such a sys-
tem of government, put into practical operation, would
amount to this, that conformity to the “canons and disei-
pline” of that Church would be the test of all laws, and
none would be binding except those pronounced obligatory
by the pope. The “divine right ” of the pope to govern the
people, through his hierarchy, would be fully recognized,
and the right of self-government would be at an end.

The right of holding real estate and accumulating large
wealth, after the manner of the Roman Catholic Church
and monastic orders of Europe, the American hierarchy re-
gard as of so much importance to the success of their eccle-
siastical organization, that this Baltimore Council declared
that to withhold it is to deprive their Church “of a necessa-
ry means of promoting the end for which she has been es-
tablished.” They declare that “she can not accept” the
principles upon which the American laws are based “ with-
out departing from her practice from the beginning,” be-
cause “they are the expression of a distrust of ecclesias-
tical power.” And, to leave no doubt whatever about their
meaning, they insist that the States have no more right to
impose on their Church “a system of kolding her tempo-
ralities, which is alien to her principles,” than they have to
‘“prescribe to her the doctrines she is to teach;” and they
solemnly enter their “formal protest ” against all such legis-
lation, notwithstanding the laws they protest against exist
in all the States, and embody a principle deliberately con-
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sidered and approved by the American people.(*) It is m—
compatible, they say, “ with the full measure of

or religious liberty,” to deprive them of the right of*holding
whatsoever amount of real or other property they may ac-
quire in the United States, by purchase, devise, or gift, and
of governing it by laws of the pope’s or their own enacting,
independently of the laws of the States, to which all Prot-
estant churches and people pay cheerful obedience; thus
showing that they would have each archbishop within his
episcopate, and each bishop within his diocese, and each
priest within his parish, a femporal prince, with the scep-
tre of royalty in his hands, although he might not wear its
crown upon his head.

One would expect to see, in a docament of this kind, a
statement of some serious grievance against which relief
was sought, something that would at least excuse, if not
justify, the attempt to introduce into our government a for-
eign element of anthority above the people. But the only
“practical results” complained of are, first, the taxation of
their church property; and, second, an attempt made by
the State of Missouri, after the end of the rebellion, “to
make the exercise of the ecclesiastical ministry depend on
a condition laid down by the civil power;” that is, by re-
quiring them to conform to the laws of the State, in furnish-
ing evidence of their loyalty to the Government. From the
natare of these complaints, it would seem that they were
only employed as a pretext, merely affording them an op-
portunity of making known to the pope how cheerfully they
responded to the doctrines of his Encyclical and Syllabus,
and with what confidence he might rely upon them in doing
their share of the work necessary to arrest the progress and
advangement upon which this country had entered.(*)

(*) Mr. Jefferson, in his opinion upon the constitutionality of the first
bank of the United States, considered the principle of the English statates
of ‘‘ mortmain ” as among ‘‘the most ancient and fundamental laws of the
several States.” But these statutes have not been adopted generally, in
all their rigor, in this country. The States are content to limit ecclesias-
tical and other corporations in the amount of their estates, and to subject
them, in the ownership and enjoyment of property, to their general laws.

(*) The pastoral letter of this Baltimore Council is, so far as I have been
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The intentions of men are frequently made known far
more satisfactorily by their surroundings, the contempora-
neous events with which they are identified, the parties to
which they are attached, and their connection with other
individuals, than by the language they use. By reference
to these we are furnished with a rule of interpretation which
does not often mislead, although it is not altogether infal-
lible. Therefore, when it is considered that these prelates
who assembled at Baltimore recognize, to the fullest possi-
ble extent, their obligation of obedience to the pope; and
when it is remembered that the pope had, but a little while
before, announced his views of the relations which should
exist between the Roman Catholic Church and civil govern-
ments, the conclusion is unavoidable that they desire the
adoption, in this country, of their theory of government,
based upon their ideas of the “ Catholic system.” To assign
to them any other motive, after the distinct and emphatic
avowals they have made, would be an impeachment of their
integrity and sincerity ; which is not designed. It is sup-
posed that they occupy ground cautiously and deliberately
selected by them, and are fully prepared to take all the con-
sequences which attach to their position. There is, at all
events, no misunderstanding what they desire to accom-
plish. Nor should there be any misconception of the im-
mense power they wield over multitudes of men in this
country, in moving them backward or forward, to the right
or left, as the pope shall direct.

We are not left in any doubt aboat the nature of the ter-
rible struggle now going on between the modern nations
and the papacy. These hierarchs at Baltimore comprehend-
ed it fully, when they entered upon an explanation of the
difference between the Protestant system of government,
with the people as the source of civil power, and the “ Cath-
olic system,” with the pope as its only source. Having vol-

able to ascertain, the first document of the kind ever issued in the United
States. I have deemed it proper, therefore, to give the text of it in the Ap-
pendix, together with the letter of the pope expressing his gratification at
the promise of the council to maintain the ancient rights of the papacy, so
that the reader can judge for himself whether or not I have misconceived its
true meaning. See Appendix B.
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untarily yielded to the papal pressure by the frank avowal
of their preference for the latter; and having no excuse, on
the plea of ignorance, for not understanding what it has
hitherto done for the world, they must be considered as de-
siring to see the Christian nations, including the United
States, carried back to the condition they were in when the
papacy was at the genith of its power; when kings were ig-
noble enough to lay their crowns at the feet of the pope;
when popes disposed of kingdoms at their pleasure, by im-
posing or releasing the obligation of allegiance, as the re-
ward of fidelity to themselves, in the one case, or of dis-
obedience, in the other; and when ignorant fanaticism and
superstition were so universal that the Christian world
dreaded nothing so much as the terrible thunders of ex-
commaunication. @Why should any body wonder that
Pius IX, was gratified to see things going in that direction
and, especially, to see sach flattering signs that the most
liberal and advanced nations might become the first to tarn
back, and thus enable him to gain in them what he had lost
where the “Catholic system” had been on trial for cent-
uries? He would have possessed less sagacity than is as-
signed to him, had not the promise of these faithful subor-
dinates to vindicate all his asserted prerogatives: excited in
his mind ardent hopes and flattering expeoctations of the
fature of the papacy. He could easily see that they were
ready and willing to defend the theory which he considers
the chiefest among all the fundamentals of government;
for no matter what the form of government, whether mo-
narchical or republican, it makes him its absolute and inde-
pendent ruler in all things belonging to the domain of faith
and morals. The avowal is plainly made, in aupport of this
theory, that submission to civil' authority ‘is founded alone
upon obedience to God, and is not to be obeyed when other-
wise! Therefore, it is proposed that the Roman Catholic
citizen of the United States shall be carried along, step by
step, in' the following process of training for the duties of
citizenship : he shall be brought to recognize his Church as
the only custodian of God’s law; that the pope is infalli:
ble, and therefore, as the vicegerent of God, has plenary
and sole. power to interpret that law, and can not err in its
4
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interpretation; that he shall find his only “guide in the
Chureh” in deciding whether be shall obey or disobey the
civil laws of the state; that the pope is the infallible repre-
sentative of all truth in the world, and infallibly employs all
the power and authority of the Church; that, as he can not
err in any thing concerning faith and morals, he must, in
their domain, be implicitly obeyed; that, as the pope is in-
fallible, as the chief instractor in doctrine and duty, his prel-
ates are also:infallible as his subordinate workers; that the
POpe, as he shall speak through the mouths of these prelates,
must be obeyed absolutely and uninquiringly —all his ut-
terances being taken as the voice of God, coming directly
from his throne in the heavens; and that infamy in this life
and eternal damnation in that to come will be the inevitable
doom of all who shall impiously reject these teachings. A
citizen thus trained, disciplined, and bumiliated would be-
come, necessarily, a mere machine in the hands of superiors,
who would allow him to obey those laws only which the
Church—that is, the pope—should decide to be consistent
with the commands of God; and would require him to re-
sist and oppose those which should be decided to be other
wise. If the laws requiring the Roman Catholic Church to
hold property in subordination to them, and in the same
way that Protestant churches do, are forbidden by God’s
law, as interpreted by the pope and placed in the canons
and discipline of that Church—as the Baltimore Council de-
clares—they must be swept out of the way or violated with
impunity, so that the Church itself, and all its monastio
orders, and all its societies, may hold property to an unlim-
ited amount, and make all the laws which shall govern its
acquisition and enjoyment, without any regard whatever to
the legislation of the States or to their rights and dignity !
With this achieved, the hierarchy would be far along upon
the road that would lead them to their final trinmph—the
mastery over the people. The pope, as the source of all
authority in the Church, would put forth his royal ediots
and decrees in regard to their church property in this coun-
try, prescribing how they should acquire, hold, and enjoy it,
and these edicts and decrees would take the place of all our
State statutes upon that subject! This would build up at
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Rome an imperialism that would reach ‘out further over the
world than did that of the Cesars, and might become far
greater and more injurious to mankind.

-When the pope was informed of the assembling of this
oounvil, and the obedient spirit it exhibited, he caused’ his
eardinal secretary to dispatch an answer expressive of his
apostolic joy and satisfaction. He directed the facts to be
published in the official journal of his court, “for the edifica-
tion of his Roman people and the faithful at large;” so that
they, who had been striving' after a8 government: founded
upon their own consent, could realize how ready the people
of the United States were to give up such a government, in
exchange for one constructed upon the paternal plan which
prevailed at Rome, under his pontifical auspices. And,
seemingly aroused to the highest point of rejoicing at the
work the Encyclical and Syllabus had thus far accomplished,
he declared that his mind was excited by the hope that, by
means and through the influenae of what the council at Bal-
timore had done,“ a new impulse and continued inorease to
religion in the United States will result.”(*) What the pope
meant by this may be derived from the fact that the cable
dispatch sent to. him by the archbishops and bishops who
composed the coancil, expreased only their wishes for his
“long life, with the preservation of all the:ancient and sacred
rights of the Holy Bee.”(") There was no reference to any of
the ordinary dogmas of religious faith, as there could be no
doubt about their fidelity to them. There was no agitation
in the Church rendering such reference necessary. The issue
made by the Encyclical and Syllabus between the papacy
and the progressive modern nations was the only one which
immediately concerned the pope and the Church. This in-
volved the existence of his temporal power, which the
Italian people were only then prevented by the presence of
French troops from taking away from him. Consequently,
when they declared their desire to see “all the ancient and
sacred rights of the Holy See” preserved, the pope was at
no loss to know what they meant. He understood them as

" (*) See the pope's dispatch, Appendix B.
(") Appletons’ * Aunual Cyclopedia,” 1866, p. 678. - S8ee Appendix B,



52 THE PAPACY AND THE CIVIL POWER.

indorsing- all the ‘claims he liad set up in the Encyclical and
Syllabus, including 'that of temporal and ecclesiastical sov-
ereignty, and his right to require that the civil governments
of the world should conform to “the canon laws and disci-
pline ” of the Church. Therefore, the idea he intended to.con-
vey was this: that the religion which had received a “new
impulse” in the United States was thiat which taught the
subordination of all civil govérnments to the Church and the
papacy! It was not the true religion which was exempli-
fied in the life and example of Christ, and which has its
foundation in universal charity and love; but that which
places the pope above all kingdoms and peoples, and re-
quires every human being to pay him homage and fidelity.
The facts before him tended naturally to draw from him the
rapturous expression of his hope. To see his followers in
the United States stepping so hastily into the front rank of
those who were ready to battle-for the “ancient” rights of
the Holy See—when kings, under the idea of “ divine right,”
received their crowns from the popes—must have excited in
his mind the most profound gratification. Oneé can readily
suppose that, in his pontifical enthusiasm, he looked forward,
exultingly, to the time when governments and constitu-
tions and laws would be reconstructed so as to conform to
the papal model, and when there would be snatched from
the hands of the people, wherever they possess it, the power
to make their own laws, or to enforce any which he or his
successors shall declare to be contrary to faith and good
morals. To an old man of kind heart and generous sympa-
thies, it must be terribly crushing to see such bright hopes
and flattering anticipations suddenly dashed to the ground,
as were those of Pius IX. after they had been thus excited,
when Rome, by the act of the Italian people, became their
capital. Shall the tide of retrogression, thus arrested in It-
aly, by a Roman Catholic population, be permitted to set in
again in the very heart of the Protestant nations ?

The reason assigned for the preference of the “ Catholic
system ” over the Protestant is the incapacity of the people
to govern themselves, and to take care of their own civil af-
fairs—an argument as old as tyranny.: The Baltimore Coun-
¢il tell us that by recognizing, as we do in this country, “an
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authority ” to govern, “ which has no warrant for its charac-
ter as divine, and no limits in its application,” the nation.is
exposed to “disorder and anarchy;” and the concession to
the Roman Catholic hierarchy of the right to separate their
property from the mass of that belonging to other churches
and people, and to govern it by their own laws, or by the
canon laws of Rome, is demanded upon.that express ground.
‘With these prelates, Protestantism thus tends to the.dis-
ruption of the whole social fabric, because it confers upon
each individual the right to decide what shall be the form of
his religious belief, or whether. he shall have any; and con-
ducts all civil affairs without referring it: to the pope, or his
-ecclesiastics, or to any church authoritiecs whatever, to de-
cide what laws shall be obeyed and what resisted.. . The is-
sue.is a plain one—easily perceptible to the most ordinary
comprehension. The two systems stand in’ direct antago-
nism with' ea¢ch other. The Protestant has separated the
State.from the Church; the papal proposes to unite them
again. The Protestant has founded its civil institutions
upon the will of the people; the papal proposes to recon-
struct and found them upon the wil of the pope. The Prot-
estant secures religious freedom; the papal requires that
every man shall give up his conscience to the keeping of
ecclesiastical superiors. The Protestant develops the facul-
ties of the mind by inciting the spirit of personal independ-
ence-and manhood ; the papal crushes out all this spirit by
its debasing doctrine of passive obedience and submission.
The Protestant hias put the world upon a career of progress
and prosperity ; the papal desires to arrest this career, and
turn it ‘back into those old grooves which have led so many
nations to wreck and desolation. The issue is made.between
these systems in so bold and manly a manner, that its au-
thors are entitled to that consideration which the possession
of high moral courage always excites in generous minds.
They can, therefore, have no just cause to complain of either
intolerance or persecution, if, finding ourselves in the posses-
sion of free and:popular institutions, which we have solemn-
ly declared. to be inalienable, we shall employ like courage
in their defense; or even if, in maintaining their integrity,
it shall become necessary to point. out the contrast between
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these opposing systems to the extent of showing that the
Protestant and popular system was necessary to- lift the
world out of the corruption and degradation into which the
papacy had plunged it. If it is a species of hallucimation to
suppose that suoh institutions as we possess are better suit-
ed:to our condition than any that the pope, as “King of
Rome,” or any of his ecclesiastical subordinates, or any ee-
clesiastical tribunal whatever, would be likely to substitute
for them, we are not yet quite prepared to see it dispelled.
If we abhor kingly or papal imperialism, or imperialism in
any of its variety of forms, and cling to institntions estab-
lished in the face, and in defiance of it, we should be unfaith-
ful to aur convictions, and unworthy our position among the
nations, if we did not rebuke, in fit and indignant terms, any
attempt, by whomsoever made, to fetter us with its chains,
or to plant its.iron heel upon our necks.

He must be stone-blind who does not see, in the light of
these and other facts occurring almost daily, that Protest-
antism has been formally arraigned by its vindietive and
unrelenting enemy ; that it has been put upon its trial be-
fore the civilized world; that judgment of condemnation
has. already been pronounced against it; and that the arm
of the executioner is only stayed until the limbs of the vie
tim can be so tightly bound as to make its resistance una-
vailing. Its open adversary and accuser is the papacy,
which, unwilling to submit to the necessity that has wrought
out its own defeat anlong those who are most familiar with
its enormities and oppressions, now assails it courageously,
but impudently, in the citadel of its greatest strength. The
loss of his imperial crown in Rome has dispelled the joy of
Pius IX., and driven him into a frenzy of excitement and
passion ; and, availing himself of the license afforded by the
tolerant spirit of American laws and'institutions, he is rup-
idly transferring his best drilled and disciplined militia(’) to
the United States; and, claiming to be clothed in the robes
and with the authority of divinity, he demands, in the name
of Deity, that we shall bow down before him in passive sub-

(*) When Pope Pius VII. re-established the Jesuits, after their suppression
" by Clement XIV., he called them the *‘ Sacred Militia " of the Church.
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mission, and aocept his commands as if uttered by a voice
from heaven. We, who believe that Protestantism is shel-
tered by Divine care, must not remain unresisting under an
attack so immediate and formidable, nor sit still while &
judgment may be taken, by default, against us. A com-
manding sense of duty requires that we should look this
haughty and imperious adversary full in the face, under-
stand his machinations, etrip him of his disguises, unravel
his plots, and meet him at every point of attack. If we
shall remain insensible to any of the obligations of this duty,
now that the battle-cry is sounding in our ears, it may be
too late after the storming-party has mounted the walls of
our fortress, pulled down our flag, and planted that of papal
and ecclesiastical absolutism upon the grave of popular in-
stitutions,

‘What does Protestantism mean? 'What necessity gave it
birth? What has it done for mankind? What would be
the condition of the world if it were destroyed? These are
questions we should not fear to discuss, and which we are
bound to discuss, now that it is denounced, in our very faces,
a8 heresy and tnfidelity, and we are insolently told that duty
to both God and man requires its total extermination, and
the erection of a “ Holy Empire ” wheresoever its principles
prevail and its institutions exist., We must not sink into
indifference, nor permit the fear of consequences to slacken
our exertions in a cause of such transcendent importance to
ourselves and our children. If our fathers had been easily
intimidated, we should have had no such government as we
now possess. If we shall prove less courageous than they,
the heritage they have left us may not pass to many gen-
erations of our descendants. Some of the proudest govern-
ments of the earth kave already fallen; there are none that
may not fall,

This is not called a Protestant country because religion, in
the Protestant sense, is established by law, or has any pro-
tection given to it which is not equally extended to all other
forms of religion—Roman Catholic, Jewish, Mohammedan,
Brahminical, Greek, or Chinese. No such preference counld
be conferred by law under our system of government ; for
it would so essentially and flagrantly violate its fandamental
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principles that it would be instantancously destroyed. By
these principles, upon which the whole superstructure has
been reared, every citizen—no matter whether native-born
or naturalized—is fully and equally protected in the per-
soual and individual right to maiuntain, in private or public,
whatsoever religious faith, and to practice whatsoever form
of religious worship, his own conscience shall approve, no
matter what degree of absurdity it may involve. No rea-
sonable. man should desire a higher degree of religious lib-
erty than this, It gives to our form of government a dis-
tinguishing characteristic, found nowhere else in so eminent
a degree, until the people of the United States entered upon
the experiment of self-government. It stamps our iostitu-
tions with their Protestant character, and distinguishes them,
in a conspicuous degree, from such as have existed in those
countries known as Roman Catholic, where no such tolera-
tion and liberality have ever existed, and no such experi-
ment has been tried.

No intelligent reader needs to be told that the religious
controversies of Europe gave rise to the term “ Protestant,”
In its original application to those controversies it had a
distinet religious meaning—as at the Diet of Spires, in 1529.
‘But as they were of long continuance—through and subse-
quent to the great Reformation of the sixteenth century—
and Protestants were compelled to concert some measures
of escape from the oppression and persecutions which arose
out of the union of Church and State, and the consequent
claim of the “divine right” of kings to govern the world, it
aoquired, in the course of time, a different and more compre-
hensive signification. Protestant Christianity was under
stood to involve the right to protest against the corraptions
and exactions of the Roman Catholic Church, to withdraw
from communion with it, and to worship God in other forms
than ‘those prescribed by its discipline. . It encountered,
therefore, from that.Church and its ecclesiastical authorities
—then almost supreme over the Christian world—such op-
position as it found itself without power to resist, unless it
could find shelter, somewhere, under the protection of law.
This was obtained, to some extent, after severe and protract-
ed struggles, under the laws of Great Britain, Germany, and
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Holland ; and yet, evén in those comparatively free. coun-
tries, thought had many difficulties and impediments. to
overcome before: it could acquire perfect freedom. Its only
formidable adversary, during all its struggles, was the pa-
pacy, which was ever ready to plunge the ponuﬁcal sword
to the heart of its vietims.

. The original emigrants to the Uml;ed States brought with
them from Enrope .the principles of Protestantism, mingled
somewhat with the less liberalizing principles of Romanism ;
and, although for a while the effects of the habits of thought
they had thus acquired were exhnblted in the practice of re-
ligious intolerance, they united, in the end, in the creation
of a government entirely freed from this taint. They gave
up their intolerance in order to secure the perfect triumph
of Protestantism, in its most comprehensive sense ; and when
our National and State governments were organized with
the principle of toleration at their foundation, our civil in-
stitutions, became also, necessarily, Protestant in form; be-
cause they contain the amplest guarantees for both religious
and civil freedom.

The idea conveyed by the common expression “ the Prot-
estant reh'gion” is generally misunderstood. Religion signi-
fies a “system of faith and worshlp ;7 true or false according
to the stand-point from which it is considered. To us the
Christian religion is true, while those of the Hindoos, Chinese,
and Turks are false. Nevertheless, the systems of faith and
worship which prevail among-the Hindoos, Chinese, and
Turks are only so many forms of religion. Protestantism
is not a religion in this sense, for it recognizes no system of
faith and worship to the exclusion of others. It is only an-
other form-of Cbnsuamty, distinct from those which existed
in the world before. its origin. It is altogether proper, when
speaking of the Churoh of England to say the “ Protestant
Episcopal Church,” because, at its organization, after the Ref-
ormation, it assumed an attitude of open antagonism to the
Church of Rome by protesting against its errors. But nei-
ther that nor any of the other churches which have origi-
nated.since the Reformation can justly demand to be known

as “the Protestant Church.” There are a number of Prot-
estant churches, each representing its own form of Protest-
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antism, Taken as a whole, they “ may be regarded as different
developments of one and the same Protestant prineiple.”(*)
Therefare Protestantism, in so far as it has a religious aspect,
represents all these churches ; that is, Protestant Christian-
ity is liberal and comprehensive enough to embrace them all.
It goes even further than this, and recognizes the Roman
Catholic Church as a Christian Church, and its religion as
only a different form of Christianity from itself.

But Protestantism does not alene include Christianity and
religion in these senses; it has other aspects. In its proper
signification it embraces “the whole off spring of the Refor-
mation ;”(**) that is, all the principles, civil as well as relig-
ious, to which the Reformation gave birth. These principles
have been at work, upon both individuals and governments,
ever since the Reformation, and such has been their influence,
that “ the countries of the Reformation are the theatre of the
greatest work of God which has taken place since the days
of the apostles.”('’) The leading cause of the Reformation
was “a sadden effort made by the human mind to achieve
its liberty, a great insurrection of human intelligence.”(*)
It bad to contend, therefore, against every thing which put
restraint upon liberty, whether found in Church or State;
eo that Protestantism, in taking its distinctive form, became
the principle out of which all the existing guarantees of re-
ligions and civil freedom sprung. It saved religion by sepa-
rating it from the corruptions of the papacy, and thus pro-
viding for the world a purer and better form of Christianity ;
it saved society by breaking the sceptres of kings and popes,
and elevating the people to the paint of asserting and main-
taining their natural right to liberty. Consequently, Prot-
estantism, by diffusing new thoughts, ideas, and principles,
has so influenced individuals, societies, and governments,
that now, in the nineteenth century, its results are seen in
all the civil and religious institutions existing among Chris-
tian peoples. Wherever there are freedom of thought, free-
dom of speech, and freedom of the press, they are exclusively

(*) Dr. Dorner, *‘ History of Protestant Theology,” Introduction, p. 11.
(®) Ibid., p. 2. Y Ibid., p. 5.
(") Guizot, * History of Civilization,” vol. i., p. 257,
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of Protestant origin and growth. These involve no religious
sentiments, but are mere civil rights. Yet they are rights
which are included in Protestantism; because if it were de-
stroyed, they would be also. And thus the term “Protest-
antism” has a twofold signification, embracing whatsoever
has grown out of the Reformation, in both Church and State.
So it .is regarded by the most distinguished authors who
have endeavored to peint out the philosophy of the Refor-
mation. Even the Roman Catholic Archbishop Spalding,
who presided over the Baltimore Council, has entitled his
greatest work “ The History of the Protestant Reformation,”
and has devoted it to the discussion of the influence of Prot-
estantism on socisty, on eivil liberty, on literature, and on
civilization,. a8 well as on doctrinal belief, morals, and relig-
jous worship. He who does not comprehend Protestantism
in all these aspects fails to comprehend its real meaning,
and will have poor eonceptions of the differences between it
and Romanism. If there were but a single difference~—ocon-
sisting merely in matters of religious faith—the field of con-
troversy between them would be greatly narrowed, and
would be occupied alone by the theologians. But they are,
in fact, two opposing systems, as stated by the Baltimore
Council ; and this opposition is no less in government than
religion. -

In the formation of their National and Stat.e constitutions
the American people designed to embody the means of pre-
serving to themselves and their posterity all those fruite
of the Reformation which are represented by Protestantism,
They intended to give fuller development to its principles,
and surer guarantees for their preservation, than they had
before received. Hence, when we speak of this as a Prot-
estant country, of our institutions as Protestant, and of our.
selves as a Protestant people, we should be understood as
conveying the idea that, in the affairs of both Church and
State, we have chosen to abandon the old papal system, and
to establish one more in harmony with the genius of our
people, because it gives the best guarantee ever yet afforded
to the world for perpetuating those great principles of the
Reformation, by means of which the minds of men became
free, and the shackles of civil tyranny were .stricken from
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their limbs. Whether mankind have lost or gained, or
whether the world has moved backward or forward, under
the influence of the institutions we have thus formed, are
questions which, with us, need.no discassion. We, at all
events, cherish the belief, and teach it to our children, that
under no other form of civil institutions found in the world
are mankind so well protected 'in every just and .proper
right, or. made 8o capable of advancing their own happiness
and prosperity, as they are under ours. We confidently,
and somewhat proudly, assert for our Protestant principles
of government a superiority over those of the monarchical
form ; and congratulate ourselves that mankind are gradual-
ly coming to the realization of the idea that only by means
of them can civil and religious liberty be fully secured and
preserved.

Are we right or wrong in cherishing these oplmona? in
supposing that freedom is preferable to bondage? in main-
taining that a government of the people is better than that
of an emperor, or a king, or a pope, or an ecclesiastical hie-
tarchy ? and that no privileged classes are born into the
world ready “hooted and spurred ” to govern and debase
mankind by “divine right #”

Other governments, besides ours, have been founded on
the popular will—on the right of the people, as the source
of civil power, to prescribe their own form of institutions.
Before the Christian era, the Romans and the Spartans rec-
ognized the efficacy of the doctrine that “the safety of the
people is the supreme law;” but they were unable to secure
its’ establishment, as a distinctive and permanent feature
of their governments, because they failed to cultivate that
sense of personality out of which grow the virtue and in-
telligence necessary for the support of popular institutions.
Unfortunate, however, as their failure was for the world,
the avowal of the principle gave rise to influences which
were never ‘entirely destroyed. The idea of government
upon which they unsunccessfully experimented struggled
along through succeeding centuries—even through the Mid-
dle Ages—awaiting a favorable opportanity for ultimate
and complete development. It has always had many able
and.zealous. defenders in the .conntries considered the. most
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enlighténed ; but they have been kept down by the govern-
ing classes, who employed the combined authority of State
and Church to intimidate and subdue them. This com-
bined influence was, for a long time, sufficient to hush.al-
most every murmur of complaint against misgovernment,
exocept among the few who dared to defy it, at the hazard
of their lives. Now.and then one of these intrepid spirits
appeared, and flung his censures into the very teeth of roy-
alty; and if he paid for his boldness by the forfeit of his
life, others of like courage arose to take his place; and thus
the line of patriotic succession was kept unbroken. They
were few in' number, but enough of them to keep the fires
of liberty aflame, so that they might flash in the eyes of
royalty. The world would, centuries ago, have been turned
over entirely to cruel and exacting task-masters, and sunk
into utter political darkness, but for the bravery of these
defenders of popular freedom. Comprehending the true
philosophy of government, they maintained that every man
in a free state ought to be concerned in his own govern-
ment, and that. the legislative power should reside in the
whole body of the people,(**) to be exercised by representa-
tives responsible to.them; and that,in order to support and
preserve -this theory of government, each individual should
be allowed to speak his own thoughts, employ his own rea-
son, and consult his own conscience in reference to all mat-
ters concerning his duty to God. The great difficulty which
so long lay in the way of impressing these sentiments and
principles upon the governments of Europe, grew out of the
compact and unbroken union of State and Church—a union
which found its only means of preservation in the denial
and in the violent and forcible suppression of every kind of
popular and political freedom. The antagonism’ between
these opposing principles was too irreconcilable for compro-
mise, and the stronger party prevailed over the weaker, the
kings and popes over the people. - But the framegs of our
institutions escapedthis antagonism enly by the occupancy
of 3 new and remote continent, and, therefore, were per-
feotly free, without any immediate fear of it, to make the

. (™) Montesquiea's ‘¢ S'pirit; of Laws,” vol. i., p. 154,
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principle so happily expressed by Montesquieu the basis of
their political action and organization. In the Deelaration
of Independence they asserted it, by declaring that, iy order
to secure “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,” it was
necessary that governments should .derive “ their just pow-
ers from the consent of the governed; that whenever any
form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is
the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and to insti-
tute & new government, laying its foundation on such princi-
ples, and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall
seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness.”

This act of independence is esteemed to be one of the
great events in history, and has commanded the admiration
of a very large portion of the clvilized world. It did not
create a government, but asserted the right of the people, as
distinct from that of kings and princes — whether of State
or Charch, or of high or low degree—to establish and main-
tain one of such form and structure as, in their opinion, was
most conducive to their own “safety and happiness.” Those
who assail this great principle—whether they be native-
born or adopted citizens—deny the wisdom and impeach
the integrity of the founders of the Republic. They aim
their blows at the central column upon which: our national
edifice has rested for nearly a century, in the face of opposi-
tion from all the allies of monarchy. Has the time come
when this edifice shall be permitted to fall, or these blows
be continued with impunity? They know but little of the
temper of our people who suppose that they may not be
pressed too far upon a question of such vital importance.
Within its proper sphere they have assigned to each depart-
ment of their government its own appropriate functions in
making, interpreting, and execnting the laws. Above and
beyond, and higher than all these, they have retained the
sovereign power in their own hands. They will allow their
reason to be appealed to in favor of new laws, and the
change or abrogation of old ones, without any exhibition of
intolerance on account of differences of opinion. They live,
and their intelligence and patriotism are increased, in the
atmosphere of free discussion, But when the effort is seri-
ously made to snatch this sovereign power from them; to
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dwarf them into inferiority before 'a foreign potentate; to
exact from them obedience to laws enacted without their
consent ; to erect an ecolesiastical tribunal in the midst of
them, answerable only-to laws of the Roman curia; and to
surrender up the inestimable privilege of self-government
then toleration ceases to be a virtue and becomes a crime;
If the people of the United States, in the progress of their
history, have demonstrated any thing, it is that such insti
tutions as require the least degree of force and coercion are
best adapted to improve. and elevate mankind. And they
who pretend that the proper supremacy of law is inconsist«
ent with such institutions are either ignorant or insincere,
and unworthy, in either case, of being intrusted with their
management. No political institutions can be safely given
over to the care of those whose principles and sentiments
are in antagonism to them. Monarchism can not mingle
with the principles of a free republic. Liberty and slavery
can not exist together. The people can not govern in their
own right, where ecclesiasticism governs in the name of
%divine right.”

The science of government involves, necessarily, the prop-
er administration of law, as well as the making of law ; for
8o long as mankind remain ander the dominion of selfishness
and egotism, law, in some form of restraint, must continue
to exist. Christianity and civilization, with all they have
done for the world, and all their discoveries, improvements,
and elevating influences, have not yet raised man so high,
or made him so near the angels, that he can be safely left
to the full dominion of his passions. Consequently, govern-
ments have no more important problem to solve than that
involved in deciding how far to apply the restraints of law,
and in. what manner to apply them, consistently with a
proper degree of individual and political liberty. The sup-
porters of those governments where the sovereignty of the

people is denied, and where nothing but force is relied on to

secure the administration of law, make a great and radical
mistake. They seem incapable of realizing- the fact that
law can only constitute & just and proper rule of action
when it is made responsive to a pre-existing public senti-
ment; in other words, when it is adapted to the condition
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of the society to be governed by it. "In the absence of this,
all laws must remain inoperative and ineffectual, unless force
is invoked to compel their execution. When the fundament-
al laws of a country—that is, those embodied in its civil
and political institutions—are thus framed, there must, nec-
essarily, be an entire absence of popular liberty. Thus, in
a monarchy where the principle of popular representation
does not exist, and the people are not consulted about the
laws, obedience to them is enforced by some superior power,
and fear alone restrains resistance. But in a republic.like
ours, where virtue and intelligence are stimulated by the
structure of both government and society, the fandamental
laws are not only executed, but preserved, without force, be-
cause they have their foundation in the consent of the peo-
ple. Therefore, under monarchical absolutism, the citizen
feels but little sense of personality ; while in the freedom of.
a republic he feels it in so high a degree as to develop his
maihood, and cause him to realize the individual interest he
has in continuing the institutions which secure to him both
defense and protection. N

All mankind derive from nature the right to be free, and
whatever restraints are put upon this right by law are only
such as the interest and necessities of society require.
Those who share in society consent, in return for its protec-
tion, to be governed by such laws. Hence, popular liberty
does not proceed from law, is not the result of it. Wherev-
er it is found in written statutes, it is there because the peo-
ple have risen up to the point of assemng it against the an-
tagonism of monarchy; of snatching it from the hands of
those who deny it to them, and would retain the means of
withholding it, by defeating all its civil guarantees. It is
the expression of their political- faith, the avowal of their
determination to exist as a society or a nation freed from all
the restraints of arbitrary power. Hence, it is truthfully
said that “liberty does not dwell in the palaces of kings.”
It is equally true that it exists in the heart and conscience of
every free man,- In this sense, it is a personal and inalienable
right which each man must assert for himself. In a broader
sense, it belongs to a whole community ; and each individual
of a community is under the same obligation to assert and
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maintain it for those who share it with him, as for himself’
It thus becomes a political right, requiring combined action
to continue its existence.” When, as the result of this com-
bined action, political institutions are formed, to provide for
its preservation, as in the United States, they, necessarily, ex-
clude all idea of force, and rest upon the “consent of the gov-
erned.” Sometimes—as in the granting of Magna Charta
and other charters by the English crown—governments pro-
fess to have conferred liberty. But, viewed properly, this is-
an absurdity ; for to assert that a government has the right
to confer or withhold it as it pleases, is to deny its existence
under the law of nature. " All these are familiar truisms; but
it is because they are true, and their truth is recognized in
every heart, that they give birth to the “firm and resolute’
spirit with which the liberal mind is always prepared to re-
sist indignities, and to refer its safety to itself.”

Where.the form- of government is an absolute monarchy,
laws proceed from the sole and independent will of the ruler,
whether he be called emperor, king, or pope, and rely wholly
npon force for their execution. But where the form is re-
publican, or democratic, ag with us, no such force is required,
because the obedience of the citizen springs from his own.
consent. Between these two opposing systems of govern-
ment, our Revolutionary fathers were obliged to make a
selection. That, in choosing the latter; they acted wisely
and well, every man who is worthy of free citizenship will
maintain. Their example has already shorn monarchy of
much of its strength and it is not the time now, when abso-
lutism is trembling in the presence of popular representation,
to abate our veweration for thelr memory, or our aﬂ‘ectlon
for their work.

. Some of the leading nations exist in an mtermedmte state
between these two forms. They have united: the represent-
ative with’ the monarchical prlnmple, but only so far as to
make some unavoidable concessions to the’ popular sentiment
of liberty, and not far enough to recognize its just and prop-
er measure of influence upon society, or entirely to dispense
with the presence of force. These governments have ad-
vanced somewhsat from a condition of absolutism ; some of
them less readily and rapidly than others, accordingly as

5
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fear of the people has been weaker or stronger in the minds
of their despotic rulers.

To trace out and observe the influences produced upon
the world by these opposing systems of government, and to
understand the nature and extent of their results, furnishes
to the thoughtful mind a true conception of the philosophy
of history. In the pursuit of such an inquiry, however, the
friends of free popular government must not concede to the’
advocates of absolutism that the times in which we live are
suited for additional experiments in the art of governing, in
order to decide which form of political institutions is moet
conducive to human happiness. These experiments have
been already and sufficiently made, and all of them combine
to prove — what this philosophy of history teaches — that
the freer and more popular the government, the happier and
more prosperous are the people. In such governments,
where civil institutions are established for themselves by an
intelligent and virtuous people, force is never required to
secure the execution of the fundamental laws. Where there
is & power superior to the people to prescribe the law, so
much force is always necessary that liberty can not exist in
its presence.

The people of the United States have nothing to fear or
to lose by the closest scrutiny of their institutions, especial-
ly in the light of the lessons of history and past experiments
in government. The unbiased judgment of the civilized
world, in the absence of the fear of coercive authority, will
agree with them in the opinion, that the form of government
which gives the greatest elevation to society is that in
which all the fundamental laws reflect an intelligent pop-
ular will. Therefore, we may well regard such a form as
central among the governments of the earth, as the sun is
the centre of the planetary system. We may extend the
figure one step further, without the exhibition of an undue
degree of national vanity; for if the light which it sends
out over the nations were obscured, it would inevitably lead
to the complete triumph of imperialism, as all nature would
be darkened if the light of the sun were extinguished.

Accordingly as we are the advocates of absolutism or of
popular government, we will condemn or approve the theory
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of American govermment. The absolutist insists that each
step in the departure of nations from the momarchical form
is receding that far from the trne point of national eleva-
tion; that it is an abandonment of legitimate authority;
that it is passion, vertigo, delirinm, madness, the excess of
unlicensed and destructive revolution—a blind exercise of
the mere physical power to do wrong, in violation of the
divine law. With him, the fewer who direct the destiny of
a nation and oontrol its government, the better, because, by
keeping the multitude in subjection, they hold them to the
steady line of duty. Unlimited dominion on the part of the
ruler, and passive obedience on the part of the people, are,
with all the supporters of absolutism, the ne plus witra of
government. Of those who reason thus, there are two class-
es—the masters and the slaves. The latter are so disci-
plined into subjugation by the former, that they seem inca-
pable of comprehending the nature and extent of their deg-
radation, and suppose themselves to be relieved from the
galling of their chains, or to be compensated for its endur-
ance, by the belief that their servitade is the highest and
noblest exhibition of fidelity and duty. The former main-
tain their superiority with an entire disregard of the humili-
ation they create, and cling to their ideas of human and na-
tional advancement, in the face of the present condition of
the world, as if they regarded ambition the highest motive
of the mind, and its gratification the greatest of all human
achievements. Socrates, probably, had both these classes in
his mind when he said, “ That every master should pray he
may not meet with such a slave; and every such person,
being unfit for liberty, should implore that he may meet
with a merciful master.” If all the world were divided into
these two classes, monarchy, secure of its place upon the
papal and other thrones, would have an easy time of it, for
there then would be only the oppressor and the oppressed—
“the oppressor who demands, and the oppressed who dare
not resist.” '

Fortunately for us and the world, the framers of our in-
stitutions belonged to neither of these classes. By their
training in the school of Protestantism they were endowed
with the courage to defy both the authority and machina-
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tions of ‘those who claimed the “divine right” to goverh..
Their careful stady of the history of nations enabled them
to comprehend fully the necessities of their condition. They
had realized how abject mankind had become in those coun-
tries where Church and State were united, and, with this
experience to guide them, signalized their efforts to frame a
new government by dissolving this union, a8 an unnatural
and corrupting one. Ecclesiastical tyranny and intolerance.
were finally expelled, and Protestantism reached a degree:
of development for which it had been struggling for more
than two hundred years.

Thomas Jefferson took an early opportunity to congratu-
late the people of the United States upon their “baving
banished . from our land that religious intolerance under
which mankind so long bled and suffered,” and, under the
sanction of his official position, declared that among the
great principles which “ gnided our steps through an age of
revolution and reformation” were those which inculcated
“the diffusion of information, and arraignment of all abuses
at the bar of public reason, frecdom of religion, freedom of
the press.” And he addressed to us this admonition :

. “The wisdom of our sages, and the blood of our heroes,
have been devoted to their attainment: they should be tke
creed of our political faith, the text of civic tnstruction, the
touch-stone by which to try the services of those we trust; and
should we wander from them in moments of error and
alarm, let us hasten to retrace our steps, and to regain the
road which alone leads to peace, liberty, and safety.”

. James Madison, when officially declaring the purposes
for which our government was formed, enumerated among
them the duty “ to avoid the slightest interference with the
rights of conscience, or the functions of religion, so wisely
exempted from civil jurisdiction; to preserve,in their full
energy, the other salutary provisions in behalf of private
and personal rights, and of the freedom of the press.”

These sentiments were not alone expressed by these great
statesmén. Words of like import were uttered by many of
their compatriots. They were but the echo of those exist-
ing in the minds of the people, and were embodied in our
national Constitution, in these words:
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“ Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the
right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition
the Government for a redress of grievances.”

Upon such foundations as this, the superstructure of our
_government now rests, So long as these principles shall be
preserved, the Government will stand: whenever they shall
.be abandoned, it will fall. They must, therefore, be guarded
with the same ceaseless care as that with which we guard
our lives, For we have no more right to lose by neglect,
‘than we have to strike down- with the sword of rebellion,
the civil and religious institutions of a free people.
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CHAPTER IIL

‘War against Protestantism,—Roman Catholic Literatore and Intolerance.—
The Bible to be Closed.—The Spanish Inquisition Justified. —Freedom of
Thought Denounced as Sin.—Tracts in Favor of the Pope’s Infallibility,

- and Universal Supremacy in Faith and Morals.—Morals Involve Politics.

. —*The Index Expurgatorius.”—Condemnation and Punishment of Gali-
leo.—Spanish Inquisition. —The Middle Ages Preferred to the Present
Times.

TrERE is nothing better understood than that the Roman
Catholic Church requires all its members to believe that the
Church was established at Rome by the apostle Peter, in
obedience to the express command of Christ, who gave him
primacy over the other apostles for that purpose; that it
has possessed, from the beginning, an external organization
composed of the pope and his army of official dependents,
who derive, directly from God, the authority of its exclusive
government, and that all who desire eternal salvation must
become subject to this authority, because there is not, and
ean not be, any other true Church. From the very nature
of things, a church asserting such exclusiveness must be ag-
gressive. This all-absorbing organization can not be main-
tained in any other way. And that it is aggressive and un-
compromising is shown by its whole history, and by repeat-
ed and emphatic avowals of its supporters; especially of
those who share its authority and are tireless in their exer-
tions to maintain it.

Having found Protestantism the most formidable oppo-
nent it ever encountered to its system of exclusiveness, it
has contrived to keep alive in the minds of multitudes of
its members a stubborn hostility to every advance among
the nations, and every improvement in their condition, cal-
culated to drive it from the field, of which, before Protest-
antism became its rival, it had the undisputed possession.
Having regarded the world for many centuries as entirely
subject to its dominion, and deriving therefrom a conviction
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of its supremacy over mankind, it has been unwilling to rec-
ognize Protestantism as an equal, entitled to be conciliated,
but has habitually considered it as an enemy, to be extermi-
nated and destroyed. No matter what concessions it has
obtained, or to what extent it has enjoyed the advantages
of Protestant protection and toleration, there has never been
any abatement of its imperious demands, or any softening
of its aggressive character. In the United States, where it
has enjoyed every possible degree of security which the
laws and public sentiment can confer, its hostility to Prot-
estantism has never been so open, active, and violent as it
is to-day. The tolerance of our institutions has had the ef-
fect of awakening energies which seem to have been only
slumbering. It has been, manifestly, awaiting a more ef-
fective concentration of its strength, so that whensoever it
shall strike its blows they may be more powerful and dan-
gerous. A scrutinizing observer can not avoid the convic-
tion that the moderation it has hitherto exhibited has been
suggested by expediency and policy —not principle—and
practiced, in order to gain, by degrees and unobserved, such
a position that it may resume its accustomed attitude of
defiance and intolerance, and assert for itself the “divine
right” of sitting in judgment over our Constitution and laws.

It is worthy of frequent repetition, that there is no coun-
try in the world where the Roman Catholic Church and its
hierarchy are better or more securely shielded, in all the
Jjust rights of religion, property, and person, than they are
in the United States. They are nowhere deprived of any
single religious or civil privilege which other churches and
people enjoy. The Protestant communities in all the States
have universally recognized them as entitled to the same
‘protection they have secured to themselves. In this-they
have been consistent with the Protestantism they profess,
which is not aggressive, but tolerant and charitable; not
malignant, but conciliatory. And this liberality has been
shown them, notwithstanding Roman Catholicism has, at
the same time, in countries where it has-had the power, not
only denied to Protestantism any equality of privileges or
‘protection with itself, but has subjected it to continual per-
secution and indiguities. Yet, in the face of all this, these
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same hierarchs who have enjoyed these advantages are now
actively organizing themselves, and their followers, as far
83 they can influence them, into an ecclesiastical army, for
the vigorous prosecution of a war which they avow their
purpose to carry on unceasingly until Protestantism shall be
driven from the field, entirely subdued and overthrown, and
all that it has done shall be obliterated from history, 8o that
the world shall be made to bow before the papal sceptre.

‘We should not deceive ourselves or be deceived by oth-
ers, It is frequently and properly said that we must, by all
meaus, avoid a religious war; and all our best impulses ads
monish us to guard against so terrible a calamity. It should
be.the fervent prayer of every good man, that Providence
may so:direct the events before us that such a misfortune
may never aghin.befall the world, especially that it may
never befall a country like ours, where so much pains has
béen taken to construot a government with the idea that
Christiaus ought to dwell together in harmony and broth-
erly love, as one of its cardinal principles. Protestantism
can make no such war, and can take no part in it, except
when driven to that extremity by the absolute necessity of
self-defense. It has, thus far, proved the only power suffi-
ciently imbued with the spirit of toleration and the brother-
hood of man, to discard entirely the engines of torture and
persecntion, and to substitute for them the mild and con-
ciliatory "precepts and doctrines of the Gospel. All such
wars have hitherto been the work of those who claim to be
the exclusive custodians of the true faith, and who, under
the influence of this sentiment, are made exacting, aggress:
ive, and uncompromising ; and not the work of those whose
liberalizing Christianity gives play to all the charities of
life and all the best affections of the heart, and whose relig-
‘ion is founded on love,

But can we confidently promise ourselves that we shall
escape a religious war? The danger lying before us, and
possibly not far off, is, that such a war may be precipitated
upon us in spite of ourselves—not necessarily a war of
-bloody battle-fields, but of aroused, excited, and angry pas-
sions, which, intensified by sectarian hatred and partisan vio~
Jence, may, by possihility, Jead to the same deplorable results
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which have followed similar conflicts elsewhere. The papa-
oy, if history epeaks truly, bas, in .its wonderful progress,
made.many sach wars; and as it claims never to have had
any chaige or “shadow of turning ” in the puranit of its ob,
jects, its power to inaugurate still another may not be alto-
gether lost.. Are there no evidences of a deeply seated and
secretly: cherished purpose to invite, in the United States, a
fierce and fiery contest between the hierarchy of the Roman
Catholic Church, acting for the papacy, and those who pror
fess the principles of Protestant Christianity ? The answer
to sach: a question as this can not be expeoted in any open
and public avowals: the purposes.of cunning and experienced
adversaries are not usually revealed. But same light is
thrown upon it by the literature which those who compose
this hierarchy are now scattering broadcast over the land,
contained in books, magazines, pamphlets, newspapers, and
tracts; silent messengers, which convey words of authority and
command to the faithfal, which they are required not to diso-
bey, under the penalty of committing an offense against God!

There appeared in France, only a few years ago, a small
work, which has been translated into English, republished
in this country, and is now sold by leading Roman Catholi¢
‘book-sellers in our principal cities. Extraordinary pains
has been taken to secure for it a large circulation, so that
it may reach all the members of that Church, and be read
by them. It has a suggestive title—*Plain Talk about the
Protestantism of To-day ”—and professes to be a talk “with
-Catlolics rather than with Protestants,” in order that they
may be instructed as to their duty. . It is written in a spirit
peculiarly offensive and aggressive, and treats Protestant-
-ism-as having “melted away in rationalism and infidelity,”
.and as exhibiting nothing of a religious nature “but the
ruins,” which are only “a source of annoyance,” because,
“however dismal they appear, they still afford a refuge to
the wicked who,dare not show themselves on the highways,”
that is, that: these Protestant ruins ave only a shelter for
such as dare net confront the indignation of those who serve
_the papacy !(') It is an artful and cunningly contrived at-

(*) “Plain Talk about the Protestantism of To-day,” by Mgr. Ségut,
part i., prop. xv., p. 45. *‘ God detests and curses” it, —ZIbid., p. 12. ,
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tack upon Protestantism throughout the world, and although:
designed especially to stimulate the Roman Catholics of
France into antagonism against the Protestants of that
country, yet its republication and circulation in the Uni-
ted States, under the immediate patronage of the hierarchy,
furnishes undoubted evidence of their approval of its con-
tents, and of their design to transfer the attack from Europe
to this country. It is & bold and direct challenge to the
contest it invites, and conclusively proves that the war will
go on, whether Protestants take part in it or not.

Assuming, with the dogmatic air of superiority so com-
mon with all this class of writers, that the Protestant forms
of religion are no religion at all, because they reject the
authority and teachings of the Roman Catholic Church, the
anthor makes this announcement :

“After having rejected the Church, Protestantism rejects
Jesus Christ ; after having rejected Jesus Christ, it must reject
“@od himself, and thus it will have accomplished its work.”(*)

At another place, in further continuation of the same ides,
he says,

“The Protestant, whether he believes it or not, is an infi-
del in germ, and the infidel 18 a Protestant in full dloom.

“ Infidelity exists in Protestantism as the oak exists in the
acorn, as the consequence is in the premise.”(*)

The unmistakable deeign in this formal arraignment of all
Protestants as infidels—to say nothing of its want of truth
and Christian charity—is to keep the papal followers in re-
membrance of what their Church dogmatically and indperi-
ously teaches; that all other religion besides their own is
false and heretical, and that it is their duty, both to God and
the Church, to oppose and resist Protestantism to the ex-
‘tremity of total extermination. With this thought continu-
ally present in their minds, it is doubtless supposed that they
can be kept in readiness at all times for any fature emer-
gency. And the difficulties in the way of bringing about
‘this unity are much less than many suppose; although in
‘this country they are gradually diminishing under the lib-

() ¢ Plain Talk about the Protestantism of To-day,” by Mgr. Ségur, part
A, prop. xvi., p. 58.

() 2bid., part iii., prop. xviii., p. 248,
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eralizing influence of our institutions. They are sufficiently
great, however, even here, to demand thoughtful attention.
The “ profession of faith,” promulgated by Pope Pius IV,
after the Council of Trent, and reproclaimed by Pope Pius
IX,, declares that “ no one can be saved ” who believes oth-
erwise than according to the faith of the Roman Catholie
Church; and requires all thus believing to “promise true
obedience to the Bishop of Rome,”(‘) as an absolutely nec.
essary and indispensable part of the true faith. What are
the nature and extent of this “ érue obedience ” will sufficient-
ly appear elsewhere. For the present, it is only necessary to
ohserve with what unerring certainty each step in tbe pa-
pal system leads to this obedienoe, it being recognized ev-
erywhere as 8 necessary part of the true faith.

Inasmuch as the duty of obedience requires that there
should exist somewhere a governing authority baving the
right to demand and exact it in case of refusal, this author
proceeds to show what it is, and in whose hands it is lodged.
He says, “The teaching of the Church is the true rule of
faith;” a declaration with which liberal-minded Protestants
would not be disposed to find any fault, if there had not
been in its government so radical a departure from the prac-
tices of the apostolic times. But, in order to exclude the
idea that the Cburch, as a whole, has any right to participate
in the declaration of the faith, or can have any authority
through its representative bodies, he says that Cbrist ap-
pointed “twelve among his disciples, and sent them forth to
the world to teach in his name, and with his authority, the
Christian religion,” and that “the pastors of the Catholio
Charch, ascending through a legitimate and uninterrupted
procession to St. Peter and the other apostles, have exer-
cised, and do exercise, this ministry;” there being, of course,
10 teaching authority in the world besides what they pos-
sess. And for fear that some inquisitive mind might con-

(*) The following pledge is required as a condition of membership: ‘I ac-
knowledge the Holy Catholic Apostolic Roman Church for the mother and
mistress of all churches, and 7 promise true obedience to the Bishop of Rome,
successor to St. Peter, Prince of the Apostles, and Vicar of Jesus Christ."—
“The Grounds of the Catholic Doctrine, Contained in the Profession of Faith
published by Pope Pius IX., 1855, p. 6.
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clude that this teaching authority was not infallible, on ao-
count of the heretical tendencies of some and the personal
nnworthiness of others of these pastors, he proceeds still fur-
ther to exclude all idea of church representation by concen-
srating the whole of it in the hands of the pope. With him,
this official functionary of the Church is the Church itself.
‘Whatsoever authority Christ gave to the Church, he gave
2o him alone. As the authority conferred by Christ was. di-
vine, therefore his aunthority is divine also. As whatsoever
was spoken by Christ were the utterances of God himself,
therefore when the pope commands in all the domain of faith
and morals, it is. God who commands. Thus he defines it:
..“And in what does this ministry consist? That power
which is derived from Jesaus Christ himself, and by which
fallible men' teach us infallibly, and infallibly lead us in.the
path of salvation? It is the authority of the Church, to wit,
the authority of the.sovereign pontiff, successor of St. Peter,
head of the Church, and the authority of the bishops, coadju-
tors to the pope in the grand work of the salvation of men.
: This divine authority, intrusted as it is to the hands of
men, is ‘the true, the only rwle of faith. It has been thus
believed in all Christian ages; it has been thus taught by
all dootors and -fathers of the Church. We Aave to believe
ONLY what the pope and the bishops teach. We have to reject
only that whick the pope and the bishops.condemn and reject.
Should a paint of doctrine appear doubtful, we have. only to
address ourselyes to the pope and to the diskops in order to
know what to believe, Only from that tribunasl, forever liv-
ing and forever assisted by God, emanates the judgment on
religious belief, and pamcularly on the true sense of the
Scriptures.”(*)
., Thus the personality of the bellever is merged in the su-
perior personality of the pope. .All right of personal in-
quiry is taken away from him. Whatsoever. the pope,
through the bishop, shall command the believer to accept,
that he shall accept; whatsoever to reject, that he shall ‘re-
ject ; and whatsoever to do, that he shall do. If he obey,
he shall be saved; if he refuse, he shall be damned. There is

(®) Mgr. Ségur, patt iii., prop. ix., p.106. . _ . . .. _
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no- middle ground no room for hesitdtion "or doubt. ‘The
authority is omnipotent, and the obedience must be thor-
ough and complete.
. Succeeding thus, a8 he supposes, in eradicating from the:
mind all sentiments of individuality, and any advantages to
be derived from an intelligent private judgment, he directs:
his readers that they shall not look to the Bible as farnish--
ing a proper and sufficient rule of Christian faith. He says:
. “The Bible contains naught but what is the teaching of-
God. And yet the Bible is not, the Bible can not be, tlw
rule of our faith,in the Pxotestant. sense,
. “Why?
. “First. The Bible can not be the rule of our faith, beoause-
Jesus Christ has not said to his dlsclples, ¢ Go and carry the
Bible,” but he said,‘ Go and teach all nations. He that hear-
eth you heareth me.””(*)

The nature of our present inquiries does not reqmre such
a discussion here as is invited from the theologian.by this
extract; yet the passing remark may be mdulged that
when Christ said, “ Search the Scriptures, for in them ye
have eternal life : and they are they which testify of me,”(’)
he fixed no limitation upon the number who should do so,’
and was addressing the Jews who were persecuting him for
healing the impotent man on the Sabbath-day, and was not
reproaching the Pharisees merely because they read the
Seriptures, as is incorrectly asserted by the Roman Catholic:
Church, in furtherance of the doctrine that every thing must’
be taken from the pope and his coadjutors without any per-
sonal investigation of the Bible.(*) By shutting up the Bi-

(*) Mgr. Ségur, part ii., prop. x., p. 107.

(") John's Gospel, v., 89. )

(® The following note is inserted in the Douly, or Roman Catholic, Bible,
a8 explanatory of Johuv.;89; and is required to be taken as a part of the
context, and as if uttered by Christ himself :

“I¢ is not & command for all to read the Scriptures, but a reproach to the
Pharisees, that, reading the Scriptures as they did, and thinking to find ever-
lasting life in them, they would not receive Him to whom all those Scriptares
gave testimony, and through whom alone they could have that trae life.”

The Pharisees were a sect of the Jews, distinguished from the Sadducees
because of their strictness in interpreting the law. When referred to in the
Gospels, they are specially named. But when mention is made of the Jews,
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ble, or allowing it only to be read with accompanying ex-
planations of certain passages—which explanations are to
be taken as infallibly true—it is designed to stifle all per-
sonal investigation of its contents. Such has always been
the invariable policy of the Church; the right to read it at
all, on the part of the laity, having been conceded only in
obedience to the popular demand occasioned by the Refor-
mation. And this policy is now persisted in without varia-
tion, except in so far as it is modified by circumstances. In
Roman Catholic countries the laity know but little, and mal-
titudes of them nothing, of the contents of the Bible. But
when Roman Catholicism comes in direct contact with Prot-
estantism, it allows the Bible to be read only upon the con-
dition that he who reads it shall not employ his own reason
in deciding what it teaches, but shall take the explanatory
notes attached as of equal validity with the body of the
book itself; that is, that “ what the pope and the bishops
teach” is as much the work of divine inspiration as what
the apostles and the prophets taught.() Manifestly, the

as such, all the Jews are included—both Pharisees and Sadducees. In the
chapter from which the above text is taken John did not mention the Phari-
sees at all, but spoke of the *‘ feast of the Jews " at Jerusalem. Therefore,
he addressed himself to all the Jews, and not alone to the Pharisees.

() Pope Pius VII. published a bull, June 29th, 1816, agninst Bible socie-
ties, declaring that they were a “‘ most crafty device, by which the very foun-
datious of religion are undermined,” and prescribing a *‘remedy " by which
to ““ abolish this pestilence as far as possible.” He thus made known his rem-
edy: ‘It is, therefore, necessary to adhere to the salutary decree of the Con-
gregation of the Index (June 18th, 1757), that no versions of the Bible in
the vulgar tongue be permitted, except such as are approved by the Apos-
tolic See or published with annotations extracted from the writings of holy
fathers of the Church."—NiLEs's Weekly Register, 1817, vol. xii., p. 206,
where this bull is published as a part of the current history of those times.

Pope Gregory XVI. published another bull, May 8th, 1844, confirming
and renewing the foregoing bull of Pius. VII., also similar bulls issued by
Leo XII. and Pius VIIL, and especially one by Benedict XIV. Referring
to the latter, he says: ‘‘ It became necessary for Benedict XIV. to superadd
the injunction that no versions whatever should be suffered to be read but
those which should be approved of by the Holy See, accompanied by notes
derived from the writings of the holy fathers, or other learned and Catholic
authors.”—DowLixe's History of Romanism, p. 623.

There is attached to the American edition of the Douay Bible, published
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fear exists, that, in the present condition of the world, when
the human mind is stimulated to extraordinary efforts to
search out the trath in every department of thought, if the
laity are permitted to accept such impressions as the Bible
itself will leave upon their minds, the papacy will, in the
end, be driven from the field, routed and discomfited. For
fear, therefore, that this mode of thoughtful investigation
should prevail, to weaken ghe authority of the pope and his
bishops, Mgr. Ségar lays down this rule for the government
of the faithful:

“The first rule is, that we should receive both the fex¢ and
the interpretation of the Soriptures from the legitimate pas-
tors of the Church, and from them alone.”(*")

But he does not leave the objeot which prompts the sap-
pression of the free circulation aud perusal of the Scriptures
to go unexplained ; for, at another place, he says:

“The Protestant Bible is only a false skin, in which ¢nfi-
delity and revolution wrap themselves.”("")

By these gradual approaches he, like a skilifal command-
er, reaches his ultimate object, never absent from his mind,
which is to show to those Roman Catholics to whom his
book is specially addressed what the papacy expeots of
them in their conduct toward Protestantism. They are re-
quired to resist and oppose it, because it teaches “infideli-
ty and revolution,” which are wrapped up in the Protestant
Bible. Thus fixing his premise, and preparing his readers
for the avowal, he ventures upon these bold and reckless as-
sertions, which are made the more important by their repe-
tition in the United States:

“Wherever Protestantism has a sway, it is intolerant and

in 1887, under the auspices of the Provincial Council of Baltimore, the fol-
lowing ‘¢ admonition :”

¢“To prevent and remedy this abuse, and to gnard against ervor, it was
judged necessary to forbid the reading of the Scriptures in the vulgar lan-
guage without the advice and permission of the pastors ard spiritual guides
whom God has appointed to govern his Church.” Both by the letter and spirit
of this ¢ admonition ” the Roman Catholic in the United States is not per-
mitted to read the Bible ‘‘ without the advice and permission ” of his priest!

(™) Mgr. Ségur, part ii., prop. xiv., p. 120,

(") Itid., part ii., prop. xv., p. 125.
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peréecuting, Of course, not everywhere'in the same degree;
but why not? Because it does not possess everywhere the:
same degree of power. To persecute, one must: have both
will and power. Fortunately, Protestantism can not always
act as it has a mind to. But let it be said boldly, in fact,.
of intolerance, Protestantism will always go a as far as it will:
dare ’,(l’) .
Artfully and Jesuitically injecting this poison of mahg-
nant falsehood into the minds of the passive subjects of the
papacy, he would, of course, leave his work bat half accom-
plished if he failed to suggest to them in what spirit and
with what temper this hideous and deformed monster of"
Protestantism, as he paints it, is to be dealt with whereso-.
ever it ‘dares to set up its illegitimate authority against
that of the “Holy See of Rome.” He is entitled to the
credit of doing it without disguise, as follows:
- “The Clurch is certamly tntolerant in matters of doctrme.
True; and we glory in it! Truth is of itself intolerant.-
In religion; as in mathematics, what is true is true, and
what is false is false. No compromise between truth and
error; truth can not compromise. Such concessions, how-
ever small, would prove an immediate destruction of trath.
Two and two make four: it is a ¢ruwth. Hence, whoever as-
serts the contrary, utters a falsehood. Let it be an error
of a thousandth or of a millionth part, it will ever be false to
assert that two and two do not make four.
. “The Church proclaims and maintains truths as certain
as the mathematical ones. She teaches and defends truths
with as much intolerance as the science of mathematics de-
fends hers. And what more logical? The Catholic Church
alone, in the midst of so many different sects, avers the pos-
session of absolute truth, out of which there can not be true
Christianity. She alone has the right to be, she alone MusT
be, intolerant, She alone will and must say, as she has said
through all ages in her councils, ‘If any one saith or be-
Uieveth contrary to what I teach, which is truth, let him be
ANATHEMA.' ”(*")

(™ Mgr. Ségur, part iii., prop. v., p. 160,
(*) 1bid., part iii., prop. vi., p. 188,
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‘What more distinct and emphatic avowal could be made
of the intolerance and aggressiveness of the papacy, of its
settled purpose to remove from its path every thing that
blocks its progress toward universal dominion? It fixes its
curse upon every adversary, and hounds on the slaves who
do the bidding of its hierarchy, resolved upon no compro-
mise, but only upon such a triumph as shall make its vie-
tory, if won, both final and complete. Therefore, this rev-
erend libeler of Protestantism, as one of the generals of its
great army, seemingly in anticipation of such a triumph,
passes on one step further, that he may develop more mi-
nutely the contemplated plan of operations, and show some
of the effective instrumentalities which are to be employed
in the more practical exhibition of intolerance, so that the
avowal may excite in the minds of the timid and cowardly
a wholesome dread of papal authority. After stating that
the Spanish Inquisition was established by Roman Catho-
lic governments, as an *ecclesiastical institution,” and thus
agreeing that it had the sanction and approbation of the
Church, he proceeds :

“That institution you may value as you choose; you are
at liberty to condemn the abuses and the cruelties of which
it has been guilty through the violence of political passions
and the character of the Spaniard ; yet one can not but ac-
knowledge, in the terrible part taken by the clergy in its tri-
als, THE MOST LEGITIMATE AND MOST NATURAL EXERCISE OF
ECCLESIASTICAL AUTHORITY.” (™)

This language is so plain and. explicit that there is no
room for doubt about its-import. Its meaning is sufficiently
seen without any straining of the most ordinary rules of in-
terpretation. It was not desngned for Protestant readers,
but was avowedly and expressly addressed to those who
were supposed to be ready and willing listeners to the words
of authority, to such as tamely and submissively put their
manhood into the keeping of ecclesiastical superiors, The
Spanish Inquisition! Is there any reader so ignorant that
he needs to be told what it was? Of all the institutions
ever known to the world, or ever invented by human inge-

(*) Mgr. Ségur, part iii., prop. vii., p. 186,
6
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nuity, it was the most cruel, oppressive, and blood-thirsty.
Its thousands of victims, whose bones were crushed with its
aconrsed instruments of torture, and whose groans made its
priestly officials laugh with a joy akin to that of the fiends
of hell, still cry out from their tombs against it.('*) Yet, in
the nineteenth century, while humanity has not ceased to
shudder at the thought of its possible revival, the press of
an American publishing house('’) sends forth among the ad-
berents of Roman Catholicism in the United States, with the
sanction and approval of the Roman Catholic bishop of Bos-
ton,('") the startling avowal that this borrible instrument of

(®) Jean Antoine Llorente was secretary of the Inquisition of Spain, and
when the institution was suppressed in 1809, '10, '11, all the archives were
placed at his disposal. These consisted of ‘‘unpublished manuscripts and
papers, mentioned in the inventories of deceased inquisitors.” They were
carefally examined, and furnished him much of the valuable information
communicated in his published ¢* History of the Inquisition.” He says that
the *‘horrid conduct of this Aoly office weakened the power and diminished
the population of Spain by arresting the progress of arts, sciences, industry,
and commerce, and by compelling multitudes of families to abandon the
kingdom ; by instigating the expulsion of the Jews and the Moors, and by
immolating on its flaming shambles more than three hwundred thousand vic-
tims!/!” He traces its history with great minuteness of detail, showing its
introduction into Aragon, during the reign of Ferdinand and Isabella; the
punishment of the Albigenses and the Jews by its cruelties, its approval by
Popes Sextus IV., Innocent VIIL., and others, as the means of angmenting
their power; and gives the harsh and unprecedented rules of procedure by
which it was governed. One of those rules shows how neceseary it was con-
sidered to the papacy, and that it was employed by the reverend () Inquisitors
both as a religions and political institution. It required all witnesses to be
asked, in general terms, ¢ if they had ever seen or heard any thing which was,
or appeared, contrary to the Catholic faith, or the rights of the Inquisition."—
Luorente's History of the Inquisition, preface, pp. xiii., xvi. ; chap. v., p.
30; chap. vi., p. 89; chap. ix., p. 60.

(*) Patrick Donahoe, Boston.

(*") This book is indorsed with the sign of the croes, thus, * Imprimatur,
Joannes Josephus, Episcopus, Boston.”

The reader, however, should not be misled into the belief that this was the
Jirst attempt to recommend the Spanish Inquisition to the Roman Catholics
of the United States. In 1815 the French Comte Le Maistre wrote half &
dozen letters in defense of this institation. He said of it: *The Jnguisition
is, in its very nature, good, mild, and preservative. It is the universal, in-
delible character of every ecclesiastical institution ; you see it in Rome, and
you can see it WHEREVER THE TRUE CHURCH HAS POWER."—La MAISTRE'S
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persecution is “ the most legitimate and most natural exercise
of ecclesiastical authority” And more than one of the
Roman Catholio journals in the United States have taken
extraordinary pains to commend the book, in which this
avowal is made, to their readers. The Boston Pilot, a paper
of large circulation, thus advertises it, in its issue of Feb-
Tuary 20th, 1870: “ Plain Talk about the Protestantism of
To-day. Every body is buying it. Prices: neatly bound, 60
cents; in paper covers, 25 cents; by the hundred, for dis-
tnbutlon, 815. Send for copies t,o distribute among your
neighbors.”

Letters on the Spanish Inquisition, p. 22. Though he professed to treat
it as ““purely royal,” he admitted that it existed in Spain by virtue of the
bull of the sovereign pontiff.” He says that the grand inquisitor ‘‘is al-
ways either an archbishop or bishop.”—Zbid., p. 89. He justifies the inflic-
tion of *‘ capital punishment ” upon those who attempt to subvert the *‘ estab-
lished religion” of a nation; which means that the pope, as ¢“the vicege-
rent of Christ,” would require a resort to this remedy, as the only meaus of
obeying the divine law, wherever the Roman Catholic religion is the religion
of the state, as he is now striving to make it in the United States.—Ibid.,
pp. 62, 58. He says: ‘A sense of duty obliges me to say that an here-
siarch, an obstinate heretic, and a propagator of heresy, should indisputa-
bly be ranked among the greatest criminals.”— Ibid., p. 69. Aguain: “I
by no means doubt that a tribunal of this description, adapted to the times,
places, and characters of nations, would be highly useful in every coun-
try."—Ibid., p. 84. He speaks of the *‘ demoniac spirit of Puritanism"”
(p. 127) and of Protestantism, as ‘‘micknamed piety, zeal, faith, reforma-
tion, and orthodoxy " (p. 180), and reaches a result which he thus expresses:
¢ Theory and experience satisfactorily prove that there is not, that there can
not be, a steady faith, or positive religion, properly’ so called, in a nation
whoee envoys take so much pains to abolish what they and others, through
malice, call the detestable Inquisition” (p. 156), because it is ‘‘ome of the
mildest and wisest civil tribunals within the range of civilization™ (p. 172).

Now, these letters of Le Maistre, with all their impions and un-American
teachings, were translated into English by a Roman Catholic priest of Salem,
Massachusetts, and published also by Patrick Donahoe, ¢ Catholic book-
seller,” of Boston, in 1848. 1In the preface of this translator, he says a great
many silly and mendacious things about the ¢ piratical, pharisaical reforma-
tion,” about the ¢ base apostate Luther,” and the ““libertinism " of Protest~
antism (pp. 9, 10); bat, like all other writers of his class, he, too, reaches
the only logical result which can follow such opinions as he expresses. For
example, he says,in a *‘Catholic country, 8 man may entertain whatever
religious or irreligious opinions he likes,” ¢‘ but he must keep them to Aim-
self,” for if he speaks out what he thinks, ‘‘he is brought before the tribu-
nal ” of the Inquisition ! —Ibid., preface, p. xvi,
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Here the design in republishing this book in the United
States is made evident; that it shall, incendiary-like, make
its way over the land, by being brought within the reach
and means of all the papal followers who can read it, so that
they may be inoculated, insensibly, with the views and opin-
ions of their ecclesiastical superiors, and be thereby fitted for
whatsoever work they shall be called upon to do. There
are very few Protestants who observe these cautious and
stealthy approaches of their vigilant and sleepless adversa-
ry. Many of them, engaged in pursuits which invite them
into other fields of inquiry, and always tolerant and unsus-
peotlng, are unwilling to rest long enough from their active
occupations to pay any attention whatever to these things;
and very few, if they think of them at all, ever think of
looking into Roman Catholic books or newspapers to see
what they contain. And the papal hierarchy, fully inform-
ed of all this, and well knowing the advantage they derive
from it, employ all their intellectual energies, and the most
active and untiring industry, in prosecuting their attack
upon the religion professed by Protestants, and apon all the
liberalizing tendencies of the civil institutions which have
grown out of Protestantism., In their numerous publica-
tions they display great learning and ingenuity; but there
are very few of these publications characterized by that
charity which the apostle Paul has placed among the high-
est virtues, and which Christ, by his life and teachings, in-
culcated as one of the chief and most necessary duties of
man,

Hence Mgr. Ségur goes on to say, in the imagined su-
premacy and superiority of the hierarchy to which he be-
longs, and by whose inordinate ambition he is stimulated :

“It would be an insult to the Catholic clergy to compare
with them the pastors of Protestant sects. .4s Protestant-
iem 8 no religion, whatever they may say to the contrary,
so its ministers have not the authority of the priesthood, no
matter how hard they may try to have its appearance.”(*")

This denial of the priestly character to the Protestant
clergy amounts, of itself, to but little, constituting, as it

(**) Mgr. Ségur, part ii., prop. xvii., p. 184,
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does, one of the most ordinary features of polemic contro-
versy. But included within it is the denial of any religion
to Protestants; and this accusation of heresy is designed,
by its frequent repetition in the United States, as the foun-
dation upon which ‘te build the papal superstructure, to
bring about the downfall of the Protestant system, and the
erection of the “Catholic system ” in its place, in all its ex-
clusiveness and power. Yet those engaged in this under
taking do not fail to see that Protestantism, in this country,
has a signal advantage over them in its advocacy of the
freedom of thought, for which the most of mankind, in de-
spite of tyranny, have a natural yearning. And seeing this,
they are employing this little book of Mgr. Ségur as the
agent by which they hope to remove this difficulty out of
the way, 80 as to secare a clear field for the future triumph
and operations of the papacy. It is not proposed to do this
by argument, or by any appeal to intelligent reason, for in
such a field they would meet inevitable failure; but by em-
ploying that dogmatism which allows of no denial, and which
has hitherto served them so well in other times and coun-
tries. Mgr. Ségur cuts the thread with a single swoop of
his ecclesiastical sabre; thus:

“The freedom of thinking is simply nonsense. We are no
more free to think without rule than we are to act without one.
Unless we prefer to be disorderly and incur damnation, we are
bound to have thoughts of truth and of truth alone, just as
we are bound to do what is right, and only what is right.”(**)

And at another place:

“Freedom of thought is the soul of Protestantism; it is
likewise the soul of modern rationalistic philosophy. It is
one of those impossibilities which only the levity of a super
JSicial reason can regard as admissible. But a sound mind,
that does not feed on empty words, looks upon this freedom
of thought only as simply absurd, and, what is worse, as
SINFUL.”(*)

Every reader accustomed to constrne the simplest lan-
guage can see from these extracts, at a single glance, their

("®) Mgr. Ségur, part ii., prop. vii., p. 98.
(®) Itbid., part ii., prop. vii., p. 100,
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full import. Therefore, without stopping here to comment
upon them, it is sufficient only to say that, besides assailing
Protestant Christianity, they are an open and undisguised
attack upon the chief corner-stone of our political institu-
tions. These not merely secure to every citizen the right of
free thought, but recognize it as inalienable. If this great
principle had not been maintained, our institutions could not
have existed, and the theory of self-government would have
been a disastrous failure. Baut, by these papal teachings,
and in direot opposition to this principle, the Roman Cath-
olic citizens of the United States are commanded to regard
it as “absurd” and “sinful” and, therefore, in violation of

"God’s law!—as an odious and intolerable form of heresy,

4

which is offensive to the papacy! They are thus instructed
that they may be prepared to perform the religious duty of
uprooting and eradicating all the Constitutional guarantees
designed for the protection of this principle, because “free-
dom of thought is the soul of Protestantism,” and Protest-
antism has an open Bible “iu which infidelity and revolution
wrap themselves!” There should, after this, be no further
denial of the fact that the papacy does assert for itself, and
that its devotees maintain for it, the divine power to teach
political as well as religious truth. We shall see hereafter
many evidences of this, of the most convincing character;
but this author does not leave us any room for doubt upon
the subject, understanding perfectly well, as he does, that
its ultimate ends can be reached in no other way. After as-
serting that “such freedom ” as Protestantism confers will
lead “to perdition,” unless “controlled by the divine teach-
ings of Christ, and of his Church”— that is, of the pope,
through his bishops and clergy—he continues thus:

“The authority of the Church is a guard over human un-
derstanding in whatever directly or indirectly affects religion, -
which means in every kind of doctrines—religious, philosoph-
ical, scientific, POLITICAL, etc.”(*)

No apology is offered for these numerous extracts from
this book of Mgr. Ségur, since it is supposed that the opin-
ions of the author can be better made known by means of

(*) Mgr. Ségur, part ii., prop. vii., p. 100.
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them than by briefer quotations, and because, in order to
convey a proper idea of what constitutes Roman Catholic
literature in the United States, equally liberal quotations
must be made from other papal authors. This book is intro-
duced here on account of the great exertions made to secure
it a large circulation, and of the most significant fact that it
is considered worthy of the special indorsement of the Bish-
op of Boston, which gives to it the sanction of official author-
ity. But it is by no means sent out alone. A crusade re-
quires a large army, composed of many and disciplined sol-
diers, and supplied with the necessary weapons of warfare.
The press is an ever-active engine of power; and being free,
in this country, without regard to what it teaches, that part
of it which moves or halts at the bidding of ecclesiastical au-
thority continues its ceaseless efforts, by day and night, to
erect upon the ruins of Protestantism the imperial throne of
papal power and absolutism, by keeping up the supply of
these necessary weapons. There is in the city of New York
a publication society which sends out thousands, and per-
haps millions, of little ¢racts, of only a few pages, all devoted
to the same object—the defense of the papacy—and stamped
with this badge of authority: “Printed for The Catholic
Publication Society — office, 9 Warren Street, New York.
Price, 50 cents per hundred ; and sold at all Cathohc book-
sellers’ at the same price.”

A package of these tracts, easily procured, was found to
contain one numbered forty-six, on the subject of “ The
Pope’s Temporal Power ;” defining what it is, and what the
faithful are required to believe in reference to it. It goes
out in this modest and unobtrusive way that it may perform
its allotted task silently and uunseen, unless accidentally, by
a single Protestant eye. Explaining what this power has
hitherto been at Rome, it says that all the members of the
Church are “ bound to believe that the Holy Father should
enjoy that political independence which is necessary for the
free exercise of his spiritual authority throughout the entire
world ;” onveymg thereby the idea that, as political in-
dependence » is necessary to “the free exercise” of the
pope’s authority at Rome, it is, therefore equally necessa-
ry, wherever, “ throughout the entire world,” that authority
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shall be recognized ; in other words, that the degree of this
independence must be the same everywhere ; and as the pope
can not maintain his full authority at Rome without it, g0 he
can not in the United States. It then proceeds, in the form
of questions and answers, to present the matter practically,
as follows:

“How can this independence be secured ?

“Only in one way. The pope must be a sovereign himself.
No temporal prince, whether emperor, or king, or president, or
ANY LEGISLATIVE BODY, can have any lawful jurisdiction over
the pope.

“ What right has the pope to be independent of every civil
ruler ?

“He has it in virtue of his dignity as the vicar of Christ.
Christ himself is “ King of kings.” But the pope governs
the Church in the name of Christ, and as his representative.
His divine office, therefore, makes him superior to EVERY
POLITICAL, TEMPORAL, AND HUMAN GOVERNMENT.

“But could not the pope exercise his spiritual supremacy,
and yet be the subject of some temporal prince; for instance,
the King of Italy ?

“Most certainly not. For, as the representative of God,
the pope is compelled to denounce whatever injustice and in-
iquity he finds in the world, including the acts of grasping
and unjust civil governmenis.”

Let the reader observe how carefully this language is ar-
ranged so as to convey this obvious meaning—nothing more,
nothing less—that, as the pope’s “spiritual aunthority” can
not be exercised in the papal states without “political in-
dependence,” and as he must be  superior to every political,
temporal, and human government,” so that he may “denounce
whatever injustice and iniquity he finds in the world,” ac-
cordingly as Ae shall consider it unjust and iniquitous, there-
fore he must have the same degree of “ political independ-
ence” in the United States that he has at Rome, so that his
commands shall be as much the law here as there ; and that,
as he has already denounced Protestantism as heresy, in-
fidelity, and no religion —as “injustice and iniquity,” he
should have full authority to command that its institutions,
both civil and religious, when not approved by him, shall be
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plucked up by the roots, and all the power necessary to en-
force obedience to such a decree!

If any doubt should be entertained on this subject, it will
be removed by the perusal of another of the tracts contained
in this same package, and numbered forty-three, upon “the
duty of obeying the pope.” Here “the duty of all Catholics
to obey the pope” is laid down as the starting-point. All
his “laws” are represented as “confirmed by a divine sanc-
tion, and are obligatory upon the conscience in the same man-
ner as the laws of Moses were binding on the Jews.” He is
called the “sovereign judge and lawgiver, from whose decis-
tons and judgments there is no appeal” Being “ the head
of the whole Church, and the father and teacher of all Chris-
tians,” he requires, therefore, obedience to his doctrinal decis-
ions and to Ais laws; in certain cases, under the penalty of
excommunication. All this having been announced, this little
tract proceeds to define this extraordinary authority, thus:

“The authority of the pope to feack and command the
faithful in regard to all things relating to the doctrines
which they are to hold or reject, and in regard to all things
relating to religious and moral acts which they are to do or
avoid, has been given him by Jesus Christ.”

Thereupon, the faithful are instructed that the popes, ex-
ercising the divine “ power of the keys,” have *forbidden
certain opinions to be maintained, and certain acts to be
done;” and that these commands are “ratified in heaven,
and are therefore to be respected and obeyed as really ema-
nating from Jesus Christ himself[” Then, passing from this
blasphemous comparison of the pope with Christ, it con-
demns Freemasonry as already under the curse of several
popes before the present one; denies the right of “a private
person to judge the rulers of the Church,” thus asserting full
official impunity for every member of the hierarchy; endeav-
ors, with an exceedingly thin veil of sophistry, to evade the
charge of ecclesiastical interference with political opinions;
and defines, with the utmost precision, the comprehensive-
ness of the papal authority. It would be hard to find more
explicit language. It says:

“The authority of the Church extends over all things re-
lating to morality, over all questions of right and wrong,



90 THE PAPACY AND THE CIVIL POWER.

duty and transgression of duty, justice and ingustice, lawful-
ness and unlawfulness. As well might one talk of our Lord
Jesus Christ interfering with human rights as his vicar or
his Church. Man is responsible to God in all his relations,
as a child or parent, a subject, citizen, artisan, merchant, law-
yer, legislator, or governor. The moral law, the rule of right
and wrong, runs through the state, society, the family, and
every relation or institution in which man is a free agent,
having rights and duties. The Church is supreme in decid-
ing all moral questions, and the pope is the sovereign minis-
ter of God, with power to punish by his spiritual censures
all infractions of the divine law.” ) :

When it shall become necessary, further along, to examine
the doctrines of the Encyclical and Syllabus of Pope Pius
IX., and other instructions to his subjects, this extract will
furnish a key to his meaning. In the mean time, it should
be observed how distinctly and emphatically it is an-
nounced, in this American tract, that the authority and
jurisdiction of the Church, and of the pope as its supreme
head, and of the clergy, as the instruments he employs in
the execution of his power, is so full, comprehensive, and
all-absorbing, as to embrace the entire man, in all his re-
lations of life, in all the duties he owes to himself, to his
family, to society, to the state of which he is a citizen, and
to the government to which he owes allegiance.. Every
thought, word, and act ; every impulse and passion of the
mind ; all the affections and hatreds of the heart—must be
subordinated to the will of the pope, who, as sovereign lord
of the universe—as “God on earth ”—must acquire a do-
minion 8o complete that every society, community, and gov-
ernment in the world shall be constructed, regulated, and
managed according to the law of God as ke shall declare
and announce it! If Protestantism is infidelity aud here-
87, it must be exterminated ! If free thought is “sinful,”
it must be suppressed! If a free press opens the door to
revolution or licentiousness, it must be destroyed! If free
speech is offensive to pontifical or hierarchical ears, there
must be no more of it! If a republican and popular govern-
ment secures all these privileges and provides for their con-
tinuance, it must be overthrown! If the Constitution of the
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‘United States prohibits “an establishment of religion,” or
any impairment of the right of its “free exercise,” it must
be put out of the way, and papal imperialism take the place
of the will of the people which it expresses! If any man,
supposing himself to be free, shall dare to eonsult his own
conscience in matters of religious belief or moral duty, or to
interpret the Bible for himself, he must be stricken down by
the sword of pontifical wrath, and the papal anathema rest
upon his name forever! And then, when all this is accom-
plished ; when mankind shall be compelled to recognize
trae religion as consisting only in passive obedience to the
“laws” of the “King of Rome,” the pope, and his bishops,
and his priests all stand ready to plunge the world once
more into medismval bondage! When Rome was *“ mistress
of the world,” none of her despots wore a diadem so imperi-
al as this.

This is not the place for a phllosophlcal disquisition upon
the varied qualities of the mind, or its tendency to be im-
pressed by surrounding circamstances. We all know that
it may be educated to adopt almost any class of opinions,
especially when its higher capacities are left unimproved.
The papacy, well understanding this, has been always ac-
customed to determine and regulate the kind of instruction
to be given to the members of the Roman Catholic Church,
prescribing the particular books they shall read, and prohib-
iting the reading of others, under penalty of the pontifical
curse. ‘There is at Rome, as an essential department of
the papal court, what is called the “ Congregation of the In-
dex.” To this tribunal are submitted all publications that
are, in any degree, under the suspicion of heresy; and if|
upon examination, they are found to teach what the pope
does not desire to be taught, they are condemned and placed
upon the “Index expurgatorius,;” so that thereafter it shall
be regarded as an offense against the Church and against
God for any person to read them. Examples of this are
abundant; that in reference to the books of Galileo being a
prominent one. Galileo taught the Copermcan theory of
the revolution of the earth upon its axis; and as the Roman
Catholic Church taught the contrary—that is, that the earth
was stationary, and the sun revolved around it—Pope Paul
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‘V. caused his writings to be condemned, and prohibited the
reading of them ; and Pope Urban VIIIL. not only repeated
this prohibition, but caused the great astronomer to be tried,
convicted, and imprisoned during life for having dared to
teach such heresy !(**) There are very few popes who have
not added to the number of books upon the “Index.” The
present pope has adopted a more comprehensive method—
while still adhering to that of his predecessors— by fre-
quent and general denunciation of all of that class of books
which advocate liberalism, Protestantism, republicanism, free
thought, free speech, and a free press. Therefore, while
such works as are called forth by the progressive and ad-
vancing spirit of the present age are condemned as impious
and heretical, because their tendency is to weaken and de-
stroy the “ divine right” of kings to govern mankind, and are
kept out of the hands of the faithful, wherever it can, by
possibility, be done, the hierarchy actively employ their
learning and ingenuity in preparing and circulating such
books, magazines, newspapers, pamphlets, and tracts as
those from which the foregoing extracts are taken, and in
the inculcation of the sentiments they contain. They calcu-
late largely upon the indifference of the great body of the
people of the United States to such subjects; well under-
standing, at the same time, that whatever they shall thus
circulate in support of papal omnipotence will be impressed

(**) Much ingenuity has been recently displayed by papal writers in the at-
tempt to show that Galileo was not condemned by the Church for teaching
the doctrine of Copernicus, that the sun is the centre of the universe, and
does not move, but that the earth moves with a diurnal motion. To do this
it has been found necessary to pervert many important facts of history, and
to deny others which have been accepted as true by the most learned Prot-
estant and Roman Catholic historians for nearly two hundred and fifty years.
Those who have the curiosity to examine this question will find it fully dis-
cussed in a late work, entitled *‘ The Private Life of Galileo; compiled prin-
cipally from his correspondence and that of his eldest daughter, Sister Maria
Celeste, nun in the Franciscan convent of St. Matthew, in Arcetri;” publish-
ed by Nichols & Noyes, Boston. All ¢ the pontifical decrees against the mo-
tion of the earth” have also been published in London. From these it is
shown to be true, that the Copernican theory was condemned both by the
pope and the sacred Congregation of the Index, ‘‘ as absurd and false in
philosophy,” and as ¢‘ erroneousin faith.”
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upon the minds of their superstitions followers—especially
the ignorant portion of them—by the numerous foreign and
Jesuit priests who are scattered over the country. These
priests are specially prepared for this purpose by previons
training at Rome and elsewhere, and are quite ready, at all
times, to lay these doctrines before their congregations, and
to instruct them that unless they believe and practice them
they will assuredly fall under the anathemas of the Church.
As between the institutions of the United States and the
papal institutions that existed at Rome before the tempo-
ral power of the pope was taken away by the Italian people,
these priests prefer the latter; insisting that they are found-
ed upon the law of God, while the former are heretical.
Therefore, they work hard to bring abont the time when the
pope shall “command” the people of the United States—
they acting as his captains and lieutenants!

It has already been shown how readily Dr. Brownson en-
tered into this scheme to enslave his native country, by de-
voting his talents to the service of this foreign priesthood.
Ever on the alert to employ his fertile brain in this inglori-
ous work, he has lately published another book, which was
considered of so much importance by the hierarchy, that it
appeared simultaneously in New York, Boston, and Montreal.
In this book, entitled “ Conversations on Liberalism and the
Churcb,” he falsely represents himself as an American Prot-
estant who carries on a conversation with a Roman Catholic
priest, and allows himself to be converted by him to Roman-
ism! He calls it “purely imaginary,” but this scarcely re-
lieves him from the charge of disingenuously impersonating
a Protestant, and putting only such arguments into his
mouth as he supposes necessary to secure an unfair advan-
tage to his own Church and to the papacy.

He defends and justifies the Spanish Inquisition as an in-
stitution necessary “to ferret out and bring to trial” those
who engage in “secret conspiracies ” against “ the Cburch
and the State.”(**) He advocates a union between Church
and State.(*) He calls liberty a “spiritual right,” not a nat-

(**) Brownson’s ‘‘ Liberalism and the Church,” chap. vui .y P. 105,
™) Ibid., p. 110.
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ural right, or a “civil grant;” and insists, therefore, that it
can have no proper foundation except “on the supremacy
of the spiritual order, which the Church has always asserted
and defended.”(**) Then, after expressing his regret that,
in this country, the “sovereignty of the people ” has been re-
solved into the “sovereignty of popular opinion,” he makes
his priest address the American Protestant thus:

“You are losing the sense of the great principles on
which your fathers built, and no longer see or understand
the deep significance of the providential Constitution of your
republic. You are perverting the Christian to the pagan re-
public. Hence your great need of the Church to recall your
minds to the first principles of your institutions, and to en-
able you to inherit the glory of being the first nation that
ever fully asserted spiritual freedom.”(*)

This sounds well enough, in so far as it pretends to speak
favorably of our institutions; but the language of compli-
ment is employed merely to disguise the real object. The
whole context of the book shows that it was written un-
der the influence of a single controlling idea; that is, that
the Roman Catholic Church, as represented by the papacy,
should obtain supremacy over the people of the United
States, in order that they may be keld to the line of duty to
God and the world, as the pope shall understand and declare
it. This idea is not altogether concealed in the above ex-
tract, but it is more distinctly expressed elsewhere. It is
not a little surprising that, with his mind thus impressed, it
did not occur to him to inquire, how it has happened that
the papacy did not establish the freedom of which he writes,
when it had the world at its feet ?—and why civil freedom
was not fully established, until it grew up, without the aid
and against the protestations of the papacy,as one of the
legitimate and necessary fruits of the Protestant Reforma-
tion? But it must be conceded to him that his ideas of
“gpiritual freedom ” are very different from those which pre-
vail among the Protestants of the United States. What he
means by it—as we shall presently see—is the freedom of
the Church—that is, of the pope—to govern the world, to

(™) Brownson's *“ Liberalism and the Charch,” pp. 115, 116. (™) Ibid.
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dictate the law of God to all nations and peoples, and to
punish disobedience to her edicts. For example: he says
that the “ dogmas of the Church are, if any thing, above rea-
son,”(*") and, being “ matters within the spiritual order,” in-
dividuals have “ nothing to do” with them.(*") He gives the
reason elsewhere, by insisting that the word of the Church
“js as high authority for what God has revealed as is the
Bible itself ;”(**) aund, therefore, that “human laws derive all
their vigor as laws from the law of God,” as proclaimed by
the Church, or by the pope as its lawful and divine head.
Under the dominion of such sentiments as these, he under-
takes to show wherein consists the necessity of subverting
our Protestant institutions, and substituting for them such
as the Churoch, or the pope, shall consider consistent with the
law of God. As they do not tend to elevate and advance
mankind, and are, in these respects, greatly dehind the Ro-
man Catholic nations, the latter are, in his opinion, entitled
to a decided preference! He says:

“Christian nations alone are living and progressive na-
tions, Aund never have Christian nations advanced in all
that makes the true glory of civilization so rapidly as they
did from the downfall of Rome to the rise of what you call
the Reformation.” (™)

Pursuing this train of thought, he insists that, with the
exception of the “discovery by Catholics of this Western
hemisphere,” and the praetical adoption of some papal prin-
ciples, there has been “no real progress of civilization since
the epoch of the Reformation.”(*') Such sentiments would,
of course, lead him to give the preference to Roman Catholic
governments over those arising out of Protestant liberali-
ty and toleration, and to see, in the Roman Catholic popula-
tions, a higher degree of elevation and advancement than is
to be found among those of Protestant nations. And to in-
dicate this preference, he applauds the “ moral elevation and
personal dignity of the Catholic peasantry,” which he con-
siders due to the fact that their religion * attaches merit to

(™) Brownson’s ‘“ Liberalism and the Church,” p. 128.
(™) Itid., p. 181. (™ Ibid., p. 168.
(™) Ibid., p. 170. ™) Ibid., p. 176.
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voluntary poverty,” and “regards the poor as blessed and a
blessing !” With this estimate of the sweets and blessings
of poverty, he denounced the poor-houses which Protestant-
ism has caused to be erected, wherever it prevails, as “ mod-
ern Bastiles,” insisting that the poor had better be left in
their happy condition of poverty than be “shut up as crim-
inals.” He then sums up his conclusions thus:

“You will look in vain among your non- Catholic contem-
poraries for that clearness and vigor of intellect, and that
moral elevation, force, and independence of individual char-
acter, which you meet everywhere in medimval society. If
there were great crimes in those ages, they were followed,
as the historian of the monks of the West justly remarks, by
great expiations. If there was great pride, there was deeper
humility, and always will the period from the sixth to the end
of the fifteenth century stand out as the most glorious in the
annals of the race.”(**)

How wonderfully perverted must be the best faculties of
an American mind, when it is brought to see in the condi-
tion of the world during the Middle Ages, from the sixth to
the sixteenth century, that which is preferable to the present
state of affairs among the Protestant nations, especially in
the United States! Such an effect could only be produced
by the unexampled influence which the papacy has been able
to exercise over some of the brightest intellects of the world—
a strange and mysterious influence, which has brought them
in subjection to its ambition, and appropriated all their best
energies to itself. But we are concerned now only with the
existence of such a fact, rather than with an inquiry into the
causes of it. Dr. Brownson is a distinguished instance of
this perverted intellect. His service of the papacy, and his
quick defense of all its extravagant claims, have acquired for
him a reputation among the papal hierarchy, which may flat-
ter but can not console him. When he recurs to the princi-
ples and influences under which his mind was developed into
its brilliant maturity, and by means of which it acquired its
freedom, the remembrance must be to him like the yearning
after a lost treasure. But whether he derives regret or re-

(*®) Brownson's ¢‘ Liberalism and the Charch,” pp. 181, 182.
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joicing from his present position, he must be regarded as ex-
pressing, not merely his own, but the sentiments and opin-
ions of the hierarchy of the United States, when he gives
the preference to the condition of Europe during the Middle
Ages— when ignorance, superstition, and degradation were
almost universal among the populations—over that in which
the people of this country now are. Blind and passive sub-
mission to the priesthood then prevailed throughout all the
ranks of society ; therefore, the people were abundantly hap-
py! They were 8o ignorant as not to know that they were
in bondage; therefore, they were models of contentment!
The masses were in the lowest poverty, while the nobility
reveled in wealth and luxury; therefore, they were in a
state of blissful humility! They left the popes and their
myriads of priestly dependents to do as they pleased, and to
bid defiance to all human laws; therefore, they had reached
the point of the highest “moral elevation!” Who can account
for such strange hallucination of thought as this? How is
it possible for a man to persuade himself, or be persuaded
by others, to believe that this country would be improved,
and the people carried to higher moral and political eleva-
tion, if the existing condition of our affairs were destroyed,
and that which existed in the Middle Ages substituted ?
Certainly, no such thought can dwell long in the minds of
any but those whose blind devotion shuts out the light from
their reason. And yet, to bring about precisely that result,
all the energies of the Roman Catholic Church, in so far as
the papacy can direct them, are now assiduously and untir-
ingly directed. Possibly, those who are aiding in this work
in the United States are merely laboring under honest de-
lusion, in the conviction that it may be done by peaceful
means, or that the people can be persuaded to give up to
Joreign dictation those national blessings which have always
constituted their highest pride. But this they must and do
know—that what they labor for with so much diligence can
only be accomplished by overthrowing our Protestant insti-
tutions, destroying our Protestant Christianity, and upheav-
ing, from its foundation, our Protestant form of government.
7
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CHAPTER 1IV.

Papal Hopes of Success in the United States.—The Jesuits.—Their Charac-
ter.—Their Expulsion by Roman Catholic Governments.—Their Suppres-
sion by Clement X1V.—Causes of it.—His Bull. —Expelled from Rassia.
—Causes of it.—Their Restoration by Pins VII.—Their Support of Mon-
archy.—The Order not Religious.—Its Constitution.—Its Authors.—They
Denounce Protestantism as Infidelity.—They Threaten the Inquisition.—
Movements during the Rebellion.—Napoleon IIL. and Pius IX.—Intoler-
ance of the Latter.—Precedents of Kings Humiliated by the Popes.

GrecorY X VL, whose pontificate commenced in 1831, was
the first pope who seemed encouraged by the idea that the
papacy would ultimately establish itself in the United States.
His chief reliance, as the means of realizing this hope, was
upon the Jesuits, upon whose entire devotion to the princi-
ples of absolutism he could confidently rely. Prepared at
all times to labor for the suppression of freedom, and trained
in a faith which allows to the individual no personal right
of thought or action, they were both ready and willing
agents in the work of assailing our popular institntions.
With them no form of government has the divine approval
unless founded upon the principles of monarchy. They es-
pecially abhor that form which confers equality of civil and
political rights, which denies the authority of privileged
olasses, and forbids the establishment of ecclesiasticism.

This wonderful society —the most wonderful the world
has ever known—had been suppressed in 1773 by Pope
Clement XIV., after a tedions and thorongh personal inves-
tigation of all the accusations against it. By this act of con-
demnation, which was made at the instance of the leading
Roman Catholic powers, such a degree of odinm was stamp-
ed upon its character that the people everywhere held it in
execration, Its despotic principles and immoral teachings
were alike condemned, except by those who, like Gregory
XVI, saw that, in the compactness of its organization and
the unity of its purpose, it possessed important elements of
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strength, which it was always willing to employ in building
up the papal structure. There is no more instructive chap-
ter in history than that which records the events connected
with its suppression by the pope. The expulsion of the or-
der from France, Spain, Portugal, and Sicily —all Roman
Catholic governments—the hesitation of Clement, his careful
and deliberate investigation of the charges made against, it,
and the overwhelming proofs which forced him to conclu-
sions he had manifestly endeavored to avoid, all go to show
an amount of turpitude which is without parallel elsewhere.
The pope was reluctant to fix the pontifical censure upon it,
because it had received the sanction of a number of his pred-
ecessors; but as an honest and sincere Christian—which is
not denied, except by the Jesuits—he felt himself constrain-
ed, by a sense of duty to the Church and the world, to de-
clare its unworthiness. And, in doing so, he satisfied the
Roman Catholic governments against which treason had
been plotted by its members, and restored quiet, for a time,
to the Charch.

In his pontifical brief, Clement XIV. averred that the Jes-
nit “maxims” were “scandalous, and manifestly contrary to
good morals;” that the society had bred “revolts and intes-
tine troubles in some of the Catholic states;” that, by means
of its practices, complaints and quarrels were multiplied
on every side; in some places dangerous seditions arose, tu-
mults, discords, dissensions, scandals, which, weakening or
entlrely breaking the bonds of Christian chanty, excited the
faithful to all the rage of party hatreds and animosities;”
that the kings most devoted to the Church—to wit, those of
France, Spain, Portugal, and Sicily—had “ found themselves
reduced to the necessity of expelling and driving from their
states, kingdoms, and provinces these very Companions of
Jesus,” which they were compelled to do as a step “ necessa-
ry in order to prevent the Christians from rising one against
another, and from massacring each other in the very bosom
of our common mother, the Holy Church ;” and that, as the
Church could never “recover a firm and durable peace so
long as the said society subsisted,” he, therefore, was con-
strained to annul and extinguish it “ forever,” to “abrogate
all the prerogatives which had been granted to them by their
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general and other superiors in virtue of the privileges ob-
tained from the sovereign pontiffy,” and to announce to the
Christian world that his pontifical act of suppression *“shonld
Jorever and to all eternity be valid, permanent, and effica-
cious,” and be “inviolably observed ” by all the faithful ev-
erywhere.(*)

The Jesuits, by the immoral tendency of their doctrines
and the many enormities perpetrated by them against gov-
ernments, society, and individuals, had become so unpopular
throughout Europe that their suppression gave great and
almost universal satisfaction. It was especially approved
by all sincere Christians, becanse they saw that it removed
from the Church a load which was surely dragging it down.
And those who, without belonging to the order, had been
educated by it, were constrained to approve the act, because
it was done by an infallible pope, who could not err! This
sentiment of approval became stronger in proportion as the
practices and policy of the order became better known. The
public were then enabled to see how entirely at variance its
practices were with its professions. Although one of the
articles of their constitution forbade the members of the or-

(") * History of the Jesuits,” by Nicolini, pp. 887 to 406, where the brief
of the pope is published at length; ‘ History of the Jesuits,” by Steinmetz,
p. 612; ‘“ History of the Popes,” by Cormenin, vol. ii., p. 897.

This celebrated bull of the pope is called ‘‘ Dominus ac Redemptor,” and
that Clement was exceedingly reluctant to issue it is beyond all question. In
a letter written by him in 1768, before he became pope, and while he was
Cardinal Ganganelli, he expressed the opinion that if the Jesuits had not
been so ‘‘ obstinate” as to refuse any reformation, the differences with them
‘‘might have been brought to a happy issue.”—Letters of Pope Clement
XIV. (Gangaselli). To which are affixed anecdotes of his life, translated
from the French of Lottin Le Jeune, vol. ii., p. 201, . After he became
pope, and when it became his duty to investigate the complaints against the
society, he- wrote to a Portuguese lord, saying: *I shall do nothing until I
have examined, weighed, and judged according to the laws of justice and
trath. May God forbid that any human consideration should influence my
decision! I bave already a sufficiently severe account to render to God,
without charging my conscience with the addition of a new crime; and it
would be an enormous one to proscribe a religious order upon rumors and
prejudices, or even upon suspicions, I shall not forget that, in rendering to
Ctosar the things that are Ceesar’s, I ought to render to God the things that
are God's."—Ibid., pp. 224, 225.
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der from the acceptance of any dignity, and another recom-
mended holy poverty as the bulwark of religion, yet there
were among them 24 cardinals, 6 electors of the empire,
19 princes, 21 archbishops, and 121 titular bishops; and their
aggregate wealth amounted to 40,000,000 pounds sterling—
the enormous sum of $200,000,000! Their general, Lorenzo
Ricci, was arrested, and thrown into prison in the castle of
St. Angelo at Rome, charged with an attempt to stir up a
revolt against the papal authority —with plotting treason
against the Church and the pope within the consecrated
walls of the Vatican. Besides his confession that he had
been in secret correspondence with the Prussian monarch,
the other evidences of his guilt were so convincing that his
imprisonment lasted until 1775, when he was relieved from
it only by death. The passions of the order were, of course,
aroused to exceeding violence—even to such an excess that
the pope himself, although the énfallible  vicar of Christ,”
did not escape their vengeance. They published malicious
libels against him, charging that he had been guilty of sim-
ony in procuring his election, and calling him by the oppro-
brious name of Antickrist! They became so impassioned
in their attacks upon him, that, when his death occurred,
during the next year, under very suspicious circumstances,
they were charged with having procured it by poison !(*)

(* The question whether or not Pope Clement XIV. was poisoned by the
Jesuits has given rise to much acrimonious discussion. On one side it is
confidently asserted that he was; while,'on the other, it is stoutly denied. It
is said that, after his death, ‘‘ his body turned instantly black, and appeared
in a state of putrefaction, which induced the people present to impute his
death to the effect of poison ; and it was very generally reported that he had
fallen a sacrifice to the resentment of the Jesuits.”—Letters of Pope Clem-
ent XIV., etc., by Le Jeune, vol. i., p. 45. St. Priest says that *the
scientific men who were called in to embalm his body found the features
livid, the lips black, the abdomen inflated, the limbs emaciated, and covered
with violet spots; the size of the heart was much diminished, and all the
muscles detached and decomposed in the spine. They filled the body with
perfumes and aromatic substances ; but nothing would dispel the mephitic
exhalations. The entrails burst the vessels in which they were deposited :
and when his pontifical robes were taken from his body, a great portion of
the skin adhered to them. The hair of his head remained entire upon the
velvet pillows upon which he rested, and with the slightest friction his nails
fell off."— Apud Nicolini, pp. 417, 418. . Cardinal De Bernis, who had been
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The consequence was, that, on account of the extreme con-
tempt in which they were held in all the Roman Catholic
states, they were compelled to seek refuge elsewhere. Their
iniquities were so great, and were so well understood, that
there was not a single Roman Catholic government in Ea-
rope that would tolerate them. They found shelter only
within the dominions of Frederick the Great of Prussia, and
Catharine of Russia—the former a Protestant prince, and
the latter the ecclesiastical head of the Greek Church.
There is some difficulty in discovering the reasons which in-
fluenced these monarchs in consenting to receive the.fugi-
tives, but they were, probably, twofold: to cultivate the
principles of monarchy, upon which the Jesuit constitution
was based ; and to reconcile the Roman Catholic citizens of
Poland to the partition of that unfortunate country. What-
ever the motive was, however, they were subsequently ex-

minister of Louis XV. of France, was convinced that his death was not from
natural causes, and, soon after the occurrence, wrote thus: ‘‘ When others
shall come to know as much as I do, from certain documents which the late
pope communicated to me, the suppression [of the Jesuits] will be deemed
very just and very necessary. The circumstances which have preceded, ac-
companied, and followed the death of the late pope excite equal horror and
compassion.” And speaking of Pope Pius VI., who was the immediate suc-
cessor of Clement XIV., he said: *‘The pope has certain moments of frank-
ness, in which his trne sentiments show themselves. I shall never forget
three or four effusions of his heart which he betrayed when with me, by
which I can judge that Ae was well aware of the unhappy end of his prede-
cessor, and that he was anxious not #o run the same risks.”—Apud Nicolins,
pp. 419, 420. Gioberti produced the statement of a Dr. Bonelli, *‘ famous
for learning and probity, almost an ocular witness of the facts,” to the effect
that the pope was poisoned. —Ibid., p. 418.

The Jesuits, in defense of their order, rely upon a statement made some
months after the death of the pope by the apostolic physician and the pope’s
¢‘ ordinary doctor.” They declared the charge that the pope had been poi-
soned to be false, but offered no proofs to sustain the opinion. And the rea-
sons they gave were said to be so ‘‘strange and suspicions as rather to
strengthen than diminish the opinion of those who thoaght differenty."—
Ibid.

Cormenin has no doubt upon the subject, after having examined all the
evidence. He says, ‘ The dispatch of the embassador of Spain relates, in its
fullest details, the examination of the dead body, which was made the day
succeeding his death, and adds to the irrefutable proofs of the poisoning of
the pontiff, and the guilt of the Jesuits."—CoRMENIN, vol. ii., p. 398.
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pelled also from Russia by an imperial decree of Alexander,
wherein he declared:

“It has been, however, proved that they have not realized
the duties imposed on them by gratitude, and that humility
commanded by the Christian religion. Instead of remain-
ing peaceable inhabitants of a foreign land, they have en-
deavored to disturb the Greek religion, which, from time im-
memorial, has been the predominant religion in this country.
They began by abusing the confidence they had obtained,
and have turned away from our religion young men who had
been intrusted to them, and some weak and ignorant women
whom they have converted to their own Church. To induce
a man to abjure his faith, the faith of his ancestors, to ex-
tinguish in him the love of those who profess the same be-
lief, to render him a stranger to his country, to sow tares
and animosity among families, to tear the son from the fa-
ther, the daughter from the mother,to stir up division among
the children of the same Church—is that the voice and the
will of God, and of his holy son Jesus Christ?.... After
such actions, we are no more surprised that these monks are
expelled from all countries, and nowhere tolerated. Where,
in fact, is the state that would tolerate in its bosom those
who sow in it hatred and discord ?”(*)

The marvelous influence of the Jesuits was not entire-
ly destroyed, even in the Roman Catholic states, although
greatly weakened, by the suppression of the order, notwith-
standing the bull by which they were suppressed was issued
ex cathedrd, and was, therefore, the official act of an infailible
pope! Since their pontifical incorporation by the bull Regs-
mini Militantis Eeclesios, issued by Pope Paul III. in 1540,
it had so thoroughly permeated all orders of society that it
was still visible, more or less, in every direction. By sub-
verting the morality of the Gospel, and substituting their
immoral maxims for religion, and by endeavoring to destroy
all the “ fundamental laws which form the basis of all states
and governments,” they “ brought the Encyclopedists into
existence; the most conspicuous of whom, in fact, as Voltaire,
Diderot, Helvetius, Marmontel, St. Lambert, Lametrie, and

(*) Nicolini, p. 434.
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many others, had issued from Jesnitical colleges, or had had
Jesuits as their tutors.”(‘) And when, after the French Rev-
olution, it had been demonstrated to the sovereigns of Eu-
rope that it was not impossible for the people to attempt the
destruction of monarchy and the establishment of republican
institutions, and it became necessary for them to counteract,
and, if possible, o destroy, the influence of this sentiment,
the re-establishment of the Jesunits was considered, by many
of them, as the most certain and effective means of accom-
plishing that object. On the part of these sovereigns, the
motive was entirely political; but they had no difficulty in
enlisting the assistance of the pope, who had as ardent at-
tachment as any of them to the principles of monarchy, es-
pecially to that part of the Jesuit constitution which teaches
implicit and unquestioning obedience to superiors. Pius VII.
was then pope. The complications in which he had become
involved with Napoleon L, who had re-annexed the states of
the Church to:-the empire of France, declared himself King
of Italy, and forbidden the pope to hold communication with
any church in France, made it necessary for him to resort to
some measure of relief against the threatened destruction of
papal authority. The Jesuits seemed to him to be the most
fit auxiliaries in the work of regaining power, inasmuch as
the superiority of a single individual as the governing an-
thority over the inferior masses of the people constituted
the central idea of their system; and he, accordingly, re-es-
tablished the order in 1814, after they had been under the
pontifical ban for thirty-seven years. Besides the political
motive which influenced the sovereigns who favored the res-
toration, he had, also, a religious one, which was to coun-
teract the influence of Protestantism, then rapidly gaining
ground in all the states of Christendom. By his memorable
bull for the purpose — Solicitudo Omnium—he referred to
the “abundant frnits” which had been produced in Russia
and Sicily by the workings of the order, and declared that,
in the then dangerous condition of “ the Christian republic,”
it would be “a great crime ” if he did not re-establish it—if,
said he, “ placed in the bark of Peter, tossed and assailed by

(*) Gioberti, apud Nicolini, p. 487.
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continual storms, we refused to employ the vigorous and ex-
perienced rowers, who volunteer their services, in order to
break the waves of a sea which threatens every moment
shipwreck and death.”(*) Therefore, with an utter disregard
of the character and anthority of Clement XIV., he abro-
gated his “ apostolic letters” of suppression ; restored the so-
ciety to all its powers; declared that it should be consoli-
dated “ more and more, to render it stronger;” counseled its
members to “exactly observe the rule prescribed by their
founder;” and announced that, notwithstanding all that Clem-
ent, an tnfallible pope, had said and done, it would hence-
forth be considered an act of “audacious temerity ” for any
one to “oppose ” Ais infallible decree ; “ and that, should any
one take upon him to attempt it, let him know,” said he,
“that he will thereby. incur the indignation of Almighty
God, and of the holy apostles, Peter and Paul”(*)—that is,
that the curse of God would rest upon whomsoever shounld
believe what his predecessor, Clement XIV., had said about
the immoral maxims and dangerous teachings of the Jesuits,
or should dare to obey his pontifical brief! In such a con-
test of authority, the last pope always has the advantage.
He can make his pontifical power, as one of the chief ele-
ments of his infallibility, more immediately and sensibly felt.

This act of restoration was done with cool audacity, and
with the especial object of arresting the progress of the mod-
ern and advancing nations. It should excite no surprise,
therefore, that the Jesuits, when, seventeen years afterward,
Gregory XVI. became pope, availed themselves of their re-
newed strength and partially revived popularity in the Ro-
man Catholic states to convert the papacy into a machine
for the advancement of their ambitious projects. Under
such favorable auspices, they were soon enabled to get con-
trol of and shape the whole policy of the papal conrt. Greg-
ory XVL, yielding to their influence as well as his own in-
clination, became a despot, and the supporter of despotism in
its most odious and oppressive forms. The severity of his
pontifical government soon excited the people of Italy to as-
sert their independence, and to inaugurate an effort to de-

(® Nicolini, p. 442; Cormenin, vol. ii., p. 428. (°) Nicolini, p. 447.
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prive him of his temporal crown; and, to defend himself
against them, he threw himself completely into the arms of
the ultramontane or Jesuit party. As the chief object of
this party was to check the popular progress toward free-
dom in the papal states, as well as elsewhere, the pope soon
identified himself with such measures and principles as ren-
dered him extremely odious to a large part of his Roman
Catholic subjects, who were tired of papal bondage. And
this feeling against him was, doubtless, increased on account
of his supposed want of private virtue. Whatever was the
cause of his unpopularity, however, he not only realized it,
but had sagacity enough to know that the corruption pre-
vailing at Rome, before the eyes of the people, would, if he
lost his temporal power, cause him to be driven away from
that city, and lead, in all probability, to excesses similar to
those which had attended the French Revolution; for at
Rome, as well as in France, the people had witnessed so
much impiety that they were driven almost to the convic-
tion that religion was a mere disguise, worn for selfish and
iniquitous purposes. And he also knew that the habitual
intolerance of the papacy, and its despotic management of
civil affairs, would incite the enraged population to deal
harshly with him and his ecclesiastical advisers; and that he
would not be likely to find a safe or desirable asylum among
the similarly enraged populations of any of the-Roman Cath-
olic states. And it was on this account that his attention
was directed toward the United States, and the hope was
excited in his mind that the tolerance of our institutions
would enable him, through the agency of his Jesuit allies,

to build up a papal party here, sufficiently strong and pow- .

erful to regain the authority which the papacy was destined
to lose among the Roman Catholic populations of Europe.
The thought was creditable enough to him as a politician,
but it is one against which the people of this country should
not be slow to protest whenever they are informed of its
existence in the papal mind, and of any attempt to effectu-
ate such an object.

Apart from the kind of service which Pope Gregory XVI.
expected of the Jesuits, it is exceedingly difficult to tell why
they have been suffered to acquire such unbounded influence
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a8 they possess over all the affairs of the papacy, and why
they are considered so necessary to the prosperity of the
Roman Catholic Church. They call their society a religious
association, but it is soarcely entitled to that designation.
The Church existed until near the middle of the sixteenth
century without it. Eighteen of its ecumenical councils
had been held before its formation. By these—commencing
with that of Nice, in 825, and ending with that of the Fifth
Lateran, in 1512—the religious faith of the Church was well
established. The bishops who composed these councils
needed no aid from Ignatius Loyola and his followers to
take care of the affairs of the Church, either to declare its
doctrines or to regulate its discipline. The “Society of Je-
sus,” therefore, when it was established by Pope Paul IIL,
not only did not do any thing to add to or improve the doc-
trines of the Church, but, like all others who belonged to
the Charch, its members professed no other religion than
that already established by the ecumenical councils. Its
organization was entirely outside the Church. Wherefore,
then, the necessity of establishing this, the most secret so-
ciety in the world, when the popes at all times have de-
clared that God’s curse is resting upon all secret societies ?
Manifestly, the object was to build up an association capa-
ble of exercising external power, not necessary to religion,
but as the means of training and educating those who were
brought under its influence, by means of schools and the con- .
fessional, to that submissive obedience upon which the Papa-
cy is founded. Paul IIL avows as much in his bull estab-
lishing the order. He says that it is designed “expressly
for the instruction of boys and other ignorant people in
Christianity, and, above all, for the spiritual consolation of
the faithful in Christ by kearing confessions.”(") And, as
if the Church did not already possess the means of giving
instruction and hearing confessions, he empowers “some
among them,” meaning Loyola, to “ draw up such constitu-
tions as they shall judge” necessary. They have no power
to add to or take from any of the articles of faith. Their
religion is prescribed by the Church; their constitution is

(") Nicolini, p. 28.
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their own, and to it alone must we look for the nature and
character of their organization.

Now, let any reader take the pains to examine the provis-
ions of the constitution of the “Society of Jesus” and he
will not €ind one word in it essential to religious faith, noth-
ing to show what Christ, or the apostles, or the fathers,
taught in reference to any of the fundamental doctrines of
Christianity. On the other hand, he will find provisions for
the initiation of novices, for scholars, coadjutors, the pro-
fessed, provincials, rectors, superiors, and administrators;
the duties of each being minutely defined. Much pertains
to the working of the machinery ; but there are certain prin-
ciples running through the whole organization which suffi-
ciently show how little claim it has to be known as a relig-
ious society. Each member is required to take a vow that
he will understand “all things according to the constitution
of the society ;” that he will regard the general of the socie-
ty as “holding the place of God ;” that he will go wherever
“the pope pro tempore chooses to send him;” that he will
consider the general as “absolute master of persons and
things;” that “there should be no will, no opinion but the
general’s,” and no opposing, no contradicting, nor showing
an opinion, in any ocase, opposed to his; that he “must re-
gard the superior as Christ the Lord, and must strive to
acquire perfect resignation and denial of his own will and
. judgment, in all things conforming his will and judgment
to that which the superior wills and judges;” that this virtue
of obedience “ must be perfect in every point—in execution,
in will, in intellect ; doing what is enjoined with all celerity,
spiritual joy, and perseverance; persuading ourself that ev-
ery thing is just ; suppressing every repugnant thought and
judgment of one’s own, in a certain obedience....and let
every one persuade himself that he who lives under obe-
dience should be moved and directed, under Divine Provi-
dence, by his superior, just as if he were a corpse, which al-
lows itself to be moved and led in any direction;” that no
earthly authority “can involve an obligation to commit sin,
+ mortal or venial, unless the superior command it in the name
of our Lord Jesus Christ; or in virtue of holy obedience ;”
and that each member must “ concentrate all his desires and
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affections upon the society,” even to the extent of putting
away “all strong affection for his parents.”(")

It is stated by Maclaine, in a note to “ Mosheim’s Ecclesias-
tical History,” that when Loyola first laid before Pope Paul
IIL the plan for the organization of his society, and desired
his approval of it, there was a provision which restricted
somewhat the promised obedience to the pope.. This hav-
ing given rise to objection, it was so changed as to bind the
order “by a solemn vow of implicit, blind, and unlimited
submission and obedience to the Roman pontiff;”(") which
removed every obstacle. Herein lies the true secret of the
papal attachment for this mysterious organization. It ac-
counts for its re-establishment during the present century
by Pope Pius VIL, and the readiness with which Pope Greg-
ory XVI. subsequently permitted the Jesuits to direct his
pontificate. They were “ vigorous and experienced rowers;”
and in consideration for the privilege of shaping the policy
of the papacy, they were always ready to obey the papal
commands, although, in doing so, they should be required to
put themselves in secret and insidious couflict with all exist-
ing governments. Undoubtedly, Pope Gregory XVI. under-
stood this, when, finding the people of Italy and other Eu-
ropean states struggling hard for republican forms of gov-
ernment, and seeing the temporal sceptre slipping from his
hands, he declared that be was not pope anywhere else in
the world except in the United States!

It should excite no surprise that the present pope, Pius
IX.,, in the midst of still greater embarrassments, should suf-
fer similar thoughts to obtain possession of his mind; in-
asmuch as, by the same attachment to the Jesuits, he has
equally secured their services and devotion. When, at the

(®) Nicolini, pp. 80-56; Steinmetz, vol. i., p. 261, and note 1; * History
of the Society of Jesus,” by Daurignac, vol. i., p. 14 ; ¢ History of the Popes,”
by Ranke, p. 78 ; * Encyclopsedia Britannica,” 4th Ediubargh ed., vol. xi., p.
182 ; Maclaine’s ¢ Mosheim’s Church History,” vol. ii., p. 45, and note; Cor-
menin, vol. ii., pp. 208, 209; ‘‘Encyclopedia Americana,” vol. vii., p. 198.
In the last work there is an article in defense of the order, written by a
Jesuit, wherein it is said that ““a chief object of the Jesuits was the defense
of the Church against Protestantism.”—1Ibid., p. 208,

(*) Maclaine's ** Mosheim,"” vol. ii., p. 45, note.
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beginning of his pontificate, he was saupposed to be influ-
enced by other motives, and gave assurances that many of
the abuses in the civil government of Rome should be re-
formed, he felt himself secure in his position without their
aid., But after he has lived to realize, what Gregory XVIL
so much feared, the loss of his temporal power, he, like him,
trusts the papal bark to the same “vigoronus and experi-
enced rowers,” hoping that it may find safe mooring in the
United States; realizing, as he does, that it is only under
the shelter of Protestant toleration that the members of this
proscribed society can now find a resting-place. Therefore,
in June, 1871, 0n the 25th anniversary of his coronation as
pope, when he addressed a deputation of Roman Catholics
from the United States, he was led on by the earnestness of
his zeal to speak of this country as if he considered it the
last and only hope for the papacy. The number of this dep-
utation was only twenty-six; but the imaginative pontiff be-
came so enthused that he exclaimed, “ZLook at all America I’
evidently considering them as representing the whole nation.
After one of the priests—the Rev. Mr. Leray, of the Natchez
diocese—had delivered to him an address on behalf of the
bishops, clergy, and laity of that diocese, the “ Holy Father®
made a response in which the following sentences occur:

“I have heard of what has been doing in America in favor
of the Vicar of Jesus Christ—of the meetings that have been
held there. I have continually received testimonials of at-
tachment and proofs of devotion from the Catholics of the
United States—devotion not only of the mind and heart, but
of the hand too..... The bearing of the Catholics of the
United States fills me with hope for the future of the Church.
You are a numerous people, and I know you have all kinds
of men among you. There is a party of opposition, who
teach every thing contrary to law and order; men who have
gone among you to disseminate every kind of evil, who have
no reverence for God or his law,; but, still, the progress of
Catholicity is such as to fill us with well-grounded confidence
Jor the future..... There was a cardinal once who was a
prefect of the congregation..... He was wont to prophesy
about America. It was a prophecy ina broad sense.....
He used to say so earnestly that the salvation of the Church
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would come from America, that it made a deep impression
on me, and 7 hold to it. 1 believe great blessings will come
to the faith from America, and I pray for you always that
God may spread his truths among you, and that they may
take deep root, flourish, and bear fruit.”(*)

This language is not difficult of interpretation’; its import
can be easily perceived. Manifestly, the amiable old pon-
tiff has suffered himself to be persuaded into the belief that
the Roman Catholics alone are the lawful possessors of the
United States, and that the Protestants, composing “a party
of opposition ” of “all kinds of men,” have “gone among ”
them, teaching “every thing contrary to law and order,”
and “every kind of evil,” without any *reverence for God
or his law.” He seems to think that this state of things can
not last always, because “the Catholics of the United States”
are devoting “ the mind and heart,” and “the hand, too,” to
the removal of the evil of Protestantism out of the way.
He is not censurable, either for this belief, or the words in
which he expresses it, having no knowledge of the temper of
our people, or of the nature and spirit of our institutions, in
any other wise than as he esteems them to be in antagonism
to the papacy. His followers mislead him by their intemper-
ate zeal and wild prophecies of success.(*’) Nevertheless, he

(*®) Freeman’s Journal and Catholic Register, New York, June 22d, 1871.

() After Victor Emmanuel occupied Rome, numerous indignation meet-
ings were held in the United States. At one, in Binghamton, New York,
after high mass, it was resolved, ‘‘ that we will freely, if necessary, devote
our worldly goods and our lives in defense of its [the Church’s] doctrines,
and in the restoration of the temporal power of the visible head of the
Church.” At another, in Jackson, Mississippi, it was said: ‘‘As American
citizens, we feel that we are entitled to the protection of our Government in
our vested rights, which have been violated by the Piedmontese Govern-
ment,” etc. At another, at Los Angeles, California, the pope is spoken of
as ““ the pontiff-king of more than two hundred millions of ‘every tribe and
tongue and nation.’” And protests like these were gathered into a single
sheet, and sent to the pope. In reference to another great demonstration,
in Minnesota, where an immense multitude pledged ** their lives, if need be,
to restore the sovereign pontiff to his rightful throne,” and drive *‘ from the
sacred city the hirelings of the tyrant robber,” it was said, in the same paper,
“Those resolutions may seem to some to sound like bombast; and, in-
deed, there is reason to think 8o now, when the rights of Catholic American
citizens can be outraged in Rome without incurring the displeasure of our



112 THE PAPACY AND THE CIVIL POWER.

has information enough to know that his hope and expecta-
tions are chiefly based upon the fact that there is no other
place in the world, except under the protection of Protest-
ant toleration, where the papal defenders possess the free-
dom necessary to avow the principles of the papacy with-
out molestation, and without incurring such opposition from
governments and peoples as has already dealt it a death-
blow in every Roman Catholic country in Europe. Ub-
doubtedly, he relies upon this toleration, as opening a broad
field for papal operations; and hence the exceeding activity
of his hierarchy in the United States in executing the task
he has assigned them. Pius IX. has none of the private
vices of Gregory XVL and many other popes to answer for,
his purity of life being freely admitted on all hands; but he
is none the less ambitious on that account, none the less un-
der Jesuit control, and none the less resolved upon employ-
ing all his pontifical power to strike down every thing, and
to abrogate every constitution and law, which stands in the
way of the complete triumph of papal absolutism over the
world. Evidences of this abound in all the history of his
pontificate since his first flight from Rome to escape the
vengeance of his Roman Catholic subjects.

While assigning these purposes to the pope and his hie-
rarchs, however, we should not sail to keep in mind the dis-
tinction between Roman Catholicism, as a system of relig-
ion, and the papacy, as an all-absorbing religio- political
power, founded upon human ambition. Nor should we for-
get that distinction which exists to a great extent, especial-
ly in the United States, between intelligent Roman Catholic
laymen and the priesthood. There are thousands of these
laymen who do not and can not, in their consciences, ap-
prove of all that is done and said in behalf of papal suprem-
acy in this country, in any other sense than as they suppose
it to involve the mere triumph of their religious belief over
all opposing forms of faith. They believe Protestantism to

present rulers. But the day may not be far distant when we may have again,
as we had before, a President in Washington who will protect those rights.
And then we will show those people that we mean something more than simply
putting resolutions on paper.”—New York Freeman's Journal, February 4th,
1871.
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be error, and all its forms of religion to be false ; and yet,
in return for its toleration to them, would be perfectly will-
ing to extend like toleration to it, even where they had the
power to withhold it. But these men, good and faithful cit-
izens in all respects, suffer themselves to occupy a false posi-
tion, by allowing their acquiescence in that to which their
judgment does not assent, to be inferred from the silence
which the papacy imposes upon them. But the priesthood,
especially the Jesuit part of them, compose an entirely dis-
tinct and different class. They are educated, instructed,
drilled, and set apart for the special work in which they are
engaged, with no other thoughts to occupy their minds and
no other earthly objects to accomplish. They are the serv-
ants of the papacy, in the same sense in which a slave is the
servant of his master, and are indebted to the pope for all
the enormous power they employ. They swear obedience
and submission to him as the infallible “ Vicar of Christ;”
and perfectly well understand that if they failed to render
this obedience and submission to the full extent demanded
by him, their official robes would be instantaneously stripped
off. They are simply a band of ecclesiastical office-holders,
held together by the “cohesive power” of a common ambi-
tion, as compactly as an army of soldiers; and are governed
by a commander-in-chief whose brow they would adorn for-
ever with a kingly crown, and who wields the papal lash
over them with imperial threatenings. All these, with ex-
ceptions, if any, too few to be observed, are laboring, with
wonderful assiduity, to educate the whole membership of
their Church up to the point of accepting, without hesita-
tion or inquiry, all the Jesuit teachings in reference to the
papacy, as a necessary and indispensable part of their relig-
ious faith; so that whensoever the papal order shall be is-
sued, they may march their columns, unbroken, into the pa-
pal army. These are théy who write books, pamphlets, and
tracts, and fill the columns of their newspapers with falsome
and blasphemous adulation of the pope, applying to him
terms which are due only to God, all devoted to the object
of exterminating Protestantism, civil and religious, and ex-
tending the sceptre of the papacy over the world. They

manufacture, to order, the literature of Romanism, and tax
8
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their ingenuity to the utmost to make it, in all its varia-
tions, centre in these grand designs. Examples are innumer
able, and almost any one. of them, selected from the multi-
tude, is an index to the remainder.

In 1862, a Jesuit priest, the Rev. F. X. Weninger, made
what he chose to designate “an appeal to candid Ameri-
cans,” on the subject of “Protestantism and Infidelity,” which
is the offensive title to his book. He represented himself as
havmg been engaged for thirteen years “as a Catholic mis-
snonary throughout the United States,” and, consequently,
as: having had extraordinary opportunities of observing the
character and habits of our Protestant population, as well as
having become familiar with the working of our institutions.
These facts were stated, of course, to give weight and au-
thority to his opinions; for while he professed to be address-
ing Protéstants, but few of whom would see his book, he
was, with .true Jesuit cunning, really addressing the mem-
bers of his own Church, with the design of convincing them
that Protestantism is already a failure, so as to stimulate
them to renewed activity in their exertions to repress and
exterminate it.

He scarcely enters upon his subject before announcing
that “Protestantism $8 ending in the desolation of heathen-
ism;” that is, that we, in this country, are fast becoming pa-
ganized, as the result of our total want of religion or of any
religious convictions. Then, in contrast to this alarming
condition into which we have been plunged by our infidel-
ity, he points us to Roman Catholicism as furnishing the
only means of making us acquainted, personally, with Christ.
He says: “The real presence of Jesus Christ makes a heaven
of every Catholic Charch on the whole earth,” for there he
can be conversed with “face to face,” every day and every
hour.(*”) He blasphemously insists that “in holy commun-
ion Jesus enters our interior, really and substantially, dody
and soul,”(*") and that Protestantism, having robbed us of
all this consolation, has left us “no better off than infidels
and Jews.”('¥) Hence he found no difficulty in concluding

(*) *‘ Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Wemnger, pp. 88, 89.
. () Did., p. 47. (1) Itid., p. 49.



PROTESTANTISM DENOUNCED. 115

that “the only consolation Protestantism as such has to of-
fer, is a wicked one—sin, but believe ;”(**) his over-anxiety
to assail Protestantism rendering him oblivious to the fact
that his own Church, and the order to which he belongs,
both teach that popes and priests may sin, and yet remain
the infallible representatives of God ; and may be guilty of
all the impurities of life, and yet administer, infallibly, all
the sacraments of the Churoh !(*%)

As if he were an oracle whose: opinions were not to be
questioned, he says, “Protestantism leads to despair, be-
cause it denies free-will.”(*") That it is “& religion of im-
morality.”('*) That it is “a religion of disorder and despot-
tem.”?(*") That it is “a religion of dlasphemy.”(*) That it
“ came from licentious, apostate priests and monks, and from
despotic, licentious sovereigns.”(*) That it “ds dead.”(™)
That it cherishes “a reckless disposition to calummiate.” (™)
That “modern civilization does not spring from Protestant-
tsm.”(*) And that infidelity is the “ last logical consequence
of Protestantism.” (™)

All the counts in this formidable indictment are so drawn
as to display the skill and ingenuity of a criminal prosecu-
tor; of one who has had experience in all the formalities of
arraignment. They were designed, undonbtedly, to stimu-
late the ardor of the papal followers, in their efforts to re-
move sall this irreligion out of the way; and, possibly, to
cause all timid-minded Protestants to shudder at the thought
of the rapidity with which they were hastening to destruc-
tion. He rolled these terrible accasations, like a sweet mor-
sel, under his tongue, and, at every repetition of them, sharp-
ened the point of his pen, that he might give them irresisti-
ble and convincing force. He made his real object, how-
ever, more apparent as he proceeded; and, in the midst of
an enumeration of “ Protestant prejudices,” which he felt it

(®) *“ Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Weninger, p. 11,

(*) *Catechism of the Council of Trent,” pp. 78, 74.

(") “ Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Weninger, p. 85.

(*) 1bid., p. 90. (*®) Ibid., p. 98. (*) Itid., p. 96.
() Itid., p. 102. ™) 1bid., p. 150. (™) Itid., p. 218,
(‘% Ibid., p. 252. (™) 1bid., p. 278.
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his duty to overcome, he expressed his pent-up feelings in
these words:

“One of the most glorious enterprises for the Catholic
Church to engage in at this day is the conversion of the
United States to the Catholic faith.”(*)

Now, if the consummation of this object were sought for
in the field of fair discussion, without any dogmatic assump-
tion of superiority on the part of either adversary, each re-
maining the equal of the other, according to the spirit of
our institutions, all Protestant Christians would, in true char-
ity, hail Roman Catholicism as a desirable auxiliary in the
work and duty of evangelizing, not merely the United States,
but the world. The Roman Catholic Church, stripped of
the influence of Jesunitism and brought back to its early pu-
rity, would possess the capacity to perform a most glorious
part in such an achievement. But no such liberal idea as
this finds any place in the mind of this author, or of any
other Jesuit, or of any of those who submit to their dicta-
tion. From such men liberalism finds no quarter. They
exhibit nothing higher or nobler than that supercilious air
of imagined superiority, which roots out every generouns fac-
ulty of the mind, and leaves its possessor an object of min-
gled pity.and contempt. Thus impressed, and fearing that
‘he would fail in rallying the militia of the Church to the sup-
port of the papacy if he did not speak plainly in defense of
the temporal sovereignty of the pope over the whole world,
this infatuated Jesuit thus declares:

“Iu the ceremonies for the installation of a new pope, he
is addressed in these words: ¢ Noveris te urbis et orbis con-
‘stitutum esse rectorum. Remember that thou art placed on
the throne of Peter as the RULER of Rome and the world.’ ”(*")

In order, however, to make his Roman Catholic readers
familiar with the manner in which the pope would rule the
world, when the power to do 8o was secured to him, he had,
a little while before, addressed a threat of vengeance to the
Protestants of the United States, in order that they might
experience a8 wholesome dread of their approaching doom in

(™) *“Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Weninger, p. 270.
) Ibid., p. 269.
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time to avoid it by penitence and submission. After defend-
ing the Roman Inquisition as a necessary part of ecclesias-
tical organization, and coupling his reference to it with the
Protestant complaint of the unmerited persecation of Gali-
leo, he says:

“Protestants would do detter never to mention Galileo, in
order that we may not, in our turn, be forced to ingquire into
their own excesses of religious hatred.” (**)

This is such an exhibition of cool audacity as we seldom
meet with. Here is a foreign priest, sheltered by our laws,
who clinches his fist, and shakes it in our faces, daring to tell
us that we will “do better” to let the car of the papacy,
with Jesuit conductors, roll unresistingly over us; for if we
do not, we shall be punished, after the manner of Galileo, for
our “excesses of religious hatred!” He writes in admiring
contemplation of Roman ecclesiasticism, which recognizes
external power as necessary to a perfect plan-of church or
ganization—the power to coerce obedience when other means
are unavailing, to resort to force whenever the pope shall
decree its necessity. Pope Pius IX. had already committed
himself to this system of policy, in submitting to the domi-
nation of the Jesuits; and they, in their turn, were prepar-
ing the faithful for the bold avowals of the Syllabus, which,
only two years afterward, startled all the civilized nations.
And the time selected by this author to do his part of this
work in the United States displayed admirable sagacity and
tact. When his book made its appearance, our country was
laboring in the travail of a fearful civil war. Immense ar-
mies were in the field, marshaled against each other in the
most deadly conflict. It seemed doubtful which of the con-
tending parties would win the final victory—whether the
defenders of the Government would win or lose it. The
doubtful nature of the contest; the apparent difference of
opinion in reference to its result, even in the States support-
ing the Union; and other combinations of circumstances too
recent to have been forgotten—all conspired to excite in the
minds of European imperialists the hope, and, possibly, the
belief, that the days of our civil institutions were numbered,

() ““ Protestantism and Infidelity,” by Weninger, p. 249.-. - ..:."
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and could not be lengthened out much longer. Foremost
among these royalists was “ the favorite son of the Church”
—the corrupt and false-hearted Emperor of the French—
who, with one band, ruled his subjects with unmitigated
severity ; while, with the other, he held the pope upon his
temporal throne, from which, but for him, he would have
"been hurled by the outraged Italians after the battle of Sol-
ferino. With this perfidious monarch, it was a fixed habit
to profess one thing, while doing, or trying to do, another.
At the moment he announced that “the empire is peace,”
he was engaged in corrupting schemes designed to give per-
petuity to absolutism. With him and the pope the thought
was & common one that kings govern by divine right, and,
therefore, that the choice of their own mode of civil govern-
ment by the people is in violation of God’s law. Neither of
them stopped to inquire what popular right would be tram-
pled down by the re-establishment of this principle among
those who had resisted and repudiated it; nor how much it
would block up the way in which the car of progress was so
triumphantly moving. These were matters they considered
fit only for revolutionists and heretics, who, for daring to as-
sert the right of mankind to self-government, were denounced
as Protestants and infidels, and out off, by bulls of excommu-
nication, from all the sacraments and protection of the Church.
This unity of purpose and principle on the part of Napoleon
and the pope led, without diff