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~All the great bulwarks of Constitutional liberty
existed then. ' Were not the independence of the
judiciary and trial. by jury of Catholic origin? It
was only after the Reformation that successful at-
tempts were made to tamper with the liberty of the
subject. It was only in the time of Queen Elizabeth
that members of Parliament were arraigned to an-
swer for the speeches they made there. In the days
of Edward the Third, the judges felt themselves
aggrieved for being asked their opinion of a case
before they took cognizance of it in their judicial
sapacity. L

The principle of municipal: government, as distin-
guished from the centralisation now established in
Centinental Europe, that municipal governnent which,
next to representafion, is one of the most important
features of our institutions, which makes a govern-
ment powerful and a people happy, was also of
ancient and Catholic origin?  So much was this the
.ease, and so confidently did the people lean upon the
Church, that the charters of their liberties were pre-
served in the cathedrals, and twice every year in
those ages, when newspapers were unknown, and
books rare, their contents were read to the assembled
wultitude, that all might know the law, and knowing,
observeit. Itisremarkable that we find it laid down
in the hooks of these days, that confessors should be
scquainted with the charters, in as much as it was their
duty to enquire from their penitents, whether they had
carelully complied with their provisions,

You may look abroad, and I would ask what im-
portant principble of liberty do we now possess
which does not date back to Catholic times?

But bow did Catholic England obtain these insti-
iutions? It is a remarkable fact, that so long agoas
the days of St. Gregory—the Pope who sent Au-
gustine to preach the faith in England—he pointed
out to bis pupil, for such in fuct Augustine was—the
superiority of English institutions over those of other
nations, froin the fact that those otler nations had
beenr comparatively civilised when Chuistianity was
introduced, and their institutions were merely moditied
to suit it.  But England was barbarous befove her
zonversion, and her institutions were founded wholly
ypon the spirit of Christianity, promulgated upon her
shores. Hence I am even justified in saying, that if
# diference eyisted between the civil institutions of
continental nations and those of England, Catholicity
is justly entitled to claim the whale credit.

When we compare modern with arzient civilization,
many points of difference will present themselves—
hut we will see on examination that the superiority of
the former is entirely due to Christianity. It was in
consequence of Christian principles implanted deeply
in the ininds of men, which entwined themselves around
their institutions, that the barbarians who invaded
Lurope were civilized and elevated. This great
abject was effected in the first place by the superiority
of Christian doctrine regarding the nature of man,
and his dignity as such.

To ancient systems of governiment man was merely
considered as a member of the commuaity, and his
value estimdted in proportion to kis alility to aid iy
maintaining or‘acquiring pnwer. If he was not consi-
dered useful'in this respect be was despised. Hence,
the Spartans put to death all children whose physical
organization was defective, since they could never be
useful members of socicty, as then constituted ; and,
iieace, we f[ind that in the present age, in China,
children who are cripples, or whose services are not
required, are exposed by their parents to die by the
road side with the same indifference they would display
in casting away a superfluous brood of cats or dogs.

But, m the eye of Christianity, man assumned a
more glorious aspect.  He is a creature redeemed
hy the blood of Jesus Christ, destined to enjoy the
blessings of Heaven, and thus raised higher than he
=ould be by any political organization.

The Christian doctrine is a levelling one—not
fevelling in the radical sense of the term, by taking
away from one man a portion of what he possessed
and giving it to another; but by showing to ali men
the relative iosignificance of temporal things, and by
teaching that though one man miglit be temporarily
ubove another, in the eyes of God all are equal. All
have the same rights as members of the great family
of Jesus Christ, baptized with the same water, fed at
the same holy table, and all advoncing to the same
alorious end.

"Though one might wear = crownand another labor-
to obtain his daily bread by the sweat of his brow,
these are but empty Jistinetions, when the end of cach
was the same. Nay, poverty and a lowly condition
become preferable, since the Saviour, whom they
adored, bad selected that position in society as bis own.

But Christianity did pot merely elerale man, she
directed him, by announcing to bim with power the
law of God. She told rulers that their power was a
trust from God, of which they should give a strict
account, just as every other man must give am ac-
count of every gift entrusted to him. She told all
that they must make the law of God the rule of their
actions and must so deport. themselves as to prepare
to appear before an all-seeing judge, from whose eyes
nothing, not our very thoughts, can be bid. She held
up God every where at the same tifne a Lord and
Master, a Father and Judge. ,

Having proclaimed with power the responsibility
of all, the. Catholic Church announces to them their
dutics, not merely in a general way, but as applied to
<ach one in_his particular situation, and thus strives,
and, to a great extent, always succeeds in making the
faw of God the controlling power in society,

The great source of Catholic influence, however,
arises from the fact that sbe acts oo men by her
institutions.  Abstract teaching may be useful but the
spliere of its action is necessarily limited and ephe-
merat, - It is by embodying. ber teaching and her
spirit in living institutions that the Catholic Chusrch
has brouglt home to all, and driven deeply into pub-

lic feeling those principles which she inculeated.

It was tlus she taught the natute of God and the
sublime mysteries that show forth;:the treasures of
His love. The mysteries of - Christianity .are . set
forth in the beautiful variety of - Ber ceremonies’ and
her ever recurring festivals, ' Christian dignity and
the equality which religion teachés are now nowhere
taught more forcible than when she invitesus to come
and partake together of the body and'llood of Jesus
Clrrist, under the mystical veils of the Eucharist. ...

When the Monarch. and the peasant  knelt at the
same altar—vwhen the ser{l and bis master partook of
the same communion, what must have been their
mutual feclings? Instead of seeing a slave, the
master beli€ld a brother—an leir to the same pro-
mises of eterna] bliss! Thus, the chains which had
bound the slave fell {rom him,as the mistis dissipated
by the rising sun.

The authority of the law of God and the responsi-
bility arising under it, are nowhere set forth so pow-
crfully as in the Sacrament of penance, to which all
are required lo approach to obtain pardon for sin.

That Sacrament, so much derided by our opponents,
made each one exantine himself before God whether
he had acted in conformity with the law, and if he
violated its provisions seek pardon, by endeavoring to
camply with the conditions required by the Almighty.
It was thus well calculated to impress on all, and to
keep alive a deep sensc of duty. Tt was humiliating
to be sure, but the humiliation arose-only from a con-
sciousness of guilt, which was the result of repentance.
It showed in God a Father ready to receive his
erring children, but ouly after sincere repentance,and
a firm determination to sin nosore. * One uninfluenc-
ed by his passions and acting under the respénsibility
of a minister of God, was vailed upon to pronounce on
the sinner’s sincerity, to correct any error which self-
love might have created, and to pronounce the sen-
fence of absolution only when the reguirements of
God’s law had been truly satished. '

Public opinion, to which men, now, sp confilently
appeal, and on which they lay so much stress, thongh
frequently a fruitiul source of crime, was thus poser-
fully influenced, and as far as this inflience extended
made a bulwark of morality.

It was by these things that the nations of Europe
were brought back to civilization.  Restraining pow-
er within proper limits, and giving it a sacred charac-
ter when acting within its proper sphere : making the
diznity of man felt, and showing this to be derived
from divine grace; speaking to him fearlessly and
bringing home to him a knowledge of his duty, the
type of Christian civilization was formed and impress-
‘ed on the nations. Secorning to do wrong, 'or omit
what was right; willing to obey shat was lawfultbut
always despising what had no claim but brute fores ;
independence without pride, obedience without fawn-
ing, and respect for the rights of others became the
principles which men aimed at adopting, and when
they did not adopt them they paid them the homage
of at least wishing to appear to adopt them,

When nations are once civilised it is comparatively
easy to transport their institutions elsewhere. Itis
vasy for a maun to go forth into the wilderness, and
taking with bim a knowledge of those institutions in
the enjoyment of wkich he has spent his'boyhood, to
found new States. Dut this was not the task which
Catholicity undertook, and aceomplished. = Civiliza-
tion Lad been swept away by the savage Lordes that
had invaded Europe. They found their broad swords
stronger than the emnpires which they overthrew,—
Their position was well caleulated to imake them
despise the learaing, the habits, and the institutions,
as well as the power of the vanquished.

It was under these circumstances that Catholieity
came, bearing with it the cross, civilization, pew
institutions and that fixedness of purpose, gentleness,
and virtue, which characterise the Christian religion.
Notwithstanding many instances of barbarism existing
at the same time, which bave been and will be found
in every age, thoss who bebeld what that religion bas
effected for the cause of civilization and freedom,
belore any other existed, must adinire what has been
done, and give her the glory of the great work ac-
complished.

Some maintain that the British constitution, which
served for the foundatien of ours, was a complicated
combination of artificial checks and Lalances—was,
in fact, a system of the most retined ingenvity.

For my part, I regard it as a model of simplicity,
and to this very fact I consider its stability attribuia-
ble. For alter all, its essence is but that spirit of
justice which reeoguizes the rights and duties of the
King and the Cowmmons alike, which prevents onc
from taking what belong to the other, aud insures to
all the possession of their proper share. As the whole

their interest, or what they would contribute to the
common weal, the various cotmnunitics found it ne-
cessary te depute individualy to attend a general
asserubly for the purpose. Without this they could
have had no real share in controlling the result. It
was from this the representative systems had its origin.

Under the system by which Rome was governed
ope city was supreme, and though the limits of the
empire were every day extended until they embraced
the whole civilized world known at that day, the
inhabitants aequired rights only by-being made citi-
zéns of Rome. Nominally, and by a fiction of law
they became citizens, yet those only who dwelt with-
in the walls of the city really possessed power.—
Justice was thus violated and as a consequence what
had been built was overturned ; where just ideas pre-
vail, fictions cat never satisfy the reasou of mankiud,
and bence it was pecessary to introduce the system of
representation. .

This important feature of modern liberty is thus
wholly due to a deep seuse of justice abiding in the
pation, to a sentiment which nothing can create or
preserve so fully as a religion that can act on society
with power.

Some may demand of me, why if, as T asserted, the

nation could not assemble to consult as to what was |-

institutions of this country were nearly identical with

those of Catholic England, have we not the barons,

.the nobles, and' kings of whom we read so much in

Catholic days?—you bave them not, merely because

[ they did not cross the ocean.

As a distinguished writer of the present day has
said, with great propriety, “ kings or nobles did not
emigrate, out the commons merely,” and heéncé we
have the institutions peculiar to the British commons.
When the abuses of royalty made its represcntatives

'be sent home, and the men of the revolution were

called on to create another posrer to bind the Colo-
nies into one body, it was but natural; that ene should
be created homogeneous with those with which they
are familiar, and the Union as well as the States
became thus consolidated under the forms of a de-
mocratic republic.—But these institutions so far from
differing {rom those congenial to the spirit of Catho-
licity, harmonise with it in the fullest manner.

Some suppose that the people of former days were
entirely unacquainted with the great principles of
liberty which are now our boast. = Yet St. Thomas
of Aquin whose writings are used in Catholic semi-
naries, and have properly exercised more influence
upon the minds of the pupils than those of any other
man.—St. Thomas, a monk of the middle ages, dis-
cussed the merits of each system of government,
and, conceding to each the merit to which it was
entitled, came to the conclusion that a Republican
was the mast perfect. '

Even where kingly governments presiil, the gene-
ral doctrine of Catholic theologians is, that the
monarch derives his power from the people, and
would forfeit it, when grossiy abused. T'his was the
doctrine of St. Thomas, the % angel of the schools.”
It was taught and defended by DBellarmine. Suarez
teaches it as the “general doctrine of theologians,”
and ably defends it against James I. of England.
James asserted that the power of the monarch came
immediately from God, while Svarez showed that it
came from, and was held for, the benefit of the people,
and was forfeited when it was abused to a degree to
make its fonger tenure operate against their interests.
He seouted the idea that kings could not be deposed,
and I bave already shown how in Catholie England
that doctrine had not only been taught but enforced.

Let us look at the jpstitutions which have grown
up in the chureh, between which and many of those
existing in the civil government there will be ob-
served astriking resemblance. The greatrepublican
principles, that all should be guided by law, thatmerit
alone should be the road to preferment, that power
is only = trust for the benefit of the goversed, are
nowhere inculeated more, nor more effectually em-
forced than in the government of the Catholic
Church. Nay, I have no lesitation ia saying that

-many of our wisest laws are derived from those of

the Church.  According to Catholie principles it is
true, the autbority of her pastors does not ceme from
the people, yet every religious order is a republic,
which elects its own oflicers, even its Superior.

Dinceses dre governed by Bishops, but the laws
dn‘ectlng their govoramant arc Wzl dpbnod.  The

laws of the Church are zealously directed against

every mode of acquiring office or honor, except that

of merit.—Natural suceession is necessarily excluded,
and arbitrary preferment made almost impossible.

I do not hesitate to say that the rules of the coun-
cils and of the other dellberatise assemblies in the
Church, contain many valuable bints for the direction
of 2ll such bodies. Yet her government by these is
the normal state of things, which she adopts all over
Cbristendon, wherever she is free. Awm [ not justi-
fied then in saying that a sympathy for this govern-
ment, founded on anmalagous principles and usages
must exist in every Catholic heart ?

Every one will admit the irmportance of religion
for the government of society, since all know if it
were withdrawo, the mainspring of the vast maclie
would be broken. Constitutions would be but as
chaff before the wind. Laws will be swept away
wherever a sense of duty and the force of moral
obligation are not embedded deeply ia the bosom of
soctety.  This truth will explaia the origin of those
convulsions, whick we have lately witnessed. Men
bave succeeded in plucking from the hearts of the
multitude a love of refigion——ia wony cases even a
religious belief was banished. But mam is pot a
mere machine.  Unless lis actions are goverped by
the laws of God, his institutions will be like buildings
erected on the sand, which will be swept away by the
torrent. 'We have seen this effected, within the last
few months ia France, by the hand cf one mag, anid
such will be the fate of all governments in the hearts
of whose people religion is pot firmly implanted.

The religious traising necessary for this is imparted
with peculiar efficacy by tke Catholic Church. She
does not werely announce Ler doctrines and ber pre-
cepts. She embodies them, as T have already stated,
in institutions which bring them Lome to all ages, ail

classes; wakes thew sivk deeply iuto our very pature |-

and thus at trying moments, as well as iu the days of
prosperity, they exercise a powerful influczce o the
mind and on the beart.

Acting under the great principles to which I have
alluded, the Catholic Church has placed modern
society in its present position, which nothing, except
a couvulsion, suck as overthrew the Roman empire,
can destroy. I will not undertake to say, that, in
those times, mauy and lagrant abuses bave not been
committed by persons coonected with the Church.
To claim ao exemption from these, would be to claim
more than Jesus Clrist bimself has promised, for He
did not say thiat scandal would cease. Itwill always
exist.  Crimes will always be, But the glory of
Catholicity remsins undipmned. Tt goes steadily on,
and speaks not in the language of passion; but it is
a light sbining in the darkness to show man his way,

-even when he is not willing to follow it.

Let me not be understood as saying that nothing
good can be accomplished except by Catholicity.

good acts g,
t belbng to hei.
€. If the Capy.
1t worked by iy
reserved some of

My religion does not teach me that
not be performed by those who do ng
fold. It taught me the very reverse.,
lic religion worked- on. a people,
ir;lstitutiIons, and as all' religions p
these, I would do. injustice to myself g5
others, if T said they bad no koodyremninir:\;“ }33 :?
bope- they will pardon me if I boldly allude ¢, wl;
I consider the ipherent defects of the systems o "
to Catholicity. Phosed
The first is that they produce no googd be
features in which they differ from ourf. “i)}}m:km
good they accomplished was accomplished p :]:r
pnnc‘iples and institutions which we hold iy con’)’m )
_Private judgment is said to be an ennoblin dﬁ"’
trine. For my part, I can see no such qualit)g in o
The point of difference on this subject between Caxhn.
lics and their opponents amounts merely to this : Wh o
doubis arise regarding the meaning of Scn’ptur'e o
points te which the teachings of Scripture do 1;01
tend, The question is put, «is there any modeeg-
which the doubt can be solved—is thers any authorjy
established by God by which. the controversy ma nb
decided ? Catholics say there is; Protestants deny- y.
—Where the real teaching of Seripturs is ascermm;d'
ghere is no dispute regarding the obligation of ady tin
it. That doubts existed regarding its menm‘:ﬂ .
manifest. Of the opinions put forward on any p%i::
onlyone canbetrue. And Protestantism teljg us thers
i3 no solution of the difficulty, that each une myst ad
here to his own view of the subjent, trug of false. No

oragn

other light has been provided by God. Ang rhisNi:
private judgment..
What is there in this destitation—in this abseoneg of

light, that can be considered ennobling? When the
man who is seeking his way to a distant home, comes
t0 & cross-road, is 1t ennobling to tell him thas there
are no finger boards—that thera is no gnitle—1hat hg
must choose for himself—be independent—fljow in
a word, his private judgment? Yet this, after gl
is the proud position claimod for man by Protestantisg ;
the position which we are told is the soures of the
greatness of Protestant nations.

If Protestants have done their share—as no doghy
they have—in preserving the institations of the coutitey
it was by means of the Catholic doctrines which thay
have preserved, for most of their positive doctrines aré
Catholic, and the greater part of those which were not
are now repudiated, and if rotained would but conty-
bite to the degradation of man.

The denial of free will was formerly a dectrine that
Protestantism made its own, and which Luther ineu}-
cated, teaching us to consider man as a horse which
mukt go as ils rider wills, guided by God or the devi]
as tho case may be. I need not tel] you that fora
time the doctrine of free will was dJenied by Protess-
ants, and of all the actually beneficial doetrines which
they profess, T do not know of a single one which was
not tanght, in all its fillness, sn the Catholic Chorch,
long before Protestantism had an existence. ’

The next thing I would say in this conneetion iz
that Protestantism is a weak reed on which to lean
for so far from preserving society, it could not even
praserve itself. Let us examine its position through-
out the world. T will not say merely that intidolits
and indifferentism have deprived it of many members.
Many soldiers fall ‘even 'in the armies of God, and
many passed over to the enemy even from the house-

hold of the faith. Butlook at the ehurcheshemsulves.
e churcues hneall ytlescendef trora those of tﬁgllfah-

formers. - Sce where they have gone in carrying out
the work begun by their founders.

Look in tho first place to continental Evrope. You
will find few, very few. Protestants reraining thera,
who retain any vestige of what in this lalitude would
be deemed essential to Christianity.

I do not allnde to this with any feclings but those
of regret. Much as [ condemn Protestantism in any
shape, I must necessarily look with extrems reget oz
those of its forms which deny.the divine charscter of
the Redeemer of the world. People may call these: |
Unitarian and claim them to be considered as Christiar
sects. For my part, I cannot cousider them as desery-
ing the name of Christianity.

Even the Mahommedans considered Christ as a great
leacher, nay as a prophet second only 10 Mahommed.
They give him a ﬁigher place than many of our mo-
dern sectaries, who wish to be called Christians.

I et not long ago o book of travels in the Unitsd
‘States written by a Frenchman. He says that evory
man in this courtry must go to some church, must |
profess some relizion—those, he says, who caio about
none call themselves Unitarians. This may le toe
severe, but in a certain sense it expresses a truth.

Feelings of indiunation might be excited if [ speke
entirely from myself regarding the condition of the
Protestant Churches. [ therefore, prefer quoling from
an authority which I think will have weizht with iy
audience, without being liable to the suspivioa uf
wishing 1o triumpkh over what he relates. )

[ bold in my hand a book written by an Episoopa-
lian clergyman of respectable standing in this country,
who had formerly been a Presbyterian divino. 1tis
but fair to say that the book is written to give his rea-
sons for passing from oue church to the other. Bu
whatever we rauy think of his inferences, L caunot be-

lieve there can be any sorious mistake 2s to fuc's in a

book put forward under such oircumstances. The busk
is a compilation of articles written for and published
in the New York Churckmon two or three yests ag-
It is entitled «A Presbyterian Clergyman looking for
the church.”

This gentleman tells us that in 1838 when ke was
in Geneva, thongh he was then a Presbytetian he bad
found it difficnlt to reconeile it to his consciencs to
approach the communion table in the Church inwhich
Calvia had formerly preached. The author a!Iude;i
to 2 Preshyteriau clergyman, who had beea in his
company ol that occaston, who thought to use his 03w
exprassiun,. # that the church in Geneva had exoeeded
the limita within which a church contivues to be 2 -
ohurch of Christ,” and « witiia conscience 1 doubt nol.
as clear as my own in the o?posile direction he would
not, and did oot communue,?’

The author did not mention this clergyman’s name,
but be evidently alludes to Dr. Potts, of New Yotk

I had in my possession, not long ago, a work which
was used as a theological text book in the University
of, I believe, Jena. The author’s name was Wegsche-
der, and an idea of his system and principles miy b
gathered from the following statement : oy

‘He wonld take upa certain dogma, 1hal'of the bi-
nity for instance, and devote sevcr:ﬂ articles lo ll.»f
consideration, In one he will explain the doctrine ©

the Old Testamen!, on the subjeci. In fll'lmh?l‘, lll':ﬂ
of the writers in the New. In this article what “&‘




