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THE HIGIIER LAW.
(From .Brownson's Quarlerly Review, for Jan. 1851.)

The law iof God is supreme and overnides ail human
onactments, and every huinan enactinent incompatible
with it is null and void from the beginning, and cannot
be obeyed with a good conscience, for lwe mnust

'abey God rather tlan men." This is the great truth
statesmen and lavyers are extrenmely prone ta aver-
look,vîhicli he temporal authority not seldon practi-
cally denies, and on vhich the Clhurch never fails ta
insist. This truthi is sofrequentlydenied,saofrequent-
)y outraged, that ive are glad ta find it asserted by
Mr. Seward and his friends, even thoughî they assert
it in a case and for a purpose in vhiich ve do not and
-cannot synpathize vith them.n.

WhTat ve have said is conclusive against the lion--
orable Senator fromin New York, but it does notpre-
cisely apply ta the case of those vlho resist or refuse
ta obey the Fugitive Slave La' nov that it has been
passed. .Chese persons take the ground that the la-w
of God is higher than any lunai law, and therefore
we can in no case be bouind ta obey a huian law that
is in contravention of it. S luch a law is a violence
rather than a law, and ve are coiîmnanded by God
hinself ta resist it, ati least passively. Allthis is un-
deniable in the case of every lumnan enactmnent that
really does commnand us ta act contrary ta the lav of
God. Ta this we hold, as firnly as man can iold to
any thing, anid ta this every Chîristian is bound te
hald even unto death. .lis is the grand principle
held by the old martyrs, and therefore they chose
martyrdom rather tihan obedience ta the state coin-
manding themn ta act contrary, ta the Divine law .
But who is ta decide wlctlher a special civil enact-
mont be or be net repugnianit ta the law of God?
Here is a grave and a perpleximg question for thlose
who have na Divinely authorised interpreter of the
Divine law. The Abolitionists and Free Soilers,
adopting the Protestant principle of private judginent,
claim the riglt to decide each for inself. But this
places the individual above the state, private judg-
ment above the lav, and is vlolly incompatible viti
the siunplest conception of civil govermnent. No
civil goveriîinent eau exist, none is conceivable even,
where every imdividual is frec ta disobey its orders
wlienever they do not happen ta square vith his pri-
vate convictions ofi vhat is the lawi of God. The
principle of private judgmient, adopted by Protestants
in religious mîatters,it is vell cnoivn, has destroyed
for thei the cliirch as an authoritative body, and put
an end ta every thing like ecclesiastical authority ;
transferred to civil niatters, it vould equally put an
end ta the state, and abolish ail civil authority, and
establislh the reign of anarchy or license. Clearly, if
government is ta be retained, and tagovern,theriglht
ta decide iien a civilf eactinent does or does not
confliet. with thie lnw aifC-ad cannot ho lodged in the
indivijal subject. Whbere then shall it be lodged?
In the state. ThMen are you bound ta absolute obe-
dience ta any and every !aw the state may enact?
you iake the state supreme, absolute, and deny your
own prmciple of a lhigher law than the civil law.
You have then no appeal from the state, and no re-
lief for conscience, vhich is absolute civil despotism.
Here is a sad dileuîumna for our unî-catholic countrynmen,
which admnirably (enoinstraýes the unsuitableness of
Protestant pi.inueiples for practical life. If they assert
the principle of private judgmenit in order ta save in-
dividujal liberty, thev lose government and fall into
anarchy. If thiey asrt the authority of the state in
order ta save government, thiey lose liberty and fail
under absolue eivil despotism, and it is an historical
fact thu th i Protestant world perpetually aiternates
between civil despotismi and unbridled license, and
after tlhree liundred ycars of experinmenting' fimds itself
as far as ever from solving the problenm, how ta re-
concile liberty and authority. Strange that men do
not sce that the solution nust be souglt in God, not
in man ? Alas! reforiners nake a sad blunder when
they reject the Church instituted by God hiuself far
the express ¡iirpose iiof'interpretnmhig s law,-thîe only
protector of t li ople, n the oie hand, agaimst des-
potisli, aid of gbvernrment, on the other, against
hicense!. 5

But the pople cannot avail themselves of their
own blunîder tr ;withdraw themuselves from their obli-

gaIion to obey t laws. Government itself is a
Divime ordinance, is ordaimed of God. " Let every

soul be suj to the liher povers; for there is no
pover iitt .rim iGod; and the poliwers 'that be are
ordained of .' il. Therefore elie that resisteth the
power resistti Ee ordinan.e oi God. And they
that resi purchase ta theimselves damnation. We
do not'a) a L'lai allfihe acts of government are
ordained ai'od ; for *i we did, we could not assert
the reality of' a lav highe' ithan that of the state,
and shold ba forced ta regard every civil -enact-
ment as a prccpt of tiie Divine law. In. ordinary
government. God docs not ordain obedience ta
all and every oU its acts, but ta those only of its
acts wich come withim the limits of his own law.-
He domc. not mke civil governmeit ile-supreme and
iafallii'le organ iof is vill on earth, and therefore it
may cei- and coun avene lis will and whenu and whîere

tl does, its acù; aire nîul anid void. But govenmnent
itself, as ciml withiority. is a Divine ardimanuce, and,
wvithuin the lawv of God, cluthed with thue right ta coim-
maLnd anîd ta enfance obedience. No -appeau, thuere-
fore, frin any'a".t ai gov'ernmuent, whIichi in principlea
denies flhe Divine r'ight ai goverment, ar wbhich is
ancampatible î;.h the~ assertion .and maintenance ai i

civml authoarny c-e be enmtertained. Since gavern-
mient, as civil aimn'nty is an ordinance of G-ad, anîd as
such the Divne huw, any course ai action, an the as-
se2rtion af any principie ai ac tion, incompatible withî
ils existe.e as g~overt'unin, is niecessarily. fornbiddlen
by the Iaw of' God. The htw ai God is always thue
equial ai the law ofGoad, and can nover ha ini condhict
with itsehi. *Consequently noa appeal against goen-î
m nent a em i autliority ta thue lawv ai God is admissible,

because. the law of God is as supremo in any one of
its enactments:as in another..

Nov it is cleartlàt Mr. Seivard and his friends,
the Abolitionists and Free Soilers, have nothing to
whîich they can appeal from the -action of government
but their private interpretation of the law o God,
that is to say, their own private judgment or opinion
as individuals; for it is notorious that they are good
Protestants, holding thle pretended right of private
judgnent, and rejecting ail authorized interpretation
of the Divine law. To appeal from the governament
to private judgnent is to place private judgment
above public authority, the individual above the state,
wvhich, as ve have seen, is incompatible ivith the very
existence of government, and therefore, since govern-
ment is a Divine, ordinance, absolutely forbidden by
the lawi of God,-.that very hiiglier lav invoked to
justify resistance to civil enactments. Here is an
important consideration, whiich condemns, on the au-
thority of God himself, the pretended riglut of private
judgnient, the grossest absurdity that ever entered the
ieads of men outside of Bedlai, and proves that, in
attenpting to set aside on its authority a civil enact-
ment, ive cone into conflict not vith the huinan lawv
only, but also with the la vof God itself. No man
can ever be justifiable in resisting thle civil law under
the pretence that it is repugnant to the Divine law,

vwhen lie lias only lis private judgiment, or,what is the
saine thing, his private interpretation of the Sacred
Scriptures, to tellI him what the Divine lav is on the
point in question, because the principle on whicl lie
would act in doing so would be repugnant to the very
existence of governmîîent, and therefore in contraven-
tion of the ordinance, therefore, ofi i lawi of God.

As Catholics we have an infallible Chîurch to tell
us when. there is a conflict between the human law
and the Divine, to sav& us froi hflic necessity, in or-
der to get rid of despotism iof asserting individualismî,
wicl is the denial f ail governient, and, iiiorde' to
get rid ai individualisni, ai asscrting civil despotisîn,
that is, the supremacy of the state, the grave of ail
freedom. We have never to appeal to the principle
of despotism nor to the principle of anarchy. We
have always a public authority, which, as it is iner-
rable, can neyer be oppressive, to guide and direct us,
and if we resist the civil la-w, it is only in obedience
to a higlier law, clearly and distinctly declared by a
public authority higier than the individual and higlier
than the state. Our readers, therefore, will not ac-
cuse us of advocating civil despotism, which we
abhior, because we show that they who reject God's
Church, and assert private judgment, have no alter-
native but despotismî or license. They are, as Pro-
testants, under the necessity of being slaves and des-
pots, not we who are Catholics. We enjoy, and ve
alone enjoy, the glorious prerogative of being at once
freemen and loyal subject.

ON MIXED EDUCATION1.
(From the French orrespondent of the Tablet.)

France, November, 1850.
A friend of mine has sent me the Southern Re-

porter of the .26th October, which contains the ad-
dress of Sir R. Kane, President of the Qieen's
College, Cork, on the occasion of the distribution of
premims, and the commencement of the second
collegiate -ear. I have perused this important and
elaborate document with attention, because I thouglit
I should find in it the principal arguments employed
in favor of the new Colleges by their abettors, ably
represented by my illustrious countryman. A long
residence in France, an intimate acquaintance with
lier University, a competent knowledge of its teach-
ings and of its fruits, enable me to iorm corrector
judgmnents upon these matters tihan those ofi my coun-
trymen who have not lhad similar opportunities. The
ail-important question of education lias for many years
occupied most of my leisure hours. I have studied
it in a religious and social point of view, as well as
in its action upon individuals. Iam an Irish Catholie,
and as I love ny religion and my country more than
life, I have not seen without profound regret the evils
that have arisen, and that are likely to arise, from
difference of opinion among both Priests and people
upon so vital a subject.

Why do the vise, the virtuous, the patriotie, form
two camps-two adverse bodies? Has a diabolical
policy cast once more the apple of discord, and bas
ambition or base lucre picked it up ? I hope not; I
believe not. I have hithierto attributed itis discord-
ance of opinion, this unhappy disunion of friends and
brethren, to the absence of sufficient data to judge
from. I am convinced that if mon, who love thjeir
religion and thîeir country could sec and examine the
question in ail its bearings, penetrate and weiglh the
reniote, as well as the immediate consequences of

Mixed Education," as furnished, directed, and in-
luenced by an ever-varyin.g and inolley powcer,
called Contitutional Government, tlere would be
but little difference of opinion amongst then. It is
because I think I cani lelp lonest patriots and sincere
Christians to arrive at truth, that Iundertake to writei
a sernies f letters on this vexed question. I shall
think myself huappy if I oan indmuce my readers ta see,
ta ,judge aud ta act, as theoy assuredly woauld, if I
could paint in truc and vivid calons the natural effecis
af this system of education as it lias wvorked on thîe
Continent. . .

Il is mny intention ta follow Sir Robet-ta ex-
amine and commnent upon bis assertions-ta distingumish
whiat is but specious from wvhat is truc in themn, and
especially ta supply abundant infomation, which lhe
hias eitheor suppresseod, or wvas mnable ta furnishm, and
whiichi I laudly p)roclaim ta be inîdispensably necessary
forn propîerly understanding and appreciating the thueory,
practice, and effects ai thue system lie culogises.

Ini this first letteor I shall confine mnyself' ta some
remnarks an the Separat ion of R eligion and Sci-
enlce--a separation whuich thc enemnies ai reveamled
religion, and their dupes or allies>,the revalutionists ofi

Europe, are loboring bard, and not in vain, to achieve.
Irish patriots wili, I hope, never identify themselves
with these ruthless unbelievers, nor adopt their insane
principles. Saine vell-minded, but ill-informed men,
may suppose that the Churclh stops out of ber spliere,
and usurps authority whi ch really does not belong ta
ber, 'when she decides upon systems of education, and
imposes her flat upon one, and ber veto upon another.
The adversaries of the Church cry aloud against ber
pretensions on this head. They asic what connexion
there .is between faitlh and nathenaiics, faith and
physic, faith and logic, enedicine, 4.c.-thîey ask
where is the danger for youth in receiving profane
knowledge froni the lips even of the unbeliever, whilst
they receive, or may receive, religious instruction
fron the Minister ofi their respective religions ?

Questions of this sort betray, or suppose, great
ignorance of the multitudinous facts, whiclh prove
not only the existence of danger, but that myriads
have Iperished in it-not only that there is a close
alliance between religion and science, but that the
one is the compliment of the other-that the one
perfects the other-and that, in reality, fev branches
of science can be fully taught and developed without
touching even the fuindamental points of Faith, and
consequently without bringing ta their aid the elucida-
tion of believing professor, or without making thein
totter ta their centre by the hostility of an unbeliev-
ing one: bore a shrug, a snile, even silence bas
killed ! The learned inan who secs and fears no
(langer ta religion from the unbelief of professors of
science, is either a latitudinarian himself or very
indifferent and ignorant in matters of Faith. While
religion and science lhad marched band in hand, huma-
nity, truc civilisation, the fraternity of people, had
progressed. The cry of separation began in the
last century ; it was raised by the eneinies of Christ,
whose warwhoop resounded throughout Europe, and
whose watcbword as, -Ecrasos i aIl Let
'vs crush the infiamous Christian retiiin".-ol-
taire.) It was sa loud, and long, and violent, that it
annihilated the most learned body of men in the vorld,
the most pious and intelligent instructors of youth-
the Jesuits. As if science came froin the dark abyss,
it was worked against God, and, like the Titans oJ
old, it sought ta tear the Master of the Universe
from bis throne. Geology, mathematics, metaphysics,
history, physics, and the rest, ivere pressed into the
service of impietyý dethroned religion, and, like the
cup of Circe, changed a nation of Christians into
such fell monsters as the vorld bad never seei before.

Such ivere the deadly fruits of science when wrest-
ed from the wise control of religion, and perverted
by the genius of unbelievers. It was, however, re-
served for Condorcet ta put the fmnishing hand ta this
separation of religion and science. He was the first
that ever proposed truly "Godless Colleges," for his
plin of national education, drawn up at the desire of
the "Legislative Assembly," proscribed ail roligi-
aus ideas, even Deism, from the sclîaals; uniniti-
gated, practical Atbcism nvas ta characterise rrencli
instruction. The policy of the philosophers of the
last age is nat lost upon those o the present. Thieie
is scarcely a leveller or a Rationalist in Europe that
is not the eneny of Eclesiastical autiority and reb-
gious education. The reasan is evident; ie n are
what they are made ta be, and it is education that
makes the man. Reinove the barrier that religion
raises up against the turbulent passions of the huian
beart, by bringing up a single generation, or even thi
upper classes af a sngle gencratin, witbout sound
religious instruction-without faith, I do not hesitate
in assertng, that there is not a nation im Europe, so
prepared, that would not upon a given occasion renew
the scenes ai harror and impiety by iviiclli France
fcightenesdthe world Iess than sixty years ago.F Me
resenble each other ail over the world, and act
similarly in similar circumstances. Hence the uni-
versai scramble, the desperate struggle that exists
at present ail over the Continent, for the direction
and formation of the youthful mind. Ail parties
would fashion tliis plastic matter ta their own image.
Ail parties fol that the destiny of the world, tbe
success or defeat of their doctrines, nust depend
upon the ideas imbibed by the rising generations.-
The rationalists of every school, the levellers and
Socialiss of every shade, are ta a nan for the separ-
ation af' religion axnd' science, and for rnizcd eduica-
tiot giveb !nji layinen. îey do not yet dare
ta unold tbeir ulteior projects on this head ; tley
are content for the moment ivith a transition, that
ivinks at reliiaus instruction; but excludes it fronî
the mass afiziiîaivledg iînparted ta i by the otheî
professors. Experience proves that this systern ne-
duces reuligios instruction t alnost a negative quan-
tity. I Slal, in future communications, adduce nu-
merous facts ta corroborate this assertion. No sin-
cere, enlightened Christian on the Continent doubts it.

The Churcli, too, is on the alert, and actively ei-
ployed in trying ta stem the torrent. She seeks ta
retain, or ta recover, lier riglit ta force the sauls of
men ta virtue, and very naturally and justly insists
that aillîhuman knowledge should have for its principal
end and abject ta make solid' and enlighîtened Chris-
tianîs ai ail those that receive it. Suchi is lher un-
daubted mission, non bas she ovor faldt accomp-
lish it. Civilisation, learning, anîd arts, owe lier thmeir
existence in Europe. Ini every age, whierever and
whecnever she fouînd hierself untramnmelled by State
persecution, or State violenîce, she establishecd, on-
couragcd, and sanctioned Schîools, Colleges, and
Universities, whbichî she imnbued with lier spirit, go--
vened by hier laws, and presided aven by nmen who -
had lien canfidence. She neyer an any occasion ap-
proved ar auîthorised the separatian af religion and
science.

Mon ai faiith and piety shîould not fighit thie battle
af their enemies; yet many af them are doing sa
unconsciausly. Thiere is, for an- observing eye, an l
evident tendency ini almost every State in Europe to

1ouit the Church out of schools, or at least, to dinin-
Jsh and neutralise her action on the minds of youth.
The Rationalists and Eclecties of Germany and
France, who have prepared and administered iintel-
lectual food to the present generation of writers,
law-givers, and statesmen, are hurrying the gover-
nors and governed down this declivity. Statesmen
have gladly adopted the idea, because they w'ould cen-
tralise and hold ail power in their own hands. They
would confiue the Church ta her temples, there to
abide their behests, ta pray and ta preachî ta vulgar
souls that wvant a guide. The Church resists tiis
tyranny. She cannot and vil] not accept such a po-
sition. Ste claims huer ri-lits in the namie of God,
and nan, and freedomîî. She lias friends, noble,
generous, far-sigited friends, true patriots, that dle-
inand her rights, and show they are identifiecd with
civilisation, with true liberty, and the stability of ail
social imstitutions. The two armnies are in presence
of eaci other, drawn up in hostile array. On the
banner of the one is inscribed-" Rationalism and
.Independence." On the tinue-honored fiag of the
otherl-" Faith and.Divine Authority."

Under which iof these hostile banners shall Ireland
he found in half a century lence? hlis will depend
on the education of lier young nen-on the humble
submission ta the voice of Ilii, whio lias been placed
by God himself on the summit of the watch tover
ta espy the danger frmin aa, and guard the nations
agamîst it.

In ny next letter I shall reply to the great argu-
ment emnployed by Sir1R. Kane-viz., the conduct
of the Pope vith regard to the Frenchu lav of Public
Instruction.

THE POPE IN 1808, AND THE ENGLISH
IN 1850.

The following article huas gone the round of the
continental papers; it appeared first in the Univers:-

" Every one knows that Pius VII. suffered a long
and cruel persecution, but fev are conversant with
the cause. Bonaparte hîad declared war against the
English; besides the continental blockades, lie hîad
organised a poverful league against this nation, in
which ail he powers of Europe entered. One only
sovereign refused ta take part in it-the common
Father of the Faithful ; lie did not hlink it permnitted
for hini ta make war against any portion of his chil-
dren, even though they lhad torn his heat by plunging
into lieresy. The earnest solicitations of Bonaparte
were futile. Pius VII. resisted alike his promises
and his threats. Napoleon was determined ta van-
quish this resistance ; lhe pretended to sec nothing but
bravado in vhat vas the accomplislhment of a sacred
duty. Pius VII. declining to enter the league, was
te tie new Haman a new Mordecai refusing ta bend
he knee : le saw in it a protestation agaimst the war
ivitli Enîgland, and resalved taei'eveiîge 0it, 1» despail-
ing t le IIly Fatlue' a is stato 'lTlie docice,
dated the 2d of April, 1808, wich conuienced tis
spoliation by usurping the four provinces of Urbino,
Ancona, Marcala, and Camerino, left no doubt as ta
tlie motive that led ta ilis iiiiqiy ' Cansideium'
says the decu'c, ' tat tle actul Syvereigosi Rueng
las constant) ,refused ta iake nvaripoîtlhe Enghish,
and ta coalesce vith the kings of litaly, ve dcrec
that the donation of Charlenagme, or. illustrious
predecessor, of the couintries coimposing mthe States of
the Cliureli, b apiplied ta hlie profit of Christianity,
and not for the advantage of' the enemies of oui' holy
religion.' Bonaparte did not fail to point out ta the
Holy Father that the Englisl had rendered thuem-
selves unworthy lis potection by abdicati'g their
title as childre ai othe Clîurchi, and nusbing ia
heresy. Notliug could triunph vrn flic nliigtened
conscience of Pius VII. I-e rcplied that 'luis sacred
character as minister of Peace and commo Father of
ail the faitlhful, and the Iavs.of justice of whicli ho
inust be the guardian, being the representative of that
God vho is the source of aIl justice, did not permit
hui to enter into a system ofi varfare, mnuchi less te
declare war against the English Government, from
'vhomho e huad received no injury. He conjured bis
najesty ta consider that, ntl having any enemies,

being the Vicar of Jesus Christ, who caine not ta
foment but ta allay enmities, he could not engage
hiiself and his successors ta iake war for tue
intecrest of others.'-(Olicial letter of Cardinal
Gabrielli, 19th May, 1808.) Pius VII. was under
noa illusion as ta the stom'uuu limai vsg-atlicning a ven bis
lind ; lie :new the c earacter of oiit nand ethe
excess to which his wounded pride woiuld carry bim,
but lie Pontiff listened ta lis conscience and not to
luis interests. Resigned ta the Divine W-Villh, le pre-
pared for persecutio, which vas nat lonig in coming.
Sur'oundd by tie Frencli soldiers ia tie pontifcal
palace, seized hy tîme satellites ai Miollis, c-aunicd eut
of ane a tteuiidovs, sepnrnted fr'in his Cardinals,
reduced ta live on alms, dragged frontmprison ta
prison, and at length conducted ta Fontainebleau,
loaded wvith outrages and humiliations, lie expiated bis
refusal ta enter ito the European longue against the
English, wvho have found no othier wvay af repayinug this
debit ai gr'atitude but by thea inisuh anîd injuries af
whlichu thme monthu ai November, 1850, hias hleen the
wvitness i "

B3ENNETT AND TH-E BISHOP AGAIlN.
(From the WVcekly News.)

Sa after all, it seems, Mr. Blennet.t does not
resign; luis newv position, ns we takLe if. fro the letter
addre'ssed by huis par'ishioners ta Bishonp Bhomfleld,
appears to be this:-" My ofler ai r'esi;;nation was
conditional uponu your' (the Bishoap's) con tintued opinion,
that I amn, anîd have been, unfaithfiul ta lIhe Church of
E~ngland. You aeccepted miy offer' ai resignation
wîithouti explicitly informning mea w'hether suchu was

yourn opinion or not,-an off'er so muade -nd so a-a
cepted does not bind mec. I deeline ta execute the


