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The Catholic.

tive, no trace of nhaste, il nature, or
thoughtlessness can be discovered in his
wiitings.  Acquuisted with theinnumeras
ble religious absurdities which lind in ev-
oty sge oxhibited (hemsclves under one
name or unother, for which thousands hnd
been ready to battle, but of which, when
the first fervour of fanaticism subsided,
they were heartily ashamed, nnd with the
many degmas in which truth was separa-
ted from crror by sugh slight and almost
imperceptiblo distinctions, that withowt
the aid of authority wany wise men
would be puzzled 1o svy where the one
ended and the other began, and knowing
that in most cases error trose from un ig-
norant und misguided zeal for the truth
— fur few men would deliberately turn
from the path which they believed would
lead to salvation — he could look upon all
the phantasies which had swarmed in Eug-
land with the mild charity of'a Christian—
for ** charity is” ever * according to
kaowledgo™ — not with the bavelul end
withering sneer of a sceplic, or the nar-
yow bigotry and hate of a sectary.  Uni-
ted with a Church that knew wo limit in
space o duration, he co.uld uot, like the
disciple of a ** lacal and temporary theol-
ogy,” suffer his mind to be ctubittered
by any feeling of hunuliation, because the
members of that Churcl in this perticular
corner of the globe wers fora while suff-
ering a severe probation s and viewing the
fanatical outbreaks of her oppoacents as
tornadoes 1o warn her servants that they
must not sleep upon their posts, he could

were made merdly to elucidate the fantasios
ol literary spoculators. It may bo sald,
that if o man have a strong mind, ha can.
not be guilty of such trifling § but the fact
ol his setting out to writo history in accor-
dance with a theory isa proofof weakness
or knavery. e regards his theory as of
more importance than any history, and
cannot impartially set down events which
plainly refute or contradict that theory.
It js not in human nature to do it, and no
man has yet doneit.  In every depart-
ment of life the disposition, not urising
from improper motives, to determine off
hand and in general terws the nature and
character of things, ian themselves ob-
scure, intricate, and complicuted, is ovi-
dence of a weak, inexperienced, and sell-;
sufficient  mind.
presumptuous  lawyers resolving  every
case by the standard of certain general
priuciples, omitting from their considera.
tion some apparently unimportant cirzum-
stances, which, however, take it alioge-
ther out of the operaticn of those princis
ples, and which, when barely mentioned
by some quict unpretending counsel, turn
them and their client out of court..  Thus
young physicians, flushed with the lafest
theorivs, without waiting patiently to con-
sider all the sympioms of a disease, des
termine i's character off hand, pre-cribe
some favourite nostrum, hold a post mor-
lena

aud learn caution
Thus young men generally, on hearing
tire dends of any transacuon, charactize
it at once, aad in general terms 5 but old

examination,

feel no more reason o misrepresent their
fury. than a mariner couldic hibel the ele-
ments in his log-beok.  Hence in his
history you find no sect waligned or mis-
represented 5 no doctrines, of motives, o
conduct, imputed which they would repu-
dinte ; and hence yom find no Protrsiant
out of the pale of the Establixi:ment com-
plaining of its truthfulness,impas tiality, or
justice.  Knowing fully the limits of the
temporal as well as of the spirital rights
of the pontiff snd the distinetion between
his temporal and spiritual chniacter, and
how little the Church was accountable fur
the error of the man or the prince, he
could not hesitate 1o tell the whole truth,
where a writer of less learning would be
more scrupulons.  Knowing also 1hat
thete is no real connexion—whateversome
people may thiuk to the cantrary—bet-
ween the trath of Catholic doctrines and
the misconduct of professed Catholics,
unless of course that conduct be the con
sequence of believing in those doctrines,
he could have no motive for concealing,
denying, or justifying the faulss or crimes
of real or nominal Catholics, He was also
free from that greatest of literary foibles,
and worst bane of a lustorian—a systen
of phi‘osophy ; that is 1o say, a certain
aumber of propositiuns—nu matter what—
concerning socicly, with which, hike the
classiciyrant of antiquity, heistosize every
transaction, Nothing can be more ruinous
to the fdelity of history than the indul-
gence of this fancy, as, instead of waiting
10 evulve his principles from a clear vien
of a long train of cvents, the philosaphic
hittorian—for that is tho anme—perverts
znd colours his facts to make them coincide
with his theory, aud acts just as i nations

men resiew all the facts more dehiberately,
comsider what can be sid on every side,
licsitate to proaocunce categorically upon
i, and il calied upon 10 act. merely do
whatever the occasion requires of them
Aud thus, finaily, men ol wedk judgments,
a lle learming, lutle expernence, some
coticeity and a turn for speenlatvn or day-
dreaming, write bistory, — resolved to
make ciery transacuon quadrate with
their notions of * the eteraal fitness of
things,”” viewing every fuct in the light!
most congenial wuh their fapcies, and
deciding  dogmatically, and in goncmli

{

terms, the churacter of every transaction,
and the good and bad qualitics, the vir-)

:stensive experience of men and things,!

every fact in every light without a pre-
vious predileciion for any,—rteflects how
doubiful and unsauisfactory 1s the evidence |
of cvery event in past umes, how hitle}
any one can now really know about it,—
how muzh i1s real characier siay be con-
cealed, obscured, cxaggernied,—how he
must depend on the henesty and discris
mination of those who wrote the original
accounts,—~how falliblo is every mind, and
ihat even the hovestest men will entior
those features only which appear to them
important, and will omit those which to
other men, in other times, are of far
greater importance;—how limited must
his knowledge be of the secret springs of
other men's actions, and particularly of
those who dicd uges Lefore he wos born,

tues and vices, the motives and objects, of of histery,
every person. But a man of sound judg- { political science what Bacon had done for
ment, immense learnng, great sagacity |that of natural philosephy.

gancrations wero deemed glarious or cri-
ntinal, have appeared in quito a differemt
light on tho discovery of fuller evidence,
— considers that every human transac-
tion good and evil are so it ately blend-
ed, that it is impossible to charr storize it
correctly in general terms, and that in
every such tramastion there are so many
contradictory and counteracting circum-
stances that no general expression willfully
and accurately explain and comprise all;
— and concludes that his ounly proper
course is to content himself with a plain
statement of all the facts, and lenve gene-
ral'zations and theorics to those who need
them,  This Dr. Lingard did, and this is

tuue of the greatest excellencies and beau-

—=

England, was common souso to sce the
renl insignificance, for all wodern practi-
cal purposes, of ull past events. W hat
principlo in science, politics, morals, or
religion, can be now dotermined or affect-
ed by the conduct of uny he:man being in
tho first sevonteen centuries of the Chrise
tian era? Of what carthly consequence
was it to aim, or any other man of sense,
whether tho bull of Adrian, transferring

Ircland to Henry 11, was forged, or gen-
uine 3 whether Richard 1. died at Pom-
frot or at Stirling 3 whether it was he or
some one hke him that was exhibited at
St, Paul’s; how many men weee cogaged

"at Flodden; & at what putticular moment
\“gospel light flashed from Boleyn’s oyes;”

ties of his work.  As you read it you areihow muny years, months and minutes, sho

of the writer ; you Teel that you are read-
1ag what a man of great rescarch and
sound judpment believed to bo the ren)
facts, and had no mulive to misrepresent
one way or another; and, in short, you
are satisfied that it is history.

The devintions frm the former popular
practice of viewing history as **philosophy,
teaching by such examples as it thought
proper to select, was a bold and novel
step on the part of Dr. Lingard. That
practice was the last remnant of old sys-
teans of philosophy, which, instead of’ col-
leciing facts and iaducting the proper
conscquences from them, first set up
thesries, and then, cast about for facts to
support them, and of course rejecung all
that did not confirm or elucidate them.
Tlus begioning at the wroug end was the
principal canse why natural philosophy
remamed stationary for so many sges,
while so many bright mtellects were en-
gaged in s:ting and solvicg theoretical
quiddities—not more useful, and certainly
far less amusing than Cinnese puzzies—
umil its foily was exposed by Lord Bacon,
who promulgated the value cf indudiion,
and for that exercise of common sense or
genius 1s sure to attain immortality.
though the silli
obvious enough,

ness of the practice was
and it had been long ex.
pleded from the field of natural philosophy,
yet Dr. Lineard was the fisst who hnd the
courage 10 scwt it from the composition

ana to do for that moral and

He of course,

itike other innovators on old usages, was. sironge

secuzed his fame more cffectually and
permanently, by thus bursting tirough ans
cient trammels, than 1 he had rested it on
irrational prejudices in behalf of an ab-
surd though long-established system. The
more we consider the conduct of Dr. Lit-
gard in tlns particular, aud the temptauons
which the former practice held out to
cmbellish and popularise Lis subject, the
more we adonre the soundness of his
judgment—the originality of his views—
and that confidence in his own powers, und
in the sterling value of his materials,which
enabled bim 1o depart fiom the beaten
track, and write the history of Ins country
as it ouplt to be writica.

Orc quality winch Dr. Lingard possess-
ed 1 an eminent degreo above all, who

—recollects how many events which for

bad ever atiempted 10 writo the history of

Bu!i

Thus you sce young not pestered with any whime or fantasies ¢oninded ¢ chaste as the icicle on Dian’s

temple 3 whether the Piotestant or the
Catholic persecutions were the more cold-
blooded, relentless, and savage ; whether,
and how long, E.izabeth hved a maid ;
~whether Cromuwell was o hypocrite. Vane
"a fanatic, Monk a scoundrel, and Charles
L. asaint and a martyr. These questions,
and a tho .sand others, though very good
subjects for the declamations of schoolboys,
have not now the slightest interest for
men ; and thovgh it had been a1 one time
a good argement against the Catholie
claiws, to say that Mary burned hevetics,
that Guy Fawkes wus a deiermined vil-
tain, that Popes in ancient times claimed
the right of deposing princes, and that
Jumes I was (rightened by Dutch troops
out of’ England. for attempting to “subvert
the fundamental laws,”—jet before Dr.
Lingard bLegan to write, such rhodomons
tade was confined to old ladies’ coteries
and country pulpits. He therefore bad no
motive—religivus, political, or speculative
—to misrcpresent any tiansaclion ; and
he accordingly gave the real authentie
vetsion of every event, without looking to
‘any object bat the elucidaiion of truth,
‘and with such thoreugh freedom from
every species of partiality, that Euglish
Leritics, accustomed 10 the former style of
{writing history, could scarcely belicve
"their own senses, when they saw a book
jin which * ihe truth, the whole truth, and
‘nothing but the truth,”? was set before
them. It is amusing to read the early
criticisms on him. Never were there
r illustrations of the dispositions of

2001 common sense, and a practical turn assailed from various quuriers, but he 1 the men who
of mind, is a siave to no theory, vicwsisoon triumphed over all opposition, and

# ¥illing to wound, but yrtafraid to siribe,

Just hint & taull and hesitato disliko.”
Every cffort of human ingenuity was put
forth to express ceasire, wien not an
error or misrepresentation could be points
cd out,—fo create a general belicf of his
partiality and inacenracy, without men-
tioning onc tangible ground for shaking
his credit,—to raise a prejudice agninst
him on account merely of his being a
Catholic ané a priesi,—and to make * vos
his very impartiality a source of imputa-
tion.

Dr. Lingard’s learuing and research are
so well knowa and universally celebrated,
that 7. is unnecessary to dilate upon them.
To think even of companing hin with any
of his predecessors would be doing. Tim an
injusiice, of the grossness of which =e
one can have nn adequate conception whe
hae not contrasted his history with aRsir
cotpilations.




