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CHURCH AND STATE.

The Toronto Mail of the 8:h inst. bas
rather an smusiog reply to & “French-
Caus lien contemporery,” though fntended
to be guite serlous, The Mail eaye:

%4  French.Canedian  contemporary
challenges the Mail to disprove the fact
that the Catholic Church bas alweys, from
the begiuning untll now, aeserted her
Jivipe right to be supreme over the civil
power Iu all matters which she mey de
fine aa belng within her purview.”

To this the Mail replies that tbe con.
troversy would be fruitless; nevertheless
It asrerte that “es & matter of fact the
Chburch’s seeertion of her supremacy is a
growib, aud & growth which from iis in
ception his been opposed by portions of
the Church.”” It continues by quotig
declarations of the Eoglish and Irish clergy
and laity to the eftect that the Church and
the Pope heve no right “directly or in-
directly to affzct or Interfere with the in-
dependence, soverelgulty,lawe, or constitu
tion of Government of theee realms,” and
that the Pope hza “no temporal or civil
juriediction, directly or indizectly within
this realm.”

Thie is quoted to prove that the claim
of the Cburch to be supreme in her own
purview was opposed by the Church in
Epglsud and Ireland,

It s almost unnecessary to state that
there s no contradiction between the
Jeclerations of the Engileh and Irlsh Cath.
oliey, sud tbe assertion of the Pope's ox

Church’s supremacy In those matters
which peitain to ber jurisdiction, Itisthe
provices of the Church to define faith and
morely, that ie, to tell us what we sre to
belleve, snd what we are bound by the
law of God to do. Within this limit the
authorlty of the Church Is supreme, and
the Pope, as Head of the Church, exercises
this supreme authority by divine right,
The supreme spiritual and eupreme tew-
poral anthority are perfectly diatinet from
each vther, The Mall hss from time to

¢tated or lusinuated in various forms
.at the Church claims the right of inter-
fering with the State in the administra-
tion of ite temporal concerng, but no such
claim was ever put forward by the Church,
Pope Leo the Great, in his letters to
Emperots Theodosius, Marcion, and Leo,
constantly declares that the Imperal
aathorlty s from God, and Pope Gelasius
writeato the Emperor Anastasiuas: “August
Emperor : thero are two by whom the
world is chicfly ruled, the holy authority
of the Pontiffs, and the royel power.”
Pope Nicholas wrote to the Emperor
Michael still more clearly : “Inflict no
injury on the Church of God, for she in.
flicts no injury on your Imperial author-
ity. . . . the same mcdlator between God
and men, the man Christ Jesus, made a
dlstinctlon between the dutles of both
powers in their own epheres and distinet
diguities, eo that Christian emperors need
the Pontiffs for eternal life, and the Pon-
tiffs, in temporal matters only, make uee
of the Imperial laws,” It was by a natural
conscquence of thie princlple that Pope
Alexauder the Third wrote regarding the
rights of legitimate chiliren : “It pertalns
to the king,and not to the Church, to
judge of such rights.”

These principles are held universally
by Catholic theologiane, ard these who
reprecent Catholics as holdirg any other
belief on the subject misrepresent us,
whether they do to by derign or through
ignorance. As this upjust representation
l¢ not confined to the Mall, but ls fre-
quent among Protestant controversiallsts,
1t may be useful to add rome further ex-
planations on the subject.

Cardinal Bellarmine, who s certainly
oue of the most ultiamontane smong the
illustrious theologlans of the Church, lays
down the thesls: “The Pope Is not the
raler (domanus) of the whole Christian
world,” His meaniog will be rendered
clear by his proofs of thia proposition,
Among these proofs are the following
from fathers of the Church :

“‘Hugo of St. Victor says: ‘The tem-
poral power has for fts head the king;
the epiritnal power has the Supreme
Pontiff ' More clearly, John Drledo says :

«When Christ placed St. Peter over the
universal Church aa its ehepherd, he did
not at the same time give him temporal
rule over the whole Church, mor did he
take from emperors and kings their klog.
doms, nor dlg he wish that all royal
power, equally with ecclesiastical power,
hould be derived, and should descen

from the power of Peter?’ Trestise on
the Roman Pontiff”

The same great author cites many
other testimonles to the eame effect.
We sball only add the following :

If it were 80 (that the Pope poesessed
anivereal temporal soveriguity) by divine
right, it ehould be certain elther frcru the
Scriptures or from tradition of the
Apostles.”

He then shows that no such power Is
derlved from elther of these sources. He
further corfirms his thesis by quoting the
hymn of Sedullus, which is recited from
the 6ih to tbe 13th of Januery, by ell
priests using the Roman breviary :

4Qruel Herod, why dost thou [fear the
coming of Christ ? He takes not awsy
mortal kingdoms who bestoweth heaveuly
ones !

We have adduced suflicient evideuce to

show that it is no doctrlne of the Church,
nor will it ever be, that the Fope has
suthority to rule or command the Siate
in tewporal matters, But we may be
acked, why may not the Church poestbly
define that she bas such authority, and
thus acquire 1t ? This is substantially the
posidon which the Mail and other Protes
tants take lo arguiog the question egainst
Catholles ; and even Mr, Gladstone, in bis
celebrated essay on “Vaticaniem,” fell
into thls error. We answer, slmply, that
it 1& not possible, becauce the matter
which can bedefined by the Caurch or the
Pope is limited to thst which has been
revealed by God either explicitly or m.
plicitly. A doctrine 1s revealed explicitly
“when it is contalned in its own or In
equivalent terms in the depasit of revela-
tion,” It Is revesled implicitly, “when
it is contalped in a revealed doctrine,
though not expreesed in Revelation in its
own or equivalent terms.” But, as Car-
dinal Bellarmine makes manifest, the
doetrine cf the Pope’s supremacy over the
State in temporal matters is not contained
in the deposit of Rovelation, whether
explicitly or implicitly ; wherefore it can
pever be deficed by the Church,
We acknowledge that the Church s the
authbority which mast define her own
powers, and the Protestants say that, ae
she is infallible, if she would claim the
authority we are here discussing, Catholics
would be bound to belleve in it. But this
very infallibility of the Church would
debar her from laying claim to an author-
ity which {e not glven her by Revelation,
attested either by Holy Writ or Apostolic
tradition, However, apart from thls
reasoning, It ought to be enough that the
Church does uct, in fact, claim any such
power, The Presbyterians defend the
doctrine that all events oceur In accordance
with the absolute decrees of God. From
this it would follow that maukind cannot
be restralued by human law. Yet the
public do not infer that Presbyterianism
must be suppresmed by the laws of the
country, lest its adberents should, in
accordance with thelr principles, sot the
laws ot defiance. As a matter of fact,
they allow their conduct to be regulated
by law, and with this the rest of the
public s eatiefied. Why shculd not
Catholics be treated with equal charity ?
Even If it were poseible that the Church
may in the future difine that she should
control the State in clvil matters, ought
not the Protestant public to be tclerant
in regard to us, Inasmuch as we are just
as willing as themselves to submit to the
just laws of the country, without refer-
ence to what might possibly be defined
by the Ohurch at some distant future
time? The Church has not, during her
eighteen centurles of existence, defined
that Catholics may set at defisnce the
laws of the country, WIill it not be time
enough, therefore, to adopt euppressive
measures when the Ohurch will so define ?
Bat Protestants may make thelr minds
easy on this score, The Oatholic Church
will never make the decree of which they
seem to be so much in dreal, and Catho.
lice will be as good subjects and as loyal
to thelr country in the future
a8 they bave been In the past, Why, even
the Mormons would be willingly tolerated
here, if they consented to hold their
pelygamous doctrines as a mere theory,
without putting them Into practice. Why
then should Catholics be constantly threat-
ened with suppression, merely because
some Protestants imagine that we may be.
come bellevers In a doctrlne, which at
present we repudiate, and which, we de-
clare, never will be a part of our belief

Cathollcs, however, do maintain that the
State is subject to the laws of God, and as
it is the duty of the Cburch to say what
the law of God ls, the State s undoubtedly
bound to obedience when the Church pro-
claime this law, The Church of England,
which makes the Siate the supreme judge
even in religlon, cannot conslstently ask
the State to submit to her decisions in this
case ; yet, as & matter of fact, even the
Church of England does so. The Presby-
terlane, Methodists, and all other denomin.
ations, however, do inslst, equally with
Catholics, that the State should obey the
divine law such as the Church defines it to
be. The chief difference between the Catho-
lic Church and the sectarfes is this, that the
Qatholiec Church, belng one in continulty
with the Church establithed by Christ on

Hisapostles,can pronounceauthoritatively:
“It hath seemed good to the Holy Ghost
and to us;” while the other Churches
acknowledge that they may be mistaken

therefore, tbat the Preebyterlans ard
other sects will clalm the submieion
of the Btate to their merely bumen opin-
jons, whereas the Catholic Church will
only csll upon 15 to submit to the Divine
Law,

That we have not exaggerated the posl-
tlon of the Protestant Churches in this
regard will be evident from the following
extracts from the Presbyterian Standerds
of doctrine :

“It belongeth to synods and councils
ministerially to determine conirovereies of
faith . . which decrees and deter
mination, if consonant to the Word of
Glod, sre to be received with reverence and
gubmieelon, ete” (Conf. chap. 31

“Tt {s his, (the elvil magisirate’s) duty
that unity aud peace be precerved in the
Ohurch ., . . that all blasphemies and
heresice be suppressed . . . aud sl
the ordinances of Ged duly settled, admin.
istered aud observed.” (Chap. 23)

The National Covenant of 1640 declares
this to be “ever styled God’s true religien
.+ .« aperfectreligion ; and sll who do
not adhere to it are to be *‘punishatle as
rebellers aud gainstanders of the sawme,”

FALSE PRETENCES,

It s teetructive to find that the Pro
teetant religious prees, which are always
loudest in their protests against the sup-
posed aggressivences of Rome, are most
exultant at the temporary suceess which
has been achieved in Boston by the ulira.
cggressive Baptlst and Methodist parsons
of that city. ‘The ecase cof this
party of aggresion s most clear,
The question to be decided at
the Dston election was whether the
faith of Catholic chiléren attendiog at the
High School is to be viralently attacked
with impuubty or not, The parscus led
the battle for this eggression, and the
voters eustained them, Uader this policy
Swinton’s Oatlines will be Introduced
agein into the echools, and Catholie chil-
dren will be told, and will be required to
admit what they koow to bea le, that
%sn Indulgecce In the Catholic Church
mennsa permission to commit sip, granted
for a money consideration.” This {s the
state of affairs in which the loud-tongued
advocates of clvil llberty and religlous
toleration unfeignedly rejoice, under
pretence that the Catholics are makiog an
attack upen the Public school system,
The Catholics made no such attack,
They merely defended themsclves against
the open effort to force sectarianism down
their throats, When we ficd euch jiur.
nalsas the Chrlstlan Guardian openly ap.
proviug of the aggressive siaad taken by
the Boeton bigote, we can readily under.
stand what kind of treatment Catholics
might expect in Canada, end espesially
in Ontatlo, if we were lu the power of the
agitators who are endeavoring to nnder.
mine the Catholic School system here,
Here is what the Chrietian Gaardian of
last week has to say on the subject ;
“Further pertlculars in regard to the
victory over Jesuitical interference with
the Publle Schools of Boston show that
succces: was attained by the co-operation
of the Republican party, which selected
its candidates from the list submitted by
the Citizens’ Committee, Men of ster:
livg Protestant convictions were agreed
upon, acd the canvas was conducted on
the main line of oppoeition to any priestly
interference with Public School matters
henceforth.  The patriotism of the
women voters was beyond all praise,
Not only did they brave the stormy
weather of polling day, but they actively
exerted themselves to convince many of
the truth of their position, and worked
hard till the close of the poll, Another
factor which made for success was the un
tiring efforts of the evangelical ministry
of Boston, They were the leaders in this
movement, and thelr work told with
eplendid effect. It is intended to kee
alive the public spirit called forth by th
contest,”
The desire to arouse the latent bigotry
of extreme Protestants is evident through
every line of the above, and to attaln this
end the writer does not hesitate to tell
unvarnished falsehoods, ¢‘Jesuitical later
ference !” The editor of the Guardlan
knows the potency of the cry “Jesuit” to
excite the hatred of the class to which he
{s appealing ; but as a matter of fact the
Jesults had nothing to do with the action
of the Boston School Uommittee, A
secular priest, not a Jesult, called the
attention of the School Committee to the
groes Injustice Inflicted upon the Catholle
children ; and he certainly had a perfect
right tc do so, and to demand reparation.
But at least wai there mnot Catholic
“interference” with the schools? Un-
doubted!ly there was, as Catholics
bave votes in Boston equally with Pro-
testants, and “Interference’’ of both Cath
olics and Protestants was necessarlly pro-
portioned to the number of voters who
belong to either denomination in the city.
Interference of Catholics and Protostants
is an essential part of the public school
system ; but the undue interference {8
solely the work of Boston Protestants,
erpecially of the “Evangelical ministry,”
whom the Guardian acknowledges to have
been the leaders of the antl Catholic
movement, The schools of Boston have
been openly Protestantized; but the
Cathollcs will know how to protect them.
selver, and we much mistake their spirit
if they do not do o effectually.

The pareons of New York, enconraged
by the success of their brothers in Boston,
intend to imitate the latter in their Intol.

in thelr doctrinal decrees, It follows,

erant course, We must, however, in jus.
tloe, atate that there are many Protestants,

both in New York and Boston, snd
ihronghout the Urion as well, who bave
no sympatby with {hat narrow-mindedness
which would rob Catholics of their dearest
righte, We may mention the Pbiladelpbia
Amerlcan, which, while it is thoroughly
Republican in its sentlments, represents
the views of t e lesy excitable, bat more
respectable aud thoughtful section of
Protestants than those who have placed
for a year or two the dictatorsh!p over the
Boston echools in the hands of an antl-
Catholic clique of psrsons, The American
states tbat Swintou’s history was ‘'very
properly excluded” from the public
achools, and warns the people of New
York and Boston that it waa just such a
movement ae the bigots in those clties are
now inaugurating, that by ite rerctionary
force brought into the bosom of the Cath-
ollc Ohurch many of the master minds
who have contributed much towards ren.
dering the Chureh illuetrions at the present
day : such as Brownson, McMuster, Mgr.
Preston and many others,

The Divine Providence which brings
good out of evil will, under the epparently
adverse circumitances which are operating
against the Church, continue to protect
His institution, agairst which, according to
the promiscs of God, “the gates of hell
shall not prevail.”

The Philadelphia American does not at
all think that what has been effected in
Bston by exciting the fanaticism of the
women will be permancat, It says :

“The Boston experience was somewhat
anticipst:d in Csmbridge in 1854, Sev-
oral women had been elected members of
the School Committee, whose husbands
were prominently identified with the Mug.
wump bolt from the Republican party.
In the next election they were dofeated
and men put in their places, And now in
Boston the excltement over the very
proper exclusion of & school history from
the public schools brings the women of
Boston hurrying back from the mountalns
and the sea-shore to register themselves
for the exercise of a right which they have
had for years, but never thought worth so
much trouble. With women as voters
the epecial excitements of excited elections
would be greatly intensified, bat the
watchfulness over public interests at other
times would not be increased.”

PROTESTANT MISSIONS.
Within a brief perlod of time the atti-
tude of heathen nations has very much
changed towards Chriatianity and Christian
missions. In China and Japan they were
previously regarded with intense jealousy,
and Cathollc missionaries were subjected
to cruel persecution wherever they were
discovered, 'The authoritles’ in thece
countries eeem now to regard them with

an amcunt of indiiference which manifests
itself by the toleration which is extended
to them. The Catholic misslonaries, who
are for the most part Jesults or members
of other religlous orders, have taken
advanitage of these clrcumstances, and
have fl.urishirg churches through both
emplres. In Japsn, as soon as religlon
became free, thoueands of native Chris
tlans made themselves known to the
misslonaries. These were the descendants
of the Christlans who more than two cen-
turies ago were thought to have been exter.
minated in the dreadful persecution which
then took plece, end now there are about
250,000 native Catholics, many of whom
are recent converts,

Protestant misslonary societles are sup-
porting a conslderable number of missions,
but though they claim to bkave had
very encouraging success, it ls known
that the want of unity which
keeps apart the missdons of the
varions sects 1s an insuperable obstacle to
any real euccess in tecuring converts, They
do not even uee the same version of the
Bible, nor give the same names to God
and the divine attributes, These sects
are very jeslous of each other, and
this jealousy is of course a great
obatacle to thelr galning sincere converts
The various Methodist sects have formed
a specles of union by means of which they
hope to attaln greater vitallty, but as it is
%“God who glves the incresce,” and as they
lack the blessing which Chrlst gave to His
aposties when He sent them to thelr
misslonary work, “So, I am with you all
days even to the consummation of the
world,” it can scarcely be expected that
they will make a permanent !mpression
on the country.

Canon Taylor, in a recent number of
the Fortnightly Review, reveals the,fact
that in Palestine, Persia and Arabla the
Caurch Missionary Society  bas made
abeolutely no progress, In Palestine there
was only one convert in 1836, a Moslem
orphan girl, for whom prayers were asked
throughout England, but she has since
become a Catholic and ls now in a nun-
nery, In the three countries we
have here named the Soclety employs
119 sgents, and has spent in two years
£25,645, 4s, 7d.

In Egypt there were two “‘enquirers,”
s negro and an Egyptian, but the en-
quiries led to no results, In Arabia
there was no result further than thata
robber who was eick, and was doctored by
a misslonary, promised to abstain for ten
days from the proeecation of his pro-
fession.

The Canon further states that in the
Presidency of Bombay thirty.six Jadults
and ninety-two children were \baptized at
a cost of £9441 7a 1d. This is but

there are ninety-elght missionaries en-
geged In the territory, He etates that in
the same Presldéncy the Catholic priests
are converting and educating thousaude,
the cost being only nemioal; whereas
during the sixty years during which the
Protestant misslons have been established,
lese than 2,000 have been converted,

It hos been frequently proclaimed by
Protestant  controverslalists that the
want of unity among the different sec-
tarlee is ove of the beauties of Pro-
testantism. It 15 o fact, an evid-
ence of the glorlous liberty which
exists under the goepel! But where
mistions are established among the
beathens, it certaluly does not tend to
glve the latter confidence in the truth of
the goepel which s preached to them,
The heathens frequently ask the mission-
aries why it {s that the different eects do
not teach the ssme doctrines, if, as they
pretend, the religion of Chrlst is the truth
by which zlone they can bo eaved.

Canon Taylor makes 1t known also that
the misslonaries of the various societies
try to counteract each others cfforte, and
enter as keenly into competition wiih
each other as if they were agents of d!ffer-
ent commercial firms, Oae of the mis-
sloparles, Mr, Hall, complained that a
missionary of & rival soclety “had decoyed
gnd baptized one of Lis enquirere” He
also states that inquirere tuke advantage
of the rivaley to “put themselves up at
suction.,” Mr. Bell bad been paying £1
& month to an inquirer, who afterwards
struck for higher pay, and went as an
inquirer to snother society, Cases of
this kizd occar frequently, and
some meake a practice of going
from one soclety to another, being bap-
tized on each occasion when they thus
{ransfer themselves, These peregrinating
converts are reported by each soclety a8
80 many fresh converts.

Canon Tayior adds that the natives
look upon a miselonary as “a charltable
Eaglishman who keep an excellent cheap
school, speaks the langusge well, preaches
a European form of their old incarnations
and triads, and drives out bis wife and
children in a pony-carraige.”

The Presbyterian and Methedist jour-
nels ey that the stated fallure of the Pro-
testant misslone {s true of the Church of
England mi:slons, but not of thore of thelr
denominations, The facts etated, however,

that for Siate reasons he might do what
was morally wrong, even to signing the
desth warrants of innocent persons, when
the difficulties of his position seemed to
oblige him to do so, Such a permission
es this was never glven elther by the
supreme authority of the Catbolic Church
or by any Jesult theologlan, This we
may further {llustrate by & second
example given by Gury. He adde,
after teaching the doctrine quoted above :
«Thus it ie pot lawful for you to lle, even
to save a man’s life,”

This fe, as it has always been, the
Catholic doctrine, and Jesult doctrine in
no way differs from the teachivg of the
Catholic Church,

Owing to the tardy act of jastice lately
done to the Jesuits In Quebec by the
leglslature of thet Proviuce, the accuea-
tlons egainst the order have been very
frequently renewed during the last few
months by the Protestant prees avd in
Protestant pulpits, We have been over
ard over again told that it was on ac.
count of their lmmoral theory above
repelled snd becaure of their political
wachinations that they were expelled
from nesrly every country in Europe,
aod were suppresced by Pepe Clement
the 14th, iu ¥773  Toe Mail eand other
journale, and Protestant clergymen in
their lectures, never tire of telling us that
there must be in the principles of the
order, and In the general conduct of its
membere, comething opposed to the well.
belng of society; otherwise thay would
not have been 2o expelled, and that the
Pope would not bave suppressed them,
Appeals are even made to Catholles as
believers in the doctrine of the Pope's
Infallibility, that the action of the Pope
is equivalent to an infallible decree that
the existence of the socle!y is essentially
an evil,

It would occupy two much space to
insert here the Brief of Pope Clement
X1V, by which the suppression was de-
clared, or even to give a eynopsis of it
full enough to show all the clrcumstances
which led the Pope to take this extreme
messure, Before statirg these clrcum.
etauce very bricfly, therefore, we wil
explaln how different is this Brlef from a
document which is to be regarded as an
infalllble pronouncement,

The decree of infallibility defines that

from their very pature, apply to their
miselons, in a great measure, even if they
concern the Church of England In a
greater degree.

THE ANTI-JESUIT CRY.

There 18 no institution of the Catholic
Church which has to bear up egalnst more
persistent attacks than the Jesuits, Wo
are told that they are a plottiog assocla-
tlon, aimiug solely at the aggrandizement
of thelr order, and that for the attalnment
of this object they seek political suprem-
scy in every country in which they are
established. They are even accused of
having been the cause of the murder of
no less than three kings in France and
Germany, and the code of morals which
they teach ls asserted to be so lax as to be
subvereive of the first principles of Chrls.
tianity, and to endanger the eoclal fabric.
The doctrine that “the end justifies the
means” {s attributed to them, and is un-
derstood to mean that evil may be done
that good may come from it. By this it
{s meant that any crime may be com-:
mitted, provided that its commission will
benefit the Jesuit Order or the Catholic
Ohurch,

It Is almost needless to eay that these
accusations are all falee, On eome former
occasions we had reason to enter upon the
pages of history which show that the
Jeauits had nothing whatsoever to do with
the political troubles of Europe which
resulted in the murder of the kinge
referred to, It is not our purpose to
enter upon these matters now, nor to deal
fully with the proofs that the Jesults do
not teach that ‘‘the end justifies the
means,” We will quote, however, a
passage from the favorite elementary
theology ueed in Jesult and other Catholic
seminaries by students for the priesthood,
to show that Jesults by no means teach
the doctrine attributed to them, This
passage alone should suffice to settle the
matter, for the suthor of the work is
bimeelf a Jesuit, Gury says, ‘‘on Co-oper-
ation,” “Icis never lawfal to ask what
cannot be granted without sin, as the vio-
latlon of any obligation : for izstance, a
lawyer cannot be asked to do what s con-
trary to his duty.”

Again “on Human Acts,” the same
author says: “It is never lawful to do
an evil, however light, to procure any good
whatsoever : for according to the well-
known sxiom derlved from the Apostle
(Romans, {il. 8,) ‘Evil must never be done
that there may come good.’”

From these quotations the doctrine of
the Jesults s evident, and the example
given makes the meaning still more clear,
Yet it frequently happens that they who
are loudest in accusing the Jesuits of
teaching that “the end jastifies the meaus,”
themselves find clrcamstances under which
they deem it lawful to do what is intrin.
slcally evil for & supposed good purpote,
We may instance the formal declsion

!mull work when it  considered that

given by the united Episcopacy of the
Church of England to Charles the Fint,

the Pope iz ‘‘an Infallible tescher in all
doctrines concerning faith and morals,
which he defines as Psstor and Teacher
of all Christians” It is perfectly clear
that in the act of dissolving a society
there s nothing  touchivg any
doctrine, whether of  faith or
morals, and that he acts sim-
ply as asuperior who has authority over
the very right of existence of the society.
It is therefore evident that there is mo
counection between his Brief dissolving
the Jesuits, and his preiogative of Infalli-
bility, #He exercised an act of adminis-
tration, havivg jurlediction either to per.
mit or to forbid the association, which
only claimed its right to exist by virtue of
a permission granted before by another
Pope. In fact the matter had no more to
do with the Pope’s Infallibllity than would
an order given by Pope Leo XIIL to have
an asphalt pavement lald on the piazza of
St. Peter, instead of the stone pavement
with which his predecessors have been
satiefied, The question is not one affect-
ing the unchangeable deposit of Faith
which Chrlet has committed to the keep-
ing of His Church.

In the Brlef {tself the Pope does mot
say that the Jesuits have even been gallty
of apy fault. He states that there have
been disseneions between the Jesuits and
the secular clergy in divers placer, and
enumerates the accusations which were
brought agalnst the urder, but he does not
say that these accueations are true, He
states, however, that distarbances had been
caused by the existence of the scclety,
and that persons high in civil authority
urged him to suppress it, and he acknow-
ledges that it is in consequence of these
solicitations that he lssues the Brief,

All this makes it clesr that the Brief
was lssued for peace sake, and not as a
condemnation of the principles or conduct
of the Jesuits, It was a sacrifice made to
appease the Intense hostillty with which
several governmeuts regarded the order.
These governments made a combined
attack upon it, which unfortunately re-
sulted in its suppresslon by the supreme
authority of the Catholic Church,

But, must not the Pope, at least, have
been convinced that the order was In-
trinsically evll, whereas he took such a
step ?

We snawer, No. Eogland, and several
of the German States had alteady thrown
off thelr alleglance to the Church, and had
broken the Unity of Faith which had till
then characterized Christendom In the
West. In France, Spain, Portugal and
Naples the great mass of the people were
thoroughly Oathollc, but the rulers of
these States were inoculated with Infidel-
ity, The monarchs were nominally Cath-
olics, but thelr Prime Ministers were
Infidele, who formed part of the great con-
spiracy of the age whose object was 10
destroy the Catholic religlon. The Jesults
were the most able and succeseful up-
holders of the faith, and it would be &

#re blow to the Church if they counld be
annihilated once for all, Henoe, these
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men made a eupreme effort to s
destruction,

That the Pope did vot b
aceuentions sgainsy the Jeaunits
from meny evidevces, smong ¢
a DBilef which he lseued on
1769, in which be gave eeveral
privileges to the order, sxd pra
their apostolle zeal, This Brie
offence to the powers we hs
pamed, and made them the mor
bringing their designe toa suce
Clement XIV. gaid in answer t
sentatlons of Choisoul, the ap
Freoch Government :

“As for the Jesuite, I con neith
nor destroy an tnetituticn whi
of my predeceseors have praise
as it bas bern covfivmed by
Counc!l of Trent ; and sccordi
Frevech meaxims, a General
above the Pope.” He then
essemble a8 General Counell w
accueations sgeinet the Jesuit
discvssed, and that the Jesuit
heard in their own defence,
“Moreover, the Polirh natic
kinge of Sardinia and Prussin |
to mein their favor, Ishoul
by destroying them, only co
princes by displeasing others.’

From this answer it 1s evide
that the Pope unwillingly toc
step, but that the Buropean )
far from being unanimons ix
to the society, In addition t
vemed by the Pope, the 8
Russia was also strougly f
them; end to such an o
she obtoined that the
suppression ghould be lim
uot to apply to her domin
Theresa of Avsiria aleo at fir
the Jesults, and the electors
Treves and Cologpe, the C
tone of Switzerland, and the
of Venlce and Genoa, fo
example, But of these Ca
Austria alone weas powerful
ivfluences were brought to b
Ewpress to Induce ker to j
Jesnit Lesgue. She did so
thua the chief support of ti
his maintenance of the ordc
from him,

When the Pope endeavor
diplomatic 'relatiors with
wae told by Pombal, the Pr
that the esuppresslon of the
necesrary before & reconc
poeeible, end Manuel de Rb
declared that Spain would g
aunless the guppresslon were

Pope Clement’s offer t
metter to a Generel Counci
favor from the hostile Pri
They knew very well th
Council would not decree
ment of the Church’s most s
and the Pope finally yiel
avert the danger which w
threatened, that the
nations would follow the e:
oihers powers apd renoun
ity altogether, The popul
at once become Protestan
be easily seen by the state
which threw off' the aut
Pope in the sixteenth ce
time they too would be I
1t is clear, therefore, that
Pope Clement is by
be interpreted as a co
that order which has a
the front in fighting tk
the Church, More evid
might be given, but we w
that the Jesuits accept
blow given to them with
ity and obedience whicl
been characteristics of the
ing that a great blow was
them, they made no eflc
and when the blow fell,
to it without a murmur
however, in better times,
tice to the illustrious so
restored it to its former
ileges, Its re establishm
by Pius VIL. in1814 on 7
which time suceessive
creased its priviieges, do
happily reigning, who
rights it formerly enjoyes

It is highly importan
should be well acquaint
cumstances which bro
event which is wrongl;
enemies of the Church
representing them in a 1
to the great order whic
bulwark of the Churck
turies.

THE ATTITUDE OF
PEAN POW
1t is a remarkable fact
loan, which was thrown
market for the purpose
means to put that count
of readiness for war, has
scribed in France to the
million dollars, No!
imagined which would
demonstrate the existe:
sympathy between the ¢
all existing Republics, F
democratic, while Rue:
most absolute, and bets
could ecarcely expect
exist, That it does exi
countries feel that thel
same quarter ; and no
of France, especlally,




