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] ?éti;e : English “Inquisition
that is disloyal;:not I “Ivis the English Tn-
quisition that has subverted the institutions of
my country, and therefore I-denounce 2t No !
I love England; -and beoanse I lovo-her; would
cut her to the quick in order tomake her more
just and more fair to her Catholic subjects. I
leve her, and because Ilove her, I would open
toher, that first page of her history, which
charlatan historians seek to hide from her

view.

bitth., Nol* It i

COMPARISON.

" The Spanish Inquisition extended from the
yoar 1481 (when Ferdinand ond  Isabella
reigned in Spain—Richard III, in England—
and Sixtus 1V. held the Papal throne) until its
final. abolition by the Popein the beginning of
the present century. The English Inquisition
extends from the year (1531) when the Par-
Jiament of England declared the uxorious Hen-
ry its Pope, down to the dis-establishment of
the Irish Church—or indced down to the pre-
sent moment, since its penal laws still stand un-
repealed upon our statute books, and new ones
are being made from time to time.

" 1st. You are each and every ome of you
guilty of high treason, and liable to be hanged
bowelled and quartered—all ye good people
who have rosary beads in your hands or reli-
quaries in your possession, (This is an old
Haw,
23. Every priest in Eogland, who for the
.comfort of his toes wears a coat down to his
.ankles, is liable to pay a fine or go to prisen,
. (This is a new law, not 30 years old).
3d. I am guilty of a crime every time I say
to an English Catholic Bishop! My Lord
, Salford—my Lord Shrewsbury,” or the like;
.and Jetters thus addressed will not be delivered

¥, the Post Office.
Does not the Eng

in England ?
The Spanis

three periods.
1st. As used against the

Jews. . .
9d. Asused to prevent the introduction of
Protestantism into Spain. . ]

3d. As used to prevent the introduction of
the infidel works of Voltaire.

1st. Its use against the Jews and Savacens, a8
woell as agninst Voltaire, was prompted by a deep
reverence for revealed religion and the divine prin-

lish Inquisition still exist
h Inquisition may be divided into

Saracens and

asunder. .I am aware that Dr. Lingard “throws dis-
credit upon this story, though I think on insufficient’
grounds. He nsserts, on the authority of Jardine;
that thereis no example in history of a woman
being put on the rack. Ihopeitis so; but I give.
it on the awthority of Hume. Ifhe is correct, we
must put it down to the extra severity of the Eng-
lish Inquisition. .
. OBJEQTION. )

«©h| but Ann Ascue suffered under Honry VIIL,,
and he was a Papist. “Well, really, my dear sir,
I hope you ‘are not going to throw this amiable’
gentleman of so many wives and suoh pronounced.
opinions back upon ourhands. Wedon't “vant him,
1 can assure you. Nor have you any right to dis-
card him, - When Eing Hal (of bappy memory) pat
Ann Ascuc to death, he had already begun' the
work of the ¢ Glorious Reformation® (after his owa
peculiar way), and appears to me to-have been, at
that time, one of the moab splendid specimers of
# your modern liberals” extant. Ho held, the State.
to be above the Church ; aud, liko Bismarck, he was
determined (all your Tudors were "determined) to
to make itso. Keep him, my deir Mr, Critic; I
pray you, keep him. He had “liberal ideas”, and
you aro welcome to him, o : ’

THE SUAVENGER'S DAUGHTER.
The second engine of torture used by the Eng-
lish Inquisition upon poor Papists to make them
appreciate 'Protestantism was the Scavenger's
Daughter. Wnder this mode of torturc the vigtim
was first doubled up (or trebled up, if I may use the
expression) and then bound with an iron hoop, like
a bundle of shingles. In this condition hc was
left upon the prison floor. From' Rishton's Diary
we learn that, on the 10th December, 1580, Thomus
Cottam and Luke Kerbyc, prisoners in the Tower
of London (I am intimately acquainted with the
ralations of these men) suffered eompression in the
Scavenger's Daughter for more than an hour for
the heinous crime of —being Priests. Cottam bled
profusely from the nese.
IRON GAUNTLETS.
Another engine of torture was the Iron Gauntlets.
Under this torture the victim was held suspended
with his arms stretched out in the air from bracelets
gerewed tightly round the wrists. Priest White,
lying in bridewell on the testimony of Topeliff (the
Priest hunter), besides other cruel treatment, was
hung up for eight hours together by the hands in
Iron meanacles to oblige him to confess-in whose
houses he bad said Mass, Father Gerard, another
snfferer, thus describes the sensation: I fellthe
chief pain in my breast, bLelly, arms and hands. I
thought that all the blood in my body had run into
my arms and began to burst out of my finger-ends.
This was a mistake ; but the arms swelled till ihe
gauntlets were buried within the flesh. ThusI con-
tinued hanging for the space of five hours, during
which time I fainted eight or nine times.”
LITTLE EASE.

The fourth kind of torture used by the English
Inquisition was & cell called “Little Ease” This
cell wag 50 small that the prisomer could neither

oiples of Christinmity ; and like the Temperance
movement of tho present day, was an appeal to
legislation, where legislation hag 10 Jocus standi,
-4, Its use against the introduction of Protest-
antism into Spain is vindicated by every aot of the
English Inquisition. If Protestantism was only to be
introduce
cities which attended its
Protestantis
* fsh ' Inquisiti
only indeed one inquisi

duction of another. :
And herein is one of the differences of the two

inquisitions. 1st. The Spanish was used in pre-
sorving the institutions of the country. The Eng-
lish in subverting them,

-ad, The Spanish was conservative; the English
revolutionary. 3d. The Spunish was the stroog
‘hand of law maintaining order—The English was
‘tho usurping hand of tyranny introducing bad laws.
4th, The Spanish was the will of the majority bind.

on did well in repelling 1t. It was
tion preventing the intro.

ing the minority. The English was the will of the | quigition he was never put to the torture (of that we | body,

minority binding the majority.
RECBENT EVENTS. ‘

The question of the Inquisition, old as it is and
as we supposed dead, assumes fresh importance from
veoent events. Bismarck in Germany and the libe-
rals of Ttaly and Switzerland have revived jt. But
with this improvement, The Spanish and Englisk
Inquisitions gave some-some sork of trial at least to

‘the accused. Bismarck and the Italian liberals dis.
pense with all this. When Dr. Hurley—you rc-
"member—was condemned to death after the torture
of the tin boots, the English inquisition, failing the
ordinary laws of the country, invoked at least the
convenient aid of Martial Law. Our moderz Inqui-
sitors are not so sensitive, Bismarck banishes the
Jesuits of Germauy, without even the tormality of &
“specificaccusation. It is wonderful how history re-
peats itself—like the ebb and flow of a mighty tide
events come nnd go, and return again. The Eng-
lish Inquisition, with it fines and imprisonments,
" and contiscations, i3 recurring again in Germany;
and English noblemen and English prelates are
found to applaud its comiag. Verily, the English
Inquisition is worse than the Spanish, if in naught
elso but its long-livedness.
TEH RACK.

Allow me to introduce to you that amiable piece
«of torture, the rack. I am induced to doso, because
“English historians of sensational tendencies tell us

*.(with a delightful innocence) that tho ships of the
Bpanish Armadnwere loaded with rcks, wherewith
English Protestants were to be toriured into Cath-

" .olicity by the officers of the Holy Spanish Inquisi-
tlon. If this assertion be trme (and as tho said ships
are still at the bottom of the sea, I sce no way of

* disproving it), it is of no small importance, s show-
ing tho Spanish Inquisition’s ignorance of “righte

. . merrio England” under Good Queen Bess, Had the
“Holy Inquisitors of Spain entertained any such de-

-~ sign as that of racking Englishmen into orthodoxy,

_ they might have saved themselvea: the {rouble of

“gransporting these cumbersome machines, a8 they
‘syould have found on landing that our English
~Inquisition had alrendy o plentiful supply on hand,
.of moit approved pattern, in excellent order and
.daily use, The rack made of best English cak had
been. for yenrs in full play under the able direction
of the Reverend Fathers of the English Inquisition

- racking poor Papists into Protestantism.
~ Picture to yourself a young and beautifol woman

lying upon her back upon s prison floor (wo shall

. meet with a case of the kind just now), her tender

““hands bound together by & long cord, whilst a
.similar cord binds her feet ; above her, raised about.
-3 feet from the ground and somé 7 or 8 foet apart
- ars two rollers attached to & heavy frame of oak.
Round thege rollezs "the- executioners have wound
- tho ends of thatopes that bind the wmaiden's feet
.and hands: one rope round one, roller ; the other
ropo round tho other .rollér. Levers are aftached
" 1o theTollérs, and strong Tnén-hold themselves in
‘- .yeadiness:for tho- werd  of icomwmand, 'The officer
.. *.on duty gives tho: word—thoirollers. revolve—the

cords-shorten—tho body. of ikis tender woman riscs,

' . ,intheair untilit is stretched faul a3 ¢ - hawser on a
‘level with the'top beam” of the frame. Questions

d into Spain by means of the same atro- | ascount of.the English Inquisition I know not.
introduction into England. { 1ain it is they were used in Ireland on Dr, Hurley; | moon. What was heresy, with burning,’ hanging,
m had no right in Spain, and the Span. { snd ag the invention was sent there ‘from England, | ripping and quartering to-day was orthodox of the

stand, sit nor lie down in it. He was compelled to
draw himself up in a squatting position and  thus
remain many days. : : e
TIK BOOTS. L
Whether we must put the Tin Boots .down to the
Cor-

the probability is they were. already in use there.
Any way, we shall be safe, I think, in putting them
down as a : C
- - BPORADIC VARIETY. . .

Of tho four ordinary kinds of torture—the. rack is
common to both Inquisitions. The Scavenger's
Daughter, the Iron Bracelets, Little Ease are, I' be-
lieve, peculisr o the English, Of the comparative
severity of the two Inquisitions in the matter of pri-
son accommodation we may form acertainidea from
two facts. . -
1st. When Galileo was confined in the Italian In-
are now certain), and hé had the best apertments-cf
the palace assigned him. Nay, part of the time he
was visiting a Cardinal friend. .

2d. When Father Gerard was seized by the Eng-
ish Inquisition, he was kept for weeks in the cell—

1
errun with vermin and

Little Ense—until he was ov
stifled with stench.
-FAEQUENCY OF TORTURE. :
Of the frequency of these torkures some idea may
be gained from Rishton's Diary ofthe .doings in the’
Tower during his short stay.
. 1st. 1570, Dec, 10th. Thomas Cottam and Luke
Kerbye, priests suffered compression in the Seaven-
ger's Daughter for mors than an hour. Cottam bled
profusely from the :nose. L A
2d. Five days later Ralph Sherwine and Robert
Johuson, priests; were severely tortured on tho rack,
Next day Ralph Sherwine was tortured a second
time. - I :
3d. Sixteen days later John Hart, priest, who had
been chained five days to the floor, was led to the
rack. Also Henry Orton, n lay gentleman,
4th, Three days later Christopher Tompson, an
aged pricst, was brought to the Tower and racked
the srame day. S .
sth. FEleven days latey ¥icholos Roscaroe, a lay
pentleman was racked. Pretty good, for a single
month, in jail, in & single city of England. Truly
poor Catholics must have had torture sufficient to
make them estcem most deeply the heaven-born
principles of the # Glorious Reformation” - '
Of the comparative frequency of torture Cobbett
EOYE :—
« From its first establishment to the present hour
the (Spanish) Inquisition has mot committed so
much cruelty as this ferocious Apostate- committed
in any single year of the 43rd of her reign.”
«Making allowance for Qobbett’s declamatory style
thero is a certain degree of truth inthis” =~ |
So far then for the different modes of Torture nsed
by the English Inquisition in its attempt to converd
poor Paplsts, Let us now see what punishments it
had in store for Papists or Recusants ns they were
termed : (or as Calvin called them “ Stubborn peo-
.ple in tho superstition of the Antichrist of Rome.”)
: TWO MODES.

The English Inquisition had two mndes of capital
punishmentthe one common to it-and the -Spanish
Inquisition—the other peculiarly its own. They
were the slake and the halter.

_ -THR. BTAKE. :

The stake or death by burning was tho punish-
ment poculiar to Heresy 1n those ages, and 'is a dis-
grace to Christendom. It was common to. both In-
quisitions, but to the credit of Catholicity be it enid
that Protestant England and Puritan Massachussets
prescrved it for the punishment of witches and here-
tics long after it had becn forgotten by the Catholic
nations. The English Inquisition teed it freely.

In1533 it was death by burning to be’ guilty of
heresy-(the Inquisition being orthadoxy) and to re-
fuse to recant. Lo : ‘ ‘

_In 1542 it was death by burning to preach any-
thixég agninst the King's instructions, mado or to be
maae. ‘ S ’ !

In 1543 Ann Kyme (Asouc), Adiam, a tailor, Ot

the privilege of. abjuring—an unkeard of - severily arnd
.unknown (o ¢he (Spanish):Inguisition.” -

- In 1538, Stowe tells:us, John Nicholson, a priest
‘condemned for holding an opinion against the
bodily presence of Ghrist, had judgment at-the
King's mouth and was burned at Smithfield.

In Henry’s condemration of Lambert (aliss
Nicholson) we have a somewhst amusing illusira-
tion of this extra severity and want of -order of the
English Inquisition. The Inquisitors before whom
Lambert was tried were Henry, Oranmer, Gardiner
Tunstill, ‘Stokéléy, Sémpson, and two othefs (all
bishops; but Henry, and ‘he had been made Pope.)
After each Inquisitor had separately disputed with
the accused, Henry asked—whab sayest thou now
after the. instruction of these. learned men? Art
thou satisfied ?- -Wilt thou live or die? - The pris-.
oner replied that he threw. himself on the mercy of
his majesty. Then, said the King, thou must die,
for I will not be the patron of heretics. Cromwell,
as Vicar-Genoral, pronounced the usual senfence;
and Lambert, aliag Nicholson, was duly burned to
death. Hume was right when he asserted that “ the
whole tyranny of the Inquisition, without its order;
was introduced into the kingdom.”

. . JOAN BOUCHER.

But it is in the reign of Edward V1., and from the
lips of Joan Boucher, that wo learn the true nature
of the English Inquisition as distinguished from the
Spanish. Henry's Inquisition was between two fires
—it had to “hang, draw,.and. quarter” the. poor
papists who refused to acknowledge Bluff King Hal
{of uxorious memory) for their Pope ;—and te keep

-city a laughing stock and a mockery to the new re-

Wheu T consider the great Tiltthber~of - Catholicy at
this time {n England as compared with the new.re-
ligion, I fecl inelinéd i my heart to despice my
fellow-countrymen for that they succumbed so pusi-
Jenimonsly. When I consider the means uded by
the reformers to crush ont Catholicity, my wonder
is, not that the nation succumbed, hut that one sia-
gle Catholic Englishman was to be found in the

country. , S o
HANGING, DRAWING AND QUARTERING.

The second mode of capital punishment used by
the English Inquisition was-hanging, drawing and
quartering, .- = - ‘
“ Do not imagine, lddies and gentlemen, that death
by hanging was the tame affair under the English
Inquisition that it is under our modern sherifta.-—~
Far from it. 'The English Inquisition was -as. ener-
getic in its punishments as it was pronounced in its
enactments. The victim was to Le ripped open as
well as hanged, and when they could no longer tor-
ture him alive, his bowels aud leart were given to
be kicked about by the crowd,and his limbs and
head (stuck on spear) were distributed about the

ligionists, and an object of veneration to the old.—
Any one who did not kick the entrails or heart of
the victim was marked out as a €atholic and there-
fore as a traitor by the spies,

- The victim, after having had all his joints dislo-
cated by the rack in prison, was jolted on a hurdle
to the place of execution. Of this hurdle Black-
stone says : & sledge hurdle is allowed to preserve
the offender from the extreme torment of being

in check (by burning) those ulra reformers, who
were cartying reform principles too rapidly to their
legitimate - conclusions, - Under Edward, however
the reformed party had it all their own way though

dragged on the ground or pavement. Very consi-
derate! certainly of the English Inqusition, to sup-
ply so commodious & way of travelling, and very
naive of our “ greatest English lawyer” to suppose

«».Luther, you remember, appealed from the
advised, to'the Pope ,wpl_i{adsiaed,_nnd-frong
well-advised.toa General Council,

. The Governments of Europe alway
‘to do away-with this'appeal to Rome,
and Isabella expressly demanded it of
To this dangerous demand the Court of Rome woylq
never accede, fearing doubtless the abuses to wpy h
8o excessive & power might be prostituted, fo
Emportnnce_of thig appeal to a.foreign power and tg
judges outside the pale of excited feeling, en gende
ed by local jealousics and animosities cannot ],r.
over estimated, since it must at all times have g, 3
as a wholesoms restraint on excessive Beverity ned
must have ever tempered justice with mercy "
But in the English Inquisition we have nothin £
this, The Parliament of 1533 forbade appealsg'g
Rome; and hence the English Inquisitors werg abc_’
solute, They could impose (FHume) what fines the
wished—their imprisonments were unlimited, pg
as Hume eays they could even make crimes d) 5 ’.'é
th_e occasion |~—and when they could not fing nl::
crime, thoy made laws, ag in Dr. Hurley’s cage 1
hang a man with a supple-jack | Verily those wer:
h_ard times for Papists | Verily tho English Inquis;
tion was a dangerous institution! Verlly the oy
of ;‘l:]q reform:tion was & barbarous era! o
_This appeal to Rome was a strong cheo
number of appeals during the firat 5% yea::{ ) of '1;?
Bpanish Inquisition is countless, and Rome 'alwy, .
inclined to mercy. There is not, I believe, one cai:
to be found where the appellant did not obtain
casior terms. "At that time, the same sad contest
was being waged against the Ghuroh, that is bely
initiated at this day. Kaiser wished to be Pope ; thg
State struggled to be above the Church, ’Eu-
man Law thought to set itself up above the Diyigs

i?a:r)e ifi.
the Pope
8 endeavorg

Ferdinang
th@ PoPe'

to the reform party under Henry. She now found
herself brought to trial by that same party for be-
ing too fast in her opinions, Joan (following her
private judgment) denied with a kind of incoherent
jargon that Jesus Christ was truly incarnate of the
Blessed Virgin (it became fashionable to deny it
later on) and was brought before the English In-
quisition. Cranmer, as Grand Inquisitor, excom-
municated her and ordered her to be given over to
the secular power—in plain English—to be burnt.
Joan’s reply to Cranmer when he condemned her to
the flames, is more forcible than respectful to Eng-
lish Inquisitorial consistency.

«1t is & goodly matter,” she said to the Archbighop,
# to consider your ignerance. It asnotlong ago that
you burned Ann Ascue for a piece of bread; and yet
came yourself soon after to believe the same doctrine
for which you burned her; and now forsooth yon
will needs burn me for a piece of flesh, and in the

Joan Boucher does appear to have gome too fast
even for them, Joan had been a tract distributor

that (failing this hurdie) there conld mot possibly
be found any other mode of taking a Papist to ex-
ecution than by dragging-him along the pavement!
(But then Papista were mere dogs in the eyes of the
English Inquisition) = .
Arrived at the place of exccution the unfortunat
victim wap first partially hanged, was then eut
down, and whilst yet writhing in agony, had his
bowels cut out with the ripping knife and thrown
to tho spectators, His body was then cut into
quarters to be stuck on poles to grace different parts
of the city withal. Stowe tells us that Harrington,
a Priest, was drawn from Newgate to Tyburn snd
there hanged—cut down alive—struggled with the
haogman, but was bowelled and quartered. Many
instances are on record of the missionary priests
having spoken after their hearts were plucked out
by the executioner. Hentzner, the Dutch Ambas-
sador to Queen Elizabeth's cours, wrote home af-
firming that he had counted 300 human heads
stuck on pikea on London Bridge. Harrison, (Pro-

end will come to believe this rlso, when you have
read the scriptures and understand them.

The deputy Inquisitor, Dr. Scory, received no
greater reverence at her hands, when at her burning
he undertook te convert her. ‘ -
“He lied like a rogue, she told him, and had bet-
ter go home and study the scriptures.”

Joan hit hard ngainst the English Tnquisition
and in favor of the Spanish. She was right. Ifthe
Spanish  Inquisition condemnéed heresy, it had at
least a settled code to defend ; the English Inquisi-
tion, un'the contrary, had fresh doctrines for every

most approved color and shade ou the morrow. .
As further illustrative of this continual change
of doctrine it is curious to remark, that of the three
men (Taylor, Barnes, and Cranmer) who brought
Lambert (alias Nichelson) to the stake, two cer-
tainly professed later the doctrine for which they
condemned Nicholson :—and all three perished by
the same law. Those were stirring times!—those
days of the English Inquisition. One had to keep
moving in one’s religious opinions, and at the same
time to take care not to move too fast, if one wanted
to keep one’s arms and legs and head upon one's
or not to be made cinders of at the atake.
’ MARTIAL DAW. : ‘
Ag in Ireland against Dr. Hurley—so in England
(Edward VI, against the Catholic ingurgents in the
southern counties Martial Law was vigorously
evoked by the English Inquisition. In the single
county of Devon alone, whea the commoners rose.
up demending the restoration of the mass and the
monasteries, 4,000 men perished in the fleld or by
the hands of the executioner, 8o vigorously was mar-
tial law enforced.
COMIOUS TALES. _
Some curious tales ars rclated of the factious
maoner in which this law was carried out. King
Henry’s mantle (as worn at Nicholson's, trinl) bad
evidently descended on the shoulders of some of the
commanding officers sent by the English Ingnisition
to tame poor Catholice. Amongst these Sir:An-
tony Kingston deserves especial notice as being the
very Punch of Commanders. . .
.1st. Having dined with the Mayor of Bodwin,
whom he suspected of Catholic leanings; he asked
him after dinner, if theé gallows he had erccted were
sufficiently strong? The Mayor replied he thought
they were. “Then,” said -Kingston, “go up and
tey,” and forthwith had him hanged. without further
ceremony. (Here I think we have the tyranny, but
without the ovder). , S
"~ 2d, On another occasion, having reason to sus-
pect a certain miller of easting sheep’s oyes to-
wards Popery, he proceceded to the mill and not
finding the miller, he hanged the man, bidding bim
“ be content for it was the best service he could
render his master” (Spéed Hayward.)
3d. Even the Inquisition was facetious, When
the men of Devon rose up 16,000 strong, Lord Bue-
gel, Privy Seal, was despatched with & small band of
troops and three preachers (Gregory, Reynolds and
Coverdale) to. dispersé them. Queen Elizabeth
thought two or three preschers enough in a nation !
The English Inquisition thought three sufficient to
rout 10,000 menl  ° : o
: . GRIEGTION. 4 -
But my friend, Mr. Critio will sny, what tight
have_ you, & God-fearing man, te object to martial
laiw being used against insurgents? "And what
right have yon to couple the cxercise of this law
with the English Inquisition ? '
In- the present case 1. bave every right; ele-
ven out of every twelve men in tho Kingdom were
at this time Cntholics. [This is evident from a
confidential letter from Paget to the Protector dated
July 7th, 1549.- “ The use of the old religion is for-
bidden by law and the use of the new is not yet
printed on the stomachs of eleven out of twelve
parts of the realm.”) The Catholics, therefore, were
the nation ; and Leing the nation, could not be in-
surgbnts; and not being insurgents, had no right to
be treated to martinl law ; and the exércise of any
act of restraint upon their religiou is & veritable in-
quisition. = The Catholic Church was_in possession,
and if you want another church you must get another
Christ, and nnother Orucifixion, aid another Resur-
tection; and another Ascension before youcan expoct
us to accept it. Show mo your crédentialg for all theso
| butcheries? 'Have you another:Chrigt and another

testant chaplain to Lord Brooke) writing as a con-
temporary, computes the number of persons who
suffered death by the executioner in Henry VIIL’s
time, at 72,0001
Now, as your University class book quoting Llo-
rente gives the total number put to death by the
Spanish Inquisition during the whole three centu-
ries of .its existence 3as 1,912, it follows thatin
Henry's time alone there was twice as many and a-
third as many executed by the English Inquisition
as by the whole Spanish Inquisition. Well might
Schlegel in his Philosophy of History say, the ers
of the Reformation was truly a barbarous era. o
: ) BURNING IN EFFIGY, : .
. Your University class book credits the Spanish
Inquisition with a mode of torture much indulged
in by littla Protestant boys of amiable disposition in
England on the 5th of November, viz: that ofburn-
ing in effigy ; 17,659 persons (it tells us)were burnt
in effigy by thé Spanish Inquisition! This highly
innocent amusement was evidently unknown to our
sterner: and more practical English Inquisition.
Had théy been acquainted with it, though it fight
have been detrimental to much of the old clothes of
the commupity, it would doubtless have saved many
precious lives, ' .
This death by hanging was peculiarly the punish-
ment of Papists. The Tuders were Popes as well aa
monarchs, and they meant to be acknowledged as
such. Let us take a single month of hanging for de-
nying the Tudors to be Popes.

In _November, 1539, Hugh Faringden, abbot of
Reading, and two priests, Rug and Onionr, at Read-
ing. At Torre Hill, Richard Witing, Abbot of Glas-
tonbury, on same day suffered the eame fate for the
same crime of denying the Supremacy. Also on
same day John Thorae and Roger James ; and some
days later John Beck, Abbot of Colchester. So for
the Pains; let us now see the Penalries inflicted by
the English Inquisition in its warfare against the
Cathotic Church. The first penalty was thatof
v ) . DEPRIVATION, .

Under Edward—Bishops Bonner, London ; Tun-
stal, Durham; Gardiner, Winckester; Day, Chichester;
Heath, Worcestor; Vesey, Exeter; were deprived of
their Sees; whilst the common clergy weré reduced
to such ‘poverty (as we learn from Bishop Latimer's
sermons) that they were often glad to get situations
in gentlemen’s kitchens. S

Under Elizabeth—14 bishops, 6 abbots, 12 deans,
12 nrch-dgn.cons, 15 masters of colleges, 50 prebends
and 80 pricsts were deprived of their livings in oue
yoar for not accepting’ the new Ritual; in fact,
through these deprivations and the  ‘sweating sick-
ness of tho previous year, Dr, Heylin tells “there
were not o sufficient number of learned men to sup-
ply the vacancies which had to be filled up with
cobblers, weavers, tinkers, tinners, eard-makers,
tapsters, fiddlers, tailors, bag pipers, &. What
wonder if the sheep were scattered when the shep-
herds were thus putto death. ’

But lest you should lock upon this statementof
the atrocities of tho English Inouisition as an ex
parte statement, T will give you Hume’s: “The
Eoclesiastical commissioners, of whom three made a
guorum, were directed to make enquiry, not only by
the legal method of jury and witness, but by all
means they could devise; that is, by rack, by torture,
by inquisition, by imprisonment, When they found
reason to snspect any person, they might administer
to him an orth called ex-officio, by which- he waf
bound to answer all gnestions, and might be obliged
toaccuse himself or his most intimate friends, . "The
‘fines that were lovied wera discretionary and often
occasioned thoe total ruin of the offender, contrary
to the eatablished Inws of the kingdom. The im-
prisonments were limited by no rule but their own
pleasure., They assumed a power of imposing ‘en
the clergy whatarticles of subseription, and conse-
quently of faith, they thought proper,and the punish-
ments they might inflict were according to their
wisdom, conscience and discretion!" Tn a word this
court was a real inquisition, with all the inquities,
ag well ag cruelties insepnrable from that tribunal”
(Vol. iii., p. 126.) S

This i8 sufficiently fair for o Protestant historian
though it does not cover the whole ‘gréund.. Had
Hume used a nicer balance he would have seen, 1st,
that the infamois cath ex-officio did not enter. into

the Spanish 1nquisition, '2nd, That the fines and
‘imprisonments, being alveady. settled by the civil
power were not *discretionary” nor *limited by no

Law. Hence the English Parliament made H
VIII. Pope—hence two years later i o
peals to Bome, e, 1t forbade ap-
So well known was the clemency of
that when the Kings of Europe éotfld no?epfeﬁ?f';
agpea.ls they sought at at least to have thoge appealg
tried in their own domgins. Dr. Inigo Manri e !
Archbishop of Beville was the first of thege judqgeg
appointed to try appeals in Spain, but even thig
power had soon to be withdrawn, s0 many were the
appellants that even yet fled to Rome to seek great-
er mercy at the feet of the Popes (Bull dated 2 Aug, .
1433.) _Agam, the English Inquisition was ulwuys'
on the side of arbitrary power. The Spanish cared
as little for King as for peasant.
A certain royal confesgor—Fra Diejo de Chaveg—
bad preached from the pulpit of 8t. Jerome in Mg.
drid, the Tudor doctrine ofthe divine right of Kings
He had said * Kings have an absolute power over
the persons of their subjects ag over their property
This mounstrous doctrine (a doctrine, ladies and
gentlemen, by which you and I would be given over
on the momsnt to Queen Victoria—body and bones
hat, coat and shoes) would not do-for Spain. Tudor
Sovereigns might claim it, and bave their claim al-
lowed, but the 8panish Inquisition rejected it with
scorn and summened the ultra-royal Preacher befora
it. Found guilty of the charge, he was ordered pub.
liely to retract; and was made to read from the samg
pulpit in the same church the following moro orthg.
dox but less loyal doctrine.
*“Kings lgiwe no more power over their subjects
{.ban v:]l:nt xg given them by the divine and human
aw-—they have none proceeding from thei
free and absolute will” B 5 o
. This condemnation (under Philip II. of Spain)
does a8 much honor to the tribunal which command.
gd it, as to the Spanish Monarch who consented to
lﬁ. ; and shows the different degrees of civil and reli.
gious freedom enjoyed under the two Inquisitions,
It was Hernando dsl Castille, Consnltee to the Span-
ish Inquisition, who dictated the terms of this re-
cantntion. Had any English Consultee under our
Tudor Queen dared to' do- 5o, he would have very
soon been summoned befors the English Inquisition
and would havo been presently hanged, bowelled
and quartered, for denying the Queen’s Supremscy.
. _ NO FAMILY PRAYERS,

1t is Dean Swift, I believe, who defines orthodoxy
to be “my _doxy ;¥ and heterodoxy to be anybedy
elge's doxy.” This wagalso the English Inquisition’s
idea. Itidid not believe in any other “doxy” but
its own, and it did not intend that there should b
any other. Under Henry none were to preach with-
out license from the Inquisition. But the ime.
pressible Puritans were not to be put down. If they
gould not preach openly, they could at least preach
in barns and private houses. But this did not suit
the English Inquisition ; and Cranmer issueg a pro-
clamation forbidding even family prayer when any
were present cxcept the family. ~The Inquisition,
with Protéstantism, was advancing.- Hitherto it
had taken notice only of publie acts, now il pene
trated even into the bosom of families.

: ) CROWNING INIQUITY.

‘We come now to the crowning inigmily of the
English Inquisition. ' You may burn & man for 0ot
thinking as you do, and have done with kim. -You
may “hang, bowel and quarter” and it won'b take
long to do it.”. You may. torture 2 man on the rak
~—but to send & man to hear a sermon-—that ho des
not want to hear—every Sunday—and to chaige bit
three hundred dollars every time he does notge;
that at least is the crowning iniquity of sll! thatst
least is the

TORTURE OF TORTURES.
Seriously—this enactment obliging all to gol0
the Pretestant Church or pay a fine, is one of the
most grevious' as well as disgraceful penaltics it
flicted by the ‘Inquisition. Better, far better {he
fiendish death by .* hanging, bowelling and-quarter
ing’—botter, for better to burn at the stake—than
to bie made to live a life of slow and continued mot
tyrdom by these continnous fines and imprisor
ments. : " .
Any one sbove the age of sixteen—remainitg
away from the Angliecan Church during a _lllﬂ“
month, was subject to a fino of £20 (a sum, if ¥
may believe Cobbet), equal to £250, or £3280 of
our modern money. The Inquisition was preci®
on this point. There were to bo 13 months in'th
year (Pickering's Statutes)and sickness was to couat
ne recusancy, if the sick person-bad not beo ¥
church immediately before (or after) his gickness.
Tho effect of this law was curious, It kept 8
Cathslic recusant continually moving from place
place, in order to render it ‘more difficult to prove
his absonce from church and it was cheapel o
travel than to pay recusancy fees. - ° )
This law was iniquitous, and was a8 iniquitossly
enrried out. For the first years of James' reigd !
had Leen somewhat rclaxed. But when, th""“%51
tho savage crics of the new religionists for FaP
blood, it was ngaln “enforced—arrearage Wa3 ot
enacted to the last farthing. ‘
- COMPOUNDING. - .~ .. .4
There is another feature in;the law, which it ¥
not do to pass over. Jamies was gurrounded bY
erowd of needy fellow countrymen: ' . -
To satisfy the most clamorous of -these he;:"’o
time to tithe—transferred ‘hig claims on- 8077 |

-death-of & God Man upon. the oross? ~Nay even if

ralo but their own pleasure”  8rd. 'That the'Span: | .
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