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with more or bss soverity ta give tbem credit for absolute
impartiality. It is, nevertbeioss, matter for cangratulatian
that these learned judges have acquitted thomacîves of
their mast difficaît and delicate trust in a manner wbich

sustains the beat traditions of the English beach, and whicb
compels the accoptanco of their verdict by ail fair-minded

mon, as the end of controvorsy an almoat ail points on wbich

thîey have feit themacîves able ta pronaunce witb any degree

af confidence. Witb regard ta the question wbicb seema ta

ho stili in dobate in the Englisb journala as ta bow far the
verdict is anc of acquittaI, and bow far one of guilty, or

nat provon, everytbing depends upon the point cf depart-
ure, There were reaily two distinct tbough closely related

counta in the indictmnent. The anc cbarged the Parnellite
leaders with being directiy cagnizant of and aiding and

abetting outrage and assassination. E very generous mmnd

wili ho glad that they are fairly acquitted of this charge.
Had it been established the resuit weuld bave been moat
painful, not only because of its relation ta the accused
tbemselves, but by roasan alsa of its bearing upon the

statesmen of bth plitical parties, wbo bave in turn
coquetted with Parnell and bis lieutenants for the support
of the Hame Rule Party. The other counit of the indict-

mont cbarged these mon with baving entered into a con-

spiracy ta destroy la 1 îdlordism in Ireland, and ta bring

about Irish independence. The verdict is that they did

enter into a conspiracy ta effcct the first-named abject and

that some of tbem did establish and join the Land League

ta bring about the latter. To wbat extont this brands
tht-m as criminals wili depend upan the view one takes of

the inherent criminality involved in such rovolutionary

ends, but fia one will put those ends in the same categary for
baseness and turpitude as the acta described in the first-
named charge. The net result, thon, of the trial îs first

ta relieve Parnell and bis chief assistants of that which
was most revoltîng, and which alone was really new in

the Times' famous IIParnellism and Crime " articles, and

second ta beave the case in ail ather respects just about
whore it found it. The incident of the farged lettors, and
the confession of wrong invalved in the psy mont of a large

sum af maney ta Parnell ta stop the prasecution for libel,
bave undaubtediy been a serions blow ta the prestige of
the Tiîmes nowspaper, and it is pretty clear that na effort

will ho spared ta compel that paper ta divulge the secret

bistory of the procurement of tbase letters, or at least ta
* prove itself innocent of any knowledge or suspicion of

their fraudulent character. Probably no one but a rabid

Parnellite can entertain the monstrous supposition that
the Times' managers did not tborougbly believe in the

genuinenesa of the letters, but it may ho questionod whether
thaise managers do not owo the Parnellites and the publie

a frank bistary of the wbole transaction.

THE ENGLI>Sl MINORITY IN QUEBEC-VI.
(Ca ncluding article.)

THEOIES OF cîîUac11 AND STATE.

T HE task I praposed ta, myseif is almost done ; but,
1 bofore closing, I would like ta invite attention ta

Borne consideratians upan the relations of Cburcb and State
in Quebec, witb special reference ta the Supremacy of the
Queen. I shahl not recur ta the extromista upon itber
ide, but shahl rather try and indicate the modus vivendi

which seems ta ho present in the minds of those who think
Without making much noise.

The principle laid down in 1854 by the Parliament of
UJnited Canada was that every semblance of cannection
between Cburch and State should ho abolished-and tbat
Was done, as regards ail forms of faitb but the Roman

àb form. If it bad been possible Parliament would probably
bave gane ta the full extent of its thoory ; but it was nat
Passible. The Frencb bave always had a consistent theory
Of their awn, and wile content ta let the English arrange
their religious matters according ta Englisb views, tbey
wisbed their own Cburch let alone. Just as it was left
thon, it stands now, But, if the Parliament of Old Canada
waa unable thon ta make any change, how absurd is it ta
talk of change now in the Provincial Legisiature! The
question is completely in the power of the people of
Quehec, wbo bave the ballot with wbicb ta correct anytbing
wicb tbey themseives feel ta ho a grievance. Is it likely
that any goad impression will ho madle an their minds by
laising a "lno popery " cry in the neigbbouring provincesi

With the exception of its domestic advantages as re-
gards its awn people, obtained long previons ta Confedera-
tion, and ta a large extent settled immediately after the
conquest, and wich bave been fully discussed in previaus
letters, tbe Church of Rame in this province is in the same
Position as others. It is a purely voluntary association,
as also are the others, for no one can ho beld suject ta its
cotrai for one moment against is will. It bas no
tribunals more than other churches ; its regulations bave
no) coactive power more than otbers ;its penalties, pre-

isely as in the case of the other churchos, lie solely in the

region of the conscience. Moreover it ougbt always, in
comman justice, ta bie borne in mind that its loyaity ta
the Crawn bas been in this province continuously and
unfalteringiy proved, net only by words but by deeds, ever
since the cauntry feul under the dominion of tbe Britisb
Empire. Therefore, in the words of a British statesnian,
Ilîngenui ty and eloquence cannot be woise eînployed than
in persuading mon wbo are as good citizens as ourselves,
that their religion calîs upon tbem ta ho bad subjects. It
may bie ail very good lagic and unanswerable casuistry,
but it is very bad politis-poiitirs I mean in its bigbcr
sense." Ia the lower sense of the ward unfortunateiy tbe
case is aften otberwise.

Sa far as may bie gatheredl from authentic souroes the
tbeory af the relation of Cburcb and State ini Quebec differs
very littie from that held in the United States and in other
countries which have no State Churcb. Tt is the tbeory
of a Ilfree Cburch in a free State," and migbt ho farmulated
thus :

1. The Cburch is an independent sacioty instituted by
Jeans Christ, its invisible bead. It bas its own laws,
officers, constitution, and government. It bas aise its own
ends and aima which ere different from those of the civil
ruler.

2. The oniy persans authorized ta administor the aff airs
of this socity are its own affice-hoiders ; not only in
matters of discipline and administration af the sacraments,
but the wbole of the necessary and ardinary business of
the Church as a visible seciety.

3. The civil magistrate is baund, in the exorcise af bis
lawfnl authority, te aim in civil ar temporal thinga at tho
prosperity of the Cburch.

Sa far tbe Protestant churches in Canada and the
United States, self-governing and independent as tht-y are,
wauld scarcely dissent. Under the third bead aIl Chirches
are incessantly invoking the aid of tho civil power for
legisiation of variaus kinda, and this tboy do with the
mare confidence bt-cause thoy hold that the salvation of
souls is a hîgber end than more temporal prasperity, and
therefore the Church is in that sense suporior ta the State.

But the proposition tbat the power of the Stato is
subardinate ta the Cburch, altbough it bas been put for-
ward tbeoretically in an authoritative exposition of the
truc meaning of the celebrated Bull of Boniface V[III., is
îlot beld as a practical proposition in Quebec. 'Tle ancient
jurisprudence and the bistory of French Canada were
antaganistic ta such a tbeory, and the judicial decîsions
and statutes quated ini my preceding lettors show that it
bas ne hold upon the mind of the peaple. It nover bad in
France, for in ecclesiastical mattoîs there was always an
appeal ab abusu ta the king whenevcr the spiritual
invaded the temporal juriadiction, or the temporal tres-
passed upon the spiritual. Pape Boniface aimed this Bull,
sa much quoted of late years, at France ; but it brougbit
nathing but immediato evil upon thc Church of Ramie for,
almoat within the yoar, the Pape died of mortification at
the personal indignities wbich agents of the King of
France inflicted upon bim in bis own native town in Italy.
Sbortly after followed the exile to Avignon which led to
the great scbism. The Bull was promulgated when the
wbale West was Roman Catholie, and wben the Canon
Law was almoat the oniy public international law in
Europe. The world bas moved on since A.D. 1302, and
a document which had na practical effect six bundred
years ago-two centuries before Luther began ta preach-
need not cau- us or aur outaide friends ta lie awake of
nights with anxiety. The theory wbîch ruas tbrough al
the decisions and statutes of Quebec, is that the twa
powors are co orlinate, and that necessarily follews framn
their indepenlence. Eacb in its own sphere is supreme.

It is nat oossible foar a man ta hoe a Roman Catbolic
and deny that the Pape, as vicar of Christ, is the head of
the visible Church. If hoe doos that be is a Protestant
upon the instant. Nor is it possible, since the Vatican
Council, for a Raman Catholic ta deny that the Pope alane
is supreme in ail mattors of faith and morals--when ho
speaks ex cathedra as unîversal doctr-a circumstance
wbicb it appears by no ineans easy ta ascertain with
certainty. It is no part of my task ta discuas these
questions. I would, bawever, observe that what may hoe
distinguished as the temporal 8upremacy of the Pope is nat
involved in any decision af tbe Vatican Council, and this
temporal supremacy it is whicb concerna Protestants.
The spiritual supremacy of the Pope extenda aver the
consciences of bis own people ; bis ecclesiastical jurisdic-
tion depends upon bis position as head of the Roman
Church, but in tbe C"Syllabus " certain propositions are
laid down whicb are alarming ta Protestants. We may,
however, ioarn from Sir George Bowyer, a Roman Catholie
M.P. of great learning and eminence in England (Con-
cordantia Sacerdotii et Imperii), that it is "la figment and
absurdity ta regard the Syllabus as infalliblo," and that
1,Catbolics do not bold it as infallible." The discussion in
England upon Mr. Gladstone's pamphlet brought out strong
differences of opinion amang ecclesiastica as to the Syllabus,
and Mgr. Fessier is quoted ia the Dublin Revis w as tating
that Csmany theologians tbink its infallîbility ta ho doubt-
f ui." The Dublin Review itself retracted its first statement
upan the question and thon retracted its retractation. Alof
wbicb is interestîng ta a Protestant only as showing that
tbe question is an open one in the Roman Church. In for-
mer years the spiritual supremacy of the Pope was a very
soriaus doctrine ta Protestant princes. To Queen Eliza-
beth, for instance, it was a matter of life and deatb ; ta ho
fought witb every weapon at ber command, for the Pape
used his spiritual power in attompting ta detbrone her ;
and it continued ta ho a vital question ta the Kings of

Englanci sa long as any of the Ilbuse of Stuart remained.
So long also as the Pope continued ta be a temporal prince
it is conceivable that other temporal rulers might be
je-alous of bis contrai aver their subjects. Now, however,
the spiritual headship of the Pope fias ceased ta ho a
legitimate cause of apprebiension ; nor is it a miatter of
essential importance that the Pope is an Italian, icaident
at iRoute. If be were ant Englishman, resident at Malta,
the case wauld be iii o wqv ( liflurent. Hie would 4till bo
the head of the Roman Chiurch and bis spiritual power
would be as independent and as binding in the forum of
the conscience as now.

The kernel of this question of Chut-eh and State does
nat, for us, lie in any of these points. It is bere-and it
cannat be avoided. Two jurisdictions, independent of
each other, exist side by side. Their aimis are différent,
their administration and sanctions are different, but it
cannat be boped that canfliets as ta sulject-matter will
always bo avoided. Wise prelates and wise statesrnen
always will avoid them ; but prelates are nlot always wise,
nor are statesmien so, and questions like the Guibord case
are allowed in moments cf exaltation ta take practical
shape in the exteriar forum. Then, in a conflict of the
two jurisdictians, which is ta define the lîmits of the other 'i

I do not propose te discuss the question-af ail ques-
tions the most prafound and difficult--which ought ta
detine the other. That 1I bave ta theologians and can-
onists ta discuss dnring the next thausand years ; as the
tbousand vears passod have not exhausted it. My abject
is simply ta enquire which cf these powors now, in the
Province cf Quebec, does, as an actual matter af fact,
deine the other. That is the only question with whicb
Protestants in or out of the Province have any practicai
concern.

Just at this point of the discussion cames in the Act of
the Queen's stupremacy which is the formal statement of a
fact existing-that the Crawn is supreme over aIl causes
ecclesiastical ini the sanie manner and ta no greater extent
titan the Crown is suprome ever causes temporal-that i8
liy law, and by inean; af the varia us establi8hed Courts o/
Law. Now in Canada the Crawn lias nover established
any courts for the cognizance of spiritual or ecclesiasticalt
causes, icor are there any civil laws existing here upon such
subjeet-matter. Under the aid régime it was different
far the King in bis instructions ta Intendant Talon
enýjoined hirîx ta hald a just balance between the civil and
spiritual pawers residing rospectively in the King and the
Bishap ; but always so that the latter should be inferior ta
the /ornier. In Quebec as in Ontarioa ah churches make
their own laws, which bind their own members in the
forum of the conscience, and these laws when they descend
inta the regian of tomporals are of the nature of consensual
contracts wbich the courts will loak into and enfarce or
net as conracts-ta ne greater or less extent in the case
of the Roman Churcli than in the case of the variaus
Pratestant Churches. There is not the conflict naw which
existed under the aid French laws. Jn spirituals thore is
neither suporior nor inferiar. ihere is in each church its
awn spiritual pawer without a rival, whother it ho a
goneral assombly sitting within or withaut the province
or an assembly of prelates dependent upon the Pape ; but
in mixed causes, bore as everywhere else, the civil courts
.decide upon the validity of civil effects.

It is characteristic of the consistent course of the Roman
Bisbaps of this pravince that they have nover dîsputed the
supremacy of the Crown in any exeoise of it which bas
occurred ini this province, and in fact until the year 1888,
it was acknowledged anauaily in overy Parish Church in
the pravinîce. lu Chapter 22 of the Cons. Statutes of
Lower Canada, it is enjoined that copies of certain statutes
are ta be provided for permanent record in every parish.
These are ta ho read at every first annual meeting of
Churchwardens, and publicly at the door of every parish
chnrch after H-igh Mass, upon the three first Sundays of
Septeînber in every year, under a penalty of four dollars for
every omission. Amnong the documents enjained thus ta
ho read was Sec. 5 of tho Quebec Act of 1774, as follows:-

IlAnd, for the more perfect security and case of the
minds of the inhabitants af the said Pravince, it is liereby
declared that His Majesty's subjects professing the religion
of the Church of Rame, of and in the said Province of
Q uebec, tmay have, hald, and enjoy the f ree exorcise of the
religion af the Church of Rame, gubJect ta tho King's
supremacy, declared and established by an Act made in
the irst year of the reign of Quoen Elizabeth over ail the
dominions and countries which thon did ar tbereafter
sbould belong ta the Imperial Crawîî of the Realm ; and
that the clergy of the said Church înay hald, receive, and
enjoy their accustomned dues and rights with respect ta such
persans only as shall prafess the said religion."

Time bringa about strange changes. This Act, wbicb
was the safegnuard of the French Cathalica in their time of
danger, is naw the safeguard of the English Protestant
minority. Though the provision made sixty years aga for
reading it at the church daors was omitted iin the revi-
sion of last year, the Act was flot repealed, for it stili
stands in the Cansolidated Statutes of Canada among the
Imperiai Statutes in farce. Ahl these statutes are omitted
in the last Dominion revision ; probably because, being
laws of the Empire, the revisors bad no powor ta toucli
them.

In so sense or othor wo may ho sure that the Queen's
supremacy, as laid down in the lst Eliz., is in farce here,
and that no power in Canada bas ever derogated from it.
The full eccîtsiastical supremacy of the Crown bas been
modified, stop by stop, in the course of centuries, by the
Englisb Sovereigns in the Imperial Parliament under the


