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(From the N. Y. Freeman®s Journal.)

American statesmen and orators are rerer more
sloqeent than when they dilate on the religious equality
slich has been guaranteed to all the pedple of this
!:md, by the Mngm} .C.harter of tlae\_r rights and' pri-
<lezes—the Constitution of the Efmted.States. lh!s
cqu;lity.has not only been procla:med in theory; it
s been reduced to practice.  The mode by which
e framers of the Constitution pregosed to secure
i aas simple, and, I may say, origimal.  In other
countries, whether Catholic or Protestant, there had
been legislation establishing or recogmising ‘one pre-
Jominant creed, but sometinesalso granling toleration
1o dissenters from the doctrine of the state religion.

_ fpall such cases, the rights of conscience were se-
cured by affirmative laws ; here they have a \Y]dCl‘

© sopeand a better sceurity, by the constitutional

. qemtion of all pewer to legislate on so sacred a sub-

* tect. In other countries they are secured by some

, posilie statute,—here they are safer, under a con-

situtional provision forbidding any such statute to be

ever cnacted. In oiher countries toleration was
oranted by the ecivil authority,—-incye the great men

:vho framed the Constitution saw, with keqn and deli-

<ale perception, that the right’to tolerate implied the

equal right to refuse toleration, and on behalf of the

United States, 25 a civil governmert, they denied all

rinlt to legislate in the premises, ose way or the

other : Cbngrcss shall make no law gn the sebject
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”

Assaon as the States had approved and cenfirmed
the provisions of the Constitutior, it wasratural that
they should adjust their local charters in accordance
with the principles of the great instrument of federal

Uoion. Already, in 1784, Riiode Tsland bad removed

. the onfy-blemish in- ber laws on this subject, a brief
4isq11@lifying_glap§e' against Roman Citholics. Penn-

““ssivagia and Delaware, I believe, were the only other
fates at that period which were not under the ne-
ety of improving their degislative records, by
espanzing some clause Similar to that which Rhode
Idand had repealed and erased before the general

" Constitution was adopted. At a very early day,
lnwever, several of thém followed the cxample.
Some twenty yvears aga, North Carolina expurged
fier Constitution in this respect, in part, no doubt,
owing to her esteem and regard for one of her own
chtrished sons, himself .2 Catholic, the late. Judge
Gaston, 2 man whose character was such thatit could
aot but reflect honor on his native State and country.
Within a recent period, New Jersey also, unprompted,
ad of her own accord, revised and improved her
Constitution in this respect. New Hampshite, how-
aver, clings 1o her old unaltered charter, in which is

- aclause disabling Catholics, on account of their reli-

gon, from holding any -effice in the State. Her

Ustinetion, therefore, among her sister States, may

de described in the words of the poet:—

3Tis the last rose of summer,
Left blooming along,
A it lovely companions™
Not faded—Dbut « gone,”” -

The disqualifying clause is, I suppose;a dead letter;
A Catholics of New Hampshire must be very few.
O the whole, I hiare no doubt but that the liberality
o{ the country at large has imbued the people of
New Hampshire wilh kindest feelings towards even
Catholies. It must also be said to her credit, that
shewas one of the three States who suggested to the
amers of the Constitution the very clause which I
have cited, and which guarantees to all the people of
tbis widely extended Union the perfect and perpetual
Hulity of religious rights, and freedom of conscience.
s only to be regretted that after having performed
%50 early a period, the function of index, pointing
o at the eross-ways the true path in which ber
thirly sisters are now advancing peacefully and pros-
ferouly, she should bave continued stationary, and
18 found thie last 1o practise what she had been among
‘:‘Ulﬂ first ta preach, _ ,

- Butit was not ip re-adjusting the dead letter of
iMilten State Constitutions, that the people of -this
¢ ton conformed to the new and liberal order whiche
.‘_"b‘-fe? sanctioned by their ‘autherised 'delegates in
,_:°,Menhon. "T'hey labored to imbue themselves, and
E‘Leuﬁ? ‘;\mund them, with its spirit and its life. - ‘The
n gislature, the Exccutive, the Judiciary, the Pulpit,

pELIVERED IN

:% staliments of reverence. for the sacredness of
: ;‘ 1??’.d,._h¢ell_ sanctioned in the provisions of the
; i;:!:ﬂl Constitution: . It was;the. primitive age of:
: vé:ltt]an;pntrxot151n.v T trust, however,.that it may
.-;q.“m_‘ éstrve }0 be 'F?![Qd in comparison: with subse-
gt s of possible degeneracy, the ' Golden
e a1t ll'eveitts; it was'a perigd” i which
;" Breat ‘men “of  tlie” country, "of all “professions,

~an, vied with each other.in cherishing and utter- |

brought their sentiments, their conversation, and ac- ! tributed much to this result.  But has not the whole

tions, nay, controlled and brought even the very
prejudices of their youth and education into harmony
with the new order of civil, religious, and social life,
which had been so wisely provided for in the Federal
Covenant. Such an example cauld not fail to furnish
a key-note for the universal tone of American patriot-
ism, which it has not yet lost, and which, I trust, it
nerer will forget or alter.

Catholics, at least, have every reasor to remtember
and to cherish it.  Itis stated by one of our histo-
rians, that at the commencement of the Revolutionary
war, except in the city of Penn, there was hardly
another place in the colonies in which, by authority
of the laws of the land, a Cathdic Priest, could
celcbrate mass.  Now there is no law against it any
where,

In view of this wonderful change, it may be, in-
&eed it has been asked, why Cathulics, in America,
do not precure, or at least petition for, similar alte-
rations of the Jaws in favor of Protestants, in such
countries as Italy, Spain,and Portugal 2 This,in my
opinion, is a very silly question. Catholics in America
have no more to do with the civil government of
Italy, Spain, and Portugal, than they have to do with
those of England, Russia, or Turkey. But'the ques-
tion may, perliaps, be best answered by pulting to
those who ask it another just as silly: Why do you,
Protestants, not induce Tingland and the Protestant
States of Northern Europe, to imitate the example
of tlés country, and abelish all legislation on the sub-
ject of religion, or prohibiting the free cxercise
thereof1”?

Al such questions, on the other side, appear to me
not anly very absurd in ihemselves, but entirely out
of place in a country like this. Tt is equally out of
place, and altogether untrue, to assert or assume that
thisis a Catholic country or a Drotestant country.
Tt is neither.
equality ; and T hope that, in this respect, it shall
remain just what it now is to the latest posterity.
There are, however, certain parties that have been
only partially, even to this day, penetrated by the
spirit of the Coustitution, and of the primitive men
of the Republie, who, by word, deed, and example,
ushered it into the every-day business of the American
national life, Even this portion of the public mind is
constrained to exhibit, or seem to exhibit, on its narrow
surface, a formal respect for public law and constitu-
Lional right. Dut still beneath that surface,and in the
lower depths, there yet survives a certain vague, tra-
ditional memory of Protestant ascendancy, fed by a
hereditary prejudice to the effect that, ina civilised
state, where Protestants constitute the great majority
of the people, Catholics ought to be satisfied with a
subordinate position, and be very grateful, even at
that, for the privileges which the liberality of Pro-
testantism in this country permits them to enjoy.

To me it is a pleasure, as well as a duty, to feel
and exhibit gratitude where gratitude is dve. . Butno
collector need ever call on me for a tribute of gra-
titude, unless e can show a better claim than this,
on account of kind offices rendered. T am grateful,
and bound to be loyal to the country at large, for
the benefits which I enjoy ina legal and constitutional
way. I am not acitizen by the birthright of nature.
But the Constitution and laws have conferved on me
the birthright of civil and political nativity. TFor
this J am gratell. 1 T have understood the sub-
Jject, this makes me equal, before the law, to any
other citizen of the Union,—and what more need any
one desire; what less should any one, who has been
deemed worthy 1o be enrolled on the list of citizens,
be willing tasubmit to? "What Catholicsare, there-
fore, in this country, they are not by the favor of
spontaneous henevolence, but by positive right, whe-
ther natural and original, or legal and acquired.

The object of this lecture, then, will be to show
that Catholics, as such, are by no meansstrangersand
foreigners in this land. Tt is not unuswal te hear per-
sons of the description I have alluded to, assume, in
conversation, ithat Catholics are new-comers, who
coter the field at the eleventh hour, whereas they
have borpe the heat of the day. Notse. The
Catholics have been lere from the earliest dawn of
the morning. ‘They have shared in your sufferings,
taken part in your labors, contributed to the common
glory and prosperity of your country and theirs; and
neither the first page, nor the last page, nor the
middle page of your history would have been where
and what it is without them. _

At the period of the Revolution the Catholics of
the British colonies were, no doubt, few. Still they
were even then numerous enough to leave their mark
both on the battle-field of freedom and oun the Decla-
ration of Independence. At that period, the Catho-
lics in this country were probably forty thousand, out
of ‘three millions: At present my own opinion is,
‘that they are not less than three millions asd a half

whole population, Emigration, no doubt, kas con-

It is a land of religious freedom and:

country been growing by supplics from this source,
from the very beginning 2

Lven the oldest and stateliest family oak that now
adorns the ficlds of early colonial plantation, though
it bas spread its branches far in American air, and
struck ifs root deep into American carth, may be
traced back to its feeble beginnings of growth from
an European plant, transferred hitlier by emigiation.
And as it has been, so it will be with similar enos,
Naw this emigration has been going on since the com-
mencement of the Colonies and of the Republic.
But with or without this present emigration, the
Catholics have been at all times suflicientfy numerous
to take part with their Protestant fellow-citizens in
whatever ‘'was deemed essential to the interest and
honor of the country. Tt is true that, as a general
rule, they arc scldom represented by members of their
own creed in the halls of legislation, or in the ligh
places of public office. If you look for them in such
places, you will find them, at most,

¢ Ruri nantes in gurgite vasto.”

But this is a slight aflair.
ments of the publie service in whieb, perhaps, a truer
criterion is presented as the (est ol patriotism.—
From the day on which the national flng was first
unfurled in the name of independence, when the peo-
ple of these colonies appealed to the sword, and left
the issue of the struggle to Ileaven’s arbitration,
until the day on whieh that same flag was seen trium-
phantly waving over the capital of Mexico, I think I
shall be safe in saying that there has not been one
important campaign or engagement in which Catho-
lics have not bivouaced, fought, and fullen by the side
of Protestants, in maintaining the vights and honor of
their common country.  On all these occasions, from
a glance at the roll of the missing, or a gaze at the
upturned faces of the dead, it would be casy to disco-
ver thatyhowerer small the constitueney, the Catholic
body.nevet failed tofurnish n comparatively numerous
delegation to the battle-field; so that wlether in
defence of the eountry, or in discharging the duties of
civil, social, commereial, or professional life, they liave
justified theit title, as of right, to that perfect equality
with their Protestant fellow-citizens which the Con-
stitution has conferred indiscriminately on all.

But it may be said, that even the Constitution itself
is a spontancous concession, for which we are indebt-
ed to theliberality of Protestantism. I T had proofs
of the contrary, what T deem due to the propriety of
this accasion would prevent my making use of them.
All credit and all gratitude to the liberality of the
great men who framed that document, who were
almost, if not altogether, exclusively Protestants.—
But the matter was not one which they might dispose
of according to ihe impulse of their own high and
geverous {eclings,—and il there had been only onc
form of Protestantism professed in all the Colouics, 1
fear much that, even with Washington at their head,
the Constitution would not have been what it is.
Almost every Colony had its own forin of Protestant-
ism, and I am sorry to have to say that among them,
cven on religious matters, mutual charity was not
always superabundant. Anfagonisms from without
would have defeated all the purposes of the confede-
ration of States, if the Convention had attempted to
favor any one of those forms at the expense of the
others. DBut be this as it may, it is in the order of
my suhject to contend that, with or without the Con-
stitution, there was no civil or religious immunity wan
by the success of the Revolution, in which Catholics
were not maorally and politically entitled, in their own
right, to share equally with their Protestant fellow-
cilizens.

Now the Catholic Church has no recognised theory
on the subject of forms of civil government. The
little Republic of San Marino has preserved its inde-
pendence and its republican forms for fourteen hund-
red years, in the very heart of the Papal States.
The Church, howerver, is not an approver of revolu-
tions, except when they are clearly justifiable.—
Having experienced singular protection in all the
vicigsitudes and revolutions of the social and politizal
world during eighteen centuries, she has the conseious-
ness that she fives by an inberent vitality within her-
sell, of more than human origin. This has sufliced
her during the past,—it is sufficient for the present,
and she is.never troubled with doubts or misgivings
in regard to her position in the future, which God has
in Ilis own hands, and can dispose of as He will.
The first impression which the influence. of ‘her doc-
trine in regard. to the principle of revolution would

produce, I think, would be a presumption in favor of

existing authority, until cause to the contrary should
appear. Yet the pringiple. of passive obedience on
the part of subjects, or of absolute and irresponsible
authority on that of sovereigns, never was, and. cer-
tainly never.will be, an approved. principle of hers.
She seems to. bave little confidence:in theoretical
systems which assume that great or enduring benefit

1
There are other depart- !

{

Lis to result from those sudden and unexpecteld exeitn-
ments, even of a religious kind,—those entbusiasms in °
favor of new schemes—those irregular starts and
leaps, and Vounds of popular ardor—now in one
dircetion, now in another, and not unfrequently in
ditflerent and cven opposite dircctions at the same
time—by which the peace of society is to be preter-
natwrally quickened in the path of universal progress.
In short, having wituessed so many experiments tried
on poor credulous humanity by new doctors who
turned out to have been only quack, panaceas are not
by her highly valned.  She has had sueh long and
universal experience, and sucl opportunities of study-
ing her subject, thatshe knows what is in the heart af
man, the bad as well as the good, much better than
he knows it limself.  She is inclined to suspect or
distrust all those crudely conceived politieal chianges
which disturb the peace of communitics and nations,
withont improving the condition. Oh, how many of
these abortive and disastrous changes has she wot
witnessed throughout the whole world during her lite
of eighteen hundred years!

But « revolution begun under such circumstances
as marked the commencement, the prosceution, and
completion of the American strugele for frecdowm. it
would be impossible for ler to condemn. [t was
admitied by the wisest statesmen of the English
Scuate, that the authority of the Butish Constitution
was on the side of the colonists, and directly anposed
to the violent course of their own infatuated govern-
ment, in regard to the principle for the mainterance
of which the Americans took up arme.  Accordingly
the Catholics—clergy and Inity—were among the
first and most ardent to join their countrymen ia de-
fence of common vights. Charles Carroll,of Carrolton,
signed the Declaration of Tndependence, with a hold
aud steady hand, risking his iinmense property, as well
as his life, in the cause of his country. His cousin,
the Rev. Jobm Carroll, then a pricst and a jesuit,
afterwards the venerated' first Aichbishop of Baiti-
more, was associated with Tranklin, Chase, and
Charles Carroll, on a mission to coneiliate, pending
the war, the good’ will, or at least the neutrality of
the Canadians, who were Catholics.  John Basry, of
Philadelphia, a most devout Catholic, 2 native of
Wexford, in Ircland, was appointed to command the
Lexington, the first vessel of war owned by the on-
finental Congress. And so well did he acquit himself,
that hie received special thanks and commcndations
from Washington bhimself. He was raised to the
highest rank ; the first who ever obtained frow this
government the title which is papularly krown as
Commodore 3 his memory is held in respect by bis
gallant suceessor, and hie is not unfrequently desig-
uated as the father of the American Navy. )

But not to speak of others who ook a distinguished,
though less prominent, part in the stragale, who, 1 may
be allowed to ask, were your allies?  Catholics.
The troops furnished by Catholic Prance, to aid in
the war of American Iadependence, 1 find it stated,
amounted in all to thirteen theusand. "The vessels
furnished by the same government, for the nural
service of the young Republic, are set down in all at
forty-five ships of the fine, besides frigntes. Syt
moncy was as necessary as men; and when the ex-~
chequer of Congress was cmpty, whea the paper
issues had ceased to represenl any positive value,
loans were advanced by that same country, auounting
in all to seven millions of dollars, Neither was this
yetall. Ifind another account of three ships dis-
patched from France to this country, laden with
military stores, including two hundred picces of
artillery, four thousand tents, and clothing for thiry
thousand men. It may be said that France did all
this from political motives, with a view to damage the
power of Iingland. But L have intended only to state
the fact, not to discuss the motive. Supposing the
motive (o be what yon say,—the Colonies were
actuated by the same desire; they, too, wished ta
damage and cripple the power of Euagland, so as to
prevent her from being able to despoil them of their
constitutinnal rights as frecbern inen. ‘

According to all popular ideas, at least on. this
side of the Atlantic, the issue involved in the War of
Independence was a choice, as England presented it
ta (he colonists, between political frecedam and jo-
litical slavery. During the contest, so far as religion
is concerned, who were your allies and your friends
T answer, Catholics,—and, if I may be permitted to
add, none but Catholics. Of course, I do not mean
to exclude by this remark the chivalrous smep of
different nations, who risked their lives and fortunes
in your cause, and I would-be especially ungrateful,
if among them I omitted to mention the name of the
gallant. Montgomery, who fell at Quebec. 1 'speak
of your allies and friends in . their national, public.
character. On the other hand, in this contest between
slavery.and freedom, who were.your enemies? :Pro-. -
testants,—and, if . I may,say it without offence, none,

but Protestants. Let me prove this. Itis koown -
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