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COBBETT ON PROTESTANT TOLERA-

R ‘ TION. -
(From the Aberdeen Herald.)
' Amony the reasons assigned for referring to allow
the Roman Catholics the free exercise of their
religion, one of the most prominent is, that Popery
has been,and would still be, intolerant and pevsecuting.
The answer to this is, that all Churches, when
invested with supreme authorily, have been perse-
cuting ; and that if they had the power they would
be so still, their cruelties being only modified by the
greater prevalence of liberal and enlightened opinions
—an inflnence which, as is- shown in France, and
other Catholic countries, operates on Popery as well
as on Protestantism. Of the intolerant spirit that
actuates a Jarge portion of the Tnglish Church, at
present, we have abundant proof, in the language held
by her clergy, and the demand put forth for new
religions penalties; and history testifies only .too
strongly to the extent of her persccution in former
times. Both parties being equally amenable to the
charge of intolerance,. it is only natural to find that,
when the cry is raised by one, the other is ready to
retort it, producing a beawlilul illustration of the old
pot and kettle recrimination. o
In carrying out this game, the Catholics have no
want of good cards ; and they contrive to play them
dexterously enough. One of their best is, the testi-
mony of Protestant writers to the intolerance of
Protestant Churches. L'hey cite Macaulay as to the
oversirained influence, in religious maiters, of that
royal prerogative which is now so clamorously dg~
fended, and an ingenious correspondent of a Catholic
journal has raked up a twenty-year-old letter of Cob-
bett’s, in which the claims of the English Church to
toleration are pretty roughly handled. Tfor the
benefit of such of our readers as, through the absence
of a good system of secular education, and by the help
of a very partial pulpit teaching, have becn brought
up in the innocent belicl that the persecutions of the
dark days were all on one side, we shall quote a por-
tion of Cobbett’s summary history of the edrly
proceedings of the Anglicau Cliurch. Lord Tender-
den—the Lord Chicf Justice of Iingland—in deliver-
ing a speech on the Catholic Relief Bill, in 1829, had
pronounced a high eulogiumon the Church of England,
praising especially her toleration, whereupon Cobbett
in his own forcible style, thus addressed him :—
Now, with very sincere respect for your Lordship,
T do think it my duty to the people of this country,
to show that the character which you have given the
Church of England, as by law established, is not
correct ; to show that she is not and never has been
tolerant in mutters of religion ; andis not, nor never
bas been fuvorable to civil liberty.
Tirst, then, my lord, let us take your proposition,
“ that there is no Church so tolerant as this.” T am
sure your Lordship hias never read her history; I am
sure you have not. If you lad you never would have
uttered these words. Not being content to deal in
general terme, T will 220f say that she has been, and
was from her outsef, the most intolerant Church that
the world ever snw; that she started at first armed
with halters, vipping-knives, axes and racks; that hier
footsteps were marked with (e bleod, while her back
bent under the plunder of her innumerable innocent
victims ; and that {or refinement in crueliy, and extent
of rapacity, she never had an equal, whether corporate
or sole. I will not thus speak of ler in general
terms, bul wiil lay before your lordship some historical
Jacts 1o make good that contradiclion which T have
given to your words. Iassert that this Law Crurcn
is the most 1xTorERANT Church I ever read or heard
of ; and this assertion T now procecd to make good.
This Chureh began to exist in 1547, and in the reign
of Edwud VL. Until now the religion of the
country had baen, for several years, under the tyrant
Henry VIIT, n sort of mongrel : but now it became
wholly Protestant by Law. "L'he Avticles of Religion,
and the Commmon Prayer Book, were now drawn up
and establizhed by Acts of Parliament. The Catholic
altars were pulled down in all the Churches: the
priests, on paa of ouster and fine, were compelled to
teach the new religion, that is to say, to become
apostates ; and the people whe had been born and
bred Cutholies, were not only punished if they heard
mass, but weve also punished if they did not go to hear
the new parsons: that is to say, if they refused to
bzcame apostates.  The people, smarting under this
tyrinny, vose in inswyeclion, in several parts, and
indeed, all over the country.  They complained that
thiy lind ‘heen vobbed of their religion, and of the
refiel to (he poor which the old Chorel gave ;.and
they demanded that the mass and the monasteries
should be restored, and that the priests should not be
allowed to marvy.  And how were they answered ?
T'he bullat and bayonet at the hand of German troops
slmrhtered a part, caused another part to be hanged,
aanher part to be imprisoned and flogged, and the
vomaiader to submit, oulwardly, at least, to the Law

Cavuen, and now mark this {olerant and merciful
Clarch; many of the old monastics and priests, who
had been expelled from theic convents and livings,
were compelled to beg their bread about the country,
and they thus found subsistence among the pious
Catholics. T'his was an cye-sore to the Law
Criencst, who deemed the very existence of these
men, who refused to apostatise, a libel on her. There-
fure, in compuny, actually in company with the law
that forced the new Church, came forth a law 1o
punish -beggars, by burning them in the face with a
ved-liot iron, and by making them slaves for two
¥uais, with power in their masters to malze them wear
ait iron collar. Your Lordship must have. read this
Act of Parliament, passed iu the first year of. the
fest Drotestant veign, and coming fortl in-company
with the Common Prayer-book. This was telerant
work 1o be sure ; and fine preof we have here of this
Church being ¢ favorable to civil and religious liberty.”
Not content ‘with stripping these faithful Cutholic

pricsts of their livings: not content with tnrning them
out upon the wide world, this tolerant: Church must
cause them to-perish with bunger, or to be branded
slaves. - ‘

Such: was the tolerant spirit of this Church when
she was young. As to her burnings under Cranmer
who made the Prayer-book, they are hardly worthy
of particular notice, when we liave before us the
sweeping crueltics o the first Protestant reign, during
which, short as it was, the people of England sufiered
so much that the suffering actually thinhed their
numbers. It was a people partly destroyed, and that,
too, in ihe space of about six years; and this is
acknowledged even in acts of Parliament of tliat
day. But this Law Cnurca was established in
reality during the reign of old Bess, which lasted
forty-five years—that is from 1558 to 1603 ; and
though this Clurch has always keptup its character,
even to the present day, its deeds, during this long
reign are the most remarkable.

Bess (the shorter the name the better) established
what she called “a Court of 1¥igh Commission,”
consisting chicfly of Jislops of your tordship’s ¢ most
tolerant Chureh,” in order to punish all who did not
conform to her religions creed, she being ¢ the Iead
of the Clurch.” This commission was empowered
to have control over the ““opinions ™ of all men, and
to punish all men according to their ¢ discretion, short
of death.”” They had power to extort evidence by
the pwison or by the rpck. They had power io
compel 2 man (on oatk) “to reveal his thoughts,?
and to “accuse himself, his friend, brother, parent,
wife, or child ;” and this. too, % on pain of death.”
These monsters, in order to # discaver priests,” and
to crush the old religion, ¢ fined, imprisoned, racked,”
and did such as would liave made Nero shudder (o
think of. They sent hundreds to the rack, in order
to get from thiem confessions, ¢ on which confessions
many of them were put to death.”

I have not room to make cven an enumeration of
the deeds of religious persecution of this long and
bloody reign; but I will state a few of them.

1. It was death 1o make a new Catholic priest
within the kingdom.

2. Tt was death for a Catholic priest to come into
the kingdom from abroad.

3. It was death to harbor a Catholic priest coming
from abroad.

4. It was death to confess 1o such a priest.

5. Tt was death for any priest to say mass.

6. It was death for any one to hear mass.

7. 1t was death to deny or not to swear, if called
on, that this woman was the Head of the Church of
Christ.

8. It was an offence, punishable by heavy fine, not
to go to the Protestant Churck. This fine was £20
a lunar month, or £250 a-year, and of our present
money £3250 a-year. Thousands upon thousands
refused to the Law Criurci, and thas the heed of
the Church sacked thousands upon thousands of
cstates!  The poor conscientious Catholics, who
refused to go to the ““most tolerant™ Church, and
who had no money to pay fines, were crammed into
the gaols, until the counties petitioned o be relieved
from the expense of keeping them. They were then
discharged, being first publicly whipped, and having
their cars bored with a red-hot iron.  But this very
great ¢ toleration ” jot answering the purpose, an
Act was passed 1o banish for life all these non-goers
to Chureh, if they were not worth twenty pounds;
and, in case of return, they were punished with death.

I am, my lord, not making loose assertions lere ;
I am, all along, stating from Acts of Iarliament, and
the above form a small sample of the whole ; and
this your lordship must know well. Tamnot declaring,
but relating undeniable facts ;5 with facts of the same
character, with a dare f2st made in the above manner,
I could fill a considerable volume. 'Che names of the
persons put to death merely for deing Cuthelics,
during this long and bloody reign, would, especially it
we were o include Treland, {orm a list of ten times
as long as that of our army and navy, both (aken
together. The usual mode of inflicting death was to
hang the vietim for a short time just to benumb his or
her facultics, then cut down and instantly vip open the
beliy, and tear oul the heart and Lold it up, fling the
boswels into a fire, then chop off the head, and cut the
body into quarters, and then hang them up at the gates
of cilies, or other conspicuous places. This was done,
including Ireland, to many lundreds of persons,
merely tor adhering to the Church in which they had
been born and bred. There were oNE HUNDRED
AND EICUTY-SEVEN répped up end botled in Jingland,
in the years from 1577 to 1603 ; that is to say, in
the last twenty-six years of 13css’s reign ; and these
might all have been spared if they would agree to go
to Church and Zcar the Common Prayer! All, or
nearly all of them, were racked before they were put
to death ; and the cruelties in a prison, and the manner
of execution, were the most horrible that can be con-
ceived.—"they were flung into dungeons, and kept in
their filth, and fed on bullock’s liver, boiled, but
unwashed tripe, and such things as dogs are fed on.
Edward Gennings, a priest, detected in saying mass
in Holborn, was, after sentence of death, offered Ins
pardon if he would go to Church; but having vefused
to do this, and, having al the place of exccution
boldly said that he would die a thousand deaths rather
than acknowledge the Quecen to be the spiritual lead
of the Chureh, Toplifie, the Attorney-General, ordered
the rope to be cul the moment the victim was turned
off, “so ihat,” says the bistorian, «(he priest being
little or nothing stunned, stood on lis feet, casting his
eyes towards heaven, 1ill the hangman tripped up his
heels, and flung hin on the biock, where he was
ripped up and quartered.” 1Te was so much alive,
cven after the bowelling, that he cried with a loud
voice, “Oh, it smarts!”  And then be exchimed,
« Sancte Gregorie ora pro me.”

The tolerance of the Law CuuncH was shown

towards women as wellas towards men. There was
a Mrs. Ward, who, for- assisting a priest to escape
from prison—(the crime of that priest being saying
mass)—was imprisoned, flogged,. racked, and finally
hanged; ripped up, and quartered: She was executed
at U'yburn, on the 30th of August, 1588. At her
trial, the judges asked if she had done the thing laid
to her charge.  She said—*¢ Yes;” and that she was
happy to reflect that she had been the:means of © de-
livering that innocent lamb from the hands of “those
bloody wolves.” They in vain cndeavored to terrify
her into a confession relative to the place whither the
priest was gone ; and when they found threals una-
vailing, they promised her parden if she would go to
church, but she answered that she would lose many
lives if she bad them rather than ackaowledge that
lieretical ehureh. They therefore treated her very
savagely, ripped her up while in her senses, and made
a mockery of her naked quarters.

There was a Mrs. Clithero pressed to death at
York in the year 1586. She was a lady of goad
family, and lher crine was relieving and harboring
priests.  She refused to plead that she might not teil
a lie, nor expose others to danger. She was, there-
fore, pressed to death in the following manner :—
She was laid on the floor on her back. ITer hands
and feet were bound down as close as possible. Then
a great door was laid upon her, and many hundred
weight placed upon that door. Sbharp stones were
put under her back, and the weights pressing upon her
body, first broke her ribs, and finally—ihough by no
means quickly—extinguished life. Before she was
laid on the floor, Faweett, the sherifl, commanded her
1o be stripped naked, when she, with four women who
accompanied her, requested Lim on their kaces, for
the honor of womanhood, that this might be dispensed
with, but he refused. Her hushand was forced to
flec the country: her little children, who wept for
their dear and good mother, were taken up and ques-
tioned concerning their religious belief, and answering
as they had been taught by her, were severely whipped;
and the eldest, who was but twelve years old, was cast
into prison.

Need I go on, my lord? Thwenty large volumes,
allotting only one page to each case, would not, if we
were to include Ireland, contain an acconnt of those
who have fallen victims to their refusal to conform to
this “most tolerant church in the world.” Nay, a
hundred volumes, each volume being 500 pages, and
one page alloited to cach victim, would not suflice for
the holding of this bloody record. Short of death
by ripping up, there were death by martial law, death
in prison, and this in cases without number, banishment
and loss of estate. Dr. Bridgewater, in a tale pub-
hshed by him at the end of the “ Concertatio,
Ecclesie Catholicee,” gives the names of about 1200
who lad suffered in this way before the year 1588—
thatis to say, before the great heat of the ¢ tolerance.”
—Tn tlis list there ave twenty-one bishops, one hun-
dred and twenty monastics, thirteen deans, fourteen
archdeacons, sixty prebendaries, five hundred and
thirty priests, forty-nine doctors of divinity, cighteen
doctors of faw, fifteen masters of colleges, cight earls,
ten barons, twenty-six knights, three hundred and
twenty-six gentlemcn, sixty ladies and gentlewomen,
Many of all those, and indeed the greater part of
them, died in prison, and several of themn died while
under sentence of death. .

There, my lord, I do not think you will question
the truth of this statement ; and i you cannot,1 hope
you will allow that no lover of truth and justice ought
to be silent while reports of speeclies are circulating.
calling ¢ his the most tolerant church in the world.”
But, my lord, why nced I, in addressing myself to you
on this subject, do more than refer to the cruel, the
savage, the bloody penal code ? Leaving poor half-
minded Treland out of the question, what liave I to do
in answer of the praises of this Churel: and your
assertion as {o its tolerance, but to request you to
remember the enactments in the following Acts of
old Bess, the head and the establisher of this Church ?
—Stat. 1. chap. 1 and 25 stat. v. ehap. 15 stat. xii,
chap. 2; stat. xxiii. chap. 1; stat. xxvii. chap. 2;
stat. xxix. chap. 6 ; stat. xxxv. chap. 1; stat. xxsv.
chap. 2. What have I to do, my lord, but to request
you to look at or rather Lo eall to mind, those Taws cf
plunder and of blood—fine, fine, fine ; hanish, banish,
banish ; or death, death, death, in every line? Your
lordship knows that this is true.  You know that all
these horrors, all this heilish tyranny, that the whole
arose out of a desire to make this Protestant Church
predominant.  Tlow, then, can this Profestant Church
be called “ the mest tolerant in the world¢? »

‘Wlen a large portion of the press, and almost all
the pulpits of the kingdom, are occupicd in denouncing
Roman Catholic intolerance, past, present, and future,
real, and imaginary, we may, perhaps, be excused for
taking this method of showing that sumething can be
said on the other side.

PROTESTANT CHAPEL AT ROME.
(Lfrom the Pittsburgh Catholic.)

Tt is-no part of our business to apologise for the
acts of the Roman Governmenl. Assuming the
slatement to be true, it is perfectly cvident that a
permission so recently granted would not have heen
recalled, unless it was found thal its conlinuance
tended to endanger the well-being of the eity or the
State. It is not supposed, we presume, thal the
Pope, in allowing American Protestanls at Rome to
meet for what they call worship, intended to grant
them a frec license to diffuse their detestable impictics
amongst his subjects, or 1o use their mecting-house
for the purpose of concocting schemes for driving him
again from his dominions, and re-enacting the horrible
scenes which afforded such delight to themselves, and
too many of their brethren at home. Tt is evident,
on the othier hand, that such use of thc permission ac-
corded would probably be made. -As to American
Protestants from all parts and parties of this country,

meeting together in one house for “social worship,”
that is all very palpable humbug. American Protest-
ants have not yet agreed who is the proper object of
religious worship ; whether therc is a Heaven anda
Hell 5 whether the Bible is inspired ; whether baptism
is necessary; whether Saturday or Sunday is the
appointed day of rest.” One meeting-house cannot
contain the religious differences of the Protestant’
inhabitants of the smallest viilage at home ; and wre
we to be told that, in Rome, the Unitarian, Calvinist,
Methodist, Lipiscopalian, Baptist, Shaker, and Quak-
er, all meet together as brethven, and for the pur-
pose of « social worship?*? "The Roman Government
has probably discovered, by this time, what worship
means among Protestants; that it is nol prayer, buz
preaching ; that but one kind of address is palatable
to the mouley assemblage which congregated at the
American chapel ; that hatred of Popery is the only
point on which they are agreed ; and its speedy de-
struction, the only object in which they ean =R
unite ; it has probably discovered that the American
meeling-house is the head-quarters of all the Red
Republican villains in Xtaly, and that from it are dis-
scminated tracts and pamphlets inculeating the right
of rebellion, and the duty of private judgment.

For our own part, we never alluded, in any way, to
the opcning of the Protestant Chapel 5 but we take
this opportunity of expressing our hearty delight a1
its suppression. This may be thought intolerant ; but
when, we would ask, did we ever profess to be
tolerant of error, or to advocate the doctrine that
error ought to be tolerated. On the contrary, we
hate error, we detest it with our whole heart and
soul, and we pray that our aversion to it may ever
merease. We hold it meet that, within the walls of
the Eternal City, no worship abominable to God
should be publicly conducted 5 and we are sincerely
glad that the enemies of V'ruih are no longer allowed
to meet together, openly as such, in the capital of the
Clristian World.

« Tow does this treatment of Reme to the few
Amcrican Protestants in that city compare with the
treatment which millions of Ewropean Catliolics Lave
met with in thisscountry 2 Here they are allowed to
build churches, seminavics, menasteries, and propz-
gate their faith, with none to molest them or make
them afraid. Are we wrong in allowing this perfect
liberty of conscience 7 TPor, if we are not, t{hen the
Pope is wrong in restricting it.”

Such are the questions of the Preacher, in relation
to this matter, and such are, in substance, the in-
terrogatories of the DProtestant press. We will
briefly answer them.

Therc is no parallel to be drawn between Roms
and ihe United States—Detween a government which
reeognises the truth of the Catholic religion, and a
government which recoguises no truth of any religion
atall.  Catlolics in this country are indebted to no
one for the liberties whicl they possess.  Tlere isno
distinction made in their tavor 5 they do but enjoy the
privileges granted to the Presbyterian, the Mormon,
the Turk, and the Jew. These privileges were
granted Lo them because it was impossible to keep
them back ; they arc continued because it is impossi-
ble to take them away. Could the Presbyterians
obtain the masiery, they would vanish in an instant ;
even the Unitarian and the Quaker would, probably,
clicet their destruetion but, fortunately for us, the
power of our enemies is less ikan their malice. No
thanks, however, to you or {0 them ; you hate us with
your whele heasts, and seize every opportunity to do
us mischief s but you cannot enlist the Government
into your service without destroying the distinetivo
principle of the Government itself. We are citizens
of the republic, and wze love it.  There is not & man
of us who would not shed the blood of lis heart for
its deflence and its profection.  And why do we love
it, think you? Because it is nel a Prolestant Go-
vernment—Dbeeause it interferes with the religious
sentiments ol no man—because, while it neither
recoghises nor adinits that there is such 2 thing as
Religicus Trath, it does not attempt to compel men
{o profess with their lips, falsehoods which they de-
spise or detest in their heart.

We are, as you say, “ millions of Catholics ; yes,
and mitlions whow, with all your malice, you dare not
attempt to deprive of the rights guaranteed to them
by the Constitution—millions, in whosc loyalty the
Government may yei feel Ler best strength 1o lie, if
days of misrule, (e approach of which some Protest-
ant ministers arc straining every nerve to hasten,
should cver veally arive—millions who obey the
laws, and reverence, and will uphold, the Constitution
and the Union.  'We build churches, seminaries, and
mounasleries ;. but it is false Lo say thal we are allowed
to build them; we build thun with the same free
right that you have (o creet your mceting-houses, or
the Jews to put up a synagogue, with “ nonc to make
us afraid,” indecd, beeause we are not fearful by
nature, and our religion nmkes us bold j but not witb-
out molestation, because the mob, at the instigation
of the preachers, occasionally burns down our
churches, and turns our Rcligious women into the
streels. ‘

“ Arc we wrong in allowing them liberty of con-
science?”  Liberty of Conscience! You have
doulrtless-enouph to answer for already, and we will
lully acquit you of all sin in this matter. You never
allowed us or any body clse liberty of conscience,
or any other kind of liberty.  Luckily for society, the
Puritans bave had rope enough in the matter of
government, and they liave eficctually hung themselves ;
the tyranny of Crownwell, and the New Iingland
‘Cheocracies, have tauglht the world what respect the
Puritan has for liberty of conscience. What would
a true blue Presbyterian «/icws to a Papist but.am .
axe or a gibbet. It is well for us that we need not
ask you for ellcwance.

“Faor, if we ave not” (wrong in allowing this
perfect liberty of conscience) ¢ then ‘the Pope is.:
wrong in restricting it.” This is a great mistake,



