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I'HE PROTES

ro THE RIGHT HON. T. B. MACAULY, M.p., &e.

Sir—Since the publication of the last number of
1he Tablet, T bave read for the first time & letter
bearing your signature, dated 25ilr October, and
said to be addressed to the Seeretary of the Anti-
Clurch and State Association. In that letter you
ive your opinion on the Religious IEquality mave-
ment in Ireland.  You say thet you ¢look on that
movement with exireme sqspicion e you pr_of'ess
yonrseil‘—-and Tum sure with perfect sx.ncenty-—
ot a friend of the Jvish Church Establishment 5
but “as o iriend of civil and spiritual freedom™ you
« should be sorry to see the Protestant Dissenters of
1inetand and Scotland wnited in an unnatural coali-
tion with men whe defend: those procce.dings which
have brought so much disgrace on the teibunals and
on the Gavernment of Tuscany.”

« An upnatural coalition?” T lhave paid for some
years past tmore or less attention to the proceedings
WF « the Protestant Dissenters of Ingland and Scot~
fand,” and 1 am not sure whether, on grounds very
diterent from those which weigh with you, the sup-~
pnscd coalition to which you refer may not indeed be
Jeseribed as unnatural; whether it may not be con-
widered unnatural for us Catholies to seek for an al-
liance with men whose conduct has been suchas I
<hall presently describe fo tyou. I shall pot, cer-
tainly, pronounce a hasty opinion on }lns poiat, but
would rather refer it to your better judgment when
you shall have read what I shall have written.  The
“Iusean tribunals and Government it seems have, in
your gpinion, disgraced themselves by lhe.ir.enl'nrcg-
;nent of the Tuscan law against the Madiai. Be 1t
so for the present,  But if it be so, and if your habit
—as [ have always been accustomed and desivous to
lietieve—is to weigh things and persons in the same
seale and with the same weiphts, then I respectlully

solicit your opinion of the facts I au now to bring
under your notice.

{ need not spend many words in reminding you
that sinee the year 1797 {the wmost fourishing sect of
Trotestant Dissenters liad, in some of the South
Sea Islands, the most flourishing of all the Protest-
ant missions that have ever been feunded for the con-
version of thie heathen. .

'The Polynesian researches of the Rev. Mr. Ellis
—a particular friend of Sir Culling Eardley, and a
sentleman of whom I desire to speuk with respect—
hiave made a large portion of the reading public well
acquainted with many facts in the listory of those
missions, (n which the whole body of Protestant Dis-
senters, and T.ow Churclinen, and—il I mistake
not—the present Archbishop of Carterbury, have
always taken a peéuliar pride.  In fact, as the only
thing of the kind that could with any appearance oz
plansibility be put down to the credit of the Aposto-
lic gifts of Protestantism, their value extended far
beyond the vulgar limits of dissent. 'They assumed
a national importance. They were the only evi-
dence extant to prove {he prolific capacities of “our
separated brethren,” and- they were cherished and
wale much of in consequence.

Younded with infinite labor, and all the appliances
of a wealthy community, carrying to peor and naked
hut docile savages the arts and comforts of civilised
life, these missions gained for themselves*a sickly ex-
istence not promising a very durable life, but exceed-
ingly grateful to the leart of their tender and loving
parent, Upon the spirituzl value of the Missionary
labors T cannot presume to offer an opinion; but it
is cerfain ibat in September, 1842, a number of
British residents in Takiti presenied an address to
the French Admiral Dupetit-Thouvars, in which they
express their happiness that, < to. the disorder and
malpractices (hat bave hitherto characterised this
port” . . . . “anend is put” by the practienl
transfer of the goverment of Tahifi frem British and
Protestant hands to those of Frenchmen and Papists.
The Missionaries, of course, give .a very diffevent
description of their own work, and, without entering
wto the controversy, T will merely say that up to the
year 1835 the independent missions of ihe London
Missionary Socicty exerciced complete control over
the islands upon which (heir zeal had been em-
ployed. : .

During the latter years of this period, however, a
new scene was witnessed in the islands of the South
Pacific. The Supreme Pontifl had despatehed Ca-
tholic Missioners—a Bishop and. some Priests—to
the same  quarter of the globe, and the conversion
of the savage cannibals of the Gambier Islands had
been the first froits of tieir pious labors. In a short

1imt; they were able to write to their superiors that,
“ with few exeeptions, all the islands of the Gambier

Archipelago are Clristian. The ‘inhabitants knosw,
love, and serve God, and keep Elis commandments

and this change being on its way to completion,“The
atholic Bishop bethought him of sending onegof bis’

‘one of the intrusion of Catholic DMlissionaries.
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Priests to the Society Islands to make Catliolics of
the Tahitian converts to Protestantism.

On the 21st of May, 1835, Father Columban
Murphy arrived at the Tsland of Tahiti—the Ilev.
Mer, DPritchard being. then the chief person in the
island, over the Queen, and in his double capacity of
British Consul and Protestant Dissenting Missionary
bound by two tities to respect the rights of conscience,
freedom of relizious teaching, and unlimited tolera-
tion of the differences of creed. "Lhe tolerant Whig
Government—the collcagues of your political life—
were then in ollice, and we may therefore be sure
that however the [railty of the Missionary, tempted
by his own interests and those of lis employers,
might lead him to diverge from the broad patii of
justice, yet that no ofiicer of the British Crown
could hope, unrebuled, fo speal: anather language
than that of universal toleraticn. I helieve vauwere
yoursell' in Tndia when these things Lappencd, and
you will be surprised 1o learn from me for the first
time that these reasonable auticipations were not
verified.

The vessel—({Captain Swethin)—had searcely cast
anchor when My,
and appeared very glad tosee the rest of the ships
cargo; but when told that a Popish Priest was on
board, Le #changed his tone,” and after an ab-
rupt departure, returned again to say to the captain
that ¢ the Queen would not allow me to land.”” Alter
a grent deal of Missionary oppnsition Mr. Murphy
was allowed to land, but it seems that he was not
permitted to remain, and after a fuw days he sailed
lo Valparaiso, content-with having broken the ice in
opposition 1o the {riends of unlimited toleration,

Tn the weantime the Rev. Mr. Consul Pritehard
remained exceedingly ansious lest other Catholic
Priests should succeed in effecting a settlement within
his preserve, and accordingly he made Queen Poinare
to write, and wrote in lis own name, letters, dated
the 18th and 19th November, 1836, eagerly seek-
ing the countenance, direction, and protection of the
Whig Foreign Ofiice. The letters were, in some
respects, frank enongh. That of Queen Pomare”
informs the Whig Secretary that she wishes * to in-
quire the opinior of the British Government.”  Un-
der Mvr, Pritchard’s direction she states the case as
Tt is
not a question of Freneh aggression upon =a settle-
ment of Englishmen, but of Cathelic aggression upon
a Profestant mission—nothing more, and notling
less. The Queen is made to complain that ¢ the
Roman Catholic Missionaries are obstinately bent on
coming to reside at Tahili;” she informs Lord Pal-
merston that #it is by no means agreeable to us to
receive these Roman Catholic Missionaries; e
have a suflicient quantity of teachers on our land;
we agree well with them; they do not trouble us.”
In a word, Queen Pomare—the strings of the pup-
pet being pulled by the Protestant Dissenting Direc-
tors of London Wall—enacts to perfection the part
of Grand Ducless of a Tuscany of the South Pa-
cific. The Rev. Br. Cousul Prichard plays the
character of Prime Dinister with equal adroitness,
He introduces Queen Pomare to the Foreign Ofiice.
Iic asserts loftily the independence of her copper-
colored Majesty. Herefers to the test of the Ta-
hitian law, of which, probably, he was himself the
author—in this, having the advantage over the Tus-
can Prime Minister, who merely enforeed a law
enacted before he was born. In.conclusion, Mr.
Pritchard expresses the gist of lis complaint in these
words :—“ At present there are several Frenchmen
who are determined to land and reside on this island,
as Roman Cathalic Missionaries.” The objection is
thus formally expressed, not to the Frenchmen, but
to the Missionaries.

As T presume you to have been hitherto unac-
gquainted with the particulars of this transaction, you
will naturally expect that the \Whig Cabinet, having
received from a British Consul a proposal so utterly
at variance with “ the freedom of religion,” must
have directed Liord Palmerston to administer a severe
rebuke to the Rev. Consul, and must have insisted
that be should not tarnish the glory of the British
name by anything that could wear the appearance of
religious intolerance. Innocent man that you are,
il you entertain any such preposterous idea! 'L'he
reply of Lord Palinerston was more stited to the
genius of a ‘Whig Minister. ITe begins by declin-
ing all responsihility, and ends by ingeniously point-
ing out to the Ileverend Consul @ ¢ dodge” for the
accomplishment of his purpase.  Tn an ordinary case,
lie says, it looks inlospitable torefuse foreignersper-
mission to “ take up their ahode™ in 2 country « pro-
vided they do not infringe the laws of the fand 3 but,
“of course, every government has a vight to refuse
to any foreigners permission to reside withia its do-

. Corr&fspondcnre relative to the proceeilings of the French
at Tahiti, 18251843, DPresented to the House of Lords by
command of her Majesty in 1544,
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Consul Pritchard came on hoard, |
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minions, if the presence of such {oreigners is consi-
dered hurtful to the State.”

While this correspordence was being transacted

Mr. Dritchard was not idle at Tahiti. The letters
to Yord Palmerston had been written, as we learn
fror ofher sources, on (lie receipt of mtelligence
that 21M. Carer and Laval were on their way from
{ the Gumbier Islands to make a second attermpt on
the Profestantism of Pomare.  Vithen these geuthe-
mer avvived towards  the end of Novemhur,?,':'}'-’(i,
Mr, Pritchard and s confreres did their utmost to
i keep them out of the island.  The American Consul
Ltaoi them wmler bis protection.  RAlany, il not most,
(ol the native chiefs desired them to stay; but M.
Pritchard was inexornble.  ITe would not allow the
Queen to receive the little presents of the poor Mis-
vstanaries, and on the 11th of Devember ke had five
or six may with vopes in their hands sent to the honse
where MM. Caret and Faval resided with orders to
break the door, bind them, and turu them out of the
island by foree.  Lhis was actually done. A pro-
test was lodged at the American Consal’s, hut with-
out avail. By the orders of the London Missionary
Societies’ arents anid Lord Palinerston’s Consal the
Catholic Priests were weized by the head and fect,
carriad by main force to a canoe, put on hoard an
TEugi hivessel, and shipped back to the Gawbicr
Islands. :

On the 26th Janury, 1837, M AL Caret and Taval
again arrived at Tahiti 1o by their luek onee 1more.
tBut this time the Protestant Dissenters of Toncland
would not- so mueh s atlow them to go on shore.
After repeated efiorts they were obliged to forego
their intention, and to pay the captain of their ves-
sel three hundred dollars Lo change his route and land
them at Valparaiso.

After vepeated endeavors by the Cathelic Mis-

NO. 17.

| Vahine the First, stand unique mnder that Gospel
,whicl the Missionaries from Uritain have propogatet
lever since the year 1797—that is, these forty years
| past”

The second clause is a warrant for the Tuscan
Government to banish from the tervitories of (ha
Girand Duke the # Foreign Preachers” who erganise
 the distribution of Xnalish tracts from the Cliistian
; Knowledge Society within his dominions, T must nos.
Fewrtail a syllable of this_precious text:—

i When floreigners come from other countrics to
Ahis, ont their landing et this law be pat into their
thands, that they may kuow il such persons persist in
 teaching teuets which are inconsistent with that true
t Cospel which has been of old propagated in ‘T'abiti;
P they build houses for worship—if they congregate
i followers in uncultivated places, that they wight teach
; themn all kinds of strange doctrines ; il they touble
- the usual mades of worship, and propagate strange
Leustoms Jor the suke of amusing, that do ot comport
| with the written Word of the Ged of "L'ruth, suzh
tperson las been guilty of breaking this hw, and
! will be judeed and awarded. This shall be bis awari,
|
i

|
r

Le will he sent to bis own land, and shail not reside
in FTahin.”

As T transeribe Wiis law T can hardly bring myscli
to belicve that it did not meet with a vizorous and
Limbigmant protest from your friends, the Urotestant
P Disseuters of Cnotand and Scotland. 1 can oty
psay that Tiave no recollection of any sucl protest
Vhaving been made, My attention was specially di-
[rected fo these eireumstanees at the tme they ae-
cwrred, and «ll I can eall to mind is that the sympathy
tofl the Kuglish public was Tondly invoked for Consnl
Lritchard ‘and his Missionaries ; that Sir Cuiling
Bardley was very prominent on the oceasion ; that it
was pronounced a very cowardly act of the Catholic

)
{
I

sioparies to land in peace, and repeated vefusals Ly | Priests to interfere with the Protestant missions, and
the Protestant dissenting advocates of free trade in | that the fecling of the comtry was very decidedly
religion 1o alfow them to land, the French Adumiral | expressed in favor of the Lritish Dissenters and

of steps, which I shall not disenss, compelled (ueen
Pomare, or rather the English Protestant Dissenters,
very inuch against theiv will, to sign a convention.
“ Frenchimen of ‘every profession® were allowed “ to
go and conte frealy,” and to live in Tabiti in perfect
{reedom.

"This result, you may be swre, was not attained
without sdme mnotalle attempls at resistance—all
which the Rev. Consul duly confides to his dear
Whig Secretary in a letter dated, ¢ Dritish Consnl-
ate, 'L'aliiti, Nov. 9th, 1838,” comprising four enclo-
sures,  These documents are perfect gems in their
way, coming, as they do, through the hands of the po-
litical and spiritual friends of civil and religious free-
tdom all over the world.  With that part of them
which eoncerns the negociations between Pomare
and the French Admiral, T shall not trouble you;
but the concluding paragraph in the letter of the
Lev. Consul to Lord Pualmerston is too rich to be
omitted.

“T have also,” he says, “enclosed a copy of a law
passed by the Tabitian legislative body, by which
your lordship will perceive that the Protestant ffaith
has now become the religion of fhe State.”

The «TCabitian legislative bady™ is a cant term for
Mr. Pritehard, bis friends and insteuments, e law
which this legislative body cnacted was their law,
And if the law were not theirs at the beginning, it
became theirs by the adoption which Mr. Consul
Pritebard gave it when he sent it to Lord Pahners-
ton as part of lis case.

But before enquiring what this law was, T must

in those seas took the matter in hand, and by a series | against their Papist and persecuted rivals.

But the next clause is the eream of the whole bu-
siness, and must certainly have been before the mind
of the Grand Duke when he ordered the prosecutiou

rof the Madiai.  Hitherto the Reverend Cousul’s law
rhas dealt with foreigners; we now come to th
 treatment of any native ‘Lalitians who shali dare o
1 thinke for themselves.”

P If any "Pahitian shall prapagake doctrines incon-
isistent with the Gospel of T'ruth, such as are cafled
{ Mamoia, because they are doctrines inconsistent with
tthase which bave been tanght by the Missionarivs
[{rom Britain, and with what is found in the wriiten
P Word of God, that person hias vielated the law.,  Jf
i’//.c be a personaf ranl: or @ commown man, it is the
Fsame ; Die bus broken the law, and will be judged
fand awaprded.  "Phis will be his award.  Tie will be
tsent to his native fand (district?) to accomplish the
| sentence of the law in [it.] df it be pulidic roud,
| fifty futhoms ; \f any other wark, such asix found
[ written in the laws, I he persists in refusing to do
it be will be judged, and new work imposcd on bk,
f “ Pahiti, Sth November, 1838.”

UHere again T can hardly exclude the supposition
that the Protestant Dissenters must have indignanly
protested against these doings of their own officers,

i though I have no recollection of any protest, nor do
!1 believe that such a protest was made. ‘Lo impose
" the bard and iznominious work of a Yorkshire navi-
gatoron a lazy “person of rank” for venturing to
teach  doctrines inconsistent with those taught by
the Missionaries from Britain,” is certainly a very
j hard measure ; very much at variance with civil and

beg your attention to the phrase “ the religion of the | spiritual freedom as the words are generally under-
State.”- Mr. Pritchard and its friends are the | stood; very inconsistent with the voluntary system;
patrons of the voluntary system; enemics of zll { quile as severe as the sentence of the Diadiais;

adalterous connection between Church and State;

of man in the relations between it and its Maker.
Yot here we have a ¢ religion of the State” estem-
patised by fle. Cousul Pritchard as a means of pro-
fection agnins't the abominable inroads of the Catho-
jic religion.

The title of the Jaw which cstablishes this Pro-
testant, voluntary, tolerant, persecuting Faith, is quite
wortly of the purpose and of the men. Tt is enti-
tled—1I quote:Lord Palnerston’s printed copy—« A
Jaw concerning the propagation of tenels inconsisient
with the ‘true Gospel’”  The true CGospel, of
course, is Pritehard’s gospel ; the gospel of the In-
dependents; the gospel of the Protestant Dissenters
of Englind, and Scotland ; and, specially the gospel
of London Wall,

~ The law’concerning the propagation of tenets in-
cousistent with London Wall Christianity is, of course,
a law of pains and penalties. The first clause is a
sort of statute of uniformity, and is expressed in the
following classical English :—

¢« Let Tahiti;and all the islands of Queen Pomare,

abliorrors of . endowments 5 haters of everything that | posed to bave any application to this case, except the
interposes 2 human motive to infloence the [ree soul | prineiple that all things are lawful agaiust the Church

L und reconcileable with no principle that can b sup-

of God. However, it is very certain that this course
of procedure by a Government official met wilh
no condemnation on the part of the Whig Cabinet.
Lord Palmerston, by a despatch, dated the Oth
September, 1839, gravely acknowledges the re-
ceipt of Mr. Pritchard’s road-making act of uni-
formity, expresses ¢ ITer Majesty’s deep concern

at the difficulities under which Queen Pomare appears
to Iaber,” and declines to, take Talili under British
protection solely from a regard to the convenience
of Great Britain. Now, I beg your particular at-
tention to the fact that the difficulties under which
Queen Pomare labored, arose not from French ambi-
tion, not {from any secular or national cause, but from
the deliberate, resolute, and persevering determination
of the Protestant Dissenters, headed by a British
Caonsul. who enjoyed the fullest sympathy of the
‘Whig Foreign Office, to exclude the teaching of the
Catholic religion by all forcible means,and to tolerate
no form of worship except that of the Protestant

Dissenters themselves. I beg to remind you also



