of nominating archbisho d_ b

Pope, and the Pope alone, can make them
?;:’:::m. p'el‘hen itenters as completely into the
rinciples of religious liberty that the Pope should
'::ame the hierarchy as that Catholics should have
the right to possess oné—a right as necessary for
\hem 8s is for the Wesleyans that of having Con-
ferences with s_upermlendenlo.

« But it may be said, what induced the Pope to
eppoint this hierarchy, and in so sudden a manner?
«For an answer (o this question I must refer

ou to my introduction, in which you will find, 1
trust, a satisfactory one, You w.nll see that !l}Q
Pope has finally granted now tn his Catholic chil-
Jren in Eugland what they had petitioned for and
obtained three years 3go; and that if balf the at-
tention had been paid to our affairs then which
they receive now, the publiec would have known
all about it. I will only repeat what I have there
observed, that in what has been done the Pope bas
entirely acted, not ouly in accordance with the
wishes, but at the earnest petition of his Vicars
Apostolic, and has seconded a warm desire of the
great body of Catholics in England.

iLet me then, sum up briely what [ have proved
thus far.

¢ 1, Catholics are not bound to obey, or to consi-
der a8 their bishops, those appointed by the Crown
onder the Royal ecclesiastical supremacy, which
legally they are not bound to hold,

2. Catholics belong to a teligion, fully toler-
ated, and enjoying peifect liberty of conscience,
which is episcopal and requires bishops for its go-
vesnment.

i 3, ‘I'here i¢ no law that forbids them to have
snch bishops accordiag 1o their proper and ordi-
pary form. . . . . 4.

«'4. That form is, with ordinary jurisdiction,
local sees, and titles derived from them : that is a
Hierarchy. i .

5. They were fully justified in employing the
only means in their power o obtain this form of
ecclesiastical government ; that is, by applying to
thie Holy See.

% 6. Aud they have not acted contrary to any
law by accepling the gracious'concession of what
they asked. . ’

« But it will be said, that.though we the Catho-
lies, may have kept within the bouads of law, the
act of the Pope is detogator{ermm, and contrary
to, the Royal prerogative. 1 us see.”

45 IV, Doks THE APPOINTMENT oF A CaTHOLIC
HizgARcHY TRENCH ON THE PREROGATIVE
or THE Cmown 1 :
¢ This is, iudeed, a delicate question ; and yet

itmust be met. Every address and every reply

of bishops aad clergy assumes that the Royal pre-
sogative ias been assailed.

+ But this is nothing compared with the address
to Her Majesty, signed by some 100 members of
the bar, 1o the effect that, by this measure, ¢ a for-
eign protentate bas interfered with Her Majesty’s
undoubtsd prerogative, and has assumed the right

ese |
teaims, and of conferiing on them territorial rank
aud jurisdiction. '

“Une naturally supposes that those who signed
this memorial, being professionally learned in the
law, have studied the question—have come 02
deliberate conclusion as to the truth of their asser-
uon.  On ordinary occasions one would bow 1o so
overwhelming an authority ; on the present { think
we shall not be wrong in demusring to its award.

*t There is one point which 1 woufd beg respect-
fully to suggest to the consideration of persvns bet-
ter veised in faw than [ am. -

“In this document, and in many other similar
ones, including the Premier’s letter, the Pope’s acts
are spoken of as real and taking effect. The
Pope bas ¢ assumed a right,” he ¢ has parcelled out
the land ;* he ¢ has named archibishops and bish-
ops.’ If, according to the oath taken by non-
Catholics, the Pope not only ought notto have, but
seally ¢ bas’ not poweror jurisdietion *spiritual or
<cclesiastical’ in these reaims, it follows that, ac-
cording to them, the Pope’s ecclesiastical acts with
regard to England are mere nullities, and are se-
puted to have no existence. It is as though the
Pope had not spoken snd had not issued any docu-
meut. To actotherwise is to recognise an efficient
act of power un his part.

“[ am confirmed in this view by Lord John
Russell’s explanation of the Pcotestant oath. ¢ The
. ouths now laken are not altered. We shall con-
unue to take the oath, that ¢the Pope bas not,’
&c.; though at the same time there is no doubt, in
point of fact, that he exercises a spisitual suthority
10 these realms. 1 bave slways interpreted the
oath to be, that in the opinion of tLe peison taking
it the Pope has not any jurisdiction which can be
enforced by law, or ought not to have.”® Accoid-
g 1o ‘this test, the Pope (permissively at least)
does exercise a spititual jurisdiction in England,
and is within the Jimits of that toleration so long
as be does ot exercise u jurisdiction which can be
enforced by law, or purporting, or claiming to be u
Jwisdiction enforceable by law. Now, no one fora
inoment imugines that the Pope, or the Catbniics of
Kugland, or their bishops, dream that the appoini-
weat of the Hicarchy can be ¢ enforced by law.’
Fhey believe it 1o be an uct uitogether ignosed by
tue law ; e act of spiritual jusisdiction, only to be
enforced upon the consciences of those who uc-
koowledge the Papal supremacy, by their convic-
ton and theis faith,

*¢ Has this assumption of titles been within the
terms of the law 1 Is there any law forbidding \he
assumption of the title of bishopt A certain Dr.
Liilon assumed it and ordained what he enlied Pies-
byters, und no one thought of prosecuting him. T'he
doravians have bishops all over England ; and so
have the lrvinites, or Apostolicals; yet no oune
taxes them with illegality. Then our taking the
title of bishops merely coustitutes noillegality. Is
there any law that fosbids our taking the tile trom
any place rot being a see of an Anglican bishop !

o one can say that there is

“Then I ask those more learned in the law than
myself, can an act of a subject of Her Most Graci-
ous Majesty, which by law he is perfectly com-
pelent to do be an infiingement of her Royal pre-
sogative 1 If not, then | tiust we may conciude
tnat by this new creation of Catholic bishnps that
pvemgauve bas not beey vivlated,

“ Noone doubis ihat the Lishops so appoinied
a1e Roman Catholic bishops, to rule over Roman
Catholie tlocks. Does the Crown claim the night,
sinder its prerogative, of naming such bishops
. “ It will be said that nolim:iation of jurisdiction
s made in the Pupal document, 1o restriction of
1’8 exescise to Catholics ; and bence Lord Jonn

* Monsard, vo!, asxviii, p. 363,

Russell and others conclude that there is
brief < 10 supremacy over the'rét
England, snd a:cleim 10 sole and undivided sway.’
Every offi¢ial document bas its proper fotmg"a'nd
had 1t who blame the tenor of this tak.
pains to exaniine those of Fapal documents they
would have found nothing new or unusual in this.
\.Vhetbe.r the Pope appoints & person vicar aposto-
lic or_bishop in ordinary, in either case be assigns
bim a territorial ecclesiastical jurisdiction and
gives him no personal limitations. This is the
practice of every church which believes in itsown
truth and in its duty of conversion. What has
been done in this brief has been done in every one
issued, whetber o create a hierarchy or 1o appoint
a bishop.

“§ V. Has THE MoDz or EsTABLISHING THE
HIERARCHY BEEN € [NsoLENT AND INSIDIOUS T

““The words in this title have been extracted
from the too memorable letter of the First Lord of
the Treasury. Iam willing to consider that pro-
duction as a private act, and not as any manifesto
of the intention of Her Majesty’s Government.
Uafortunately, it is difficult to abstract one’s mind
from the high and responsible situation of the writ-
er, or consider him as unpledged by anything that
be puts forth. There are parts of the letter on
which [ would bere refrain from commenting, be-
cause they might lead me aside, in sorrow, if not
in anger, from the drier path of my present duty.
U will leave it to others, 1herefore, to dwell upon
many portions of that letter, upon the closing pac-
agraph in particular, which pronounces a sentence
as awfully unjust as it was uncalled for on the reli-
gion of many millions of Her Majesty’s subjects,
nearly all Ireland, snd some of our most flourish-
ing colonies. The charge, uttered in the ear of
that istand, in which il guarantees for genuine
and pure Catholic education will of necessity be
considered, in future, as guaraatees for ¢ confining
the intelect and enslaving the soul; * all securities
for the Catholic religion as security for the ¢ maum-
meries of superstition,’ in the mind of their gives
—fuuuntm and securities which can hardly be
believed 1o be hemil‘ offered—the charge thus
made, in & voice that bas been applauded by the
Pretestantism of England, produces in the Catho-
lic heart & feeling too sickly and t0o deadening for
indignation; a dismal despair at findiag that,
where we bave bonoured and supported and fol-
lowed for years, we may be spurned and cast off
the first moment that popularity demands us as its
price, or bigotry as its victim. :

¢ Bat, to proceed. So little was I, oa my part,
aware that such feslings as that letter disc
existed in the head of our Goverameat on the sub-
jeet of the Hieraschy, that having occasion 1o write
to bis Lordship on some business I look theliberty
of continning my letter as follows :—

“Vizuna, Nov. 3

- sny

<My Loap,—
® ® [ ] 1 4 [ ] ®

"l:'blba | knowledged and salatied, s

sarchbishop and bishops
respectively, and this not by one, but by succes-
sive Governments. o
«Our North Ametican possessions next veceived
the same boon. Kingston, Toronto, Bytown, Hal-
ifax, have deen erected into dioceses by the Holy.
See. Those titles are acknowledzed b{ the local
governments. [n aa act ‘enacted by the Queen’s
excellent Majesty, by aud with the advice and
consent of the Legisiative Assembly of the pro-
vince of Canada,’ [12th Victoria, chap. 136,] the
Right Rev. J. E Guigues is called ¢ Roman Ca-
tholic Bishup of Bytown,’” and is incorporated by
the title of ‘ the Roman Catholic Episcopal Cor-
porstion of Bytown.':

“ [n an act passed March 21, 1849 [12th Vie-
toris, chap. 31,] the Right Rev. Dr. Walsh is
styled ¢ Roman Catbolic Bishop of the dincese of
Halifax, Nova Scolia ;* and through the act he is
culled ¢ the R. C. Bishop of the said diocese.’t

“ alel{ again, afler mature congideration, the
Holy See has formed a new ecclesiastical province
in the West Indies, by which several vicars apos-
tolic have been appointed bishope in ordinary.

¢ But there has been a more remarkable instance
of the exercise of the Papal supremacy in theerec-
tion of bishoprics nearer home. Gulway was not
an episcopal see lill a few years ago. 1t was go-
verned by a warden, elected periodically by what
sre called the Tribes of Galway, ihat is, by fami-
lies beating certain names, every member of whom
bad a vote. Serious inconveniences resulted from
this anomalous state of things, and bence it was
put an end to by the Holy See, which changed the
wacdenship into & bishopric, sud appointed the
Right Rev. Dr. Brown, since translated to Elphin,
fisst bishop of That diocese. Bishop Brown was
consecrated October 23, 183t. No remonstrance
was made—no outery raised, at this exercise of
Papal power.

* Bul to retusn to our eolonies 3 it had eome to
pass, that with the exception of India bardly a
vicar apostolic-was lefl in our foreign fons.
Far am | from blaming the sound policy of sue-
cessive Administsations which had seen the pracs
lical inconveniences of a baif-toleration and
semi-recognition whese friendly official intercourse
and co-oreration were necessary. But | may ask,
sit anything unreasonable, extravagant, still more,
* insolent and insidious’ in the Catrolies of England
to have sought and obtained what insigniicant de-
pendencies had received 1 - Many of the bishope of
the new dioceses had scarcely a dosen priests and
but scattered flocks, generaily pooremigrants. And
could it be supposed that theyintended 10 remain for
ever in & temporary or provisions! state when they

, ot ool{ stetely churches, eight ne ten
great and generslly besutiful colleges, snd meany.
extensive charitable iestituiions, but nearly 600
public churches or chapels, and 800 cleigy; and
when they reckoned in their bedy some of the most
illu:tim and most distingeished men of the coun-
ity i

——4+{ cuwnot but most deeply regret (he erro-
neous and even distorted view which the English
papers have preseated of what:the Holy Bee heu
done in regard (o the spiritual government of the
Catholics of England ; but I take the libesty of
stating that the measure now promulgated was
not only prepared but printed three {'uu n?, and
a copy «of it was shown to Lord Minto by the
Pape on occasion of un sudience given to bis Lord-
ship by bis Holiness. - I bave no. right to intrude
upon your Lordship fusther in this matier beyoud
offering to give any explanations that ynur Lord-
ship may desire, in full confdence thet it .will be
in my power to remave particularly the offensive
interpretation put upon ihe late act of the Holy
See, that jt was suggesied by political views or
by any. bostile feelings. s

¢ And with regard to myself, I-beg to add that
[ am invested witha pnrely’_:::lni::;ful dignity;
that I bave no secular: or temporal delegation
whatever—that my duties will be, what' they
have ever been, to promate the morality of thoss
committed to my charge, especislly the masses of
our poor, and keep up those feelings of will
and frieadly: intercommunion between 'Catholics
-and their fellow countrymen,. which 1 flatter my-'
self T have.been the means of somewbat improvi
1 am confident that lime will soon show, what s
temporary excitement may conceal, ‘that socisl
and public sdvantages must result from taking the
Catholics of Eugland oat of that irregular and
necessnrily temporary siate of government. in
which they have been placed, and extending to
ihem that ordinary and more definite form which
is normal to their church, and which hes already
been so beneficially bestowed upon simost every
colony of the British empirve. : .
_v¢[ beg to apologise for intruding st such lengih
upon your Lonm:ip’- altention ; bgt [} hnmn
encoutsged to do 8o by 1he uniform kindness and
courtesy which 1 have slways met with from
every member of Her Majesiy’s Government with
wtom | have bad vecasion 1o treat, and frem your
Lordship in pacticular, sud by a sincere desire
that such friendly commuaunication should uot be
intesrupted.
s ¢] have the honour to be, my Lord, your
Loidsbip’s vbedicnt servany,

N, Card. WISEMAN,
4 ¢ The Right Hon. the Losd John Russell,
First Lord of the Treasury, &e.’

¢ | give this letter, bresuse it will show that
there was pothing in my mind to prepare me for
that warm expression of feeling that was mani-
fesied in the Premier’s letier ; which, thowgh it
appeared a day or two befose mine reached bim, I
tnust consider as my only reply. And [ do not
1hink that the tone of my letter will be found 1o
Lmlume the existence of any iasolent or insidious

esign. .

“‘ll is my duty, therefore, now to show calmly
and dispassionstely, and spart from any party
feelings, the reasous which led me and others in
believe that no reasonable objection could exist to
our obtaining the organization of our bierareby in
England.

« 1. It was notorinus not ouly that in Ireland the
Catholie hierasrchy had been recognised end even
Reyalty hosoured, but that thesame form of ecele-
s1astical govesnment had bren gradually extended
10 the gieater part of vur colonies. Ausiralia was
the first which obltuined this advaniage, by the
errction of the aichiepiscapal see of Syduey, with
suffragans, st Maitiaud, tiobaritown, Adelaide,
Pesth, Melbourne, and Port Victotia. This was
done openly and was known publicly, snd ne re-
monsirance was ever made. Those prelates in

every document take their itles, and tbry are ace

ing. | salem, assigning to it @ diocese

from four to eight—was already found to be insuf-
ficient, and it was become expedient to increase it
to 120r 13. .  Now, an epiacopate of 13 vicars
apostolie, without of courss a metropolitan, would
have an spomaly, an irregularily, without
perallel, in the ehurch. - Was it, then, something
s0 wnnatural and - monstrous in us 1o call for what.
our colonjes had .received 7 or had we any resson
to anticipate.that ibé set wouid have beencharae-
terized in the terms which | do not love to repeat ¥
D62, Bat, further, ‘considering The manner in
which acte of the Roysl supremacy bad been epy:
‘exescised abroad, and teking it for granted that it
could not be grealer: whej exareised in foreign
Catholie” countries than the Pope’s in our regaid,
we could not suppose that this sppoiniment of
Cathalic bishops ‘in ordinary.in' England would
bave' been considered o3 morg’* Juconsistent with
the Queen’s supremacy’ thas* (hat exerceise wee
considered ° inconsistent with:thé' Pope’s supre-
macy’-acknowjedged in those eéduntries. 1 will
refer my seaders 1o Ms. Boyer’s pampblet, pab-
lished by Ridgway, for detailsof what [ will biietly
“.'eo E .

¢ 1 1842 Her Msjesty was advised to erect,and
did erect (5 Victoris, chap.’ 6), a bishapric of Jeru-
in which tbe three.
great Patrlarchates .of - Aatioch, Jerusalem and
Alesandria were mashed into one see, having epis-
copal jurisdiction oves Syris, Chaldea, Egypt, and
Abyssioia, suhject W further limitations or slteca~
tions st the Royal will. No oune su  that, for
:iumo«‘:bo consent of the King of Abyssiais, in
whbich thera is not & single Protestaut congregation
was asked, Mr. Bowyer also showse that bishop
Alexandes was not sent merely to British subjects,
- ::uz to otbeo;” owing o:‘ sll .ija::cc I:‘ thmeu of
.England. -.Suppose - bis ty of Abysssnia-or-
the Emir Besbir bad pumouucc!l this loybc an ine
trusion ¢ inconsistent. with the sights of bishops
and clergy, snd with the spisitual independenceof |
ibe :.a'liou,’ how much would this country havel
<ar -

Under the same statute a Bishop of Gibraliar
was named, His see wus in a Britishs territory ;-
but its jusisdiciion extended over MaMa—whese
there was a Roman Catbolic si1chbishop, formally
recognised by our Government as.the Bisbop of
Mzelia—and over ltuly. L

* Under this commission Dr. Tomlinson officia-
ted in Rome, and, 1 understand, tiad botne befose
bim a cross, the emblem of archiepiscopal jurisdic-
tion, as if 10 ignaiein his very diocese the seknow-
ledged ¢ Bishop of Rome.’ He confirmed and
preuched there witbout leave of the lawful bishop
sid yet the newspepers 1ook no notice of it and
the pulpits did aot denosnce dim. Bat, in fact,
the statute under which tbese things were done is
80 comprehensive that it empowers the Archbish-
;pg of Canterbury or York to consecrate not only

ritish swhjects, but suljects and cilizens of any
foreign state, to be bishops in sny foreign country.
No consent of the reapeciive Governments is re-
quired ; and they are sent not only to Biitish sub-
Jects, bot 10 ‘Quch other Piotestant congregations
as may be desirous of placing themselves unites bis
or their authority.”
¢ 10 tbetetore, the Roys! supremacy of the En-
gk Crown could thus lawfully exercise itwelfl
where it never has before exescised authosity,
and where it ia not recoguised, ss in & Catholic
corntry—if the Queen, ss head of the Englsh
church, can send bishops into Abyssinia and Jtaly
surely Catholice had good right 1o suppose that,
with tbe (ull 1olerution granted them, and the per- |

* Roman Catholic Church (Indis, &¢.) Onilered by the l
Ilc.mla;‘ :'I goc;o;non 10 be priuted, 16th or)Aug.‘. susn, p' 1. '

L]

1-m‘mby|u :

-@r7, that in this sppest, §

mitted exercise of Papal supremacy in their tehalf,
no less would be permitted to them without een-
sure or rebuke. : :
«3. Rot not only had Cgtholics every ground to
fee! justified by what had been elsewheradone de-
fote, doing the same when o themselves seemed
expedient, without their act, an{ more than pre~
ceding ones, being characterised s we have seen,
but positive declarations and public sssurances led
them to the same concinsion.
# In 1841, or 1842, when for the first time the
Holy See thonght of ereciing a tierarchy in North
America, | was commissioned tosoand the Seelinge
of Guvetnment upon the subject. | came up
London for the purpase, and saw the Under-Sectee
tary for the Colonies, of which Lord Staniey was
the Secretary. [ shall not easily forget the miban- *
ity of my reception, or the interesting converss-
tion that took place, in whiclh much was speken
to me which hus since come literally true, But'
on the subject of my misslon 1he answer given
was somewhat 10 this efiectz—What dees it mate
ter to us what Kou call yourselves,twhethier Vicare
Apostolic, or Bishops, or Muftis, ot Imaums, %
that you do not ask us to do anything for yon ¥
We have no right (o preveat you taking any title
among yourselves.” This, however, the distin- '
guished gentleman alluded to observed wav
his private opimon, and he desited me to call
in a few days aler. 1 did so, and hie assured me,
that, havivg laid the matter before the hestd
of the depariment, the anewer was the same as
he bad before given me 1 wiote it to Rome, and
it served, 1o doubt, as the basis of the nomination
of bishnps in oidinary in North America. 1 have
no doubt the documents referring to this transacs /
tion will be Jound in the colomal-office. In the
debate on the Cutholic Relief Bill, July 9, 1845,
Lord John Russell, then in Opposition, spoke 1o
the following effect :— ¢ He, for ane, was prepated
to go into commitiee nn those clauses of the sct of
1829. He did not say that he was atonce prepeted
to repeal all those clauses, but hé was willing o
 into committes to deliberate on the subject.
,!lco believed that they might repeal thase disallow~
ing ‘clauses which prevented a Roman Catholie’
‘bishop assuming s title held by a bishop of. tbe
established church.” He could not conceive any '
ground for the continuance of this: restries
tion.”® Bt must be nbserved that there is nothingin
the context which limits these sensible and liberst
words (o lreland. They apply to the repes! of the
whole clause, which, as we bave said, extends '
lly to both eountties. Lol ;,
e What his Lordship had ssid in 1843, bé delibs""
erately and even more sirongly confirmed . it
lowing year. In the debate on-the firet re
‘the‘Roman Catholic Relief Bill, Feb. 8, 1846;:
selesied to his speech just quoted of’the preceding

< < .. y:

S

session, in the following termet— - .. -

«¢ Allusion having been made (o him (by Sir R.;F :
Inglis) be wished 10 say & fow words as' to bis™
10 repeal these lows without conelderatién.” ‘] st 3
session he bad voted for the commitide, Bt ‘ded’

resesved to himeelf the right of weighing'the de-

taits. Nt sppeared 10 him that there was one” paty '
of the question that had not been sufllciently at- "
tended 101 the measurel of Governmiant es faves
‘it was stated lust year, did nut efiect that relief to

4 Romes Cathofics from a law By “whieh they’
nished, ~ both  fof ‘wwen " eplecopsl
reland, and lor bqlbnnng to certain” yolis '

" Fiat-part-of the subject required
tuse; - As'lo preventing -
t:n’om sssuming particular ‘titles, nothing -could’

more absurd and peerile than to keep up'sueh
a distinetion. 1o had also un'nmgurob;uh._'
to the law ‘which made Josuils in cestain cosde
subjeet to iransporiation ;- the ensciment: was o8
intolerant as it was inefficacions, and it was:ner 1
eessary that ihe Jaw should be put oo an. intelligi-
ble ond rational footiag.”$ -~ ‘.. .

+ It would appest thesofase that whatever besi-
tation Lond John Russell had abeut repealisg other. .
clavees in the Emancipetion Acti:bje. mind waes, -
mede ‘up about the resirictjon.of. Cataolics from -
assuming the very titles of m-‘ho!d:_bgé\‘ns.ium
bishope. Had be ebiained bis wishes in 1848, the .
faw would now bave permitied.ue to call cuvselves |
bishope of Londoa or Chester, and -archbishop .of ‘
Cumb:?. J quote. these passages, not-for: thei.
purpose of chasging Lord Joha Ruseell with incon-,,
sistency, but merely.to justifly ourselves;and show.,.
how litile reason we could. bave bad. fuy ol
that eur acting strietly: within the low,
episcopal titles would have been de '
has; for if it was puerile in 1846 (o eoniintie.fe ped
vent Catbolics even:taliing the:probibited tilen
snd no good resson ¢xited for.ihe continuenes.
even-ihat -restriction; -8t
nounce 88 ¢ insolent and ineidieus ' the assmmptine .. .
of titles not different from these eccorded o se by -
.tp.:‘;ulh«ity which L«dlaﬁ,‘.:kuwkd;n .
along bestiow episcopecy o (- v
- 4] have alresdy olludJl:Jl‘.:O‘ ‘Minto’s belag -
shown the brief for the Hieréreby printed about iwe-
years sgo. The circumsiance may bave escaped
his memory, or hs may not st the time have atlse-
ded to it, baviag mare important matiers in bis -
mind ; but a9 10 the foct that bis sliention was®
calied 10 it, and be made no reply, 1 can haveme

doubt. :
trust therefore, that | have said enough to.:

titles inl

o‘l
prove that Catholics have nut acted in o0 unbe- -
coming menner in claiming for themselves. the
ssme right of possessing a Hierarchy, se bad been ~

sliowed (0 the colonies, and cleul&ouhuovldp‘-
a8 no less applicable 1o them. e mose lopic"e
FCneIng,

“§ VI Tue Tivie o WesTuinsTES,

* The selection of this title for the metropolitan
sce of the new Hiersschy bas, [ undesstand, give™
great offence. I om sairy forit.f It was littde

* laneard, vol, izssil, p, 299, , .
t ‘I'he Religious Upinious Bill, which (he Ggveramenas
bad om.t

* Hansard, vol. Inxsiii, p. 309,

.
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t 1 have boen tuld that greas affeace has been tahos a4, ,
the use of the word 10 *‘ govern,” found lu m'y sl
thwugh implying some te o) authority. , howey-

nve agein and agein' wend the”
word becauss i s the usual snd almost only word 8|
amongst ue 10 epracopel tuls. It must be thet ,
the Pastorsl wae addrensed, in the ueuss form of such doc -
uments, * 10 (he cbn{. secular and reguiar, ol to the
fuithiut,' which showed it 0 be menut for CCatholics aleae, -
who esould o the word. ) linve Leen jp 1he helug ,
of addressing ssveral Pavivrale & yesr 10 ihe Catholics
cointuitied 10 my charge, which have siwaye ites read o -

our churches and ehapels. But thie ie, 1 believe, the fowm -
which the pses bas me she houour of U ting &
jte columna. i thue asme 1 Le represenind as sddrostad

© nl the inhiabitamts of certain counties, 8 2ot of edict o8
ranifisto, fustend of & pastoral, usitally conBced 10 Cotho-

le hearisng or prevend,



