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THE CATHOLIC QUESTION IN ENGLAND.
(From ihe London Morning Chronicle.)

The popular belicf is, that the exigency might be
safely and satisfactorily mct by an enactment prohib-
itimg—under the penalty of fine, imprisonment, or
deportation—the assumption, otherwise than by Royal
authority, of any episcopal title with a territorial
designation. Dut an insurmountable difficulty meets
us oun the threshold. TIs the enaclment to comprise
the entire empire, or be cxpressly limited to a part?
The empire includes Ireland, Scotland, and the
colonies, besides England and Wales. It cannot
‘strictly and logically be called a Drotestant empire,
for it comprelends almost every variety of creed;
and it is to be fearcd that the numerical mejority (if
her Majesty’s Indian subjects are to count) are not
.even Cliristians.  'What is more immediately to the
purpose, there are Roman Catholic archbishops and
bishops legally recognised in Ireland and the colonies,
and there are bislops of the Anglican piscopal
Clwreh in Presbyterian Scotland, with territorial
titles assumed without the authority of the Crown.
This Iast anomaly was first pointed out by our learned
correspondent, 1. C. L.; and a few days since we
published a document signed « W. Skinner, Bishop
of Aherdeen, Primus, C. H. Terrot, Bishop of
Edinburgh, &e., &e.,” in which four out of the seven
‘Scolish bishops endeavored to distinguish their case
from that now in question, by stating that they do not
hold ar claim under any foreign prelate or potentate.
But although this circumstance, combined with long
usage, takes away all semblance of offence or disres-
peet, it does not in the smallest degree affect or vary
the question of Royal prerogative. A Bishop of
Aberdecn, Primus, clected Dy his floek or by his
brethren, is as much a standing negation of the
(Jucen’s supremacy as an Archbishop of Westminster,
Primate, &e., nominated by the Pope. Moreover,
history teaches that the encroachments of subjects
may prove more dangerous to the British Crown than
any clim or threat of foreign domination—whichisa
mere brutum fulmen so long as it is indignantly re-
pudiated in Great Britain.

Let us assume, however, that an exception will be
made in favor of the Scottish Episcopalians. Let us
also take for granted that Lord Grey will succeed in
procuring a similar immunity for the colonies. But
how are we to deal with Ireland, where any attempt
to degrade the Roman Catholic Hicrarehy would be
the commencement of a eivil war of the most invete-
rate and internecine kind?- The Roman Catholic
member for the county of Mayo uttered no idle
threat when he said, ® We will brook no insult to our
faith; and any man or party that lays but a finger
upon the hiem of its saered garment, will learn to rue
the deep, enduring, and consecrated resentment of the
Irish people.” It would take a standing army of a
hundred thousand men to keep down illicit episcopal
titles in the Green Isle, and no sape statesman would
drcam of such a thing, So mueh, therefore, for one
of the only two alternatives. TLet us now consider
the other. If Ircland is omitted, some reason must
be alleged besides the fancied expediency of yielding
to popular clamor, or of indulging a widespread feel-
ing of matwral irritation. Vet we really cannot so
much as guess what other topic could be urged in
favor of a penal law expressly limited to one of the
three kingdoms, cxcept that the Protestants are in a
majority in Iingland and Wales—a majority so
overwhelming as to make a regular Roman Catholic
Hierarchy an impertinence, and to render any effec-
live protest or resistance, on the part of those who
may feel indignant at its forcible suppression, an im-
possibility. In other words, the Dnglish Roman
Catholics are to be punished for adopting or submit-
ting to identically the same scheme or system of
ecclesiastical government which is formally and deli-
berately permitted to the Trish—on the ground that
the Irish Roman Catholics are numerous and turbu-,
lent, while the Tinglish arc few and peaceable.

We shonld like to see the Prime Minister who
wauld venture to use this argument, "We shall be
glad to kmow liow long the Iistablished Church of
Ireland would survive the implied adnission and the

- » ’ " -
inevitable corollary. Dissociate her from her Eng-

lish sister, and she is lost. Concede that she must
endure what that sister resents as * foul scorn *—and
what thenceforth are her means of sclf defence and
her resources for utility ? - Once modify your legisla-
tion with express reference to mivorities and majori-
ties, and where are you to stop? There will be
something more than a theoretical or logical incon-
sistency—tlicre will be a practical contradiction of
the most palpable, tangible, and startling sort—in the
contrasted spectacles of an ITnglish Chancellor
trampling upon the Archbishop Cardinal’s bat in St.
James’s, and an Jrish Chancellor giving precedence
o a Papist Primate of Ireland in Dublin Castle. In
fact, we should be puzzled to say which set of politi-
<€1ans would be most wanting in wisdom and foresight

—those who should propose to retrograde to the
penal laws of sixty years since, or those who fancy
that they can limit their prohibitory enactments to
one branch of the Quecn’s dominions, without an epen
defiance of common justice, or without scattering
broadeast the seeds of future troubles in the rest.

—

(From the Weekly Despatch.)

The tone of the rabid Protestant press begins to
resemble that of a penitent tipsyarian, who replies the
next morning to the reproaches of his wife, by saying
that he ¢ couldn’t have been so very drunk, for be
wound up his watch without breaking the spring, and
didn’t get his pocket picked.”” This tipsyarian party,
as represented by the Ziones, is finding excuses forits
debaueh.  « Making allowance for the extravagances
inseparable from real carncstness of feeling,” the
Times apologises for all those ©speechmakers,
requisitionists, and deputations,” who are now “ quietly
asking themselves whether they bhave been angered
too precipitately, or carried a little too far.”” Indeed,
the affair must lave become very embarrassing,
especially since the cause received the adhesion of
two such personages as the Duke of Norfolk and the
Earl of Winchilsea. This is the very step from the
sublime to the ridiculous. Only imagine the Témes
being reduced to praising the ¢ clear and unbiassed
good sense ” of the curry-powder Duke !  Only fancy
the poor creature, whose charity, benevolence, and
wisdom would, to keep up high rents, have staved off
the cravings of a laborer’s hunger with a pinch of
luxury he never saw, becoming an authority for a
great question of religious liberty ! Only picture a
letter from the Earl of Winchilsea oceupying a lead-
ing space in the *leading journal,” in which the Jarl
sets himself up for a prophet and a sage, who foresaw
and foretold, at the time of the Catholic Emancipa-
tion, all the terrible fight whicl the old womanhood of
England, clerical and lay, would have to endure!
“ Thesc be thy gods, O, Israel!” @ Dear me!” as
the -Americans say, ¢ on’y think !> Can the Church-
wardenhood and the Beadledom of the kingdom go
lower! These things are not asserted as jokes, but
looked up to for countenance. The Catholic Duke,
we suppose, having abjured eurry-powder, has taken
to curry favor. 'We see that le dines at Windsor.
Even the patron of the two-yards-wide Sun can taunt
the Govermment with Lord Joln Russell’s letter, and
ask if a college maintained by a ruler who attacks the
Roman Catholic religion as a “mummery,” can be
safe for Catholic students. Thus the very good that
might be dene is perilled by the obvious injustice, in
other respects, of those who attempt to do it. The
substance of education in Ireland is sacrificed to the
shadow of Protestant defence against the ghost of
aggression here.  And the best of it is, that none of
the ordinarily sane combatants on the Anti-Papist
side dare to say what they would do. They are all
for ¢ religious liberty ; they all eschew “reaction.”
Not, of course, your Earls of Winchilsea, they are
mad enough for anything—mad enough to think
themselves reasonable, and all the rest ‘of the world
lunatics, the highest delusion of Bedlamites. The
Popish prelates, in England, have taken titles, which
the Iaw does not forbid them to assume, after their
brethren in Ireland, who bave been received at Court
with honors, and allowed precedence as dignitaries,—
have taken, unreproved, titles whicl the law expressly
forbids them to bear. It is impossible to get out of
this dilemma. The deed is done, and cannot be
undone, without going backwards ; and yet it is to he
undone, and we are to continue where we are on the
road to religious liberty. The remedy is to be an
impossibility. "We cannot wonder that the Z%mes
should decline pointing it out, and excuse its followers
for not atiempting the task. Drop the matter as soon
and as quietly as you can, is our advice.

(From the London Enguirer.)

The Anti-Papal agitation has taken much too
strong a hold of the public mind, to pass off without
producing consequences both important and permanent.
It will prove, we fear,a more scrious blow at the
Union Dbetween England and Ireland than Daniel
O’Connell was ever able to strike ; and in England
itself, it will probably lead to very surprising changes,
political as well as religious. Already it has given
prominence and influence to a class of men, whom the
march of events during the last twenty years had
completely left behind. The popular orators and
oratory now are preciscly such as, a short time ago,
would have found no listeners out of Exeter Hall.
The veriest rubbish of the Protestant Association,
and the Orange Lodges, has been brought out of its
obscurity ; with as much interest and applause as if it
contained the choicest treasures of argument and
eloquence, It is not that the movement is not
countenanced by men of eminent liberality and enlight-
enment, That is the most painful part of. the matter,

Such men ave in it, but they are following rather than
leading. 'We notice efforts in various quarters, made
by these parties, 10 check the violence of those
whom they are acting with, but in such cases the
violent are almost sure to have their own way. The
result will soon appear at the elections. We shall
see what professions or pledges are exacted from
candidates. 'We shall be agreeably surprised if there
are no instanees of liberal men submitting to become
the organs of prejudices which they regard with
inward contempt.

"The arbitrary spirit with which the prevailing zeal
over-rides and tramples upon the rights of minorities,
was very strikingly shown a few days ago, at a meet-
ing of the Incorporated Law Socicty—a body com-
posed of men of all creeds, and forined, we believe,
solely to protect the interests and honor of the pro-
fession to whicl the members belong, "The majority,
however, determined to have its No-Popery resolution
and petition without the slightest rcgard to the
remonstrances of those who diflered with them.
Such a proceeding was nearly eguivalent 1o a vote for
the exclusion of Roman Catliolic members, and it
might with just as great propriety have been proposed
and carried in a meeling of the shareholders of the
North Western Railway. Any society, formed for
any purpose, inay be called upon, it would seem, to
testify in bebalf of the Queen’s Spiritual Supremacy ;
and those who dissent must either retire or continue
to.give their names and contributions to an organisa-
tion diverted from its proper use, to an end which
never could have been contemplated at its formation.
This should be denounced as an intolerable tyranny.
If it were to go on, no quiet refuge would be left any-
where for those who might hold an unpopular cpinion.
The Argus-eyed majority would pursue its opponents
through all the employments and amusements of life.
It would drive them from the public dinner-table,
from the social club, from the reading-room. Tver,

multitude, o coiceg) his thoughts at his peril, -

The popular crusade against Popery, however,
though it may incommode RKoman Catholics, will not
do much to eradicate the ancient and deep-rooted
errars of their creed. Tt will not do much, because
it only threatens where it ought to persuade. It
talks of penalties and prohibitions, as if such things
had not been tried to the ultermost without success;
and what is worse still, it shows by this talk a distrust
in those means of evidence and reasoning by which
the voluntary assent and obedience of free beings are
won. At such opposition the leaders of Romanism
will smile with sccret scorn.  They know that it will
place them in the attitude of defending the rights of
mind against force; and that it will thus enlist on
their side many of the most potent influences of the
age. Catholicism, we are strongly inclined to think,
will come out of the present struggle with advantage
rather than loss, unless its opponenis repent in time of
their treason against their own principles, and think of
enforcing them by better mecans than Acts of Parlia-
ment.

There is a class of religionists, however, who may
be thought to have mare reason (or apprehension than
the Catholics. It is as likely as not that the chief
fury of the storm will fall wpon the heads of the
Duseyites. No Roman Catholic place of worship
has as yet witnessed scenes so disgraceful, as those
which are now every Sunday cnacted in the Church
of St. Barnabas. The remonstrance of Mr. Bennett,
addressed to Lord Jobn Russcll, against the brutality
of the mobs who disturb the services of that chureh,
is a pregnant commentary on the danger of ali appeals
to that coarse fanaticism which clothes malignant
passions with an appearance of zeal for Cliristian
truth. These outrages must be put down ; but the
popular hostility to Puseyism, which they indicate, will
find vent in an attempt to expel the adherents of that
doctrine from the Anglican Church. The latter,
however; have much too firm a fooling to be casily
got rid of ; and the inevitable struggle will not end
withaut loosening and weakening every joint in the
fabric of the establishment. We have often had to
comment upon the falsity of the position occupied by
the Romanising divines; but we have as often
endeavored to point out that their opponents within
the Church were equally open to the charge of
inconsistency. The fact is, that no sincere man of

‘any party can make out 2 good case for adhering to

the Anglican formularies. If Lis tendencies be
Romanist, how can he sign its Calvinistic articles?
If be be a Calvinist, how can he employ its Popish
Liturgy ? If he be a Latitudinarian, how can he
repeat its exelusive creeds and anathemas? In a
word, every religious party in the stablishment is
open to the same reproach of professing what it does
not believe, because the system, as a whole, is made
up of contradictions which cannot be embraced in the
faith of any thinking man. Dr. Pasey clings to the
Romanism which he finds in the Prayer Book, and, of

course, has to strain his ingenuity to reconcile it with
the Articles. The Bishop of Gloucester is shocked
at such laxity, and forbids Dr. Pusey to preach in bis
diocese.  But how stands it with the Bishop limself
in the matter of fidelity to his public professions ?
Atalate meeting, the Bishop, in descanting on the
un-Christian claims of Romanism, with respect to the
forgiveness of sins and other matters, said :—

“It is difficult to name—1I eannot name—the whole
extent of their assumptions, without being forced to
repeat what I consider blasphemy. That awcak,
Sallible man should be the dealer out of the authority
of the Almighty wpon carth is, to those who know
nothing of religion but that which the Word of God
teaches them, to say the least, revolling,—it s
frightful”

The Bishop, it may be presumed, has not attained
his present dignity without having, on some one
occasion, performed the pastoral oflice of visiting the
sick.  J[ he ever paid such a visit, and il in doing so,
he attended to those rubrics which, at his ordination,
he swore to observe, we should like to know low he
dealt with the following passage in ¢ The Order for
the Visitation of the Sick,” wlich is set forth in the
Book of Commor Prayer:

“Here shall the sick person be moved to make a
speeial Confession of his sins, if he feel his Conscicnce
troubled with any weighly matter. After which
Confession the priest shall absolve him (if he hunbly
and heartily desirg it) after this sort:

“Qur Lord Jesus Christ, who hath left power to
his Church to absclve all sinners who truly repent and
believe in-him ; of Lis great mercy forgive thee thine
offences. And by his authority committed to me, I
absolve thee. from ol thy sins, In the Name of the

|Father, and of the Sos, and of the Foly Ghost.

Amen.” - -7 . .
‘What does the Bishop say to this? Has he who

| c 0 Lvery |believes Our Lord Jeses Christ to be God. himself,
man who venineéd to-think, must either think with the :

ever had the haitheod to say to a fellow-mortal,

| By his autitan'tg;.;-.‘g_gz_?&;%ucd to me, I absolve thee

Srom all thy sins ¥ 1% it not. strike Lir that -
there was something frightful, in the assumption that™ ™
“a wealk, fallible man should be the dealer-out of ths
authority of the Almighty upon earth?” Did he,
perchance, employ the prescribed words in a *non-
natural sense,” or did hic omit them in spite of his
solemn declaration that he received the Book in
which they are found as containing nothing conlrary
to Ioly Scripture? In any case, what cntitles the
Bishop of Gloucester to throw a stone at Dr. Pusey ?
‘What entitles the Low Church Prelate, and the party
to which he belongs, to stand up as legitimate pos-
sessors of the benefices of the Establishment? Evi-
dent it is, and palpable as the sun at noon, that if the
Romisers ought to go out, the Evangelicals ought to
go out after them. If the one class be unfaithful to
its ordination vows, so is the other.  The Chureh, in
short, as at present constituted, is not one in which
any man who has consistent opinions can honestly
remain.  But the Puseyites have quitc as good a right
to its benefices as the Calvinists, To reproach the
former with cating the bread of a Protestant Establish-
ment, assumes what is clearly not true, namely, that
the Iistablishmment is Protestant in the ordinary sense
of the term. It is not Protestant, inasmuch as it
practically impugns the Protestant right of private
Judgment, and preseribes practices which the Protest-
ism of continental Europe and America universally
rejects. It is not Protestant any more than it ix
Catliolic. It is only Anglican; but if, instead of
deserving that title in the narrow sense, arising from
an inconsistent and unbelievable creed, composed by
Act of Parlinment, it were to become Anglican in the
large sense of embracing all the learning, ability, and
Christian zeal of England, without violence to con-
science, it might yet stand on a broader and firmer
basis than it has ever done since Augustine first
preached to the Saxons. "We cannot do better than
add upoen this point an expression of opinion recently
put forth by a writer whose authority must have &
peculiar weight with Unitarian readers. The new
cdition of Mr. James Yates’s masterly work on the
Trinitarian Controversy, contains, amidst other new
matter both valuable and interesting, the author’s
description of what the National Church should be.
After recommending a change in the Terms of Sub-
seription, and in the forms of Service, he says:—

“My own opinion is, that a National Church ought
to be as comprehensive as possible, and ought conse-
quently to allow of all such differences as may una-
voidably arise among persdns who nevertheless agree
in cssential and fundamental points. I think, there-
fore, that the Anglican Church ought to embrace
both Trinitarians and Unitarians, both High and Low
Clurchmen, both the so-called Puseyites and the
Lvangelicals. The first requisite ought to be sin-
cerity, and that those to whom the rest of their
countrymen are taught to look up as spiritual guides -
should be neither hypocrites nor slaves. Altlough




