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îshe is iÏiot indifferent to thicir spread ; and slie will1 at ail times use,
sucl awful inecans as shall bc found nîost effectuai for the propagation

jof truth and the destruction of 'error. She knows of no error wbichi
i i not more or less as,ýociated with critne, Mud she asserts that every

principle is injurious in proportion as it is false. Ileresy sliè insertsi
in lier catalogue of mortal sins; shc enurP-s it wlien and where she
mnist, but she bates it, and directs ail lier energies to effeet its de-
struction."'

It lias been ebarged by Protestants that the spread of Rtoianism
would tend to tho overthrow of religions freedom in our land. Heur
the editor on this subjeet:

IlThe practical toleration to whicli we are accustomed in our age
and country, is not a resuit of any principle of Protestantisma, ti
i fot the coinsequonce of any doctrine;- it bas been brouglit about by
the force of eircum stances;- it is owing to the faet that no0 denomina-
tion eau pretcnd to exclusive dominion; it will last only so long as

ithis state of things continues. If the Inifidels, the Mormons, the
iPreshyterians, or tlie Catholies ut any future tiine, gain a decided
supreinacy. it is at an end.

"If the Catholies ever gain-which they surely will do, though at
a distant day-an immense nuinerical superiority, religions freedr m in
thb country is at an end. So say our enemies. So we beli2-rý it."

Look again, Cliristiail reader, at tbis avowal of a leading orgau f
the Papacy in our own republie: IlIf the &at/iolics evert gain aaz,

zrnnn.s nu~rw/ sueririt. r/igizesfredamin this count2'y îs
at un cndl." Have tbeir niost determined opponents ever clharged

ianlything more ? No wonder that lie closes his article in tlie following
strain

WTe bave said that we are not thc advocate of religions freedom,
and we repent it, we are not. The liberty to blelieve eontrary to the
teachings of the Chiurcli, is the liberty to believe a lie ; the liberty to
thiink otherwiso than as slie perrnits, is the liberty to abuse tlie mind,
fa'md pollute the imagination ; from sncb liberty iiay we and tbose ive
love at al! times lie prcserved !11

But as if this article vas flot snfficiently strong ho adds another in
i te saine issue. The Murei2-r, a paper advocating IRornani-sn in Eng-
iland, publiihd an article avowingr that the Clinreli was and ouglit to

Le intolerant-that ail declarnation about liberty of conscience, and
religions worship, uttered by Catholies, vas designed to deceive Pro-

jte;ýtants, and that a man liad no0 more riglit to own bis religions opini.ons,
than lie liad to the mioney in bis neighbonr's pook-et. This article the
editor of tbe Shrpker7d of fl/c Valley defends! Ho says that it was

-o7babiy imprudet but certa*nb carrect."1 Ho ndds:
C(ertainly it is news to us that tbe mnan wlio defends the civil

punisbment of lieresy, advocates an anti-Cathlic or anti-social doc-
triniS. Our forefatliers did ne tbink so, and we are net botter that
oùi fatbers. The .Americnn Catholie of the nineteentb century -is not

1iikely to bo more tboroughly imbued with tlie spirit of bis religion,
than the European Christian oftlie ages oPffaith. Tlie nineteenûtb cent-
ury lias no lesson of charity toi teacli the disciples of a St. Thomas, a st.


