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judges, the Chancellor Sir Thomas More, was be-

headed for denying that supiemucy and maintain- ;

ing the PPape’s.

*In the year above mentinned, 1829, an act was

pessed and brcame law, which is (amilisily known
as the Catholic Emaucipation Act, By 1his Cath-
olies were freed from all obligation of swearing 10,
snd consequently of acknowledging, the Royal
eccleniastical supremacy, and an osth of sllegiance
was (ramed peculimly for them, which excluded
ail declaration of belief in that principle.

« A Cathalic, therefore, before 1829, in the eye
of the law, was a perason who dul not admit the
Royal supremacy, and therefoie was excluded from
(ol enjoyment of civil privileges.” A Catholic
afier 1829, and theretore in 1850, is a persun who
still continuen not to admit the Royal supremacy,
and nevertheless is sdmitted 10 (il enjoyment of
those privileges . .

“The Royal supremacy is no more admitted by
the Scoteh kirk, by Baptists, Methodiste, Quakers
Independents, Presbyieriana, Unilurians, and other
dissenters, than by the Cuthol cs. None of these
recoguize in the Queen any authority o interlere
in their rehgious concerns, to apprint their minis-
ters for then, or t0 mark the limits of the separate
distticis ia which authosity bas 10 be exarcised,

# None of these, any more than Calholics, re-
enguise in the bishops appointed by our gracious
Quenn, in virtue of her supremacy, any suthority
10 teach them or tule them. The real sway,
therefore, of this spisitusl prerogative is confined
to that body of Christinns who voluntarily remain
subject to the ecclesiastical establishment called
the Church of England. Any one can, when he
plosses, separate himself from this body, and from
that moment he ceases to consider the bishop ap-
pointed by the Cro.vn as his pastor, superior 1n
spirituals, of master in faith, ]

¢ While the State reserves for that establishment,
within the limits of which the Royal suptemacy is
strictly and fully exercised, sll dignity, honour,
pre-sminence, and endowment, it freely grants to
all who choose 10 live out of its domiaation, as their
. equivalent, perfect toleration, complete freedom to
practise their religion, whether new or old, ac-
cording 1o it principles and to its perfect develop-
ment, so long as the practise is within the bounds
of law and trenches upon no other’s rights,

¢ When, therefore, the Sovereign appoints »
new bishop to a see, the Catholic, and 1 suppuse
the dissenter, divides the act between twe distinct
powers. As Sovereign, aud as dispenser of digni-
ties, the King or Queen bestows on the person
elected, dignity, rank, and wealth ; he is made s
Lard of Pasliament, 1eceives a designation and
title, becomes seised of certain properties which
entitle him 10 fines, rents, and lees. To sll this
they assent; they may protest, but they du not
refuse the honours due (o one whom the King is
pleased 10 honour. The title ie accotded, be it
* his Lordebip® or ¢ his Grace;* his peerage is ad-
mitted, with oll its consequent distinctions, and
his fines and fevs are paid ss to any other land-
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susecution at the common law ; and there could
L no doubt, if the learned judges were consulted,
they would so determine.’”®
* In the present contest it is nf great importance
1o keep these magims in mind. For both ja the
paprrs, and siill more in sddresses, it is almost
assumed that Catholics bave now, for the first
time, denied the suthority of Anglican bishops, or
impugned the spiritusl supremaey of the Crown.
‘The bishops and clergy are of coarse turning the
crisis to their own best advantage, and sssociating
their pretensions with the rights of the sovereign,
They are endeavouring, and will endeavour, to
1egain that influence which they have lost over the
heasts of the people, and think to replace, by one
busst of fanaticism, the religious ascendency which
yrass have worn awsy. But this will not be per-
mwilted themn by a people too much enlightened on
the subject of religious toleration, as enjoyed in
Englaud, to be eanily (ooled out of the privileges
which it possesses. The nation will watch with
jealousy any altempt 1q cuttail or 1o narrow them,
even though Catholics be the victims. Believe
me, st this moment, the danger to the religious and
civil hiberties of Euglishmen is not from any in-
fiingement on them by the Pope, in granting to
English Catholics what ] hope to show you that
they bad full right 1o obtain trom him, but from
thase who are taking sdvantage of the occurrence
10 go back a step if they can in the legislation of
toleration, and takeaway from a large body of KKng-

!
!

1o the free exercise of their religion.
I proceed, therefore, to examine in

s} Il. WaaT was THE EXTENT or RrriGious
ToLERATION GRASTED To CaTHOLICH T Have
THEY A RIGHT TO possess Disuors or o Hig-
RARCHY ?

“The Act of Catholic Emancipation was con-
sidered, not only by those whom st benefited, but
by all who consented to it, as an act of justice
rather than of favour. It was deemed unjust to
exclude from fair participation in constitutional
rights any Englishman on account of his religious
opinions. By this act, therefore, preceded and
followed by many others of lesser magnitude, the
Cuathnlics of the British empire were admitted 1o
complete toleration—that is, were made as {ree as
any other class of persons to proless and practice
their religion in every respect. The law made a
few exceptions, but the enumeration of these only
served to prove that in every other respect but
these the law recognised no restrictions. ¢ If the
law,’ observed Lord Lyndhurst, ¢ aliowed the doc-
trines and discipline of the Roman Catholic Church
it should be allowed 10 be carried on perfectly and
propetly.’t

¢ Hence to have told Catholics ¢ You bave per-
fect religious liberty, but you shall not teach that
the church cannot err; or, you have complete
tolerstion, but you inust not presume to believe
holy orders to be a gac:umcnt,’ would have beeu

" ica

 But further, in virtue of the spiritual su-
premacy, the same Sovereign confers on that per-
oon spisitual and ecclesiestical jumisdiction ; and
this, in faet, is acknowledged only by those who
are membera of the Chureh of England. Thus,
il, in vittue of this commision, the bishop publicly
teaches or denies, as the case may be, the doctrine
of baptismal regeneration, a Catholic no more
heeds his teaching than he does thatof a dissenting
minister. [f he comes into a town, and invites all
to come and he confirmed by him on a given day,
no Cathulic takes move notice of the call than he
does of the parish beadle’s notices among which it
te fustened on the church dour. If he sppoints a
triennial visitation for correction of abuses and
bearing of complaints, ro Catholie troubles him-
sell wbout his coming. And what the Catholic
does in regard to these functions of an Anglican
bishop, the Independent does just as much.

“ It follows that & marked slistinction exists be-
tween the authority possessed by a bishop and that
ol any other functionary named by the Queen's
excelleut Majesty, [f she appnint an admisal, or
commander-in-chtel, or goveinor of a colony,
or judge, every one is bound to obey that persun
in ull that belongs specifically to bis office, and
any one would be punishable il he refused. but
in regard to-a bishop it is exactly the emitrary.
Precisely in those very matters which appertain to
his office we are not bound to obey him. Noone is
obliged tu seek doctrine from his teaching, sanctifi-
ca tonfrom his ministration, or grace froms his Liess-
ing. ‘I'his anomalous difference arises from the
circumstance that the commission given to civil
anit military officers flows from the temporal sov-
reignty, which none may impugn; while that to
the ecclesinsiical funclionatics proceeds fiom the
spititual jurisdiction, which may be, and is, lawe
tully denied.

“ When » dissenter denies the Roys! supremacy
(stways mearing by this termn the spirituel or
ecclestustical jurimliction sttributed to the Cirown),
he subatitutes, peshagm, (oe it some other authority
in some syl or ennlerence, or he adnsits of none
other to take ite place; but whea the Catholie
denies it, it is brecause he believes another and o
true ecclesiastical and spiritun! supremacy lo reside
ia the Pope, or Bishop of Rome, over the entire
Catholic charch.  With him the 1wo acts resolve
themeselvrs into one—denial of the Royal suprema-
¢y and assertion of the Papal supremacy. Aud as
st is perfectly fawful for him to deny the one, 20
33 it equally lawful for him (o assert the other. —
Hence Lovd Chancellor Lyndhunt, in the House
of Lovds, May 11, 1816, spoke to the tollowing
eyect 2

* He suid, that it wae no crime in the Roman
atholic to maintain and defend the supremacy of
the Pope; but that if he did it for mischievous
prurposes, and cireulating immoral doetiines and
spinions, he was hable to punishment by the com-
o law ; but if he metely maintained and deterd-
ed, as he was bound to do, the epitituat anthwity
of hie superior, nud then he suid that Le was guilty
of no offence against the laws of the conntry. Tne
Right Rev. Prelate (the Bishop of Exeter,) had
ssked his opinion und that of the leasard judges as
to the night of the Roman Catholies 10 muntain
nnd defesd the spremacy of tbe Pope iy spisitual
matters.  §{e snid that it was no offence at com-
Bion law for them do s but, on the cther haad,
sCany pesson impropetly, wantouly, or sedinonely

Alled an question the supremacy ol the Crown of
Fagland ~and that, it was o be observed, ineluded
the temparal us well as the spintual power of the
Crown—it any, lrom any improper mative o pur.
pose, of in any improper manner, questtoned tha

“ Now, holy ordets require bishops to adminis-
ter them, consequently a succession of bishops to
keep up a succession of persons in orders,

“ Hence the Catholie church is essentially epis-
copal; snd to say, ¢ You Cutholics :hall have com-
Elete teligious toleration, Lut you shall not have

ishops among you 1o govern youn,’ would have
been a complete contradiction in terms—it would
have amounted to a totel denial of religious tolers-
lion.

¢ Wheu, therefore, emancipation was granted
to Calbolics, tull power™ was given them 1o have
an episcojate—that is, a body of bishops 10 rule
them in communion with the Pope, the avowed
head of their chureh. :

** Now, government by bishops in the Catholie
church may be of two kinds.

¢« First, the regular, andinary, proper, and per-
fect fore: of episcopal goveinment consists of a
local hirsarchy—thal 13, a body of bishops having
their sers in the eountry with an archbishop simi-
larly holding his see.  Such is the episcopacy
where constituted iu its ordinary form,

s> Secondly, where this proper form is not at-
tainable, a temp-rary and less perfect mode of pro-
viding bishops lor a country is adoprted  The Pope
names bishops to ancient sees situated now in in-
fidel conutries, as Turkey or Baibary, and gives
them jurisdiction in the country to be provided tor,
as bis own immediate vicars.  Hence such bishops
sre called Viears Apostolic.

¢ When emancipation or full religions freedom
was gianted 10 Catholics, il in this was inclucded
full liberty to be governed by bishops according to
the coastitution and ordivances of theic own
church, it follows that they were at perfect liberty
to have it governed acemding 10 the regular and
otdinary fum of their consti ution, as mich as by
the temporary und ircegular; and thatis 1 y a hier-
archy of facal bishaps,

% T'o have said 1o Catholies, ¢ You are perfectly
free to praciise your seligion and 10 have your own
church government, but you shall nnt be free to
have 1t in ite * proper and pertect? form, but unly
in the imperlect toim o which it bas been toler-
ated while you had not hbenty of eonscience,’
would ave been 8 tyranny, wind, i tact, a denial
ol that very liberty ot conscience.

 But the fact 13 a simple and jlain one, that
the law did not say 30, and tid not put on any such
restriction ; and we ate tn be governed by law,
and nct by -assestions. It the Catholics “are at
liberty by law to have bishops at all they are as
much st hiberty to have local bishops as 10 bave
vicars apostohe.

« N3y, maie than this, 1he law plainly foresaw
and provided for vur having segulas bishops one
day tistend of vicars.

* First, as Lord Lyudhurst, already quoted, has
obseived, *if the law allowed the doctrines and the
liscipline of the Ruman Catholic Charch, it should
be sllowed to be carried out perfectly aml propes-
ly." This is in the spuit of every legislation. Our
church system would not be slivwed 1o be carried
aut perfectiy und propesly, it it was understood
‘where nnt expressed) that it was only 1o be af-
lowed to be curried out in its impertect and less
proper form.  Suppose a man has kept possession
tor years of a house which he had built tor him-
self v my fand withoul my pecmnission, and tnen
we hud come to an amicable arrangement, and 1
give hin leave, without any restriction, to have a
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* ansard, vol 1asviv, p. 310,
t Bpeech in the Jords, Apnl 90, 1846, Hansard, vol.
Ixxav. p. 4,201,
t 3 Vs clear that no difference whatever is made tn thie
! enactment between Engtand and Ireland. Indecd tiw wordg
Lo aBIng’’ meems (0 apply 10 the furiner, ** using’ 0 the
" lagter. 30 Geurge IV, chap. 7, see. M,

{ suptemacy, then that person would be lisble to a | house there ; could I complain, if when his oid one

| exclude or deny the use of one

lishmen what at present is lawful 10 them in regaid,

.raived2__On_what_grotnd-does -the-astack-—made

‘title by the Catholic clergy.®

required rebuilding, he made it of brick or stone,
and say that | always meant he was only to keep
vp a wooden or temporary house 1 1f any Sover-
eign granted to any distant country its independ-
ence, and power (0 rule itself by a monarchical
government, would it be just, when that form of
jutisdiction was established, to complain and say,
ibat by the concession was only meant a perpetual
state o regency. such as existed uniil the King !
was chusen ? {Jow, il Catholies at their emanci- {
pation were allowed to build up their church ac-|
cording to its avowedly proper plan, which i»epis-
copal, what right can any one have 1o say, * Yes. !
but it was meant that you should only buiid it of
temporary and imperfect malerials, such as we
have tolerated in you during your oppression and
exclusion.’ And then, goverument of a chusch by
vicars apostolic is to its normal state just what a ;
regency is to a monarchy. o

“ Secondly, the law did put on a restriction.
There is an axiom in law, ¢ Erclusio unius est
admissio alterius.’ ‘That is, it you specificaily
pasticular
thing, you theieby admit the lawful use ol lh.ntl
which is not dented. Lo tuke the instance above
given; if I had said in my agreement with the
householdes that he might not in building make
any use of sandstone, this would have impl.ed that
he might employ granite, or limestone, nr any
other stone but the one excluded. Now, if the
law of emancipation did make one exclusion and
probibition respecting the titles of Cathniic bish-
ops, it thereby permitted, as perfectly within law,
whatever in 1hat respect came uot under that ex-
ception. The Act of Emancipation lorbids any
one assuming or using the style or title of any
bishopric or archbishopric of the established
chureh in Englaund or Ireland.* From this it fol-
lows that they are allowed 1o assume any other
titles. ‘The Bishop of London himsell has seen
this, and, in his answer to the Chapter of Wes.l-
miunster, acknowledges that the new Catholic
bishups cannot be touched by the law as it stands ;
but he wishes Parliament 10 be pelitioned for a
new law, which will narrow the liberty here
given us,

* ] conclude, therefore, .

* First, that Catholics, by law, bad a right to
be governed by bishops.

** Secondly, that no law, or suthority, bound
them to be forever governed by vicars apostolic,
and that they were at libeity to huve a hieraschy,
that is, an archbishop and bishops, with local
titles, or titles from places in the country.

¢ Thirdly, that accordingly such titles are not
against any law, so long as they are not the actual
titles held by the Anglicun Hierarchy.

“ Fourthty, that all these conditions baving been
exacily observed in the late erection of the Catho-
lic Hierarchy, this is petfectly legal, perfectly
lawful, and unaseailsble by any present law.

“I'hen why ail the clamour that_ hes been

upon us rest 1 Why have we been denounced—
why held up to public hatred 1 Why pointed out
to public (ury T I have not seea vne paper which,
during the violence of the storm, thought it worth
while to 190k into the quesliou of law, and calmly
inquire—* Have the Cutlilics violated or gone
beyond the law of the land 1 I not, why should
they be thus perseveringly abused 1°

#Js it becanse the church of England is sap-
posed to be attacked by this measure of the Cath-
olic church, or that ils securities are threatened ?
This is the great and natural giievance of the
Anglican cleigy in their remonstiances.  To this
I seply—ABirst, that, even when in the Emancipa-
tion Aet Catholie bishops were restraired hom
taking the very titles held by the Anglican, this
restriction was not imended or supposed to give
the sliglitest security to the Engliah chuich,
Speaking of it the Duke of Wellington senmiked
thut ¢the (vestrictive) clause was no security;
but it would give satisfaction to the united chuieh
of Englund and Ireland.  Acemding to the laws
of Englund, the title nf a diocese belonged to per-
sons appeinted to'it by His Majesty 5 but it was®
desirable that others appainted 10 it by an assumed
authority should be discountenarced, and that was
the reason why the clause was introduced. ‘This
was one of the instances which showed how diffi-
cult it was to legislate upon this subject at all,
He was aware that this clause gave no secuiity to
the established church, nor strengthened it in any
way, but it was inserted to give satisfaction 1o
those who were Jistuthed by this assumption of

“ Even, thesefore, onr being restrained from
adopting its very titles could give no secuiity 1o
the established churen s so that_we may conclude
that still tess security would be given io it by our
being torbidden 1o aseune titles which aie nat
theirs. The legistation an this subject had clearly
no beating on the secutity of the Chuieh of Eny-
land ; and if we aie 10 b considered guilty of an
aggression against her, und have to be dealt wi-h
by tiesh pena! legistution for the purpose of prop-
ping her up. 1 ds not see where you can stop con-
sistently shart of forhidding Catholics o have any
bishops at all.  You cannot make a Jaw that they
shail vnly be governed by vicais-apostolie, which
would be acknowledging directly the Pope’s power
in the realm (which the Protestant bishops, under
oath, cannot do) ; still less can you proceed to tor-
bid them to have bishaps of any sort, which would
put them back into a worse condition than lheyl
were during the aperation nl the peual laws, Any .
step backward is & trenching on the complete |
toleration granted 10 us,

2. The apj.ointment of a Catholic Iierarchy l
does not in auy way deprive the LLuglish estab-
lishment of a single advantage which it now pos-
sesses.  lts bishops 1etain, and. for anything that
the new bistiaps will do, may retain tosever, their !
titles, their rank, their social position, their pre-
eminence, their domestic comtorts, theic palaces,
their lands, theirincomes, withont diminution or
alteration.  Whatever satistaction it has been to
you till now to gee then. so elevated abive their |
Catholic rivals, and tw have iheir wants so amy ly |
provided for, you will stitl enjoy as much as hith- |
erto.  Arnd the same is 1o be sard of the second |
order of elergy: not an archdeacoary, or deanery, -
or canonry. or benefice, or living will be takeq
from them or claine ! by the Catholic priesthoad, |
The outward aspecis of ihe two Churehes will be -
the same.  ‘The Cathalic episcopacy and the Cathe-
o‘llc priesthoud will femain o’ dowbt poor, ango-
ticed by the great, and by the powestul (5 8000 us |
the present commotion shall hyve subsided,) with- ;

Hansacd, vel. 11, p. 530."

? samne sanction.
| sanctionedihe observance of the Roman Catholie res

out eocial rank or pre-eminence. If there be no
security for the English Chureh, in this over-

. whelming balance in its favour of warldly advan-

tages, surely the exclusion of Catholies from the

d- ! possession of local sees will not save it. It really

appears to be a wish on the part of the clerical
agitators to make people believe that some langi-
bfe possession of something solid in their respec-
hive sees has been bestowed upon the new bisho
—¢ something territorial’ as it bas beea called.
Time will unmask the deceit, and show ‘that pot
an inch of land, or a shilling ot money bas been
taken from Protestants, and given in Catbolies,

* 3. Nor is an attempt made 1o diminish any of

i the moral and religious safeguards of that estab-

lishment which views our new measure with
watchtul jealousy. Whatever that institution has
possdssed or doue to influence the people or attach
its affections, it will siill possess and may continue
10 do. ‘That clear, definite, and accordant teack-
ing of the doctrines of their church, that familiss-
iy of intercourse and facility ol access, tbat cluee
and personal mutual acquainiance, that (ace to face
knowledge of each other, that affectionate confi-
dence and warm sympathy, which form the trueat
and strongest and most natural bonds between a

| pastor and his flock, a bishop and his people, you
will enjoy, to the full, as aiuch as you have dope -

till now. ‘I'he new bishops will not have occasion
tv cross the path of the prelates of the Anglican
establishment in their sphere of duty. They wiit
find plenty todo, besides their official duties, in
atiending to the wants of their poor spiritual chij-
dren, especially the multitudes of poor [1ish, whose
peaceful and truly Catholic conduct under the
whitlwind of contumely which has just assailed
them, proves that they bhave not foigotten the
teaching of their church—not to revile when re-
viled, and when they suffer not o threaten,

4, But, in truth, when [ read the frequent
hoasting of the papers, and the exultling replies of
bishops, that this movement in the Catholie
church, instead of weakening, bas strengthened
the established church, by rousing the national Pro-
testantism and awakening dormaut sympathies for
its ecclesiustical arganisation, I cannot but wonder
al the alarm which is expressed. V'he lale mea-
sure is ridiculed a8’ powerless, as effeie, as tending
only to the overthrow of Popery in England. Then
act on this conviction ; show that you believe in
it; give us the little adds of a tiile, which bestowse
no power, rank, wealth or influence on him that
beais it, and keeps undisturbed those other reali~
ties, and let the issue be tried on these teims, o0
much in your favour. Let it be a fair contention,

with theological weapons and fuir asguments. If .

you prevail and Catholicity is extinguished in.the-
island, it will be a victory without remorse. It*
will bave been achieved by the power of the Spirir,
and not by the arm of flesh; it will prove your

cause to be divine. But if, in spite of all your .

present advantage, our religion does advance, does
win over to it the learned, the devour, and the

-chasitable—does spread-itself—widel
‘ponr and simple—then you will not check its

gress by forbidding a Catholic bishop to take the
title of Hexbham or ol Clifton. .

“ But it will be no doubt suid, that many who
do not greatly sympathise with the establisbhment
ate indignant at the late measure, not becauvse Ca-
tholics have obtained a hierarchy, but because its
appointment is the woik of the Pope. This intes-
ference of Rome has sroused so much public fee.-
ing. Let us, then, inquire into this point.

“§ HI. How coutp CATHOLICS OBTAIN THEIR
Higrancny 1 :

- ¢ We.have seen that, not only we possess a full
right by law 1o be governed by bishops, but that
we have un equal right to be governed by them
according to the proper and pesiect form of episco~
pal government, that is, by bishops in ordinery
having their sees and titles in the counliy,

“If we have a perfect right to all this, we bave
no iess a perfect right to employ the ouly means
by which to obtain it.

o We have seen that Catholics are allowed by ©

law to maintain the Pope’s supremaey in eeclesi-
astical and religious inatters, aud one point of thad
supremacy is thal be alone cun coastilvte a- bier-
archy or appoint bishoy's. Theoughout the Cathe
olic woild this is the same. Even where the civie
powes, by an arrangement with the Pope, names,
1hat is proposes, a person to be a bishop, be cannot
be consecrated without the Pope’s confirmation oy
accejitance 3 and if consecrated already, he con
huve no power (o perform any funclions of his
office without the same sanction.

*If, wesrfore, the Catholics of this country
wete ever 1o have a bierarchy at all, it could only
be thraugh the Pope.  He alone couly grant ite

“Tois is no new or unknown docirine; it has
long been tamiliar'to our statesmen, as well as to
every one who has siudied Catholic principles.

* Lord John Russell. in his speech in the House
of Commons, August 6, 1346, thus sensibly speske
on ihe subject :—* I'here is another offence, of in-
troducing a bu.l of the Pope into the couutsy.
Tne question is, whether it is desicable to keep wp
that. or any other penally, foc such an offence. It
does uot appear to me that we can possibly attemps
10 prevent the introduction of the Pope’s bulls inte
this countiy. ‘There are certain bulls of the Pope
which are absolutely uecessary for the appoimi=
meut of bishops and pastors belonging to the Ro-
man Catholic chureh. It woold be quite impossi~
ble 1o prevent the jatroductivn of such bulls.®

* Lord Chas.cellor Lyndburst : ¢ They tolerated
the Catholic prelates, and they knew that these
prelates could not carry on their church establisb-
ments, or conduct its discipline, withoat holding

| communication with the Pope of Rome. No Re-

man Cathelie Bishop could be created without the
authority of a Bull {1om the Pope of Rome ; and ma-
ny of the obs=1vai ces of their church required the
The inoment, therefore; that they

hgionin this country they, by implication, aliowed
the comuuication [(wih the Pope] prohibited by
this statute, and for which it i-nposed the penalties
ol bigh treason. If the law allowed the doctrines
and discipline of the Roman Catholic ehuseh, it
shoul! be permitied to b+ carried on perfectly shd
properly ; and that couid not be without sueh
co:munication.  Ou these grounds he proposed W
repeal the actl.’t  (13ih Lliz.)

* These quotations prove that in both Houses of
Pariiament the priaciple has heen cleasly laid
down; that if the Catholies are to have hishope of
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