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ER"” ON TRISH CATHOLIC
POLITICS.

Tt cannot be concealed that the affairs of British
and Trish Catholicism, so far as they have any con-
nection with political parties, ‘and with the govern-
ment of the day, and with the state in general, are 'in
a condition eminently unsatisfactory. ‘T'hat they are
better than they used to be only.proves in what a
miserable state they were in former times. It is
difficult to conceive anything politically more baneful |
than our former posilion, which was simply a hand-
and-foot Yondage, not 1o the state, but 1o a party in
the slate ; and that the party most radically opposed
in its own principles to every thing that constitutes
the essence of Catholicism. Disastrous and bas of-
ten proved the legalised alliance between this or that
natioaal branch of the Cathalic Church and the secu-
rular government, it wasat any rate recogunised, open,
honoralile ; and the alliance was between the Church
and thit which ought ever to be the friend and. the
minister of the Chureb:  But in this countryy the ac-
cideats of political change had produced a traditional
but unrecognised league between the natural secular
leaders of Catholies and the Whigs—a party which
of all others is most alien in its feelings to those which
Catholicism ereates. Guided by such leaders, temp-
tations of the very iworst kind were held out to us;
and it was ouly by serving our haughty patrons with
the abject servility of Oricntal slaves, that we could
expect a relief from the tyranny which Protestants
exercised over,us.  With rare cxceptians, every Ca-
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tholic of rank, fortune, or education, was pledged to !

the Whigs. By intriguing with the Whigs, or through
the Whigs, we were to be allowed-to pick up the
erumbs voucksafed to us from the table of our mas-
ters. . On condition of bartering our independence for
the wretched wages, we were to be permitted tolera-
tion up Lo the point which our owners (for such they

-eounted themselves) might.think it expedient for their
own purposes. In a word, the Jordly and dainty-,

“fingerdd Whigs found us useful’ in doing tlieir dirty
work against- the Tories in conjunction with the: Dis-
senters, Radicals, and other lean and hunzry expec-
taits. ' -

" At length the times changed. Withall the devot-
edness to political party, as distinct from that respect
to the laws which is truly Catholic, that still lingers
in many quarters amongst us, there can be no ques-
tion that we are now comparatively a free-spirited,
maunly, and seif-relying body. In 1851 a crisis came,
and for a moment we were in terrible peril; but our
most formidable nominal [riends (though real enemies)
lost their temper, forgot their own traditions, and vi-
worously drove us into freedom from their snares. If
the Queen and Lord Jobn Russell could have swal-
lowed their mortification at the establishment of tle
THierarchy, and resolutely devoted themselves to un-
‘dermine us by intrigue, no eye could foresee the mis-
chief they might have done us; but it was the old
story once wmore: Quem Deus wult perdere prius
dementut. Aund the only result of Protestant wrath
has been the fostering of our independence, and the
direction of our energies to the strengthening of our-
selves from within.

Up to this time, nevertheless, the position of the
Catholie cause in parlinment has been anything but
what it ought to have been. "And what it is in parlia-
ment, that it is more or less, in all its relations with
the state ¢ out of deors.” Whaterver were the. gains
won by Emancipation in the House of Lords and
Comrmons, we have been till very recently a nonentity.
There has been no Catholic peer in the upper house
both equal and willing to represent us in such a man-
ner as to command the attention and respect of his
avdience. Something, either in the way of abilities
or character, has always been wanting. The only
man wha has been listened to as a Catholie.and with
a belief among the peers that he had Catholicism. at
lieart above all things, was the late Lord Shrewsbury ;
but he was a Whig of that unhappy school -which
cortrives to unite all sorts of virtues and defects in
‘such a confused jumble as to newiralise the iifluence
for good which théir possessor might exercise. An
earl, a wealthy man, and extremely liberal of his mo-
ney, and in private unimpeachably moral and religious,
his abilities were but'moderate, and his notion of Ca-
thol: - statesmanship was little better than a- back-
stairs intrigning.  is power in the House of Lords

was.absolutely nothing ; however much he might be
persofially respected, as a parliamentary advocate he
never, praduced the, smallest result, while in the secret
ministerial. chambers, both at home and abroad, he
,cbnl_rivet_l,}t@ effect: far more Larin. than .good. .
+ Inithe Houée of Comnons, the only inen of note
‘that” Emancipation introduced: were O’Connell and
‘Shejt:. The tatter was 3 brillaat, and almost @ power-
fuf sheaker, but lie;as & mere olitical. partisan 3 he
Was.knoiwn to_the world to. be personally,a Catholic,
byt Catholic . influence; e bad none, . even -nominally.

-Whig Cathalics.

-The former, though: he: undoubtedly’ exercised-a cer-
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tain amount of power in the House of Commons, was
only accidentally, and in certain incidental circum-"
stauces, an exponent of the wishes of Catholies as
suich, THe was the leader of a political party, among
whose aiins the advancement of the Catholic cause
beld a subordinate place, and which numbered in its
ranks many persons who rather Liated the Pope than
otherwise. (’Connell’s parliamentary tactics were
moreover. ilentical with those of the old Whig schioo! 3,
his system was to strike bargains with the ministry of
the day, buying and selling favors and support, and
working upon the fears of those whom he desired to
influence, 'I'he practical result we all know to have
been little indeed, so far as Catholicism is concerned.

"I'be first member of parliament whom we have had
of any distinction and influence as a Catlolic has
been Mr. Fiederick Lucas.  Of him, even those who
dislike him the most admit that he has met with a
success lar from common in an assembly of so pecu-
liar a character as the lower house. When lie was
first elected for Meath, speculation was alive as to
the figure he would make in his new sphere. Long
before the Catholic public as a journalist, and the
object of vehement distaste from some, and as vehe-
ment admiration from others, it was usually sup-
posed that he would carry into parliament the
defects as well as the merits of his newspaper
writings, Those who hoped most from lim could
hardly have avoided fearing that he would ruin him-
self before the liouse by the same passionate fondness
of personalities, and the same tendency to the extra-
vagant exaggeration of one side of every question,
which have marked his career as a journalist. Every-
body who knewthe temper of the house was certain
that it would not for an instant endure anything like
aa article-from the Tadlet, however cogent its reason-
ings or forcible its language.

For ourselves, as we have never been among either
Mr. Lucas’s partisans or his enemies, we do not
scruple to say, that long before lie entered parliament

we regarded his'style of speaking'as eminently suited

to the House of Commons. ""The gladiatorial cast of
his writing represents only a portion-of his character.

| Nor is he really at home when he’ assumes the dema-

gogue, and sets a few thousand people stamping, and
clapping, and shouting themselves hoarse. He has
none of the rollicking recklessness of the true popu-.
lar oratar. = Of that jovial good-Lumor and relish for
2 row simply for the fun of it, without a desire to do
anybody any serious harm, which enabled O*Connell
to go through life as a demagogue with so few per-
sonal enemies, Mr. Lucas has none. The blows he
inflicts are too serious to be forgiven ; and that very
conscientiousness which restrains him within the limits
of orthodoxy and truthfulness,drives him to resort to
the very extremes of personal abuse in order to make
the impression he desires on audiences incapable of
deliberate veasoning. His proper sphere is the House
of Commons, where he has deservedly extorted the
admiration and respect even of those who most dis-
agree with him. Ile speaks seldom; when he does

I s0, he speaks like a man who knows what he is about,

and is in caraestin wishing to bring about certain po-
sitive, practical results. He avoids clap-trap and
exagreration ; he bas never dealt in personalities;
and he delivers Limself with that plucky cowage and
determination wlich are-asacceptable to the house as
mere vulgar bravado is offensive and intolerable.
Above all, lie is recognised by the house as a Catho-
lic, not in name, but in reality. He may be a Tenant
Leaguer, an anti-Ministerialist, or anything else be-
sides; but his distinctive character- is that of a. Ca-
tholic who loves lis faith, who obeys its .commands,
and who would sacrifice, every other consideration if
he believed it to interfere with Catholic interests,

With all this, Mr. Lucas and his followers have
fallen into that very polilical system which he has
spent bis life as a journalist in denouncing ia the old
He bas set up a theory, and en-
deavored to reduce it' to practice,” which .is neither
more nor less than the old scheme of employing poli-
{ical combinalions in order 'to force concessions to
Catholicism {rom the government of the day.. The
sole distinction exists in the terms of the bargain.
O'Connell and bis party, and the English Catholic
Whigs and their party, struck bargains with the peo-
ple in power, in- consideration of which they gave
them their support in political measures of rarious
kinds. ‘This new party of ¢independent opposition,’
as they term themselves, have as yet effected no bar-
gain, simply because the terms they offer are such as
no government will agree to. .The.principle of; mix-.
ing up political maneuvring with theadvahcement of
the Catholic cause is' commor loth to Mr; Lucas-and
his‘old antagonists ; and beth together dol'but! copy
the old Radical party (when  Radicalism’ wad aive),

‘of ivhich Grote, Maleswarth, and Huine yere the
‘leaders.. Girve us ¢ tenant right?.and abolish the: Trish
.Churcl- Establishment, says-Mr: Lucas. to.Tuord

Aberdeen, and we are yours, . »And-be-adds, ‘happily

not on the floor of the Houseof Commons, but in
speeches and articles innumerable, that Messrs.
Keogl, Sadleir, and a host more; are scoundrels and
traitors to Catholicisin, because, having joined these
“independent appositionists,’ they left him in the Jurch,
and thought that, after all, there is nothing like the
loaves and fishes.

Now this system, we are convinced, is as pernici-
aus to Catholics in Mr. Lucas’s hands as it was in
‘Lord Shrewsbury’s. No good can come of it and
we shall be strangely surprised if it does not bring
forth quite as much harm as the intrigues of decayed
old Whig cliquism. Indeed, it las from the first
borne no fruit but veritable ¢ apples of Sodom ;’ and
#s time goes on, and events take that natural course
which no parliamentary leader on earth can arrest,
got only will the good which Mr. Lucas and otliers
like him might do be lamentably neutralised, but in-
ternal mischief will result amongst Britizh and Irish
‘Catholics themselves of the most serious and lasting
kind., If a Cathalic member is to work upon the
‘Protestant House of Commons for the benefit of re-
ligion, he must neither be the head nor a joint of the
tail of any political party, out of office or in it. Of
course, we speak of afluirs as they now stand, when
it is impossible for a zealous, devoted, and able Ca-
tholic to take a lead, either in the cabwet or in the
general opposition. Nor do we pretend that it is,
strictly speaking, the duty of every Catliolic member
to take no office, and asstune no position which may
diminish his influence as a Catholic. All men are
not bound tu devote everything they possess, whether
in or out of parliament, to the advaucement of reli-
gion. A man who cannot live without the pay of
office commits no sin in accepting an inferior position,
which, though it may perfectly barmonise with his
secular politics, may depress him into a nonentity as a
Catlolic member. Viewing, however, the question
as a religious one, we ' see nothing but evil about to
‘result from this scheme of mixing up the ‘defence of
‘Gatholic interests with the suecess of certain political
demands. Indeed, it has already done 5o much mis-
‘chief that many eyes must have been opened to the
dangerous prineiple en which it is based.

The very first practical necessity which springs
from its'adoption is enough to make every wise man
and zealous Catholic pause before he stirs another
step. The representation of the Catlolic cause is
committed to the charge of men whose character and
speeches can do nothing but prejudice it in the minds
of those whom it is our business to conciliate. Once
admit any question not strictly religious into a com-
panionship with the Catholic cause, and your suppor-
ters become your most fatal enemies. Our ranks are
swelled with a host of men, some Catholics (nomi-
nally), some not, but who all agree in employmg us
and our demands as tools for accomplishing their sel-
fish ends. Those ends may be, in some cases, mere
personal display, the vulgar ambition of notoriety, to
be gained by speechmaking, scribbling, or blowing
any loud-roaring instrumsent in a “brass band, To
anticipate any gain to Catholicism, in the present
temper of the English people, from the advocacy of
such men as these, shows an enlire misconception of
the means by which maakind are affected. "There is
but one word which expresses the character of a cer-
tain portion of the advocacy which it has been our
misfortune to undergo, and which las solely resulted
from this contamination of Cathalit interests with po-
litical schemes—that word is ¢ blackguarding,” We
do not, of course, mention names; but the fact is
only too patent that Mr. Lutcas las or has lad, in or
out of parliament, certain followers, or certain coad-
jutors, of whose character as public nen and ¢ oratory’
this word gives the only true description. The alli-
ance of such men we hold to be pernicious to the last
degree. ..They prejudice. every right-thinking man
among Protestants against us. They give the worst
coloring to our best acts, and foster the too common
notion that we Catholies—DBishops, Priests, and lay-
men-—are a mob of low, cunning, selfish intriguers
whom anybody can buy, if only he will not slickle at
the exorbitance of the purchase money. We put it
to Mr. Lucas - and the truly Catholic upholders of
this “independent opposition party,’ whether the po-
sition which the member for Meath has attainéd in the
House as 2’ Catholic is in the slightest degree owing
to- the support @nd companionship of any one of the
partisans'who lang on by his skirts, or who submit to
his leadership, and warm themselves in the sunshine
of his respectability. 1s it not certain that iffhe had
'stoodalone—that :is, as an independent member,
-pledgeéd neithér-to nor against the ministry, "and un-
‘]ligmperédv"by:- the ¢ friendship® of - Mr.——, and
-Mri—= . y
‘riotiless; but-far more-of the respect’qf ‘thé* hoise ;
and‘would -have been looked upon only as'a ria'pré'se'livé
 tativerof Catholic énergy, Cathalic” views; dnd Can
tholic'kndwleilge, instéad of baving this noble cha-
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yand:Mr.——, he-would hive commanded |

'NO. 3L

spirit, jealousy, and intrigue? And what is true of
the member for Meath is equally true of every ather
member who has at heart, not this or that politieal
mave, but the welfare of British and Trish Catholies,
and the advance of the true religion.

From this unnatural ailiance between gold and
clay resulis further an internal scandal of tie first
magnitnde. When men, aiming really at different ends,
and animated by different principles, agree to act to-
gether for one professed purpose, in & very brief
space cirenmstances inevitably arise which make them
part company on the most unamicable terms. The
forbearance and charity of the best men is, then, not
alitle tried ; ang as in such cases there are sure to
be ytwo sides to the questions on which they sphit,
resh divisions arise among the heartiest Catholits
themselves, aud a war of words and il fecling Le-
wins, till we are sick to death of the miserable spee-
tacle of disunion. We have liad a specimen of this
in the warfare between Messrs. Lucas, Moore, Dul-
fy, &ec., on the one side, and Messrs. Keogh,.Sad-
lier, &e., on the other, since Lord Aberdeen formed
nis government. The personal abuse which has beer
poured out in torrents on both sides—tlie recriminat-
ing parties being all Catholics—is as mischievors as
it is wearying.  Tle sole result is additional bitter-
ness of feeling and heart-burnings ; while the Pro-
testant world is edified with the spectacle of Catlialiv
Clergymen as well as Jaymen espousing with all the
ardor of personal partisanship the opposite sides 'in
clectioneering contesis. If any of our readers wish
to know the kind of blessings we derive from the in-
troduction of those fiery personalities, we recom-
mend them 10 read a Dublin newspaper, called the
Weelly Telegrapl, a journal which is sold ata very
cheap price, and has a large circulation. ‘T'his pa-
per, veliemently Catholic in profession, ‘and, for all
we know, sincerely so, has literally no aim but the
personal abuse of Mr. Lueas. He is to it what the
Pope isto a certain -class. of Protestants; without
him their vocation is gone. And these scurrilities are
calculatédweekly by {housands among the Catholics
of Treland and England. Its conductors and pro-
prietors have been so maddencd by the attacks of
Mr. Lucas and his party, that they seem to think no
ane can ever be tired with repelitions of what.they
think the infamous conduct of which he las been
guilly. And this delectable dish is served up, i€
what they tell us is true, to nearly twenty thousand
subseribers. A truly edifying relaxation for a pious
Catholic on a Sunday after hearing Mass !

But, again, il these party tactics surround us with
highly undesirable adherents, they as certainly pre-
vent any cordial action of the entire body, or even
of a large majority of those who are Catlolics, and
Catholics above everything else. As to getting all
good Catholics Lo agree in the political measures thus
tacked on the promotion of Catliolic interests, itisa
mere dream. We Jdiffer in our politics, and we al-
ways shall differ as long as we are good for anything.
Here is this “ tenant right” question, for instance.—
The defence of the Catliolic poor in the Ilouse of
Commons is to be entangled, forsooth, with one of
the maost complicated questions ‘of political economy.
A question, moreover, of so peculiar a kind that any
general enthusiasm about it is amply impossible.—
Whether tenant right” is really desirable or not,
has nothing to do with the question. Itisa very
dificult, a very Jocal, and a vary dry subject to any-
body but landholders and farmers, and every attempt
to “ get np” popular interest in it has to be spiced
strongly with abuse and violence of language. Be
this, however, as it may, it is, lamenable that our
best advocates in parliament should stand pledged to
oppose eveyy. government which will not grant a de-
‘mand that no gavernment éver will grant, and which
‘throws an air of unreality and shainming over'every-
thing they say or do. Say what people will, the
question is theoretically very difficult; while practi-
cally five persons out of six will say, © If the Irish
attorneys are so stupid that they eannot, or so dis-
honest that they will not, draw up preper agreements
between Jandlords and tenants, acts of parliaments
can do nothing in the matter.” "As to the'idea that
any parliament will ever grant a’compensation for
‘money Spent on land in: times past, we may just- as
reasonably expect some fire morning to hear of a hote
arriving in Golden-square from the Archbishop of
Canterbury to the following effect :— My dear Lord
Cardinal —Pray do ‘me tle favor toaccept two thou-
sand pounds a year out of ‘my ' Archiepiscopal’ reve-
nues.” The next time you communicate: with *the
Pope, be so'kind ‘as to*present-liis Holiness ‘with my
most ‘dutiful respects:” DR S-S

But- worse than all is

“the - false position in, which

this recent revival of the old scheme, is .certain ‘to

place its‘adherents with respect to the highest autho- -
rities_in the Church. | The_quarrels now _agitating
Treland on the subject of priestly, interference in’ po~

raotér digimed by ‘suspicions ‘of ‘agitatarship,” fiarty

ities are the natural consequience of this juiabling of



