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"PROS AND CONS.

N. B. Lach separate topic, as it commences, is distinguished by the

mark §, and the arguments under each are numbered in their

logical order.

Pros.
§ 1. The Catholics, to a man,
demand Emancipation.

§ 1. The Irish members are

two to one in favour of Eman-
cipation.

8. Their being elected by
Catholics is, on the contrary,
the best proof of their disin-
terestedness ; because, if the
measure be carried, they will
lose their seats. -

§ 1. England is the only.

European State that makes the
Catholic religion a political dis-
qualification.

8. The Pope Would, no dou'bt,

‘ Com*. |
2. Conceded. ‘

2. Granted; ,bui.:
they are interested,
because they are

elected by Catholics.

4. No reply.

2. Granted; but
other States have
permission from the
Pope to exercise a
‘Veto on the nomi-
nation of the Catho-
lic Bishops.

4. No reply.
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Pros.
allow us the same veto, if our
laws permitted a negociation.
§ 1. To refuse Emancipa-
tion, is to persist in a breach
of the Treaty of Limerick.

3. No one judges of a con-
tract by the interpretation of
an interested party.

6. If the Treaty only applied

to a part of the people, keep it
with that part.

7. The first article of the
Treaty, at least, is general. .

9. A religion is not free
which exposes its professors to
civil disabilities.

§ 1. To refuse Emancipa-
tion is a breach of the national
faith virtually pledged at the
Union. ’

Cons.

2. It is no breach
of the Treaty, as in-
terpreted by King
William and his Par-
liament.

4. No reply.

5. It ismo breach
of the Treaty; be-
cause the 'Treaty
only applied to a
part of the people.

8. But the first
article refers solely
to the freedom of

religion.

10. No reply.

2. Granted ; but
the advocates of
Emancipation have
lost their claim, be-
cause they have
shifted the ground
of their demands in

Pros.

3. The advocates of Eman—

cipation have not abandoned

the principle of securities ; they
have only not brought them so
prominently. forward as for-
merly ; first, because their op-

- ponents do not demand them
as peremptorily;* secondly,

because these much-talked.of
securities have been already,
with safety, neglected on occa-

sion of the most important con- -

Cons.
abandoning the prin-
ciple of securities.

4. No reply.

cessions, #2%.in 1793, and in

1818.

§ 1. There is no mode of

tranquillizing
Emancipation.

Ireland but

3. The Catholic priesth‘o_od

cannot be put down without

putting down the Catholic reli-
gion, and the Catholic religion
cannot  be put down without

exterminating the population

* See Lord Liverpool's Speech, in
1825.

. justice.

2. There are two
other - modes, - i,
putting down Ca-
tholic Priesthood, or
administering eciual

4. No reply.



Pros.
of Ireland; and the adminis-
tration of justice has improved,
but the discontent has- grown
worse.
2. Our ancestors were Ca-

tholics, and Europe is Catholic.

2. The King has acknow-
ledged his confidence in the

allegiance of Catholics, 'in
Lord Sidmouth’s circular let-
ter, on occasion of his visit to
Ireland. The Parliament has
acknowledged its confidence in
the allegiance of Catholics, by
5 Eliz. cap. 1; 18 Geo. III.
cap. 60; 81 Geo. III. cap. 32;
and 43 Geo. IIL.; and the al-

legiance of the Catholics has

been proved by their conduct
in Ireland, and most - remark-

ably by the adherence of Ca-

nada to its allegiancé, when

the other American States re-

volted.
§ 1. The Catholics are ready
to take the oath of allegiance.

Cons.

§ 1. Itis expedient

to refuse Emancipa-
tion, because the Ca-
tholics are hostile to
liberty. :

- L. Itis expedient
to refuse Emancipa-

‘tion, because .Catho-

lics will  not* bear
allegiance to a Pro-
testant King.

2. They are not
to be believed -on
oath,

‘Pros.

3. Then what good is there
in the oath of supremacy bemg '

imposed on them? -

2. The Catholicreligion Wlll '

not. advance the less, for ex-
cludmg thirty Cathehcs frofy
Parliament. -

- 2. Our ancestors had a Pre-
tender to fear.

Cons.
4. No answer. = °

§ 1. It is expedi-
ent to refuse Eman-

‘cipation, because:the
Catholi¢.. rehglon is
. advancing::

§ 1. Itis expedl-

- ent to refuse: Eman-

¢ipation; because: our
ancéstors deented the

‘present .. resfrictions

_ the best security for

2. We have élready aban-
doned it in part, and to stop

where we now are is to adopt
a most dangerous policy ; nanie-
ly, that of giving power to the
lower classes, and keeping it
from the upper.

2. The Catholics could easily
elect members for this purpose,
or any other, under the exist-
ing laws, but they do not.

2. Emancipation would not

a.Protestant King: -

~§ LTt is expe-
dient to adhere:.to
the policy of our
ancestors.

- § L It is expedi-

“ent to refuse Eman-
_cipation, because the
- Catholics would  e-

lect members to sib-
vert the Chulch of
the Empire. -

§ 1. It is expedi.
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Pros.
give new political power to the

Catholics ; they already possess

all real political power in the
elective franchise; what . re-
mains to be given is not power,
but Lonour : to 1efuse, may in-
sult them, but it can take away
real strength only from our-
selves. =

2. The: danger of the Irish

Church arises from the magni-’
tude of the Catholi¢ popula~’
tion, and nothing else i and how

can the exclusion of thitty *in-

- Cons.

- ent to refuse Eman-
cipation, because to.
give mew  political

power to the Catho-

lics would endanger.
~the Church of Il e-

land.

§ 1. To refu_sé E-

mancipation, is the

- best security for the
- Irish Church.

dividuals from Pailiament di-

minish or check" that popula—"'

tion? o ey

DIVISION

Pms v
Placemen - - - - 29

Cons

Placemen - - - = 42

Brothers, or. Sons ‘of
Placemen - - =10
Enghsh and Welsh
County - Members - 36

Irish Members - - 57

» Brothers, or Sons of

Placemen - - - 38
County  Members :

Welsh and English 39
Irish Members - - 84

DEBATE or 5th & 6th MARCH 1827’

S

A REMAR that-every one’will make on this mémo=
rable! Debate® is;-:that four-fifths of it‘»hadvnpthiﬁgjeto;
do:with:the: quéstion-before the House.- - The: House
was' called’ upon- to- consider tli¢- condition of- the
Catholics! in: Treland:- - All parties- agreed- in- repre=~
senting this:ds a-mest’ morhentous object. of consi~
deration:;s and - this- point- being: oﬁce-‘ag‘re‘edf on;- all-
further:debate: on- the- question then- proposed ought:
tor have® ended,> aid the- résolution- acquiesced in =
but; instead of-this, a-long: discussion- ensued’ on’ the-
terits' of-the*Catholic’Quéstion;-whereby the - oppo-~
neits ofthe resolution fell into the-gross-inconsistency:
of saying, the-Cathelic Question- ought-not to-be ‘con-
sidered+at-all; w——and tyet- con51de‘r1ng it most-fully’and
atilargé. . , -

‘But-it-may be- sald that the 7eal questlon upomn
this resolution in fact-was; whether or no theCathohcs-
should:be- emiancipated:?: Fo this-I-reply,-that Pars
liamentary: formis - .ate-either-good-for something,, o

A b
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not. If they are good for something, let them be
supported in practice : if not, let them be abolished.
And I may add to this, that whatever interpretation
old tacticians in Parliament may put upon these

‘distinctions, the country cohsiders them to mean

what they plainly. import; and an Irish Catholic
will ‘be ‘doubly ‘indignant when he’ ﬁnds, that Par-
liament will not listen to him at all, to what he
would be if' they gave him a patient hearing, and
1eJected his prayer. In support of this assertion,

I refer my readers to the comments of the most

popular journals in Ireland and England. - Since,
however, the effect "of this *sti"eﬁge- and devious ‘mode
of reasoning probably was, to léad every Member of

the House, then present, fo consider himself as deli-
berating " on the : Catholic “Question itself,” oné' is

naturally led. ‘to- 1nq1ure, what are the grounds -on:
Whlch the opinion of an honest man ought’ to rest,

upon ‘this important subject? - “The ‘considerations:

involved in this’ inquiry may be ranged under: two

heads :=—1. Mattér of Evidence. ‘2. Matter of

Policy. By Evidence, we are to ascertain. the evil ;
by Pohcy, we are to admlnlster the cure. o
First, then, what is the evil? The evil may be~
considered as compound—part of it may, for the:
sake of distinction, be called proximate ; and part’ of
it, remote. ‘Now, the evidence, as to what is the
prox1mate evil, is most satisfactory.. All sides.agree
in statmg ‘the prox1mate evil:to be the discontent of
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six- millions of Catholics; on the subject - of their - civil
disabilities. T he more remote evil, or, in other
words, the; true cause of this discontent, is more
disputed; and we have here to judge between cons
flicting. evidence.  Some say, the disqualifyiﬁ*g: laws

are. the‘ eau's'e,’ and’ that the Irish' Catholi‘cs aétually

Others say, that they do not feel and cannot feel

any such thing; because: the body of .them  does not“
really. suffer at all by those laws; but that tHey ‘are
-excited by their demagogues and ‘priesthood to bélieve-

themselves injured" and ;degraded. "How dre’ we. td
decide between' these two._statements 2 'Which aré
we: to believe;? We are to believe: that wh1ch is
supported by the best: testlmony Now, look: to the
credit of the principal witnesses' on: elther side ;: and
béar in mind, that their. credit tests.on two quahtles-—-
disinterestedness and ]mowledge Of the former opi-
nion* are, Mr. Plunkett "who may be'said to pass his
life in- Ireland and who- has . every. advantage: for
formmg a-just conclusmn on the subject; from- his
high official situation, great honesty, and- great abi-
lities; Sir John' Newport; who' has’ also- passed. the

-greater pait of his’ long and virtuous life in Ireland,

and’is admitted; by his opponerits as well as his sup-
pdrters; to'lie-perfectly disinterested in all his views;
Mr - Spring: Ricé; also a- resident in: Ireland,” whdse

& I am here conﬁnmg myself to the Debate&s The balanqe

......
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industry, - honesty, and ablhtles are -equally-ackriow-
ledged : : -

-On the-other hand; the: enly 1mportant witness in
this:‘debate; who - says that the population is-only
excited by demagogues and the priesthood; and does

- not,-of itself, care about Emancipation;is Mr: Dawson.

For it is remarkéable, that, as to #his: point; Mr. : Peel

- and Mr.'Goulburn, whoese knowledge and character
‘place them in. the first rank: of -what aze‘called:Anti-
- Catholics; bear:no testimony: at-all.s Now, Mr:Daw-

son, having belonged to.Orange. societies, -and having
headed: the faction of :the Protestant:ascendancy»in
his county for many years, mist-have-imbibed 'strong
prejirdices. on' the subject; and have a strong. inferest
in: retaining: that" pQWexwhlch - cireumstanees -have

- bestowed on Lim. ' There is every reason to suppose,
-also, that He is an’ zgnoé:tmt witness, since ‘he, for the

most patt, ‘vesides in'England. Any one, therefore,

who: deems+this dispute ' important to-the:.question,

must, T thﬁik;' upon * this -balance  of :evidenee, +be
assured : thatthe main" boedy -of the Trish :Gatholies
are not merely excited to a sensibility on :the rsub-
ject of “Emancipation by’ their priests -and - dema-
gogues; but -have; themselves, a deep feeling on- the
qne‘stidné ‘quite - unaffected by the influence of -indi-

~iduals. But it may reasonably be held, .that ‘this

dispute - about  the . true cause of: the discontents ‘is
entn‘ely ummpm tant to the questmn for even'if it
be the Buests and demagogues only Who exc1te the

dissatisfaetion, it may . still fairly. be :concludedthat
Emancipation will put aniend tto. it,ﬁ--:ljy‘y‘j‘tal(-ing«afnem

these the very: hasis of, their political influence. - But
~ whatever may:he the émpontance of this idispute,. it

is at least ‘not the; ﬁmf:bhat arises in.the. dlscussmn of
the merits .of the: questmn DT it b :

.-'The first point- to be. settled iy, tha,t\?thgme 28 - eml
in coneeding J]manclpatlon, and. the.proof:of this lies
on-the enemies of the measure. .~ -

. If Taws had been passed,-a: century ago, te pr ohlblt
Cathohcs Afrom-wearing swhite -hats, and.they .were
nOW: 40 demsmd, ;with-one, yoice, “a. repeal of :those
lass (since it could mever, enter the head of man. that
any:evil. .could . result- from,granting if), -should -we
stop to . inquire,: whatjwas. the: 7eql. cause; of #h
demand ?. or, what was the real; good. to result from

- theconcession 2 or; how long. it would. serve: to icon-

tent them ?,./ So: with .Cathelic Emamnpatwn, the
demand is alozze sufficient-to,make the concession; ex-
‘pedient, mhatever may be the cause of that demand,
- umless it is.shown. that some evil will ensue. from.the

- goncession. - Now. I affirm; that this.cannot; by:possi-

“bility, ‘be.shown.  If 1:am . right, the question.of
Policy : is : settled,  of course. :. No man-can dispute,
that it is politic to grant to a people:that which:they
§lalm, and. which,  if conceded can.do-nBo InJuL'y to
them :or .tg others, : In this view, {cherefore, all: that
gan’ he said on the eyils that will result from Cathohg:
Emaneipation,-may -be, - for - the sake of clearness,

T e
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ranged under the second head of the dlvmon made

above, namely, that of Policy.

- What, then; is the grand evil, as it is- stated of
granting the claims of the Catholics? The evil is
stated, by Mr. Peel; to be' the exposure of the Pro-
testant Church and Protestant State (not of Iréland;
but of. the Empire) to the danger of subversion,
Now; in judging of probabilities, what is the principle
we go. by ?——analogy. : The argument of analogy is
directly against this supposition'; for; with what sem-
blance, of  plausibility .can' it be contended that the
Catholic. religion (the, samée; confessedly; all over the
world),should render its followeérs more hostile to 4
predomivating , Protéstant: establishment,. in Church
and. State; in our: kingdony. of Great Britain, than in
other,, kmgdoms where that religion- prevallb . Let
it. always bie reniembéred; that I am arguing. heye

agamst the charge made against the Catholics, laity:
and clelgy, .of desmng 8 2otal subversion: of - Protéss
isantlsm . 'L shall. présently .consider the - charge’

r,e;spectmg ‘the Ivish Establishment. alone.. I ask,

- then; if it i$ not,a notorious -fact, that there are

many states, in: Europe and Amenca, where: Catholie

: and Protestant estabhshments co-emst wzthoufz there-;

Where all that is demanded by elther, are- rlghts and
pr1v11eges propm tioried to the impertance and nuribér

of their respective followers-—that is to say; rights and

priviléges to which the wise prirciple of- toleration

15

entitles them.. Do we ever hear of the laymen of
these countries fighting for the extension of the terri-
tories of their several churches beyond: ‘those limits
which justice requires? -Laymen- have, m these
times, no zeal about church politics. =
Con51der1ng, therefore, the charastér of Céthohc
statesmen, and the little connexion:that appears ‘to
subsist between them and the priests 'of their faith in
foreign countries, the utmost that can, in fairness, be
maintained by the opponents of Catholic Emanmpatlon
is, that this medsure might lead to a: co-esz‘a&lzslzment
of a Catholic church with our‘Protestait, proportioned
to the exigenciés “of “the - Catholies; and ‘why ‘1ot ?
Have we not abundant redSon to” conclude; S that if
such wele to become the eccleswstlcal conqtlt‘ ,’1on of

smmlau* to those Whlch ensue from a hke blendmg of
institutioris-abroad ? ‘Why is- it: more likely, in such
an-event, that an Irish or an English Catholic should
hate an Irish or an English Protestant, on account of
his religion; more than a Swiss Catholi¢ is found. to
hate a Swiss Protestant, or a German Catholic a Ger-

man Protestant, and- so forth 2 . But it is constantly

asserted, that the Catholic religion is'a religion of
aggression ; that it still possesses the character of a
boundless ambition, to convert, or to destroy- all those
ofa different persuasion. Are the persons who assert
this acquainted with- the state: of any European
country but Ireland ?: If they be so, they must know.
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that what' they assert’ is- false; of the religion: gaigs

rally; and; if‘they have any reflection; they must:bid
struck with' the difference in' the'chiaracters:oft persony

of that ‘persuasion; i respect-‘of‘a"‘spiﬂu of-amBition .

and aggressmn, abroad andi at-Hemes- Nowyithe tenets
of thier eho‘lon bem o the same every-where; liow: comes
o pass: sthat Iush Cathiolids are tmbulentb pushmg,.
andiambitious; and‘others: notiso > - Different effects

argue® différent: causess: butt the: differonve: cannot:lid
ih’éthe‘reli‘gion » thattis theisames Where; thénjdoes

it lHe? I the dlﬁ’erenceéof ther1r pohtw'ah cOndrtion

albﬁe‘;“-"' o . i -
- Ifianalogy-be & sound plln(}lplé)f(fl‘ pohtwal reasons

ing; - thevefore: we mayi “safelyv. conelade, that: the-

commen'-idea’ of " the: corrsequen’eesu of ant -establishz
ment) partially:Catholic, takingroot inithis-empire;is
founded: om & very false notion: of  thestate ol men’s
minds:on’ rehglon\m the-present age.- ' Sughia’ result.
could” produce no* more-harm heve thairit hass done
elsewhieres - It: has: riorwheres beens ploductw& ofral a
spiritiof:encroachment; and therefore:it:will niot beso

Bit; perhaps, the analégoustcases: which-I hiaverred

ferréd o} to'show-that'the very-utmost inmovationdn

our-ecclesiastical lestablishment; which:could:by possia

bility ensue from GathblfC"Emaﬁcip‘atioh;'in anywiew
of reason ‘and’ common sensey’ is Aaﬂpartral recogmﬁrom-
of+a:Catholic establlshment by:law, maymotiappeas
,satlsfaetOry to~ someé minds; becauses they - cantiot:
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refrain from believing, that there 1s somethmg pecuhar

in Ims]z Cathohc1sm-——that the tenets of that rellglon..
work i in some new and strange way in the brains of an""
Irlshman, and make hlm a belno‘ totally‘ dlfferent in

splrlt from hls brethren abl oad I have ated above,

the most 1at10nal cause that can be ass1gned for any_j
pelcelvable d1ffe1ence in the charactels of the fol-

lowers of Cathohclsm in Il eland fr om therr characters‘
in forelgn countrles, in respect of ;rehglous stt
But it may st111 by some be beheved' that 1t 1s not

from thelr condltlon of 01v11 dlsquahﬁcatlon, but fl om |

thelr bnth and blood that thls dlﬁ'elence arlses and
TR

that because they now, Zzlce all other human belngs
in sunllar cir cumstances, ask for more than they have,

M8

they w1ll alwag/s, zmlzke all other human bemgs, ask

“" i1, fivany

for moxe than we glve them ' that’ because they now .

IS 432 23 TETOYY G

w1sh lzlce all other men, to he” put on a level w1th
thelr fellow sub‘]ects,‘ they will hereafter Wlsh “unlilié”
all other men, to be‘sé’t. above theim. Every man, and
every body of men, w111 no doubt always desire as”
much power as they can obtain'; ; but bef01e it can be
admitted that the Cathohcs will, as a body_-—umted
and co- operatmg-——even desw'e supreme power Giter
l*lrnanmpatmn is granted it must be shown, by some
expemence of these days, that an esp7 it de cor ps, on’
account of thelr rehglon, will continue to subsmt
among them What ev1dence, however, 1s . there of
the plobablhty of such acase? Isit thelr rellglon

that unites them now, as a body, hostlle to Protes-

B o o e
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tants, or thelr state of political pl’OSCI‘lpthIl ? Rehglon
is not now, in any part of the civilized world, a bond
of union of étsclf to politicians. The political inw

triguers of the Catholics will, after their political pi'os-'

crlptlon is ended, be no more inclined to co- operate
because of their 1e11g1on being the same, than any
Protestant statesmen in Europe as for 1nstance, Lord
Eldon and Mr. Canmnw are now mclmed to co-ope-
rate, because ﬂzey are Protestants. It being- hlghly
Improbable, therefore, that the Cathohc rehglon, of
itself, should, in these times, ever form a bond of poh-
tical union among Cathohc laymen, so- far EmanCL-

pation would weaken their strength ; ‘but, for sake of

argument 1 will suppose that they will still contmue
politically combined, as unanlmously as they are now,
although all their civil degradation were ended: I
imagine it is not contended that they are now .s'tf*onr»
enough to overturn Church and State, it is only sald

that they will be then ; “and therefore it must be sup-

posed, that they will materially gain in strength by
the concessions proposed. Mr. Peel has argued this
point for the Antl-cathohcs, as'well, perhaps, as it can
be argued I will take it therefore, as the best advep-
sary’s case. He says that thirty Catholic Members
in the House of  Commons, and five or six Cathohc
Peers in the House of Lords, will cermmlg/ aim at
the overthrow of the Protestant Church: and State,
and may overthrow it. I have shown that, if’ they
ever unite to aim at thls, they are unlike all their
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brethren in similar circumstances ; and not only that,
but unlike all other civilized human beings of any
religious persuasion in the present age. But if, in
contradiction to all the principles of human nature,
the Catholic religion united all the admitted Members
ever so zealously, for the destruction of the Protestant.
State and Church, how is it to be accomplished ? Let
any man look ‘at each sticcessive stage of such a pro-
ceedmg, and ask himself if there is any probab111ty of
any one, or any poss1b111ty of all of them being accom-
plished? ~ One of these thirty Members must be sup-
posed to have the audacity and folly to get up. and
propose, to a British House of Commons, some mea-
sure directly or indirectly tending to undermine the
established Church of the Hmpire. C

Now, the Antl—Cathohcs, as well as myself prof‘ess
themselves great admirers of our Constltutlon, and
they must therefore be supposed to be great admirers
of the House of Commons, as the principal part of
that Constitution; and their admiration is either
worth nothing, or they must admire it for its Jjustice,
for its temperance, for its sensibility to the interests

.of the people at large, and such other virtues as dis-

tinguish a Legislature. But if they are convinced
that the House of Commons has these great qualities,
with what consistency can they imagine, that it will
ever countenance, in any degree,'a proposition so
monstrous as, that an ecclesiastical establishment
adverse to the faith of three-fourths of the people of

ced
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this empire, should be for ced upon them, in violation
of all honesty and justice.”. ‘But they not only, by

adopting this extr avapémt hypothesis, belie their own: .‘
opinion of the Constitution, but unconsciously utter

the foulest slander against the Protestant religion
itself, of which ,theyv profess to be the champions.
What ! are the foundations of our faith so weak, and,

is the truth of our religion 50 doubtful, as for the.

breath of two or three Catholic orators to. alienate
the affections of the House of Commons from it ? and,
not only of the House of Commons, but of the country
at large ? And will free Englishmen endure the yoke
of a religion in which they.do not believe ? - | ~

Mr. Peel has put the supposed plan somewhat. dlf—
ferently ; he says, the thirty Catholic Members might
have gigantic powers of intellect and eloguence ; they

might become the principal officers of state ; and then

they might win the ears of his Majesty ; and then
they might persuade him that Protestantism was
false ; and then they might force a Catholic church
down the throats of the people. But are those who
listen to such arguments aware, that all this is pos-
sible at this present-moment ; that his Majesty’s ears
are already open to the seductive eloquence of Ca-
tholics ; that any Catholic nobleman may demand an
audience of him to-morrow, and annihilate; by some
of those potent” charms ascribed to the tenets of the
C_atholic religion, and the arts-of the Catholics, all the
frail foundation of the royal faith. Nay, horrible
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to relate, his Majesty has already actually had in-
terviews in Ireland with all the Catholic hierarchy,
and yet we heard of no remonstrance being made by
Mr. Peel, or our bishops, against this -hazardous’ex-
posure of the Protestant establishment in Church and
State; which, nevertheless, has been, somehow - or
other, mir aculously preserved as strons)‘ and pure as
ever. R ,

" Would any Catholic of common sense or sagacity,
who had at all weighed the difficulty of obtaining
high political stations in this country; or considered -
the violence of the national prejudice against his reli-
gion, ever think of accomplishing the purpose imputed
to him in Mr. Peel’s argument, by such an uncer- -
tain and round-about .method, as advancing himself
through Parliament to a high office of'trust beside his
Majesty ? - Why should not he take one of the much
shorter roads, now open to hiin, tohis Majesty’s ear——
that ear, which is supposed to take such delight ‘in
the music” of theological controversy ? - Has he not
the press open to him ? “Can henot prompt the Duke
of Norfolk for a few interviews ?-. Where, then, is the

 evidence of this Catholic ardour for proselytism ? The

Catholics appear to be so far from feeling it, that they
not only make no attempts to propagate their faith,
but submit to perpetual attacks from- Protestants,
without even deigning to give them an answer. -

" But not only do the Catholics. afford .us abundant
assu’ra.,ni:'e, by ‘theéir: present theological inactivity (if
I may be allowed the expression), that they will not
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abuse, in the manner supposed by Mr. Peel, the power
which L€ (overlooking existing ' circumstances and
laws) conceives will be, for the first time, placed in
Catholic hands by Emancipation ; but we know of
cases singularly analogous to that of the Catholic
Question, where the same foolish prophecies about a
spirit of advancement and encroachment were made,
and entirely falsified. Swift considered the Union
with Scotland as tantamount to the overthrow of the
English Church. The hostility of the Presbyterians,
in those times, to the Church of England, was cer<
tainly not inferior to that of the Catholics now. * But

have the forty-five Scotch Members ever been deputed .

to undermine our establishment ? Are they combined
for this desperate purpose ? Do they ever ' think about
which Church is uppermost ? - Are they not divided,
like the other Members of the House, among the
various political parties?

" The repeal of the Sacramental Test was represented
nearly in the same way by Swift; and any one who
refers to his Letter on that subject; will find that he
uses precisely the same arguments about the unrea-
sonableness and encroachments of the Presbyterians,
that are now urged against the Catholics. How and
when did ‘all this end ?—It ended the instant that
Presbyterians were treated like other subjects.

- 1 think any one who duly considers these arguments,

cannot believe that Catholics, if admitted to. Parlia-
ment, will either desire, or be able to establish, a
Catholic Church on the ruins of the Protestant in

this kingdom. . . As to the demand of some provision
for their Church, proportioned to.the amount of lts
followers, I confess that I never could.see any thing
unreasonable - in it, particularly. with - the analogous
case of the Presbyterians-before me ; but I beg. those

who think: such a demand unreasonable, ‘or impious,
£

or whatever else they- please. to call it, to.consider,
that it is just as likely to be made by Catholics cx.
cluded from Parliament as by Catholics admitféd to
it ; and Emancipation can make no kind of ,d'iﬁ'ei’enee
in the justice or injustice of the claim. o

Such is the opinion that common .reﬂection has
taught me to form of the Catholic Question. The
steps by which I arrive at it are very simple. I
observe (a singular and lucky circumstance in so

controverted a matter), that one fundamental point

is allowed by both partles——namely, the unanimous
sens'ie of the Catholics, and the intensity of their
feelings on this subject. The range of the discussion
thus becomes very much narrowed; and I find I
have neither any need of inquiring the advantages

such concessions may procure, nor the real cause of.

the dissatisfaction expressed, till I can discover some
evils in granting them. I try to discover them, and
I find absolutely none; and if any man will, by a
little of what Newton has called patient thinking
solve the question, Why should we refuse? to hlm:
self—if he will submit all his favourite prejudices to
the torturing scrutiny of reason—if he will argue on

the principles of action that W01k on the living gene-
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! ration, and not suffer -his mind to be led away by
terms conveying no true and distinct ideas—if he
/] will ot suffer the constitution to be confounded, in

g his understandmg, with a bundle of unJust and
useless laws, nor the Pope. to frlght ‘his- 1magmat10n

é with the phantom ‘of a power 10ng since pol1t1ca11y
defunct, he will soon start from his delusion, and be
no more- able to trace.its canses than to account for a

b dream, or explain What he has been saymg in hlS
5 sleep. '
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