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TO HIS GRACE

LORD JOHN GEORGE BERESFORD,

PRIMATE, &c. &c.

Taz subject of the following compilation, most respectfully dedicated
to your Grace, the Editors believe to be, under whatever aspect it is
regarded, of the gravest possible intetest. It is a faithful exposure of
the system of social, moral, and religious instruction, adopted by the
Church of Rome, for her Ecclesiastics and Laity, enforced in the
anthoritative standards of her theology, and painfully illustrated both
in the past history and present condition of our distracted and
unbappy country.

The Editors are not so happy as to know that your Grace will
pronounce a favourable judgment on their publication. They feel that
the most appropriate tribute to offer you, would be one on which public
favor was undivided. They cannot lay claim to such a recommenda-

tion ;—but, conscious that their labors have been conducted in a spirit

M‘?xabo



iv DEDICATION.

of which they trust your Grace would approve, and confidently
appealing to theinvectives of unscrupulous adversaries, (who, aspersing
their motives, have uniformly left their arguments unassailed,) for a
tacit but satisfactory acknowledgment, that the statements are mot
chargeable with error or exaggeration ; they allow themselves to hope,
that unmerited calumny has not disentitled them to the honor of thus
publicly testifying their respect for the eminent station in which your
Grace has been providentially placed, and for the high qualities by
which, as men of all parties confess, you have been enabled to
uphold and adorn it. '



PREFACE.

WHATEVER apology may be thought necessary by the
consciousness of imbecility or the diffidence of genius, for
obtruding their productions on the public, it is the high
prerogative of truth to stand forth in the simplicity of her
wn inherent power, and instead of humbly soliciting the
attention of mankind as a boon, to demand it with authority
as a right. It is therefore that the Editors of the following
pages, however they may feel their own deficiencies in
advocating the sacred cause of truth, cannot so far wrong
their judgment as to offer an apology to the British empire
for sending forth this work from the press. They know that
they publish truth, which, whether in reference to the political,
the social, the moral or the everlasting interests of the nation,
cannot be disregarded, much less contemned with impunity,
by any individual from the cottage to the throne. These
volumes rest their claim to attention on the evidence of facts,
on the unanswered and unanswerable demonstration of irre-
sistable documentary proof—proof which has exhibited the
impotence of sophistry to evade it—of perjury to deny—
of power to crush—of clamour to cry it down. They do not
expose the principles or the deeds of men of other times,
who have passed away from the busy scenes of life—whose
conduct might be misrepresented—whose motives might be
misconceived—whose books, whose words, whose oaths,
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whose actions, might be placed, by malice and ingenuity, in
such an unfavourable point of view as to mislead the public
mind, but who, if they could arise from their graves and
stand forth in the honest integrity of their own conscious inno-
cence and virtue, could vindicate their honor and avenge their
wrongs, and turn the tide of public indignation and contempt
on their accusers. They do not tell a tale of men in humble
life—they do not bring a charge against poor unlettered
creatures—they do not fasten the crimes of the Ribbonman,
the Whitefoot, or the Rockite, on weak and helpless individuals,
who perhaps might never hear the story of their accusations,
and even if they did, whose poverty and weakness would
forbid them te cope with their accusers, to meet their charges
with responsive energy and power on the platform or in the
press, or even to seek redress for injured character from the
tribunal of public justice ; these are not the subjects of attack
and exposure in these volumes. The principles, the words,
the oaths, the books, the acts of living men are brought into
the blaze of day—their secret conclaves are laid open—the
subject of their secret discussions, their questions, their
answers, are proclaimed aloud upon the public platform—those
authoritative standards that are to guide the men who direct the
consciences, and rule with despotic tyranny the temporal and
eternal destinies of an unbappy population—those standards
that make crimes the subject of instruction, and the interests
of a Church the motive for their perpetration—those standards
that reduce obscenity and perjury to rule, and confiscation,
murder and sedition to law—these are plainly and palpably
exhibited.

The authorised circulation of notes on God’s Eternal Word,
given as of infallible authority to a credulous confiding
people—notes full of blasphemy, idolatry, intolerance, and
persecution—notes which under the pretence of a com-
mentary, borrow the semblance of authority from the sacred
text, for every false doctrine it denounces, and for almost
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every crime that it forbids, these are detected and exposed to
publie view.

The laws of a foreign tyrant set up within the limits of the
British empire—the seeptre of an arbitrary foreign power
wielded within the precincts of the boasted British Constitution,
te invade the liberties, the laws, the religion, the properties,
the lives, of British subjects—to denounce the Protestant
Sovereign of the realm, and all powers, temporal and ecclesi-
astical, deriving their authority from that savereign—to sever
the allegiance of Irish Roman Catholic subjects from their
monareb, and give the undivided fealty of those subjects
to the Pope—to compel them to temporal subjection under
the lash of spiritual despotism—these are the facts un-
answerably demonstrated in these volumes. And who are the
men against whom the charges are brought? who are they
who are defied again and again before the open face of day
to meet, or to confute a single one of them? who are they
whose efforts of defence have but betrayed the consciousness
of guilt, and afforded enly fresh occasions of confirmation of
their crimes, till they have been driven to prefer the con-
fession of & coward and submissive silence, to the helpless
and baffled impotence of any further effort to defend ? They
are the first, the ablest, the most learned, the most powerful,
the most vaunted champions of the Papacy. Here, you may
bebold the leaders of a band of public truce breakers dragged
by the grasp of truth from the degraded and dishonored
benches of the British Senate, and the crimes of that guilty
saperstition, by which they have been nureed and trained to
perjury, publicly branded on their brow. Here you may
see the confederated band of ecelesigstical seditious tyrants,
the authors and organisers of their eountry’s crimes—pro-
minent in exemplifying the pestilent principles they have
ineulcated—reversing the office and the order they profess to
hold of eacred guides,

« Who lure to brighter worlds, and lead the way,”
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You may behold them the instructors and the exemplars that
lure and lead to guilt, to darkness, and to death. Here you
may see exhibited the smooth and open smile of bland, un-
ruffied, serenity upon the countenance, while you hear the
deep dnd dark denunciation that bursts in secret from the
heart—Here you may see _the loud and lofty letter breathing
integrity and honor, and denying in the public press to the
Prime Minister of England, the principles, the facts, the
books which are demonstrated before your eyes, to be
adopted in the secret conference by the very man who denies
them. Here you may see the calm and christian tenderness of
brotherly kindness, breathed in the address that is published
to a people, as if they were all “ beloved fellow Christians,”
while anon you turn your eyes and look into the chamber of
imagery, and there you see the mask of Christian charity
flung off, and the dark inquisitor with his brethren in his
secret Synod sealing up the sentence of curse and excem-
munication against the men that are openly addressed as his °
beloved brothers—Here you may see the digmified and
apostolic sermon breathing all the charity and love of the
Apostle John, and then the livid lip that has pronounced the
base hypocrisy, breathing out threatenings and slaughters
like the persecutor of Tarsus against the disciples of the
Lord, in the secret conclave of inquisitorial persecution.—
Here you may see the open, unanimous declaration, the
confederated oath proclaiming, as it affects to do, their
genuine principles, and signed and given before. the face of
the nation, to priests and people by their guides, their
highest authorities, to beguile and to deceive the men who saw
and heard these sentiments proclaimed on oath—and then
when hypocrisy and treachery had gained their point, you
may see the secret instructions pressed with all the power of
authority upon these very priests, to guide that very people,
in the secret orders and inculcation of the confessional, which
demonstrate every sylluble of that declaratien to be ome
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unanimous and infamous.imposture, and every sentence of
that oath to be one black tissue of deep confederated perjury.
Here you behold the canons and the laws of the dark and
deadly days of Papal Massacre denounced, and openly dénicd
before the nation, and thoee very laws pregnant with fier-
secution, with confiscation, with treapon, and with slaughter,
revived and set up in the secret and authoritative conclavey
as the laws to dismember the Empire, and to deluge our
streets and fields with blood—Here you see facts that admiis
of no denial, acts that admit of no explanation, perjuries that
cannot be palliated, crimes that cammot be extenuated, sup-
ported by proofs that cannot be met ; you see mathematical
demonstrations of moral turpitude, that leave all systems of
human iniquity except the Papacy at a distance.

Popery had professed, Popery had sworn, Popery had
been believed, Popery had succeeded. This is not the place
to follow her in her fatal progress to that ominous position
" which she has attained, one cannot say in influencing, but
in ruling the destinies of England. It is enough that she
was proceeding in the full career of, yet undetected crimes,
of yet successful perjuries, manifest indeed in her acts, but
professing liberality and charity in her principles, when it
pleased Providence, by a concurrence of unlooked for cir-
cumstances, a chain of unsought for, unsuspected proofs, to
lay open the system of Theology in which her Hierarchy had
been so long, so secretly, and so successfully training the
wretched population of the country. A brief consultation
with a few friends was all that was necessary to determine
the course to be adopted, and that was, that the facts should
at once be laid before the British public in London; a little
time was occupied in the arrangements, and in about six
weeks after the plan had been resolved on, the meeting
was held in Exeter Hall. Fifty copies, of Dens were
previously secured and sent to London, and on the 20th of
June, 1835, the facts of the case, the horrid principles of
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secret cruelty and crime, the well concealed theories of
Priestly instruction, the lessons of deep and dark atrocity,
that had so long filled the country with treason and with
blood, were then dragged forth to light.
Perhaps a greater and a more universal interest never was
excited in England by a single public meeting, than by the
first that was held in Exeter Hall, and that solely by the
subject, as the persons who brought it forward were men
without name or influence with the British public. A secend
meeting was immediately demanded, and held in three weeks
after the first; the more the evidence of facts was inves-
tigated, the more clear and convincing did the proofs appear.
The criminals, the Popish Hierarchy, feeling they were
detected, were silent all but Dr. Murray; he, necessarily
compelled to self defence, afforded by all his sophistries, his
denials, his equivocations, and his solemn appeals to his
oath, only fresh materials for his own conviction ; his weak
and silly apologist, the compiler of the Priests Directories,
involved him only deeper and deeper by establishing the
proofs of his crime; their complaints of not being heard in
their own defence, while they refused every opportunity
offered them to appear : theic charge against their accusers
of going to a distance, while they refused every invitation to
meet them at home, only served the more to convince the
public mind of their manifest consciousness of the truth of
every charge against them, and such was the anxiety of the
public to learn the full statement of the case, that if the
Editors could bave acceded to all the applications they
received to hold public meetings, they might have proceeded
through the length and breadth of the United Empire.
The first of these Volumes, closing with the year 1833,
is occupied with accounts of Meetings held in various parts
of England and Scotland, and the intense interest and
anxiety of the Protestant public to hear, the deep and
earnest attention of the crowded meetings, and the voice of
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loud acclamation mingled with expressions of astomishment,
diegust, and horror, with which the various statements were
received, could never be eonveyed in any printed form.—
At the clese of the year 1835, a letter a) in a news.
paper, in which it was stated that a certain Bible printed in
Cark, in 1818, contained the doctrines of Dens in the shape
of a commentary on the Scriptures, of which seme specimens
were given in the letter, and that the names of the Popish
Bishops were among the list of subseribers to this publication.
This caused an inquiry—the identity of the extracts in the
peper, with the notes of a celebrated Bible published in
Dublin, in 1816, was at once perceived. It was well known
that this Bible had been publicly abjured by the Bishops,
that Dr. Troy bad deaied having given it his patronage, and
had been convieted of falsehood by his own bookseller, that
Dr. Murray bad declared in his evideace in 1825, that it was
not cireulated under the authority of any Bishop or Priest in
Ireland, and that, till then, no counter proof had been
adduced against him. After some delay a copy of the Cork
edition was procured, a comparison was instituted between
them, they were evidently different editions of the same book,
and the names of Dr. Troy and Dr. Murray appeared not only
as subscribers but as patrons of the publication. The second
Volume of this work commences with a comparison between
the doctrines of this infamous commentary and Dens, instituted
at a publie meeting held in Glasgow, in January, 1886, where
beth editions were produced, and the iniquity, the falsehood
of the Romish Hierarchy stand out still more conspicuously
than. before. Again Dr. Murray attempts to redeem his
character by a denial of any knowledge of the fact, and again
affords an opportunity for fresh exposure and conviction.

The facts are still more fully developed at a subsequent
meeting, held in July, at Exeter Hall, and this period of the
controversy was distinguished by an incident that served to
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give new interestand deeper importance to the case. One of
the Editors, through a mistake, which the detail of facts will
render perhaps less inexcusable than it might at first appear,
brought forward, not in evidence of the facts, bat in an
incidental illustration of the Papal power, a Bull which had
come into his hands as is related, and which he conceived to
be a genuine document, but which turned out to be fictitious
and certainly not written with intention to deceive. The
production of this fictitionus document was the signal for one
simultaneous burst of Papal and Radical indignation against
the individual who produced it; the Press of the United
Empire, as far as it pleads the cause of Popery, echoed the
charges of wilful falsehood and forgery against him, and the
admitted spuriousness of this one document was pleaded as a
demonstration of the falsehood of every other.

One circumstance, however, then little dreamt of in the
midst of this loudly vociferated triumph, served to make it
but of brief duration; that circumstance was this, that the
fictitious document professed to be a Bull, and while the
shout of Papal acclamation over this fictitious Bull was
ringing loudest in the ear of England, they little knew that
a fresh detection and exposure of the crimes of their Hierarchy
was ready to meet them in the midst of all their triumph.—
The accession of political power which they bad gained by
perjuries, without measure and without number—abjuring
all the laws and canons of their church that had been in
former times the signal and the authority for treason, for
confiscation, and for slaughter, had emboldened the Romish
Bishops to bring those laws into active operation, on the con-
sciences of the people in the confessional, which is the mode
the Church of Rome has ever most approved, of making her
laws of force and power in any country, and they accordingly
had set up these laws in connexion with the republished
Theology of Dens.
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Through all their tissue of complicated perjuries, the plea
the popish bishops had relied on to prove the total renuncia-
tion of these laws, was the fact, that they could not be in
force, for they had never been published by their authority
in the country; therefore, by their own admission on their
oaths, the publication of those laws in the country had put
them into force.

Their book of canon law, and its important references,
had been examined. These laws were brought out imme-
diately in another public meeting in London; and as will be
seen in the results of the meeting held on the subject, the
shout of short-lived triumph was turned into the abashed
confounded silence of conscious and convicted guilt; and
while to this day they strive to raise the public cry of forgery
and of imposture as to the fictitious bull, to this day they do
do not dare even to mention, much less to meet, the proof
that they have set up the laws they had denied again and
again upon their oath, and the laws which they bring to bear .
with despotic and irresistible power upon the consciences of
the miserable Roman Catholic laity, to bring them into
slavery, and to make them, when opportunity long sought
and wished for may present itself, the instruments of treason,
of insurrection, and of slaughter in unhappy Ireland.

There seemed no further development of Papal guilt to be
expected, yet another discovery still more important than the
last served to rend the veil for ever from the mystery of
iniquity—the secret statutes of the Provincial Synod of the
Bishops of Leinster, were discovered. By these, Dens, which
had before been proved to be a guide for the priests, but only
inferentially shown to carry its influence to the people, was now
demonstrated to be the guide established by episcopal authority,
for all the population of the Church of Rome ; the priests were
proved to be drilled in that standard by the bishops in the
conference, to teach them to direct by it the consciences of
the people in the confessional—the laws that had been added
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to this atroeious system of theelogy, were placed beyend the
reach of doubt, as to their tremendous use and destination;
and treason, confiscation, perjury, and murder were brought
home to the very heart of the episcopal authority of Rome.
The menster was fully now exposed to public view, that so
long had preyed upon the wretched popslation of the land,
and contrived, like the desolator of Arcadia, so to drag ite
victims to their power, as he dragged the cattle backward to
his den, that the traces might scem to point away from the
place of destination, so that they could not be tracked to a
religion that was the real author of their crimes and misery.
The detection and exposure of these seeret statutes, in
meetings at Exeter Hall and Bristel, held by the Editors,
closes their present publication.

They have not omitted a single document on behalf of the
Churck of Rome, that was written by a single individual
whose name was known, or that could give a shadow of weight
to any effort to defend them.

They have omitted some correspondence of merely local
interest connected with the Hereford Association, on the part
of Thomas A. Knight, Esq. of Downton Castle, and the
Rev. Maurice James, of Pembridge. The former of these
gentlemen has passed away from this earthly soene; and they
would not preserve a correspondence which might inflict
unnecessary pain en individuals, and could not throw much
additienal light upon the facts of the controversy. The cor-
respondence with Mr. James they omit for various reasons—
it would swell these volumes without adding a tittle to their
interest, and could convey no instruction to the reader, except
the melancholy lesson, that when either false pelitical pre-
judices, or a still more lamentable error as to the religion he
professes, leads a Minister of the Established Church to
undertake the defence of Radicalism or of Popery, he ex-
hibits a miserable illustration of the cause he has espoused,
that it is destitute alike of principle and of truth. It is well
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for him when, as in the case of Mr. James, his efforts to
defend a cause are so insignificant, that they are not worth
preserving, even for the cause he has attempted to defend,
and that they are left to be forgotten in the ephemeral pages
of 2 newspaper, instead of being comsigned to dishonorable
perpetuity in a boek. .

They have printed their speeches verbatim from the most
correct reports of the meetings they could procure, though in
several instances those reports are exceedingly deficient. In
some they were printed in pamphlets, for which the documents
were furnished at the time, and these are the best reported in
the work. They have generally omitted all expressions of ap-
planse, except those with which they were received at the
commencement and conclusion of their addresses, which seem
right to retain as the reports expressed them, that the public
feeling may not be unknown on the subject. In one or two
speeches, which were printed from corrected reports, and
which they bad given with directions to the compositor to
erase them, they have been accidentally retained. They
bave only to add, that should the advocates of Papal crime
venture to dispute one single resolution passed at a single
Protestant meeting, they now deliberately assert that they
are true in every tittle, and that while it pleases God to
spare them life and health they will neither retract nor qualify
a single document they have produced, a single statement
they bave made, a single principle they have asserted, but
will maintain them against any and all the Papal Hierarchy,
or any man in their Church they can procure to plead their
cause.

They conclude these prefatory remarks with an earnest
hope and prayer that God will accompany their plain and
faithful testimony with his blessing ; that he will graciously
vouchsafe to maintain the religion, the liberties, the laws,
which His Providence bas so graciously established in this
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realm, and that He will lead their Roman Catholic fellow
subjects to see that a religion, pregnant with crimes like the
Papacy, cannot, a priori, be the religion of a Holy God;
that the superstitions of this Apostate Church are alike
abhorrent from the doctrines, as her principles are from the
morals of the Bible, and that they may be led to hear the
voice of inspiration when it cries, * Come out of her, my
people, that ye be not partakers of her sins, and that ye receive
not of her plagues: For her sins have reached unto heaven, and
God hath remembered her iniquities.” REV. xviil. 4-3.
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&c. &c.

THR statement made in the introduction to this Report ouly renders
it necessary here to remark, that the following docuuients appeared as
preliminaries to the first public meetiog.

The first is an advertisement, bearing the signatures of twenty
clergymen, three of whom are dignitaries of the Established Church,
one a fellow of the College of Dublin, and one a member of the
Synod of Ulster. This advertisement appeared in several papers, on
the first and second week of June, 1835, and was as follows :—

*“TO THE PROTESTANTS OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND.

“The undersigned having recently discovered by authentic and
unquestionable documents, which they have reason to believe have
never met the public eye, that the standards adopted and the principles
inculcated by the Roman Catholic Hierarchy of Ireland are of the
same intolerant ard persecuting nalure at this day that are well known
{o have characterised their Church in former times, do feel it their
painful but imperative duty to stand forward and prodnce, before
Protestants of all denominations, unanswerable testimony on this
sabject.

“ They make this public address to Protestants, for the purpose of
giving to them an opportunity of judging on a question of vital import-
ance to every one who values the rights of conscience, and the security
of property, of liberty, and of life; and also for the purpose of affording
to the Roman Catholic Bishops in general, and to Doctor Murray,
Roman Catholic Archbishop of Dublin, in particular, as specially
implicated in the charge, an opportunity of meeting it in public, in
their own persons, or by any of their clergy, or by any Roman
Catholic layman, duly delegated and authorised by them.
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«They accordingly give notice, that three or more of their number
purpose, with the gracious permission of Divine Providence, to attend
at Exeter Hall, on Saturday, the 20th of June, instant, at twelve
o'clock, and submit and illustrate the documents to which they have
above referred.

(Signed)
H. R. Dawson, Dean of St. Patrick’s, Rev. Arthur Newcombe,
Robert Maude, Dean of Clogher, Rev. C. H. Minchin,
Richard Murray, Dean of Ardagh, Rev. Cemsar Otway,
J. H. Singer, D.D., F.T.C.D,, Rev. John Hare,
Henry Cooke, D.D., Rev. Edward Marks,
Rev. Robert Daly, Rev. William Hare,
Rev, Horatio T. Newman, Rev. Gibson Black,
Rev. Mortimer O'Sullivan, Rev. Fielding Ould,
Rev. J. D. Hastings Rev. R. J. M‘Ghee.

Rev. Thomas Kingston,

REGULATIONS OF THE MEETING.

1. Admission to be by tickets, to be had at No. 9, Exeter Hall,
Strand, and every person using a ticket of admission shall be considered
as promising submission to the chair.

«2. Any Roman Catholic clergyman or layman, authorised by any
one or more of the Irish Roman Catholic bishops, and who shall have
left his name and authority at No. 9, Exeter Hall, at or before twelve
o'clock on Friday, the 19th of June, will be permitted to speak.

«3. No Protestant but those who are delegated by the clergy who .
have signed the above document to be permitted to speak.

« 4. Every speaker must confine himself, under the correction of the
chair, strictly and exclusively to the subject in hand.”

The position which Mr. O’Counnell occupies, as the professed
champion of the religion of Popery, makes it necessary to preserve a
memorial of the share which he took, or rather feared to take, in the
proceedings recorded in this book. The following letter, addressed to
that gentleman, appeared on the 17th of June, in the Standard,
inviting him to come to Exeter Hall, to attend the public meeting on
the 20th :—

“ TO DANIKL O'CONNELL, E8Q., M.P.

“ Sir,—I have now a newspaper before me, containing a letter of
yours, dated April 28, 1835, addressed ‘o’ your *constituentsin
particular, and lo the people of Ireland in general,’—as one of the
latter class, I answer the following paragraph :—
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“<This is the ground on which I delight to grapple with the
No-Poperyhypocrites. How often do they exclaim against the benighted
and ignorant Papists! How often do they declare that Catholicity is
founded on ignorance, and that there would be no Catholics if there
were no ignorant persons. Well, here we Catholics meet them foot to
Joot—here, we say, assist us to educate the people. If education pro-
motes Protestantism, why, then, here come and educate the people.
Do ye believe yourselves, or be ye hypocrites and liars ? If you believe
yourselves,—if you do not wish to be set down as the falsest of the
human race—come forward now, and give this surplus money to
educate the Irish people. But no, they falsify their own declaration
and pretences; they basely sArink from the test of education, and
unable to reason or argue with success, they raise a cry of bigotry
congenial to those who are incapable of comprehending argument, or,
appreciating political or moral justice.’

“ Here, sir, you throw down the gauntlet to the Church of Ireland ;
wherefore, in the name of that Church, (though one of the weakest of
ber sons), I take it up, and let Treland and the empire see if you are
ready and able to redeem your pledge. You ¢delight to grapple with
the No-popery Aypocrites.” You delight ¢ to meet foot to foot the
men that refuse to assist you to educate the people.” Well, Sir, let us
see whether there be any ¢ruth in this boast.” And, now, not as a hypo-
crite—for God abhors the deceitful—but honestly as a Protestant, and
as one who loves his Roman Catholic countrymen, as one who longs
to see them delivered from a yoke that bows them down in darkness,
and spiritual bondage, and misery, I say ‘ No-PoPErY ;' as one who
values the rights of conscience, who claims for them the same privileges
I claim for myself, and who refuses to acknowledge the right of any
man to shut out God’s truth from them and their children, and
to sell them superstitions in its place; I say, for their sakes,
¢ No-PoreRy.’ I refuse to unite with you or your priests to educate the
people, because the system in which your priests would educate them,
and in which they are trained and educated themselves, is a system that
will not bear the light of day; it is a system that dares not stand the
scrutiny even of human judgment, much less of the Word of God. If
your bishops thiuk it can, we shall, no doubt, see them, or some one, or
more delegated by them, at Exeter Hall on the 20th inst. ; but if not, if
they shall find it convenient, as they have so often done befure, to stand
on their dignity, and refuse to notice the publication affording them an
opportunity to appear in public, and defend their principles; then, Sir,
that you may be indulged by meeting those whom you so long to
encounter, ¢ foot to foot, 1 thus publicly, sincerely, and not hypocriti-
cally, invite you to appear on the platform at Exeter Hall, in their
and your own behalf, and apply the powers both of your legal inge-
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nuity and your popular eloquence, to invalidate the plain simple state-
ments of fact and document that shall there be laid before the public.
What these may be it is unnecessary now to state. It is better not to
prejudnce the public mind beyond what the necessity of the case
requires. Do not retire, Sir, into the House of Commons, where I and
my friends cannot meet you—do not bluster there, and complain that
the Irish Protestant clergy come over here to malign your pious
bishops. Do not go over to Ireland, and tell the Roman Catholics that
we malign their religion, and do not tell them what a drubbing we
should have got, could you but have met us ‘ foot lo foot."” Come, Sir,
we shall meet you with the courtesies and the courage of war—but, ¢ the
weapons of our warfare are not carnal’ 1 have longed to meet you
on a fair field, and no favour. But,in common with all the Roman
Catholics of Ireland who shall hear the case, as far.as their priests
cannot prevent them, you will find that your system will not bear the
light of any human tribunal ; and if not,—if you and your bishops
must shrink in conscious apprehension from that ordeal—I warn
you, not as an enemy, but as a friend, to reflect, before it be too late,
how you and they shall appear when you come to stand in judgment
at the bar of God.

«I write to you, Sir, with very lxttle feeling of personal consideration.
As far as I am concerned, I am physically unable to cope with any
opponent ; if I can speak a little, it is all I can hope to be enabled to do.
I thank God the cause is in the hands of abler and better men, but if
I could speak only a few words, and that they were the last T could
speak even for my country, they should be to express a wish that my

countrymen might be brought out of the deep darkness of Popery
the glorious light of the Gospel, and become in reality what they
been called in fable, ¢ an island of saints'—

Then Ireland shall be, ¢ great, glorious, and free,

First lower of the earth, and first gem of the sea.’
This is the true and only ¢ Emancipation,’ for which I am your
nt and faithful labourer,

“R. J. M\GHEE.

London, June 13."”



FIRST DAY’'S PROCEEDINGS.

The first great meeting at Exeter Hall was held on Saturday,
June 20, 1835.

It was expected that either the Roman Catholic clergy would have
themselves attended the meeting, or have delegated some persons on
their behalf to do so; and consequently the greatest excitement
pervaded the public mind to witness a discussion in which the tenets
of the Church of Rome were to be publicly impugned. Eleven
o'clock was the hour appointed for the commencement of the
proceedings, but long before that period every seat in the Hall was
occupied. Among the noblemen and gentlemen who occupied the
platform were the following :—

Earl of Roden, Earl of Galloway, Earl of Bandon.

Viscount Mandeville, M.P.; Lord Ashley, M.P.

Honourable Francis Bernard ; Honourable Captain J. A. Maude,
R.N.; Honourable Captain Francis Maude, R.N.; Honourable
Randolph H. Plunkett ; Honourable and Rev. Sir Francis Stapleton,
Bart.; Honourable Colonel J. Wingfield Stratford ; Honourable J.
King.

Rev. Sir Harcourt Lees, Bart.; Sir Robert Shaw, Bart.; Right
Hon. Sir George Rose, Bart.

Right Hon. Frederick Shaw, M.P.; William Verner, M.P.;
Alexander Perceval, M.P.; Henry Maxwell, M.P. ; Anthony Lefroy,
M.P.; A. Chisholm, M.P.; Alexander Pringle, M.P.; C.L. Cuming
Bruce, M.P.; Lawson, M.P.; J. Hardy, M.P.; James A.
Stewart Mackenzie, M.P. ; J. D. Jackson, M.P.; Richard Longfield,
M.P.; James B. Praed, M.P.; Ralph Sheldon, M.P.; George Finch,
M.P.; J. H. Calcraft, M.P.; Sir Robert Bateson, Bart. M.P.; Sir
Edmund S. Hayes, Bart. M.P.; W. E. Gladstone, M.P.; J. P.
Plumptre, M.P.; M. Archdall, M.P.; Balfour, M.P.

Rev. Mr. Benson, Master of the Temple ; Rev. Dr. Holloway, Rev.
Dr. Kenney, Rev. Samuel O’Sullivan, Rev. H. Beamish, Rev. Edw-
Nangle, Rev. Dr. Jelf, Rev. J. Cator, Rev. Dr. Thorpe.
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John Wynne, Esq., of Hazlewood; William Cunningham, Esq., of
Lanesborough; John Poynder, Esq., J. E. Gordon, Esq., Somerset
Richard Maxwell, Esq., Captain Saurin, R.N., Lieutenaut-Colonel
Le Blanc, Colonel Phipps, Thomas Verner, Esq., Thomes Stewart,
Esq.

Among the ladies were the following : —

The Marchloness of Ormonde, Lady Caroline Calcmft, Lady
Barham, the Countess of Roden, Ladies Elizabeth and Maria Jocelyn
Hon. Mrs. Lefroy, Hon. Mrs. Maxwell, Hon. Lady Stapleton, Hon.
Mis. James King, &c. &ec.

At a few minutes past eleven o'clock Lord Kenyon appeared upon
the platform, and was loudly cheered.

Mg. Harpy, M. P., having moved that Lord Kenyon do take the
chair, and the motion having been seconded, his Lordship took the
chair accordingly.

His Lorpsaip addressed the meeting in the following terms:—
On this most important and solemn occasion, 1 am not going to intrude
any observations of my own upon the meeting. We are here
summoned upon one of the most important and sacred occasions upon
which Christians can be called together, and I am sure I only say that
which will meet with a corresponding feeling from all present, when I
suggest that the proceedings should be opened by a prayer to
Almighty God ; I therefore call upon the Rev. Dr. Holloway to open
the business of the meeting by prayer.

Dr. HoLroway then came forward, and with due solemnity
repeated the following prayer :—

« Almighty and everlasting God, who art the God of all the earth,
and the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, in whom and through whom
we have at all times free access to thy divine Majesty, we bless and
praise thee for the revelation of thy holy name, which thou hast given
unto us in him, and we pray thee of thine infinite goodness to enable
us to understand that name in spirit and in truth. We praise thee
that we are permitied to ask counsel at thine hand ; we bless thee that
thou hast promised.to preside at the head of thy church, and to be by thy
wisdom an unerring guide, and to conduct us in all things that concern
thine heavenly kingdom. Blessed Lord, we are here assembled to
deliberate upon the truths of thy kingdom. We pray thee to preside
over us, and grant that we may receive the revelation of thy word in
spirit and in truth. May those who conduct thy service in the influ-
ence of thy Holy Spirit, and who have their hearts open to receive the
truth as it is in Christ Jesus, enter into thy kingdom ; and may the
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day be fast approaching when all shall know thee, from the least to the
highest Remove out of us all mistakes, delusions, and heresy ; engraft
thy word upon our hearts in all simplicity and truth, and glorify
the name of God, we humbly beseech thee, through the instrumentality
of those who are assembled before thee. Pardon our sins, we pray
thee, for thy dear Son’s sake, and enable us to conclude our imperfect
petitions in the words and in the spirit of our blessed Redeemer, who
taught us, saying,  Our Father,” &c. (The meeting joined the Rev.
gentleman in repeating the Lord’s Prayer.)

Lorp KEnvon then said—Before any of those who are appointed
to address the meeting proceed to do so0, I think it desirable, for the
sake of making the business more distinct to the great assembly here
present, to read the notice which was given for holding this meeting.
(The noble lord here read the notice.) With respect to the rules to
be observed, I am anxious that those rules should likewise be perfectly
understood by all present. Having read the rules, his Lordship
said—I now beg leave to notify to the meeting that the Rev. Mr.
M:<Ghee is about to address them.

The Rev. Roserr J. M‘GHEE said—My Lord before I enter
upon the subject on which 1 have been appointed to address this
meeting to-day, I am obliged very reluctantly to state, that after the
meeting had been fixed beyond the power of revocation, the appoint-
ment of the visitation for the archdiocese of Dublin necessarily
prevented the attendance here of the Dean of St. Patrick’s and the
Rev. Robert Daly. 1 mention this circumstance with peculiar
reluctance, because if they had been enabled to come in time, my
friend, Mr. Daly, would have taken the place which I feel
comparatively so very unworthy, and, I regret to add, physically,
unable to occupy. Labouring as I do under much pain and weakness
in that organ which I am now obliged to exert—knowing that the
statements which I have to make are necessarily prefatory to the
observations of those who are to follow me—unsble to throw any
additional weight upon them—and being thus deprived of the assist-
ance of my reverend friend, Mr. Daly, I really should have sunk
under the apprehension of the .important duty which has devolved
upon me, and the consciousness of my own incapacity, if my reverend
brother, Mr. Tottenham, had not come to me at a moment’s notice.
I have put him in possession of the statements which I have to make,
and I trust to your kind indulgence to permit him to assist me in
reading the documents which must necessarily be submitted to you,
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and if I should be unable to conclude my address, to allow him to
finish the statements which are to be made. Throwing myself,
therefore, upon your kind indulgence, I shall proceed to the subject
which has called us together.

We cannot but regret the necessity which has obliged us to publish
any document that might be supposed to have even a tendency to
lead this meeting to prejudge the case which is to be submitted to it,
or to cast any imputation upon the Roman Catholic hierarchy or
priesthood of Ireland : but if we had brought forward charges against
" men, regarding their doctrines or principles, without giving them an
opportunity of knowing the nature of those charges, and of coming
forward to meet and answer them in public if they pleased, then,
indeed, we should have been accused, and justly accused, of misleading
your judgment, as it were by stealth, and of attempting to excite a
prejudice which the objects of it had not an opportunity to counteract.
This, you feel, would be an injustice, and, therefore, we were obliged
to publish the statement which many of you have read: but you will
permit me, if any wrong has been done, to redeem it by reminding you,
that it is the principle of British justice to presume every man innocent
until he is proved to be guilty. Let me, then, in their behalf—since
the Roman Catholic prelates have neither come here themselves, nor
delegated any of their clergy, or any Roman Catholic layman, to
appear amongst us—permit me, in their behalf, to remind you, that it
is your duty not to receive any charge or imputation against their
doctrines or principles except such as shall be fairly, positively, and
conclusively established to your sober judgment and couviction ; so
that when any resolution of yours is brought forward upon those
grounds, it will bear your own calm and deliberate reflection, and will
go forth, I trust, with weight and power to the remotest corners of
your country.

The statements which are to be submitted to you consist of two
plain matters of fact. The first is, that a certain book—this book—
Dens's Complete Body of Theology, has been adopted by the Roman
Catholic prelates of Ireland as the standard guide of the Roman
Catholic clergy of Ireland for twenty-seven years past, namely, from
the year 1808, to the present year.

The second point to which your attention will be called is a consi-
deration of the nature of that book.

In the first statement which I shall have to make, I am happy to



AT EXETER HALL. 9

feel that 1 shall not be obliged to introduce any question which can cast
any reflection upon the doctrines or principles of the Roman Catholic
prelates. It is a mere question of matter of fact. If you have been
led to suppose that this book is a bad book, you are now called upon
to dismiss that consideration from your minds, and to look simply to
the evidence of the fact which shall be submitted to you. If I can
show to you these several points—

First, that the Roman Catholic archbishops and bishops assembled
on a certain day in the year 1808.

If I can show, secondly, that they being so assembled, selected this
book from the whole body of their theology as the best book that
could be republished.

If I succeed in showing, thirdly, that they so selected it for a
particular purpose, namely, that they cousidered it the most secure
guide for those ecclesiastics who might not have an opportunity of
ascess to libraries, or of consulting their superiors where they wanted
information.

Fourthly, If 1 can show that, in consequence of that resolution,
they ordered 3,000 copies to be printed of the work, which then
consisted of seven volumes, that is, according to calculation, a copy
for every Roman Catholic priest in Ireland. .

If I can show, fifthly, that this book, calculating the price as the
same at which it sells now, allowing for an additional volume in the
present edition, was then worth the enormous sum of 5,250 guineas.

If I can show, sizthly, that twenty-three years after, namely, in
1831, this book was set up as the conference book for the Roman
Catholic priests of Ireland, or rather, I should say, of the province of
Leinster, by Dr. Murray, Dr. Kinsella, Dr. Keating, and Dr. Doyle,
(the Roman Catholic Archbishop of Dublin, and the three other
bishops of the province of Leinster.)

And, setenthly, that, in consequence of the scarcity of the work,
(the whole of the former edition of 3,000 copies being out of print
and bost sight of in Ireland,) a new edition was ordered—I say
ordered, as we have reason to think it was, (for an 8th volume, the
previous edition having consisted of only seven, was added with the
express sanction and approbation of Dr. Murray, the Roman Catholic
Archbishop of Dublin)—if I can show this on the testimony of the
publisher of both editions—that of 1808 and that of 1832,

If 1 can also show, lastly, that the questions proposed at the



10 FIRST MEETING

private conferences of the Roman Catholic priests, printed in the
most authoritative documents, appointed by the Roman Catholic
hierarchy of Leinster for five years, namely, for the years 1831, 1832,
1833, 1834, and 1835, are taken consecutively from this book, aud
correspond with the consecutive chapters in Dens—if I can show
these different points, then I think I shall have satisfactorily esta-
blished the fact, that this book has been set up as the staudard authority
and guide of the Roman Catholie priests of Ireland, from the year
1808, down to the year 1835.

The first document to which I shall beg to call the attention of the
meeting is this—It is a History of the Roman Catholic  Association,
by Mr. Wyse, M. P. I find in the appendix, No. 7, a number of
resolutions adopted at a meeting of Roman Catholic prelates,
assembled at Dublin, on the 25th of February, 1810. The following
resolutions were on that occasion unanimously adopted :—

“ 1st, Resolved—That it is the undoubted and exclusive right of
Roman Catholic Bishops to discuss all matters appertaining to the
doctrines and discipline of the Roman Catholic Church.

« 2d, Resolved—That we do hereby confirm and declare our unal-
tered adherence to the resolations unanimously entered into at our last

. general meeting, on the 14th of September, 1808."— Wyse's History of
the Catholic Association, vol. ii. appendix, p. xx.

This is an independent document. It has nothing to say to the
question, but it proves this fact—that at the meeting of February,
w1810, the prelates adverted to the meeting of September, 1808, and
confirmed all the resolutions of that meeting; that is merely an
independent testimony, but here is a book which informs us what
those resolutions were—at least what one’ of those resolutions was,
which were adopted at the meeting of the 14th of September 1808.
I beg to call your particular attention to this extract :—

“ At a meeting of the Roman Catholic prelates of Ireland, held on
the 14th of September, 1808, it was unanimously agreed that Dens’
Complete Body of Theology was the best book on the subject that
could be republished.”

Here we have the fact, that the Roman Catholic prelates met on
that day, and in the book it is proved that they selected Dens's
Theology. 1t is added,

« As containing the most secure guidance for such ecclesiastics as
may, by reason of the peculiar circumstances of this country, be
l\\

\
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deprived of the opportunity of referring to public libraries, or con-
sulting those who may be placed in authority over them.”

They set it up, you perceive, as the standard authority for all Roman
Catholic priests when they could not refer to libraries, or could not
consult their superiors. This book goes on to say, that,

« Inasmuch as his Grace Dr. Murray, Dr. Doyle, Dr. Keating, and
Dr. Kinsella, have made it the conference book for the clergy of the
province of Leinster, the publisher, as well to obviate the difficulty
experienced by them in procunng the work, as also to advance the
cause of religion and morality in the other parts of the Irish church,
is induced to reprint a limited number of copies.”

Now, this limited number of copies, the publisher told me and a
brother clergyman, amounted to 3,000. 8o that we have here the
testimony of the publisher of both editions, the one printed in 1808,
and the other in 1832. It is then stated that another volume was
added, with the express sanction and approbation of the Most Rev.
Dr. Murray. 1 have now to mention what the book is upon the
authority of which I make this statement. This is, I may say, the
most authoritative book in the Roman Catholic Church of Ireland.
The priests are obliged, under the penalty of what they call mortal
sin, to repeat certain exercises every day, which they call offices.
These are taken from the Breviary, from the Missal, and from parts
of Secripture which I know not, but every year there is published a
Directory, under the authority of the Roman Catholic Archbishop
of Dublin, in which these offices are prescribed for every day in the
vear. Therefore, before the first of January, every Roman Catholic
priest in Ireland must have this book, and he must bave it in his hands
every day of the year to direct him. Itis called the Priest’'s Divectory.
In this book it is stated, that the Roman Catholic priests are to hold,
four times in every year, a conference, in each of which, questions are
to be proposed by the prelates of each diocese, and the priesthood
are obliged to be informed of the standard principles of their church
in answer to those questions. Now, to show that the statements I
have made are correct, the Directory from which I have read is that
of 1835, this year. I shall now refer to the Directory for 1831, and
we find the questions for the conference printed in each of the
Directories in consecutive order to this day. In that for 1831, the
heading of the questions for conference is as follows :—

“ Obeying the commands,” (I am translating from the Latin,)—
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“ obeying the commands of the most illustrious and most reverend the
archbishop and bishops of the province of Leinster, we shall discuss
the treatise from the author, Mr. Dens, of ¢ human actions,’ in two
conferences, of ‘sins,” in one conference, and of ¢ conscience,’ also, in
one conference, for the year 1831.”

This was in 1831, twenty-three years after the first edition of the
work was published, in 1808, and in consequence of this being set up
by the command of « the most illustrious and most rev. the archbishop
and bishops of the province of Leinster,” a new edition was printed
in the next year, 1832,

I have here the Directory for 1332, and the same facts are exactly
recorded of the meeting of the bishops, and the following notification,
is given—¢In the press, and will be published in March, 1832,” &c.
We have here also the questions for the conference of this year printed
and the heading is—

“ There will be four conferences for the year 1832. In the province
of Leinster, in which, following Mr. Dens as our author, we will
discuss his treatise on the ¢ virtues.””

In the Directory for 1833, there are also the questions for the
conference taken from Dens; in the Directory for 1834, also the
questions are taken from Dens, in the same consecutive order; and in
the Directory for 1835, the present year, the questions are also taken
in regular succession from the same source. The questions of confe-
rence for 1831, will be found in the first volume of Dens, from page
144 to 182, each question of the printed conference corresponding
with a chapter in Dens. The questions for the second conference will
also be found from page 162 to 264. It is not necessary for me to
trespass on the time of the meeting by referring to them in detail. It
is sufficient for me to state that the consecutive questions of conference
for the five years, from 1831 to 1835, are taken from the consecutive
chapters in Dens, and those chapters are selected as furnishing autho-
ritative standard answers to the questions. It will now, I believe, be
universally admitted that this book has been set up as an authoritative
standard for the Roman Catholic priests of Ireland, during the time I
have specified.

The only objection whith we could possibly have anticipated to this
allegation is, that as the statement in the Directory is not actually
signed by the Roman, Catholic archbishops and bishops, but is only



AT EXETER HALL. 18

the statement of the printer, we canuot fasten a charge upon them:—
that the printer may put what he pleases in his book, and they are
not answerable for what he may introduce for the purpose, perhaps, of
puffing off the work.—But in answer to that, we must consider these
questions—Is it possible that the authorised printer to the whole
Roman Catholic Church in Ireland—to the College of Maynooth—
and the Roman Catholic prelates, should print a matter of fact con-
cerning the archbishops and bishops of every diocese in Ireland, in a
book which was to be in the hands of every priest in Ireland, if the
statement were not true ? Is it possible he could print a statement
that all the Roman Catholic prelates had set up as a standard of the-
ology, which all priests were to have in their hands—a work which they
had not so set up ? I it possible he should publicly state that he had
been for this very reason ordered to print this book, if he had not been
ordered? Is it possible he could persuade the Roman Catholic clergy
that they were to discuss in their private conferences, which they held
under the direction of their bishops, certain questions which he should
print, and that those questions should correspond with the authorita-
tive standard, if those questions had not been proposed, and that
standard not set up? I believe even a child would at once see that
this is not possible. I confidently submit that there never was a
clearer case than that which I have submitted to this meeting, and it
was with a view to give an opportunity of impeaching this statement,
if it were possible to impeach it, that I took the liberty of writing to
Mr. O’Connell, to request him to come here, and if he could, to refute
the authenticity of my statement, by all the powers of his legal talents.
We desire nothing but truth. It is a small matter for us to stand here
before a number of our poor fellow-sinners, when we remember that
we are standing in the presence of our God. I trust I may say with
equal confidence for my dear brethren and for myself, that we come
bere influenced by no unworthy motives—impelled by no unkind or
unchristian feeling, but simply to discharge an imperative duty to our
church—our churches rather, (for we are of different denominations)—
to our fellow-creatures of all persuasions—to our countryand to our God.
I therefore, before I proceed to the consideration of the second part of
my statement, most confidently submit these facts to the judgment of
the meeting, and I trust that there will not only be no dissentient
voice, as 1 am sure there will not, but not even a single dissentient
feeling. If I thought there could be any mistake, I would endeavour
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to anticipate it; but I confess I see no possible link that can be
added to the chain of evidence, and I (herefore confidently submit,
through the chair, to this meeting, the following resolution : —

« Resolved—That it appears to the satisfaction of this meeting, that
Dens's Complete Body of Theology has been adopted by the Roman
Catholic bishops of 1reland, as containing those principles which they
approve for the guidance of the Roman Catholic priesthood, since the
year 1808, and set up for the conferences of the priests in the province
of Leinster, since the year 1831.”

The Rev. Dr. CookE seconded the resolution.

Lord KENYON then said, the meeting have heard the resolution
proposed by the Rev. Mr. M<Ghee, and seconded by Dr. Cooke, and
itis for them to express their sentiments upon it. Before I put the re-
solution, I shall take this opportunity of calling publicly on Mr.
O’Connell, and apprising him if he be present, that although he has
given no notice of his intention to take any part in the discussion, it is
open for him now to address the meeting on the subject under imme-
diate consideration, as it will be during the future progress of these
proceedings. The noble Chairman then read the resolution, and put
it to the meeting.

Some interruption arose here from an individual endeavouring to
address the assembly, without having qualified himself by a compli-
ance with the rules laid down. In reply to Lord Kenyon, who asked
him who and what he was, he stated that he was an Irishman and a
Roman Catholic. His Lordship then read the rules aloud, and
inquired whether the person was deputed by any of the Irish Roman
Catholic bishops or clergy ? to which he replied that he certainly was
not.

Lord KENYON then said, that independent of the rules which had
been laid down, an express communication had been made to Mr.
O’Connell, as the Rev. Gentleman had just stated. 1t was no preju-
dice or imputation upon Mr. O’Connell that he had not presented
himself there, in consequence of that communication ; but that which
was a special invitation to him could not be considered an invitation to
any one else.

The resolution was then carried, it may be said unanimously, not
more than half a dozen hands in the vast assembly being held up
against it.
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The same person who had caused the former interruption again
endeavoured to address the meeting.

Lord KEnvox again declared that he could not be heard. If an
exception were made with respect to one individual, it might be
expected that it should be made with respect to one thousand.

The Rev. Mr. M‘GHEE again rose and said—I congratulate the
meeting upon the resolution which they have unanimously adopted.
You have this day decided upon a question which has baffled all the
talents of all the statesmen and all the theologians of the empire from
time immemorial. You have decided upon a question for which Mr.
Pitt sppealed in vain to the foreign universities. You have decided
a point which your senators argued and re-argued during all the time
that the Roman Catholic question was discussed in parliament. You
have this day determined what is the nature of the principles really
adopted by the Roman Catholic hierarchy of Ireland. The importance
of that resolution cannot be calculated at this day. I firmly believe
that the resolution you have adopted this day will be carried down in
the page of your country’s history; and of the nature of it you can only
be aware now, by considering the character of the book which has
been proved to be so unanimously and authoritatively adopted by the
Roman Catholic prelacy of Ireland ; and I am sorry that it is now my
painful duty to state that the principles contained in that book are as
bad—as fall not only of error, but of intolerance and persecution—as
ever the enemies, even the worst enemies of the Roman Catholic
Church have ever charged its members with maintaining from their
ancient councils. I will first state a few propositions which are to be
deduced from it.

In the first place, it will appear from it that the Romaa Catholic
Church accounts Protestants of all denominations, whatever they
may be, heretics.

Secondly, They assert that by baptism (for they allow heretical
baptism to be valid) we are brought under the power—the domina-
tion of the Church of Rome.

Thirdly, So far from graating us toleration, they hold, that it is their
duty to exterminate the rites of our worship.

Fourthly, That it istheduty ofthe Church of Rome, to compel heretics
by corporal punishments to return to the faith of Popery. And,

Fifthly, That the punishments so denounced are confiscation of
property, exile, imprisonment, and death.
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I have made some extracts from the documents on this subject, and T
have given in parallel columns the Latin and the English, in a small
pamphlet of forty or fifty pages, which is published by Seeley, to satisfy
the public curiosity at the present amoment. As I am suffering much
pain in the organ of voice, perhaps you will permit me to avail myself
of your kind indulgence by requesting my Rev. friend Mr. Tottenbam,
to read some of those extracts, proving consecutively the points I have
mentioned.

The Rev. Mr. TorTeNHaM then came forward and said—Mr.
M:Ghee's first proposition is—

«'I'hat Protestants of all denominations are accounted heretics by
the Church of Rome, and worse than Jews and Pagans.”

This is proved by the following extracts :—

« What is heresy ?

« Answer. It is the unbelief‘of those who profess indeed that Christ
has come, but reject his doctrine as to any part as proposed by the
Church, such as Lutherans, Calvinists,” &c.— Dens, vol. ii. p. 78.

In this it is established that the Church of Rome accounts all
persons heretics who reject any part of the doctrine given by Christ,
and of course they reckon their own doctrine as being identical with

that of Christ. Again—

« What kind of infidelity is the greatest sin ?

« We answer with St. Thomas, quest. 10, art. 6, by distinguishing.
If the infidelity is considered objectively, or in reference to the subject
matter of it, then Paganism is worse than Judaism, and Judaism is
worse than heresy—hecaunse the Pagan errs in more particulars than
the Jew, and the Jew in more than the heretic. Butif it is considered
subjectively, or in reference to the pertinacity of the will and the
resistance to the faith, then heresy is the worst, and Judaism generally
worse than Paganism—because heretics are wont to have a greater
knowledge of the truth of the faith than Jews, and Jews than Pagans;
and so, generally, heresy is the greater crime.—Dens, vol. ii. p. 78.

Here we have two things established—first, that the Church of
Rome accounts Protestants as heretics ; and secondly, as such, reckons
them worse than Jews or Pagans.

The second proposition of Mr. M‘Ghee is—

« That all are by baptism placed under the power of the domination
of the Church of Rome.”
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I shall read the following extracts in confirmation of this statement

«¢ Are all who have been beptised in the church ?

“We answer, No. And particularly heretics and apostates are
evidently not of the church, becanse they do not profess the same
faith and doctrine with those who are in the church, which, never-
theless, is expressed in the definition of the church.

« Objection. The church judges and punishes heretics, but she
does not © judge those that are without,’ according to the Apostle, 1st
Episte to the Corinthians, chap. v.; therefore heretics are in the
charch.

“ We answer, by denying the consequent ; for although heretics are
without the church, nevertheless they remain by reason of baptism
subject to the church, whence she justly seizes them as deserters from
the camp of the church, and so they are under the obligation of
returning ; but the apostle is treating of thase who have never entered
the church, or who have not been baptised."—Dens, vol. ii. p. 114.

Again, in the chapter of « Infidels and Heretics being subject to
the law,” we meet the following passage :—

“ Heretics, schismatics, apostates, and all similar persons who have
been baptised, are bound by the laws of the church which concern
them, nor are they more released from her laws than subjects rebelling
against their lawful prince are released from the laws of that prince.

“Objection. Heretics are not in the church ; therefore they are not
subject to the church.

“We answer by distinguishing the antecedent. If it means that
heretics are not in the church, as far as relates to the union of charity
and communion of the saints, we grant it; but if it means .that they
are not in the church as to subjection, we deny it; for they are made
by baptism, subject to the church, and they remain personally subject
to the church, wheresoever they may be."—Dens, vol. ii. p. 289.

Thus, the second proposition is established, that the Church of
Rowme considers Protestants, as being by baptism, subject to its juris-
diction ; and the only point remaining to be considered on this part of
the subject is, whether that church considers the baptism of heretics
valid. Now the Council of Trent vtters an anathema against those
who should doubt the validity of such baptism :

“It is not required that a minister should explicitly intend to do
that which the Roman Church does, but it is sufficient that he should
simply and generally intend to do that which Christ instituted, or that

c
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which the true church does, whatsoever his opinion of that churc.h may
be, as the practice of the church declares, which holds the baptism of
heretics to be valid.

“But what if he should have two conflicting intentions, as for
example—the heretic baptises, intending to do that which Christ insti-
tuted, or what his own church does, but not what the Roman Church
does ?

« We answer—Such a man, morally speaking, baptises in a valid
manner.”— Dens, vol. v., p, 133.

I now pass to the third proposition, and in doing so we are ascending
to the climax—that so far from granting toleration, « it is the duty of
the Roman Catholic Church to exterminate the rites of our religion.”
In Dens’ Theology are the following questions :—

«Is it lawful to tolerate the rites of unbelievers ?

* This is answered, first,—The rites of the Jews, although they sin
in exercising them, may be tolerated with a certain degree of modera-
tion, because from thence great good accrues to the church, namely,
that we have a testimony to our faith from our enemies, since by their
rites those things which we believe are represented to us as in a
figure.

8::1'; is said, “with a certain degree of moderation,” because if there
be any danger that the Jews, by their rites, prove a scandal To
Christians, the church can and ought to moderate, or even to prevent
it, as may be expedient. Hence, it has been decreed, in the fifth
Book of Decretals, 6th chap. 3 and 7, that it may not be lawful for
the Jews to have many synagogues in one state, nor to build new ones
in many places.

“We answer, secondly—The rites of the other unbelievers, namely,
of Pagans and Heretics, are not in themselves to be tolerated, becanse
they are s0 bad that no truth or utility can from thence be derived to
the good of the charch.

“ Except, however, that some greater evils might accrue from some
other source, or some greater good be prevented.

“ Objection I. The apostle to the Romans, chap. xiv., v. 5, says,
‘Letevery man abound in his own sense,’ (we translate the Greek,
‘Let every man be fully persuaded in his own mind.") Therefore,
liberty of religion is left to every man.

“ This is answered by denying the consequence, (that is, by denying
that liberty of conscience is to be left to every man,) for the apostle
is not treating of the rites of religion, but of the observance or non-
observance of the difference of days and meats, according to the law
of Moses, either of which might well be done at that time.
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“ Objection II. The dilemma of Gamaliel, Acts, chap. v., verses 38
and 39. Where be is speaking of those things which the apostles
were doing, ¢ Refrain from these men, and let them alone, for if this
counsel or this work be of man it will come to nought, but if it be of
God ye cannot overthrow it.’

“ We answer, first—This is a dilemma, not of the sacred Scripture,
but of Gamaliel, who, by this apparent argument, wished to rescue the
apostles, whom he favoured, from present danger.

= We answer, secondly—That, granting the argument of Gamaliel
to be valid, there is this difference, that the cause of unbelievers is not
doabtful to the judges of the church, as that of the apostles was to the
Jews,but it is clear that it is certainly false and condemned ; whence it
is not to be tried or approved, but extirpated, unless there may be some
prudential reasons which may induce us to tolerate it."—Dens, vol. ii.,
Pp- 82, 83.

The fourth proposition is stronger still, namely, «That it is the
daty of the Roman Catholic Church to compel heretics, by corporal
panishment, to submit to the faith.” The questions in Dens are
these :—

« Are unbelievers to be compelled to join themselves to the bosom
of the faithful ?

“ We answer, first—Unbelievers who have never been baptised can-
not be compelled to receive the faith; in the first place, not by the
church, because she has no jurisdiction over the unbaptised, according
to the st Corinthians, chap. v., verse 12,  What have I to do to
judge them that are without ?’ Nor even by secular princes, although
their superiors, because they have only a political power over them,
which merely respects the public peace and tranquillity.

“The same also is proved by the example of Christ, the doctrine
and practice of the church, and the form prescribed to the apostles in
preaching. (Matt. x.)

“Objection.~-It is said, Luke, chap. xiv., verse 23, ¢ Go out into
the highways and hedges, and compel them to come in:’ therefore all
unbelievers can be compelled to receive the faith.

“This is answered by denying the consequent ; for, according to
8t. Gregory, the words of the parable are to be understood of compul-
sion improperly so called, which is used by preaching, persuasion,
showing of miracles, &c.

“But if, with St. Augustine, you understand the words of compul-
sion properly so called. then they are understood of heretics and
schismatics, who have at some time made profession of faith, and who

can, properly speaking, be compelled.
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« We answer, secondly, to the question—That unbelievers who have
been baptised, as heretics and apostates generally, and also baptised
schismatics, can be compelled by corporal punishments to return to
the Catholic faith and the unity of the church.

“The reason is, that they by baptism are made subjects of the church,
and therefore the church has jurisdiction over them, and the power of
compelling them, by the ordained means, to obedience, and to fulfil
the obligations contracted in their baptism.

“ This also, obtains in the case of those who have been baptised in
their infancy, or who, compelled by fear or any necessity, have received
baptism ; as the Council of Trent teaches, session 7, canon 14 ; and
the 4th Council of Toledo, canon 55.

“You may object—* No one believes against his will, but the will
cannot be compelled; therefore no one can be compelled to the
faith.’

“ We answer by denying the consequent ; for he is not compelled
to believe against his will, but that from being unwilling he should be
made willing.

“ You urge again—No one can be compelled to baptism, therefore,
no one to the faith.

« We answer with St. Thomas on this—* As to vow is the part of a
willing mind, but to pay what is vowed is of necessity ; so, to receive
the faith is the part of the will, but to hold it when received is of neces-
sity ; and therefore heretics can be compelled to hold the faith.’

« Meantime it is not always expedient that the church should use
this right, as will appear from what shall be said hereafter.”—Dens,
vol. ii., pp. 79—81.

Thus the Church of Rome professes the power not over the unbap-
tised, but over all who are baptised, in whatever class of heretics they
may be found.

The fifth and last proposition is :—¢ That the punishments which
the Church of Rome decrees against heretics are confiscation of pro-
perty, exile, imprisonment, and death.” This is the most important of
all. I beg the attention of the meeting to it, and, if necessary, I
will read the original Latin as well as the translation:—

“ What are the punishments decreed against those infected with that
stain ?

¢ Heretics that are known to be such, are infamous, ipso jure, and
are deprived of Christian burial.

“Their temporal goods are, spso jure, confiscated ; but before the
eyxecution of the act, the sentence declaratory of their crime ought to
Priaceed from the ecclesiastical judge, because the cognizance of heresy
lies i the ecclesiastical tribunal.
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“ Finally, they are also justly afflicted with other corporal punish-
ments, as with exile, imprisonment, &c.

¢ Are heretics justly punished with death ?

‘St Thomas answers—2da. 2de. quest. 11. art. 3, in corp., ‘ Yes,
because forgers of money or other disturbers of the state are justly
punished with death, therefore, also, heretics, who are forgers of the
faith, and, as experience testifies, grievously disturb the state.’*

“This is confirmed, because God, in the Old Testament, ordered
the false prophets to be slain; and in Deut. chap. xvii. v. 12, it is
decreed, that if any one will act proudly, and will not obey the
commands of the priest, let him be put to death.—See also the
18th chap.t

“ The same is proved from the condemnation of the 14th article of
John Huss, in the Council of Constance.”—Dens, vol. ii. pp. 88, 89.

You will here observe, that not only the confiscation of property,
exile, and imprisonment, but death, are decreed against heretics, and
the author attempts to justify them by a reference to the authority of
the Old Testament, and an appeal to the infallible authority and pre-
cedent of the Council of Constance. Now, the state of the case is
this—from the extracts which 1 have read these five propositions are
proved distinctly—that Protestants of all denominations are considered
heretics by the Roman Catholic Church ; that that church holds, that
we are, by baptism, placed under its domination; that so far from
granting toleration, it is its duty to exterminate the rights of our reli-
gion; that it is its duty, fourthly, to compel us, by corporal punish-
ments, to submit to the faith; and fifthly, that the punishments which
it decrees are, confiscation of property, exile, imprisonment and death.
And mark, lastly, that the only restraint, the only exception in any one
of these cases, is a mere question of expediency.

The Rev. Mr. M‘Ghee resumed—Now, it may, perhaps, occur to
some individuals here—it ought, perhaps, naturally to occur to us all—
that although those principles are to be found in this book, so adopted
by the Roman Catholic prelates and hierarchy of Ireland, still that
those prelates did not, or would not, bring such principles as these
under the discussion of their priests; but they rather avoided it, taking
what was good in the book, and putting out the bad. But what
will be the sensation of this meeting when they learn, that the ques-
tions proposed for the private conferences of the Roman Catholic

® 1st Appendix 1. t Ibid 2.
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priests of the province of Leinster, for the year 1832, by the arch-
bishop and bishops of Leinser, nay rather, Ibelieve, for those of the
priests of Ireland, were questions embracing every single point which
you have heard taken from the chapters in Dens. You will remember
the heading of the conferences is— There will be four conferences for
the year 1832 in the province of Leinster ;” and then it goes on to say,
¢ in which, following Mr. Dens asour author, Dominwum Dens auctorem
sequentes, we shall discuss his treatise on the virtues.” These principles
are all to be found in a discussion upon the virtues—the theological vir-
tues, faith, hope, and charity. Here, inthe second conference isthe ques-
tion, « Are unbelievers to be compelled to unite themselves to the bosom
of the church ?” You have heard the answer—the authoritative answer.
« Is it lawful to tolerate the rites of unbelievers?” You have heard the
answer. ¢ What punishments are decreed against those affected with
the stain of heresy ?” You have heard the answer. There is, per-
haps, another objection. Perhaps, you will say, although these ques-
tions are given as proposed in the private conferences, and although
the answers are made which are found in the book, perhaps the bishops
and clergy deny the authority of Dens. I am sorry to be obliged to
state, that such an interpretation is impossible. The proposition of
the question itself, the very terms in which it is proposed, and the de-
clarations made, preclude the possibility of such an interpretation. I
must call the attention of the meeting to the principle of the punish-
ments decreed by the Church of Rome, as stated in the treatise of Dens
on laws. 1 am now translating from the book, of Dens, vol. ii. p. 307.

“ Punishment is decreed in a two-fold manner by the laws, namely
by the mode of the sentence already decreed (sententic latz), and of
the sentence to be decreed (sententie ferende).

« The punishment is said to be of the sententie late, which is incur-
red by the very thing in which the transgression of the law, or the sin,
is committed, without any further sentence ; such is the excommuni-
cation annexed to external heresy.

« The punishment of the sententic ferende is that which is not in-
curred by the very fact, but is decreed to be inflicted by the sentence
of the judge to be afterwards pronounced.”

It is then asked—

« How do you distinguish whether the punishment is of the senfen-
tie late or ferende "

The answer is—

“ By the words of the law itsel(.”
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It is added—

«If these words be used in the law—ipso jure—ipso facto—then it
is of the sententie late—that is, it is of that nature that the decree has
already passed against it.”

Now, when we turn to the chapter in Dens, on which this question
of these private conferences is proposed, what do we find? We find
these very words, which prove these punishments to have passed the
infallible decree of Rome :

« Heretici notorii sunt infames ipso jure, &c.

“ Bona eorum temporalia sunt ipso jure confiscata, &c."—Dens,
vol. ii. p. 88.

And how is the question proposed to the priests, on this subject, in
the conference ? it is—

“ Quse peene contra ista labe infectos LaTE ?”

This is the very expression declared, in the treatise on laws, to be
decreed by the Church, without any trial being necessary on the
subject ; 30, without judge or jury, or any other sentence necessary to
be pronounced, heretics fall under the denunciations which you have
heard, as being decreed against them by the Church of Rome. There
is another point which puts the question beyond all possibility of
doubt, and to which I wish especially to call the attention of the
meeting. There is a chapter in Dens on the consent of bishops—
vol. ii. page 129, in which this question is asked :—

* Is the express consent of the bishops required for the infallible
suthority of a decision decreed (late decisionis ?)

“ Answer.—No; but their tacit consent is enough, consisting in
being silent, and not reclaiming against it, after the definition decreed,
which has sufficiently come within the knowledge of the bishops; for
to be silent in this case is to consent; for the error, saith Felix III.,
which is not resisted is approved ; and truth when it is not defended
is oppressed; and St. Aug. Epist. 109, saith, the church of God is
that which neither approves nor keeps silence as to those things whicl
are contrary to faith or a good life.” '

Here it is declared, that if the bishops do not cry out against a
decree they ratify it. What, then, have we here ? The bishops not
silent, but speaking; not crying out against, but adopting, printing,
circulating, commanding, proposing the very questions, and setting up
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this book as the authoritative standard of their answers for all the
Roman Catholic priests of Ireland.

Another interruption occurred here, from some unauthorised persons
attempting to address the meeting.

Lorp Kenvon said—No person can be allowed to interrupt the
proceedings of the meeting. If any one does so, he will remember
that he cannot stay in it.

Mg. M‘GHEE resumed—Let no man now, I say, pretend to be
ignorant of the sources of those fitful flames of desolation and of
death which are ever bursting up from the volcanic bosom of unhappy
Ireland. You talk of bringing your legislation to allay them—you
might as well legislate to arrest the eruptions of Vesuvius, or to
extinguish the lava that boils in the burning bosom of Etna. There
is a monster like him who was fabled to be buried beneath the
Sicilian mountain, who spreads his giant length and breadth beneath
all the deep foundations of that unhappy land, and manifests the
struggling powers of his existence, only by his ceaseless efforts to
convulse, to agitate, and to inflame. What peace can we expect in
such a state of things as this, when confiscation, exile, imprisonment,
and death—the, very horrors of war—are incorporated in the very
framework of man’s social existence ?—When men who ought to be the
ministers of Christ, instead of taking the leaves from the tree of life,
to sweeten the bitter waters of contention; evoke, as it were, the
demons of discord to poison the streams which should flow pure and
unsullied from the ¢ fountain of living waters”—where religion, that
blessing which God has given us to heal the wounds of human sorrow,
to still the storms of human passion, and to renew and regenerate the
apostate heart of man, is made in the hands of its ministers an instru-
ment to raunkle every wound, to exasperate every passion, to ulcerate,
to fester, to gangrene into death the natural corruption of the guilty
human heart? You all remember the time when it was stated, that
the principles of the Church of Rome remaining the same, and man’s
natural heart remaining the same, it was to be expected that where
the same opportunities offered, the same results would be produced ;
and history was appealed to in confirmation of this proposition; and
you recollect that on that occasion a certain noble and learned lord
stated, that ¢ those who read history thus, read it like an old almanack.”’
I thank that noble and learned lord for his apposite and prophetic



AT EXETER HALL. 25

illustration. Little did he dream, when he made that remark, that
the time was so soon to come when the fanciful conceit of illustration
would be lost in the fatal reality of fact, and that the English
language would be left without another word which would come with
equal power, not to corroborate, but to pour a flood of refutation on
bis arguments. For, what is this book but an almanack ?—the
almanack of the Roman Catholic priests of Ireland. Here is the
almanack of 1832. Is this an old almanack ? Here is the almanac
of 1833. Is that an old almanac? The almanac of 1884, of
1835. 1Is that an old almanac? Who can be surprised at—
alas for my poor countrymen—I was going to ask who can blame
the excesses of the deluded peasantry of Ireland, when the very
crimes of the unhappy people are enumerated amongst ¢ the virtues”
of the aathoritative standard of their spiritual guides. Recollect,
“tractatum de virtutibus discutiemus”—when the deeds of guilt and
darkness which are reduced to horrid practice over the drunken
debauch of the midnight assassin, are debated in principle in the sober
momings of religious conference among the priests? Oh, if my poor
countrymen were here, and I could address them all, (and I can say
for both priests and people, that ¢ my heart’s desire and prayer to
God for them is, that they may be saved,”) I would ask them one
question, « Is this the religion of the Lord Jesus Christ? Is this the
religion of Him who came into this world to save sinners? Can this
bear the test of human judgment for a single moment?” And oh,
as I see there are some Roman Catholics here, and I would address
them, 1 hope, with fidelity, but 1 trust I can say, with Christian affec-
tion—1I ask them, in the sight of Him who shall judge the heaven and
the earth, if these things cannot for a moment bear the test of huaman
scrutiny, how shall they stand before the bar of the eternal God?
We cannot wonder if those dark and guilty purposes which are
cherished in the ear at the confessional, are sometimes let out in the
imprudent effusion of the intemperate public orator. We cannot be
surprised at, and we cannot recollect without horror, the truculent
threat, that if power were not given to the Church of Rome, the
night should come, when the latches of our doors should be lifted, and
we should be laid weltering in our blood before the faces of our wives
and children. We cannot be surprised if, when a man chooses to
exercise the privilege of a freeman, in voting against the power of thr
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Church of Rome, the threat of a death’s-head and cross-bones should
be
(Here a violent interruption took place, and continued for some
time, several persons in the room attempting to address the meeting.
Order was at length restored, on an appeal from the Chairman.)

Mr. M‘GBEE again proceeded—I should not, he said, have
adverted to this trite and hacknied charge, because it has been spoken
of in other places—it has been spoken of on the hustings and in the
House of Commons, but I have not seen it spoken of as I think it
ought—for what is the fact ? The fact is this—that this very emblem
of a death’s-head and cross-bones, or some such horrible shape or
figure of death, was the portentous harbinger of murder which is
fixed upon the doors of the victims destined for assassination in many
of the southern counties in Ireland.——

(The disturbance was here renewed, by persons, again attempting
to interrupt the speaker.)

Lorp KeNYON said, I must call upon the meeting to recollect the
object for which it is convened, and the terms upon which persons are
allowed to attend at it. The object of the meeting is to prove to
Protestants of all religious denominations, by authentic documents,
the real tenets of the Church of Rome, as now held by the Roman
Catholic bishops and priests of Ireland. Any Roman Catholic who
could obtain tickets are allowed to attend here, but they must not
complain or interrupt the proceedings, if Protestants proceed to
show what are the real tenets of the Roman Catholic Church, and
the practices to be deduced from them ; that being the purpose for
which the meeting is called. I call upon the meeting to stand by the
chair to prevent interruption. If any person does interrupt the
proceedings he must leave the meeting—he must be turned out.

The Rev. Mr. M‘GHEE, when order was restored, said, I suppose I
have been interrupted, because it was considered that I had stated
what was not the fact. Now, before I came to this meeting a docu-
ment was sent to me by a clergyman, a friend of my own, in the south
of Ireland, and he sent me the very paper which I now submit to the
meeting. (The Rev. Gentleman here exhibited a figure of death and
cross bones.) These are the actual figures which were placed over
the door of the poor victims of assassination. They represent a
figure of death stretched upon a coffin, with the assassin’s hand above,
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pointing to the figure, and these words printed—¢ THERE HE 1s.”
This paper is an actual print, I know not by what ruthless hand, but
these were circulated and pasted over the doors of destined victims,
through several counties of Ireland. This one in my hand was
actually fixed up as a notice of assassination and taken down by a
policeman in the county of Kilkenny. A fac-simile of it was published
in the Kilkenny Moderator of the 1st of September, 1832, and the
fact was stated as ome well known in all the southern counties of
Ireland. I do mot mean to charge the individual with the actual
intention of issuing such a threat, but I will ask this question, did he
know that it was used as the actual threat of murder, or did he not?
If he says he did not, I can only answer that I believe there was not
an attorney in the hall, not a lawyer on the circuits, not a judge on
the bench, not a juryman in the box, not a witness on the table, or a
culprit in the dock, who did not know that that was the actual emblem
that was fixed on the doors of the victims of assassination. If he was
the only one ignorant of it, how marvellous was the sympathy of his
sentiment—and if he did know of it, how awful and how truculent
was the threat of his intimidation. I pass now from the principles
contained in the book to which I have referred, and proceed to call
your attention to the solemnity of the forms by which those principles
have been abjured, and to point out to your consideration how confi-
dently those abjurations were referred to by the most zealous supporters
and able advocates of Catholic emancipation, before that Bill was
passed ; for you recollect with what confidence they referred to the
utter abjuration of those principles by the whole hierarchy of the
Roman Catholic Church. On one occasion a gentleman, a friend of
mine, in the county of Louth, went to a meeting of Roman Catholics.
His speech is not reported in this volume, containing speeches of Mr.
O’Connell, and Mr. Sheil, which I hold in my band, but he said the
Roman Catholic prelates ‘and priests should renounce and deny their
ancient councils, before they asked for power over the Protestants.—
Mr. Sheil replied to him in this language :—

“ How much more wise it would be of Mr. MClintock, instead of
referring us to the Council of Lateran, to refer his fellow-believers to
the progress of events, to the universal diffusion of intelligence, and the
material changes which the religion'both of Catholics and of Protestants
has undergone. The sphere of human knowledge has advanced, and
the Catholic Church has been carried along in the universal progression.
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Our faith is the same, but our system of ecclesiastical government is
wholly changed. Persecution cannot be considered as an ingredient
of a man’s creed. It may, indeed, be the result of his principles, but
cannot be considered as of the essence of his belief. It were wiser for
M . M‘Clintock to look at the declaration of the Catholic universities,
denying the abominable doctrines imputed to us, to the recent protest
of the Catholic bishops of Ireland, and to the oath which every Roman
Catholic takes, rather than to the moth-eaten volumes with which he
has been replenishing his mind.”

Mr. O'Connell too, in his celebrated address to the Dissenters of
England, uses these e;precsions S

«We desire to bring into practical operation the great principle of
individual duty and social right, ¢that every human being should
worship God according to the sincere dictates of his conscientious
belief.’”

Again:

«The Catholics of Ireland are devoted with equal warmth, and, if
possible, more persevering zeal to the cause of religious freedom.
The Catholic prelates eagerly join the Catholic laity in the assertion
of the principle of liberty of conscience.

« Protestant brethren, there are other charges made against our
tenets which we do not stop to contradict. Those who know us best
are well aware how false and unfounded all such charges are. How-
ever, we subjoin in the appendix accurate copies of the oaths taken
indiscriminately by the Catholic laity and Catholic clergy of every
rank in Ireland.”

Here Mr. Sheil appeals to the renunciation of those principles by
the universities ; and both he and Mr. O'Connell appeal to the oaths
of the prelates. Mr. Sheil appeals to the universities. I go to the
universities, and I ask of all the universities to which Mr. Pitt sent
his questions, what was the one which protested most loudly against
them? It was the university of Louvaine, and the protest was in
these terms :—

“The Faculty of Divinity at Louvaine having been requested to
give her opinion upon the questions above stated, does it with readiness;
but struck with astonishment that such questions should, at the end of
this eighteenth century, be proposed to any learned body by the
inhabitants of a kingdom that glories in the talents and discernment of
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its natives ; the faculty being assembled for the above purpose, it is
agreed with the unanimous consent of all voices, to answer the queries
absolutely in the negative.”

This comes from the college of Louvaine, and what is the fact?
That fourteen years before, in the college of Louvaine, this very book
was published. Mr. Dens’s work was adopted and approved as an
authorized standard of theology, as appears by the approbation from
the proper authority prefixed to the fifth volume, and bearing date
the 15th March, 1776. So much for the universities at the end of -
the 18th century. Both Mr. O’Connell and Mr. Sheil refer to the
oaths of the bishops. Now let us examine that point—I will beg to
call attention to three or four particulars connected with it, and one
of them cannot but strike you as singular. Dr. Murray and Dr.
Doyle were examined before a committee of the House of Commons,
and they were asked questions as to the standard principles of the
Church of Rome. Dr. Murray gave the Creed of Pius IV. the
Catechism of the Council of Trent, Bossuet's Esposition of the
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