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 REFLECTIONS,
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AT a period when the Roman Catholics of
Ireland are witll-gugnlcnting vehemence, urging,
year after year, their pretenfions to be admitted
to share, equally wi;h the Protestants of the
Established Church, :‘the political power. of the
State, it becomes of infinite importance to ei;a,-
mine coolly and dispasstonately their claims, and
to consider whether the Philosophic liberality
which is the boast of modern times, has really
extended its influence to them in the degree
which i_;hcird Edvééétcs so confidently assert,

Allowi-ﬁg; f'bg the sake of argument, that the
Alliance af Church and State 1s not so strict as to
be a perpetual bar to the admission of Sectaries
to political power: that the determination,

(granting it to be sincere in. those who now

B profcss
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profess it), not to attempt altering the laws
under which property formerly forfeited is held,

or those whu.h guarantcc to the < Established
Chureh its possessions and its rlghts, might be
relied upon as unalterable : that the continwance
of the succession to the crown in the Protestant
line would not be hazarded, buat that Roman Ca-
tholics would join to exclude any claimant who
might  conform to their feligion ; should‘such an
event ~unhdpp1]y dceur, ‘as it dld in the instance
of James r admitting, i $hort, every thing that
thc advocates for the Roman Cathiolics can ask,
it yct remaditis’ tobe dertern-hned with what dispo-
sition towafds Protestants that ‘sect is now actu-
dted 5 for if thdt be a dlsposmon to unkindness
and 'melritrib&b}erless o possible advanta.ge can
be cxpe&ed from granting power to those who
Wwill” receive it ‘with Nostile minds, and whose
cordial union cannot therefore be hoped  for,
If the philosophic spirit has n¢ banished the
fidrrow prejudices of former agqhs,wfﬁe"v'ery ground
“apon which thé advocites for the Roman Ca-
tholics' now stand, 15 taken away, and they
‘muost themselves confess that the time for ad-

‘mitting’ them to power is not yet arrived.
» ‘- To
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., To determine what ‘are the real dispositions of
men’s, minds, who.may -by the influence of pre-
sent ingen'est be tbﬁn;sfel\tep led into A temporaty

.....

whose professmns certamly cannot be adm1tted as
unsuspected, gvidence, - is; undoubtedly no easy
task ; but I cannot. J}e},p Hﬁink'mg Ahat in, the pre- :
sent case. a. c;rcugps};pppe has ‘occurred swhich, res
moves, Il}),lCh of ﬁhﬁdlﬁculty W e ilsde

: | Wi 20 8 . T A
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Wh@% a b%r qf men apmm an Agent  and
Rﬁpresclptatwe to, .. condugct ;hmr ‘husiness, and
when they ; approve. of ,thg conduct of; that
Agent, and. repew, their: apgomtm;enﬁ, it s Rgt
unreasonablc to suppose that they rapprove -also
of the sentiments which that Agent has publicly
expressed relative to the business in which he is to
act, and to the q}}estmns cssentladly connef&ed
with . l-t" Juajads (il sbroa svid
x ! .‘ oo ‘ ’. ? - 'i /iR

In the wlgtmg§ ef Dr Mdﬂer, therﬁfore
scems to me that the scpt;mﬁntsof the Rm}}am
Catholics of Ireland may fairly be sought ; for on
the first of July 1807, he was appointed, under
the hands- am‘: seals of‘rhmrﬁrchbrshm at May-
LY 9% "giloseod B eV prggd I Qs rrbbth
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footh, o be the Agent of their Clérgy at the scat
of ‘Goverfiment,* and at a late meeting in Dublid,
that appointment has been renewed, and hls con=
duét unammouﬂy approved ‘ "

And hete let e premiise, that when T attributé
certain opinions and principles to Dr. Milner, ¥
mean not ‘personally to him any distespet. 1
shall speak of him merely as'the author of certain
books to which I refer, and desire not to be under-
dérstood as imputing to hiny the s&timents T cen~
sure in them farther than as an author he is ame
swerable for what he ‘hi;s ‘wtiften. ‘I know ' well
that “men may’ hold: opinions very' ncarly contra-
diG&ory, - and " that “authors | someﬂmes ertc
what -on reﬂe&lon they dlsappi'()ve‘. ‘

od. 2t od doidw AT 9 .

" But for those who, after reading what Dr."Mil-
ner has written, have made him their chrcst:n-'
tative, [ make no such allowances: in adopting
Bim, they” ad0pt the pnnmples which' his writings
coritam; and by them’fthexr senﬁments must- be

i
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%, Letter from Dr. Milner, Vicar Apostolic, &c. tow

parish priest in Ireland, dated 1st August, 1808t
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The publication which I shall principally

* notice is * Dr. Milner's Tour in Ireland in the Sum-

mer of 1867,” the declared object of which is
the vindication of the Roman Catholics of  that
country from the charges of superstition, igno-
rance and disloyalty.* .. This zeal for the charac-
ter of those who are united to him by the ties
of religion is undoubtedly laudable’; happy weré
it that we could find proofs of an equal degree
of charity for those from whom he differs.  But
charity to" Protestants abounds not in the Tour
in Irelaid; in whatever quantity -it may be
treasured up in the author’s breast, its overflow-

ings reached not to his pen..

It was not for the purpose of con¢ihating Pro-
testants, that all the Sovereigns of England who
professed that rehgron, from the Reofrfation to
the Revolution, are represented by ‘Dr. Miiner

as obJects of abhorrence . That He has asserted
" h . that

R s .o e

* The real purpose of his journey was to assist at & con-
sultation of the Roman Catholic Bishops at Maynooth, -on
the 1st july, 1807, as appears by the letrer already re-

; ferred to.
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that Perfidy, Treason and Rebelfion wire tanght and
practiced by every head of the Reformation inevery
country where it kas prevailed 3 and. that he-has
charged - Protestantism with having immolated
hosts of Catholic victims iz the pure spirit of re-
ligious persecution.* '

It cannot contribute to render Protestants and
Catholics  kindly afeetioéed 10 -one ‘another. in bro-
therly love, to state that a cruel and almost unin-
terrupted persecution has, .till within a few. -years,
bcen carried -on by the former in this country
agamst the latter. that’ at. the very present day
their conduct 1n some. ;LQgtancqs; 1s such as Turks
would not imitate; and that it is even a proverb,
that in Ireland there is no law for a Catholic4~*

It cannet but weaken that union of scntimcn;,!
on which the preservation of these countries
from abjedt slavery to a foreign tyrant depends,
to represent it as $STRANGE that the Irish should
retain Iresp-c& or affeCtion for the English; to

- talk

e T ¥ -y ; e -t L = o .- PP ——

#* See Tour in Ireland, p.<231. _ o)
+ Ditto, p. p. 13. 69, 23.



;
|
{

0.

talk of .the frequent and atrocious iujuries which
Ireland‘ haé're'cciv‘ed from England, and then to
qubte- from Tucitus a Maxim, proprium-est humant
‘gmcri's'odisse quem Jseris, which must, admitting
the preceding assertion to be true, lead to the
inference that the Irish are obje&ts of hatred to

the English,®

I obje&t not to Dr, Mz/ner for, maintaining
the learning and civilization of the ancient Irish,
though T may smile when he talks of them as
the preservers of. the Bibleythe Fathers and the
Classms : like him I beheve that. St. Patrick did
really exist, though 1 glﬁ'cr w1de1y 1D my  notis
ons of the s')fstehi of christianity which he
fa'nght 4; noram ] anxious to question his cata-

logue

- % See Tour in I{'elanld, p. -43.

“§ See Usher-¥n’ B8 Religion of the antient Irish, it
:proof;. that they did hot submit their faith to the decisions

" of ithe Pope. Indeed ‘the bull of Adrian the third, be-

stowing the kingdom ‘of Ireland on Henry the second for
the purpose of promoting true réligion amvong the people,
‘and_ enforcing their subjection to Rome, is a sufficient
proof that they did not pay much respect to Papal autho-

- rity.
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logue of Saints, particularly while he keeps Virgi/ém:'
in the number, whom I respect as the first sufferer
in maintaining the cause of phllosophy aga.mst
Papal Infalllbllity." All this is suitable to Dr.
Milner's professed purpose of vindicating the
characer of the hish from the calumnies under
which it has laboured : but how can that purpose,
or any good purpose be answered by telling us
that amongst the causes which led him to expect
to find in Ireland instances of villains of the most
hardened class was the example shewn them, for
ages past, by the English; ‘the treatment tlgej
have experienced from them, and the laws to whick
they have been subjeéled by them.i

Had

* He held the motion of the Earth, and was imprisoned
as afterwards Copernicus and Galileo were, for maintain-
ing that opinion. It is not, I believe, very generally known
that the motion of the Earth has not yer been recognized
by the Popes ; at least when Jacquier and Le Seur published
their comment on Newton they found it necessary to pro
fess in a formal advertisement at the beginning of the
third volume ,of their work, that they submitted to the
Decrees promulgated by the Pope agamst the motion of tf.}c

Earth !' 1!
+ Page 65.
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" Had an author written thus whdse'des'ign was
to set the two nations at variance ; to excite hatred
in the one and suspicion in the other I should ap-
plaud him for the selection of topics so suitable to
his purpose; but when I attempt to reconcile the
seleGtion of such topics to the professed object
of Dr. Milner, I am really at a loss; and when
I see the Roman Catholic Clergy employing Dr.
Miiner as their advocate with the English nati-
on, after having thus libelled that nation, I am

tempted to enquire whether Conciliation be
seriously their object.

Let it not be supposed that from a book replete
with kindness and charity and love, I have with
industrious research picked out incidental ex-
pressions of a contrary tendency: Far trom it.
I complain not that accident has betrayed Dr.
Mjilner into’ objeftionable language, but that,
uniformly ‘wherever an opportunity offers to speak
of the ‘conduét of England towards Ireland, or of
Protestants towards Roman Catholics, he does
it in terms of reprobation. ~That when he ex-
horts to loyalty he couples it with parience,® as

C i

* Page 20.
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if s chief objet was to shew how little ihaf.’
loyalty was, deserved.- That, nhis first let ter
he compares the former condition of the Roman
Catholic wi-th that of the Helot, the most de-
graded : and the most oppressed of human bemgs,
and in hlS last he calls their present state by
the ;1gnom;n:1qus appellatxon‘ of Slavery.*

That

% This Slavery consists in being denied a few of the
chief offices of state, and seats in Parliament, the remo-
val of which disqualifications is called by the high sound-
ing name of Catholic Emancipation. On this subject the
opirions of Emmet and M‘Newin, on their oaths before
committees of both houses of Parliament ought to be
known. The words of the former were, as# Catholic
Emancipation I do not think it matters a feather, or that the
paor think of it. M‘Nevin gave his sentiments more at large,
saying, Catholic Emancipation, as it is called, the people do
not care about : They knoww wery generally that it would be
attended awith no other effect than to admit into the House of
Peers a few individuals swho profess the Catholic religion, and
¢0 enable some others to speculate in seats in the House of Com~
mons. 'NO'MAN 1S SO IGNORANT AS TO THINK
THIS WOULD BE A NATIONAL BENEFIT.

 take these opinions from' their own account of theiy
evidence, published by them in America.
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That, as often as he mentions the Army or the
Militia, it is to give irritating descriptions (andeas
untrue as irritating) of the hardships under which
the Roman Catholics in each labour from being
compelied to attend on Protestant worship : T hat,
when he notices the i‘m'nilitary establishment, it
Is sto ;épresent the barracks as resembling the
castles by which the Normans, after the conquest,
coerced and oppressed the  English, and to refer
us to horrible descriptions of their sufferings in
consequence, of - those military Stations,® as if he
wished us to think that the sod of iron with which
England was ruled by the Norman conqueror,
was at this day extended over Ireland; and that,
persevering to the last in the same tone, he coh-:
cludes his ‘book wii_ih endeavouring to impress
upon the Roman. Catholics, that in them, should
an invading enemy*enter the country, LOYALTY
would be FOLLY, fe« in coutending against him
they would fight as S:‘Ez-:@s?t"ﬁizd if conquered, perish

‘\

-5'5*3‘ ] ! i X J :
- It s _not. of single sentences 1 complain, but
of gm.ép-irit which uniformly pervades the whole
,f : c 2 | work

. . 4

* Page 206.
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work ; and'T hesitate not to say, that if it be
the object of Dr. Troy and his brethren to recon-
cile the Protestant to the Roman Catholic, and
the Irishman to the English, the author of The
« Tour in Ireland,” is the very last person they
should have selected for_ their age;lt.

Hitherto I have noticed the general charges
made by Dr. Miluer without entering inte any
proof of their falsehood, it being my immediate
object only to examine how far he may be fitted
for a messenger of peace between contending
parties, an office for which a propensity to cri-
minate must totally disqualify, even were the
accusations brought forward really founded in
truth; but I shall now proceed to examine
some of his particular charges, and to try whether
his zeal has not sometimes misled him into such

as truth must disown.
; 2 ‘ +y gen,
; " Y ' ki,
He tells us then, that in the reign of Elizae
beth about two hundred Roman Catholics were

put to death for the confession or exercise of thesr
Religion :* Now I defy him to produce a single

1nstance
¥ Page 32, ‘
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instance .of any Roman Catholic who was tried
in that, or any other reign, as a Heretic, Many,
I grant, were condemned as Traitors, and I be-
lieve Dr. Milner will not deny that many deserved
to be so condemned ; but the distinction between
suffering as a Traitor and as a Heretic isobyious;
and if an instance were wanted to make it clear,
and to distinguish the dispositions of those by,
whom the punishment was. inflicted, I would
refer to the case of Cranmmer, whom AMary par-
doned when condemned as a Traitor, that she
might have it in her power to bumn him as an
Heretic.®

As

% Dr. Milner wishes to represent Nary’s persecutions
as originating from the rcbellions which he alleges to
have been fomented by Protestants, but his asserion is di-
rectly contrary to kmown dates. He says that she never
persecuted any of the Protestants till two years after she
began to reigm,* when they had excited Wyatt’s rebellion.
Now before she had beensix months on the throne, the
Archbishop of York, the Bishops of Exeter, London, and
Glocester, and the venerable Latimer, were thrown iuto

prison, and as soon as the disputes about her marriage
were

* Page 230 } Hume,
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As to the persecution which Dr. Milner alleges
to have been carried on by Elizabeth in Ireland,
in which many Roman Catholics were put to
death, he has afforded the means of reply by
giving a list of those whom he asserts to have
suffered for their religion, as to which, though

I have

-

r3

were settled, the ganguinary laws agains't; heretics were
re-enacted, and then after a regular discussion on the
propriety of persecution, in which Gardiner and Pole took
opposite sides, those laws were put in force, and the first
victim to them was Rogers, a private clergyman, not on 4
any charge of treason or of l;laving abetted traitors, but
simply for his religious fiith, for not believing in Tran-
substantiation, for which he was burned. Nay in this
persecution the sufferers generally were not even charged
with teaching or dogmatising contrary to the Popish reli-
gion, but taken up on suspicion, and burned for not sign="
ing a recantation of the Protestant faith.—(See Hume. )

And I challenge Dr. Milner to shew any connection be-
tween any of those martyrdoms and the insurrection of
Wyatt. Mary’s not having carried on a' persecution in
Ireland is easily accounted for. The Reformation had
rpade but a sm-ll progress there, and so little attention was
paid to Ireland that she for a considerable time retained
in that country the title of Supreme Head of the Church;

nor, was the Pope’s ball for reconciling Ireland to the
ehurch of Rome read in Parliament till 1556,
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I have not beéen able to trace the history of all
the persons he names, yet what I have discovered

must shew undeniably, that his account is not to
be relied. on. .

 Edmund Mc. Gauran, Archbishop of Armagh,
obtained a commission from the. King of Spain,
and was killed in a battle with Sit Richard Bing-
ham.* ‘The fact of his. being killed in battle is
stated in the Analecta, as Dr. Milner must know,
though he inserts him in the list of those who
were put 1o death by ELIZABETH for the pro-
fexsion or éxercise of their religion ! |

Dermot

* History of Ireland, in Modern Universal History,
P- 173. Thisis not the only instance of the kind. Eugene
O’Hegan, bishop of Ross, was killed in Tiroen’s rebellion,
at the head of atroop of horse ; and Nicholas Sanders, sent
in 1579?-53 Pope Gregory XIII. as nuncio, with a conse-
crated banner and some Italian and Spanish troops' to in -
vade Ireland, his troops being routed, perished, in the

woods of Kerry.



» 18

Dermot O¢‘Hurley, Archbishop of Cashel; was
hanged for Treason, in Dublin, in 1583. *

Cornelius O‘Duane, Bishop of Down, was
also hanged for Treason, under the government
of Sir Arthur Chichester, in 1611; and the
Anaiecta acknowledges this, and states the char;gé.
to have been assisting and abetting Tiroen in his
rebellion 3 and yet Dr, Mi/ner classes him as a
martyr !4

As to Richard Creagh, archbishop of Armagh,
the account given in the Amalecta of his being

poisoned in the Tower, (and why pofsoned, if for
his

% See Harris’s edition of Ware's writers of Ireland ==
That O’Hurle was tortured previous to his execution, di-
rectly contrary to law, cannot be believed but upon stronger
evidence than that of two witnesses who explicitly contra-
dict each other, as to the mode in which the torture was
inflicted, (compare Dr. Milner’s accounts with that in the
Analecta) in such a manner as would utterly invalidate
their testimony, in any court of justice, as being convicted
of false witness out of their own mouth.

4 See Harris’s edition of Ware’s writers of Ireland.
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his rehglon he could have been trled and execut -

- < . -

ed?)_ is too r;dlculous to 1mpose upon the most
credulous. T quote’ it below, * and" shall only
remarlg, that the author who gives this mmute
detall acknow]edo*es that he does not know Whe-

ther the event hapR;ned 1n the year I 58 5 or I 587
O’ Ga!lagbev also, Blshop of Derty, appears oA

the Aualecta, to have been killed by a party of

soldiers 1n some skirmish ; and thus are five out

of Dr. Milner’s six Mdrtyrs, proved on autho-

D W St e rltles

‘r‘ y
Ahlnd ol ) & 414

* Quidam QCulligiug, e turris 'sub¢ustodibius unus,

caseum, quo illum a refectiunculd vesci libenter n-overat

[}u veneno intinxit, & buccellam ita intinctam porrexit wene4
rando Antistiti, de quo 1lle, nthil mali suspicatus, sump-

sn; & mox incidit in tormma ventris & varia tormenta,

& tum’ gulg mtumcscente ‘& toto e perturbatus,

altero dle a sumptxone toxici Urinam misit per puérum ad

- medicum in‘urbe 114, Catholicum Doctorem nomine Arc-
loum, quﬁ. le conspeaid, & facti indignatione per(.‘ltl]s

ma tulam cum lotio projecit in parletem exchznans I?ony—

~+ num Episcopum a sicariis interfectum, & wenenum tum ad

witalia grassatum nullé ope immané poue medzcar:
v'l : 'r f" - -‘ - g _' .
;—Iow contemptlble is the skill of' modern physmxans

v{hen compared with the sagacaty of this Catholic Doctor
“1

d
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rities with which he 1s well acquainted, not te
have been put to death for their religion at all.

Of the remaining (alleged) Martyr, O:Kelly,
I can find no particulars mentioned, and must
only express my wish that Dr. Milner had en-
abled me to trace his history by quoting his
authorities.

I am obliged to make the -same remark upon
the story of the fifty-one monks said to have been
drowned in the Shannon by the orders of Eliza-
beth, " of which L cannot find the least mention
in any book I have had access to; and a learned
. and obliging friend who has made enquiries for
me in Dublin has been equally unsuccessfuls

I can only say that in the instances which I
have been able to examine, I find Dr. Milner’s
ctatements destitute of any adequate proof,
and therefore cannot in other cases give him
implicit credit. |

 Had he referred to the authorities on which
_he relied for his accounts, it would have been
: U less
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less difﬁcult to ascertain their truth: but enough

has been stated, I trust, to shew that persecu-

tion for the sake of religion was not pratised
by Elizabeth.

The principles which governed her conduct
and that of her successors are most justly
set forth by Walsh in the dedication of his
History of the Irisk remonsirance, to the Roman
Catholics of England, Ireland, and Scotland, in

| wluch he states it was neither the number of
sacraments nor the do&rine of transubstantiati-
on, nor any other of the ‘articles of the Catho-
lic faith which had occa51qned all “the 'evils
* that had befallen them for the p}eceding cen-
tury, but certain do@rines and practices which
many of themselves condemned as Anti-Catholic
and Un-Christian, and which he there enume-
rates, viz. the dcposmg and absolving power
of the Popes; the forfeiture of kingdoms by
the hcresy of the sovercign, &c. &c. acted upon
in the Bull of Pius V.- agmnst Elizabeth, and
those of Gregory XIIL. and Clement VIIL.
“in support of the Irish Rebels &c. And the ac-

count given by Walshingham of the conduct of
. D2 , Elizabeth

L
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A,

Ehzabeth towards the Roman, Catbollcs mqst
dexactly a.grees with thlS statement.

As to the numbers who, Dr, Milner SAYS, fell
~victims . to their religion under. the first Stuarts,
' and the usurpatlon, his statement may, I doubt

not, be true, 1n his way of Reckonlng as such
those wbo were krlled in battle, or executed for
treason 5 fgr -at the storm‘mcr of Ca.shél by Lord
Inchtqum, twenty }prlests lost their llves, and m
_the slaughter at Drogheda by Cromwell when
20,090, Persons of every, age aqd sex were but-
chered;, it is probab le that priests and nuns Were
_of the numbjer #i but surely no, man except Dr.
Milyer, will reckpn ﬂrose cases as justances qf

 persecution. on. acmimt of relzgwft, or parallel them '
_with the mhuma% cruelties of Mary, who, in the |

- Space . of three years, cauaed twm} hundred and
;eventy~seven ‘persons, . w}zam ﬁf - ﬁve were
aomeiy ,cmd four were . c&z/dreﬂ tp be burned to
r death fortheir rellglon, wrthout any other ,cha\'ge

bemg even alleged. agamst them + . R A
“With

” g
Py icidd QLY 30 « 000US i

=4/

* Burnett’s Reform, '3.-‘3'1'2...' y avig 1
4 Dr. Milner’s hatred to Elizabeth leads him to bestow

e e bR B e
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Wxth respe& to Dr. Plunkct, whoever reads h&e
trlal w:ll not, WIthout great hesntatlon, pxonounce

“him innocent 3 not so much From the dire@ evi-

dence against him, which might have been, per-
Jury, as from the circumstance of a witness having
cndcavoured to concea.l -himself, the mght before
the trial, at the Spanish Erpba._ssgdog 5, and from,

the gross, prevarication of his testimony at the

trial, which caused him, to, be -committed to
prison ; fa&s that cannot be acceunted for,-con:
sistently with Plunket’s: innocence. ; But to, the
question in discussion, 1t matters not whether he

was -ipnocent. or guiltys, Hm case s b,rought for-
ward | to  proves, that .a, purely religious persecﬂth
was‘carried on against the Roman Cathohcs, and
the fact is that he was tned for treason, and the

chief witnesses agamst him were POplSh priests,
| “ acknow-

-

R IR o 14 s of . ¢ ' ,.
ol 10 1SioauNed _.1:.\‘..\.-.;-.. bas aiup ods 33saast |

upo ile\r ‘Be most. a'bush'e éppetlations he &l ter, @ ?jft

J lf 12
;'ant e Pir e, #ypocr:tzcal remorse?es.r ‘end mc)‘rfzgzonr

WOu‘m Jave been prm?mt t have ornitfed’ the Tabt of thess

tt;hets hf)e;to’\ﬁved upon 2 her for aSsummg e tirle OF Su
p;lge ’er;r'es: o}' :ﬁe &mrch of Chyist tﬁrof:gkéﬂl Fer Dini=
sions, since our p?EE;'e’nt enérarell ‘Soverdign s Tiable o

the same appellation for the like cause.
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acknowledging themselves as such on the trial.—
The charge was, Soliciting a French invasion, and

levying men and money fo aid it.

The trial is extant and Dr. Miluer cannot be
ignorant of it. Nor would the change of his
religion have preserved his lifc : it was on condie
tion of acknowledging the existence of a conspi-
racy against the state, that pardon was offered
him, as he himiself declared before his death ;
which declaration Dr. Miler must have seefd
as it is published with his trial.* ' 2

Next to Elizabeth, King William appears to
be the object of Dr. Milner’s greatest dislike:
He calls him the Hero of Glenco, and the Pacis

Jicator

* 1 respect the quiet and wnpolitical character of the
present Roman Catholic Primate, and am ready to ex-
claim, O si sic omnes! but I wish him in possession of
relics less likely to excite irritation than the head of
Bishop Plunket; and Ilament to hear that Pictures and
Prints of that Prelate are Now so common: is it to proe
mote concord that they are multiplied now? |

|
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ficator of Limerick® ; in order to represent him

" as bloody, treacherous, and pcrﬁdious!

The articles of Limerick have been much
talked of, and little understood. A brief state-
ment will satisfactorily clear the character of
King William and of the nation, from the impu-
tation of breach of Faith, so wantonly cast upon
both.

The remains of James's party, after the defeat
at Aughrim, were closely besieged at Limerick,
and as they had no army in the field to afford
them assistance, they could not reasonably enter-
tain hopes of making a successful defence ; they
t_hgreforé surrendered the city upon certain condi-
tions, the civil articles of which, it was engag-
ed on the part of the besiegers, should be
ratified by King William within eight months;
and also ;hat" the utmost endeavours shkould be
used to obtain a ratification from Parliament.

WiHi;Lm' ratified the articles, and supplied in

favour of the besieged, an important omission in
| the

#* Page 202,
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the. original agreement ; and he engaged, as his

officers had done, 0 pse his utmost endeawm 16"

obiain a ratification of them from Parliament. But
‘the besieged well knew, at the time they surren-
dered, that the King could not answ'ef"with cer=
tainty for his Parliament ; and they knew that an
' apphcatlon to Parhament in the precedmg year to
empower him to ma.ke such artxcles W1th the Irish
as he should think ﬁt, HAD BEEN RE}ECTED'
- what they did, thercfore, was at their own risk,
and after full warning ; andhad Parliament totally
a.pnulled ‘the artlcles, no charge of breach of
faith or forfeiture of promife could have ‘been
| grounded on that reje&mn. WllIiam seems to
have been in_no hufry to hazard the questlon m
Parharnent, and six years elapsed before the blll
for conﬁrmmg the articles was passed and no
sort of proof has ever been offered to shew that
he did not smcetely endezwour to make that ra-
tlﬁcatloq cornpletc and 1t 1s unwersally known
that the great pepal statute Pqtltloned agamst by
the Roman Catholics as mfnngmg those articles,
was, not passed n bis relgn! but i in that Qﬁ his
SuCCessor. "

- -

‘8
-

-

% The Second of Anne.
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By King \Vil]iziin therefore, the articles of
Limerick were strictly observed, and Dr. ]Wz/mr

in charging him with breach of faith, has been

guilty of a mistake.*

As to Glenco, every man who has read the
orders relative to the Hwhlanders wlmh were
made the occassion of that massacre, mUst have
seen that there was nothing in them to authorise
the committing of that slaughter, and far less to
warrant the manner in which it was committed.

The fact of M Donald’s havmg taken the
oath of allegiance on the sixth of january ap-
pears to have been unknown to king William
when he signed the orders of the eleventh and
eighteenth of that manth, (those which were
made the pretext for the massacre), for he ex-
pressly gives instructions in them with respect

E to

¥ is not my purpose here to enter into a history of
thé Articles of Limerick, but to deféend the character
of Ktng Wll!tqm. I content myself, therefore, with a
brief statement, founded on fadls which cannot be de-

nied, -
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to those who had not taken the oaths, menti-
oning the Glenco clan particularly as not having
taken them ; and his orders were, that /m Iﬁqy
should think themselves desperate, terms and gquar-
ter should be given them, but so as that the chiefs
should be prisoners of war, their lives only safe ;
and that those who took not the benefit of the
i;:dem}iity in due time, should be obl;'ge'd to render
upon mercy.* '

Here we have an order to take prisoners,
not to exterminate ; conditions of quarter, not
instructions for treachery ; offers of mercy, not
plans of mascacre : we see William patient of
disobedience and slowto punish: his confidence
abused by a rm‘.mster,+ but his character free from

reproach.
That

# See the orders in Harris.
+ He afterwards dismissed Srarr.

1 This massacre at Glencoe reminds me of the state-
ment made by Dr. M:'Iner of that in 1641, at Island
Ma‘gce, which he mentions as a proof that the Protestants

were the first to pommi; murders in that terrible re-
bellion,
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That ‘character it would have been wise in
Dr. Milner to have shewn less eagerness to
attack.  The people of England feel strong and -
lively ' sensations of gratitude toward him to
whom " they' owe the liberty they- fat present
enjoy, and ‘will not look favourably upon those.
by whom he is maligned ; nor is it the least of .
the'imprudences into which the Roman Catholics -
of Ireland have fallen, to have chosen for their
advocate with England the slanderer of William

the “third,

Let ‘e recall to the reader’s recollection the -
purpose for' which I have.thrown together these

bellion. Now the rebellion began, as all know, on the
93d of October, 1640, and it appears. that the Scotch
Soldiers in garrison at Carrickfergus, destroyed the in-
habitants of Island Magee, in Jauuary, 1641. (See Le-
jand. 3. 129. 4nd the depositions relating to the Co.
of Antrim, from the middle to the end of the volume,

in the MSS of Trin. Col. Dublin.)

As 10, the 3000 persons, said by Dr Milner to have
been murdered in Island Magee, that district being but
three mdeé long and one broad, and having at that time

nd ‘tewn in it, could not have contained one twentieth

part_of the number,
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remarks. on Dy, Milner's writings ¢ it is to dis-

cover the: temper of the Irish Roman Catholics

at the present: time, from the character of the;
Agent. who has been appointed to represent their
Clergy at the seat of government; taking that .
character from sach documents: as ithe public -

are in possession  ofy and not meaning toimpeach,

in any degree, the private honor -er private
worth .of Dr. Milner.

Hence, in whatever he says in defence of Ires
land, though 1 may not exactly agree with him,
yet gratified 'in my prejudices for my. country, 1
am not anxious to  dispute his statements; it
is where for necessary defence of his friends
he. substitates: upjustifiable attack on those who |
have at:any time been their. opponents, that I .
think myself called upon for comment and. for -
censure, ' |

There is. however one part of his_defence
vpon  which 1 must make a few observatlons 3
I mean hls Cataloguc of Insh writers. He Be-
eins that Cataloguc...w;,t,b Rax_b;, .whosg Atg{:;{q i

y o he .
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he calls a most, interesting account of Catholi¢

affairs,

I am sorry he has chosen thus to commend
a_work which has been very justly censured as
a_ most scandalous and lying book,* and is
written in a spirit of great hostility to England. .

Peter  Talbot 1s - the next commended.e— -
That turbulent man, as Ware calls him, was
the chief persecutor of #alsk and the loyal Remon-
strants, of whom 1 shall have occasion to speak
hereafter 3 and the writings: which Dr.  Milner:
celebrates were: principally: directed against those;
Irish patriots who at! that: early period appeared:
desirous to testify their loyalty while they pre-
served their religion: and this Bishop Talbot
actually refused, in 1670 when lord Berkeley:
was . Lord Lieutenant of Ircland, to, give any
epgagement of )his loyalty +4--

‘- - Of+

* See Harris's editian’ of 'Ware, Vol. 2. p..124..
Rothe was. answered by Rywves, in- his' Regiminis dAngli-
¢ani Defensio. . :

+ Ware, 2. 192,
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Of O'Daly 1 know nothing; but Burke, thé
Bishop of Ossory, and his mischievous work;
the Hibernia Dominicana, 1 do know, and am sorry
that Dr. Milner should have characterised as
learned and celebrated Historian, without a(ddmg
any qualifying ‘expression, the man who 'in his
history  maintained "tlie Pope’s deposing power,

-#nd the right of the Popish claimants to the

throne, of England ; and ‘thit tac so lately "as
the year 1762. | ) '

“Dr. Batler I also know, dnd am surprised
that the writer of a single pamphlet should be
thought of sufficient’ importance 'to occupy the
fifth place in Dr. Milner’s list, 2l

But I shall be told that he was, the Victo-
rious opponent of Dr. Woodward!

I should wish to know wherein his victory
consisted.  He defended the clause in the
Roman Catholic Bishop’s oath, Hereticos, schisma=
ticos et rebelles eidem Domino nostro (Papez, sciz :)
vel successoribus pradictisy pro posse persequar ef ime
pugnabo ; and the consequence of the objections
made to that clause by Bishop Woodward and

those




S e

33

those who wrote on the same side with him,
was its being ‘expunged from the oath, by order
of the Pope.*

If that was a victory to Dr. Butler, I beg to
know what would have been a defeat ?4-

Instead of pursuing this sort of inquiry through

Dr, -Milfze_r"s:wr.iters of the second order, let me

add to their number one whom he has thought

propet_to omit, though it is 1mp0531ble to con-
ceive

* See Dr. Troy's Pastoral Instruction. p. 5T,

+ The late Dean Erskine of Cork publiehed an edi-
tlon of Dr Butler’s pamphlnt with very able remarks,
in Wthh he notices an admission of Butler's (p. 25.)
that the Roman Catholics Aad preserved for many years
inwiolate their allegiance to the FALLEN House of Stuart,
ynder the .mﬁ'erance of all the ewils that obstinate honesty
could bring upon tﬁem, and infers from it that Dr. Butler
acknowledges the Roman Catholics to have been j"aco&:m
long after the abdication of James ; and argues that
the hesuamon abont the oath of allegiance shewed this
sentiment to have lingered about their hearts even so
Jate as the year 1774, 'This assigns rather a later date

for Catholic loyalty than it is fond of claiming.
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ceive that he could have forgot him : 1 mean the
Rev. Peter Walsk, a Franciscan Friar, and Professor
divinity at Lorrain, the very respectable author of
of the History of the Irisk Remonstrance, and of
many other works, the catalogue of which occu-
pies in Aare a page and an half in folio.

After praising Rothe and Talbot and Burke, writers
whose names sound harsh in the ear of loyalty,
1t would haye been some go_mpef;satio,n to find
that man noticed whose life gave the best proof
that has ever been given, that a Roman Catholic
may unite steady lealty to a Protestant King,
with a zealous attachment to his religion, which
even persecution could not weaken: for though
pursucd with unrelenting hatred by Talbot and
his party, and though be knew that his fidelity
and patriotism wauld have ensured him, had he
conformed to l_’mtestantism, great temporal ade
vantages, Walsh ﬁqt remained unchanged, and
died in communion with the churchi of Rome.

It were well that no other proof of this hos-
tility. to Walsh had been given, than the ambi-
guous one of omitting to name him in this cata-

logue;;

R W, g T N ER—

L
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logue; “but though T have been able to pro-
cure but one of Dr. Miluer's pubiicatipn:s
relative to the controirersy with the Frotesting
Catholics 1n 1791,* that onec contains sufficient
proof of enmity to Walsh, and shews clearly that
the cause of it was his political, conduct. He
calls him there @ refractory, irreligions friar, living
m open rebellion against his superiors; and cen-

sures the Remonstrance as a /ey protestation,

and as the effe& of the Duke of Ormond’s in~

mes

This Remonstrance was copied exallly, chang-
ing only names, from the declaration of the
Roman Catholics of England in the year 1640 ;
and though at first not signed+4-, yet on that ob-
je€tion being ‘made; was signed by all the Irish
clergy who were then in London, whither it had
been ‘transmitted to Walsh, who had, some
time before, been appointed Procurator by the Ro-
man Catholic Primate, and their Bishop of Meath

: F . (there
* Divin='Right of Episcopacy. B\

+ it"*fs i-emafk;lél;.- that the Remonstrance Was brought

aver to Walsh by the Earl of Fingal.
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(there being but one more Bishop then in lre-
land and he bed-rid), together with the Vicar
Apostolic of Dublin, the Vicars General of Meath
and Ardagh, and the superiors of the Ca.puchins,
the Carmelites, and the Franciscaas.

This celebrated document being much less
known than it deserves, I shall here insert it,
omitting only the beginning which consists of
general complaints of the Roman Catholic
Clergy ; after which it proceeds in the following
words. |

¢« We know what odium all the Catholic
« Clergy lie under, by reason of the calumnies
¢ with which our tenets in Religion, and our
« dependance ‘on the Pope’s authority are aspers-
«ed : and we humbly beg your Majesty’s pardon
“ to vindicate both, by the ensuing Protestation
« which we make in the sight of Heaven, and
«in’ the presence of your Majesty, sincerely
«and truly, without equivocation or mental
s¢ reservation. We do acknowledge and con-
“ fess your Majesty to be our true and lawful
¢ King, supreme Lord and rightful Sovereign of
this
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« this Realm of Ireland, and of all other your
* Majesty’s Dominions. And therefore we ac-
“ knowledge and confess ourselves to be obliged
“ under pain of sin to obey your Majesty in all
““ cwvil and temporal affairs, as much as any other
“of your Majesty’s subjects, and as the law and
““ rules of government in this kingdom do require
“at our hands. And that notwithstanding any
‘¢ power or pretension of the Pope or See of Rome,
“or any sentence or declaration of what kind
““or quality soever, given or to be given by
“the Pope, his Predecessors or Successors, or
“ by any authority, Spiritual or Temporal, proceed-
¢ ing or derived from Him or his See, against
¢ your Majesty or Royal Authority, we will still
¢¢ acknowledge and perform to the uttermost of
¢ our abilities, our faithful loyalty and true alle-
“giance to your Majesty. And we openly dis-
¢ claim and renounce all foreign power, be it
“‘either Papal or Princely, Spiritual or Temporal,
“inas much as it may scem able or shall pre-
s tend to free, discharge, or absolve us from this
“ obligation, or shall any way give us leave or

‘$license to raise tumults or bear arms or

N ’ F 2 (14 OH.CI



A Royal g,uthonty, c_n‘ to thc State or Govetgmcnt
< being all of ws ready, not only to dxscqver
¢ and make kanown to your Majesty .and o
« your ministers, all the treasons magle against.
« your Majesty .ot them, Whl€h shall come to
< our hearing, but also to logse our h,ve,s in
< .defence of ‘your Majesty’s person and Royak
< authority; and to resist with. our best endea-
« yours ‘all conspiracies and. attempts against your
<« Majesty, be they framed or sent under what
« pretence, - or patrom:.ed by what forclgn power
« or authority socver. . And further we profess
¢ that all absolute Princes and supreme Goverporsy
%, of] whatsoe.ver Rehgton they be, -are. Gpd,s
« Lientenants on, Earth, and x,ha,t abedience .is
« due to them, according to the Laws of each
_¢: Commonwealth respectively, -ip all civil and
« temporal affairs.  And therefore we do_hereby
s« protest against all Doctrine and Authority to the
« contrary. And we do hold it impious, and
« agaimst the: word of God, to muaintain _that
< any private subject may Kkill or murder the
« anointed of God, bis Prince, Lhmgh of &
“ different

I
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“ different Religion and belief from his. Aud
« we abhor and detest the practice thereof; a5
¢ damnable and wicked.”

_« These being the tencts of our Religion, in
“ point of loyalty aad submission to your Majesty’s
&« g:g)rryp‘ands, a.,%d ouI dependance of tbe See of
- qbedle‘;']-c-e, vqhich by our bu‘th by all laws dlvms
- %r}d, human, we are bOUnd to pay to your Ma]esty,
« our patural and lawful Sovercign, we humbly begs
« prostrate at your Majesty’s feet, that you would
¢ be pleased to protect us from the severe perse-
« cution -we suffer, merely for our profession in
“ Religion ; leaying those that are. or hereafter
« ghall be, guilty of other crimes, (and there.have
¢ been such at all times, as well by their pens as
% Dy their actions), to the punishment prescribed
by the law.” o el
Signed by Oliver Darcy, B1sh0p of Dromore,
and twenty-three others of thelr Clergy ; besides

Wthh or ‘gmal subscnbcrs, \Valsb gnes a list of
forty
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forty four others who afterwards put their names
to the Remonstrance.®

This evidently was no Ldy Protestation, as Dr.
Milner erroneously denominates it ; and the ex-
pressions made use of in it are such as to justify
the English Protesting Catholics of 1391 in call-
ing it, as harmless and as free from objection as a
profession of allegiance can be.d'  Yet what was the
consequence to those who signed that remon-
strance? They were excommunicated, and several
of them perished from want ! '

The opinions of Dr. Milner upon this subject

of the Remonstrance merit some further obser-
vations.

He

* The Nobility and Gentry of Ireland, then in London, -
to0 the number of ninety-seven, presented a Remonstrance

to the same effeét; and two hundred and thirty more after~
wards signed it in Ireland,

+ See Original Papers, published by the Protesting Ca-.
thelies in 1791, p. 15,

T Ibid. This fact shews what a terrible instrument of

mischief a Roman Catholic Excommunication may be
made,
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- He tells us that # the Roman Catholic Clergy
“ drew up an Anti-Remonstrance, which was as
« explicit in point. of loyalty, and as clear a re-
<¢ nunciation of the deposing power as words can

“.express.”’

In reply to this I shall notice a few of the

variations observable on comparing the two, and
which Dr. Milner, who appears. to have read
Walsh’s book, l;new,if, at the time he passed this
judgment, to have been observed.

s b

- ]

The Anti-Remonstrance does not style the King,
Rightful King,.

It only promises, 7o be as obedient as any subject
ought to be to his Prince; a promise which Be/-
larmine or Thomas a Becket would have made, but
which is not explicit in point of Loyalty.

1t only promises, 10 be as obedient as the laws of God
and nature require, instead of the truly loyal promise
of the Remonstrance, which engages for such obe-
dience os the Laws and Rules of Government in the
| King-

* Divine right of Episcopacy, p. 105.
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Kingdom do require. Will Dr. Milner call these
expressions equally explicir ? .

It states, that it is not the doctrine of the Sub-
scribers that Subjects may be discharged from per
Sforming their duty of true allegiance to their Princes
but so might the mibst viclent maintainers of the
Pope’s deposing power, understanding true alled
giance with a reserve of the rights. of that para.
mount aﬁthonty ‘ |

It reprobates the doctrine that amy private
subject wiay kil his Prince, but it puts no guard
between the Prince and the sword of any subject
receiving commission from a foreign power, who
by such commiission would cease to be a private
subject ; and it safs not a word of the case of
a Prince declared to be deposed by thé Pope,
and who thereby might be conceived to have
lost the denomination of Prince, and to be
io Tonger ‘under the protection of this promise.

And in a word, it guardedly ‘ofnits all direct
mcn‘ﬂon of ‘the P0pe and his prbténsmns,
thereby leaving it free to conjecture that they

who
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who + were in words so fearful of giving him
offence, would not, if called upon to ad, be
very ready to disobey him.

Are the Roman Catholic clergy aware that by
- appointing Dr. Milner their agent in transacting
* affairs precisely of the same nature with those to
which the Remomtmﬁce related, they sigmfy an
approbation by no means equivocal, of the senti-
ments he has expressed on that subject ; and can
they doubt that in doing so, they give occasion
to distrust and. suspicion ?

These opinions of Dr. Milner on the Remos-
strance of 1660, lead me .to notice what he has
said of the attempt, made by' the Roman Catho-
lics of England in 1791, to satisfy the government
by an unambiguous oath ot allegiance.

At that period a declaration was drawn up of
the s;enti!rq?nts of the Roman Catholics on ail
questions connected with their allegiance. The
four Apostolic Vicars and their coadjutors, and
almost all the clergy and laity of the English
6. . - Catholics
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Catholics s:gned that declaratmn* ft was thém
changed into an oath of allegiance, and the Aposs
tolic Vicars prohibited from sweafing it those

very persons whom, _}ust before, they had encou-
raged by their example to 51gn it [

And .Dr. Milner approved their conduct !'!!

The Apostolic Vicars prohibited - the Roman
Catholics from taking any oath, or signing any
- instrument wherein the interests of Religion are con-
cerned,} without the prevxous approbation of their

Bishop; but Dr. Milner goes much farther, for he
puts

® Original Papers, p. 45.

+ On this occasion the Apostolic Vicars declared tha!
the words of an Qath are to be understood in the sense
which they bear in the writings of the Schoolmen! ex. gr.
that Persons meant Souls or Consciences I A dreadful doc-
trine, destroying all reliance upon oaths, and the express
denial of which should be made a part of every oath
framed for those who may be suspected of holding it.---
See Original Papers, p. 11. : '

1 See Orig. Papers, p. 4. ‘where the monstrous latitude of
this expression is noticed.
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puts the conscience of the layman, dircetly and
implicitly, into the hands of his priest ; telling
him that if in so :obeying his spiritual guide
he should fall into error, he is provided with
an excuse: JLord, if I have bcen deceived, it
has been by listening to those Pastors whom thou hast
commanded me to hear.*

Do the Roman Catholic. clergy approve of
these sentiments?

Are they wise in declaring such approbation,
G 2 by

% See Divine Right of Epfscapag:, p. 117. Well suited
to this plan of x;xaking the laity entirely dependent on
their priests, is the wish of restraining them from the free
use of the sacred;Scriptures, expressed by Dr. Miluer in
the 18th Istter of his Tour, which he concludes by saying
that the object of the Associators, and other persons who
distribute Bibles among the people, is not to enlighten, but

~ to obscure thcn- minds; not to communicate rehglous
knowledgg, but to deprive them of what they have, and

'

to unsettle their belief ! !!
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by choosing as their Agent with Government, the
man who has proclaimed such sentiments T

Let us follow Dr. Miluer to the transactions
in which he has been engaged during the past

year, and see whether his conduct in them en-
creases -his qualifications for the office to which
he has recently been re-appointed, or justifies the
general approbation’ which he has*received from

the Roman Catholic clergy.

When applied to for information during the
last session of Parliafncnt, he give it as his opi=
nion, that in the appointment of Bishops it pro-
bably would be agreed, that the ministry should
be consulted to know whether they had any ob-
jection to thesperson elected, as to his civil or

political

% As the Layman depends on the Priest, so does the
Priest on h's Bishon, &y whose authority alone he teaches,
(according to Dr Milner) It follows pretty clearly, that
the Bishop depends on the Pope, in whose powér, con-
sequently, are the consciences of all men ! |
This is the doctrine of which, most especially, the Roman
Ca holics are oncerned to decl re their obhorrence. The
belief that they hold t has been the cause of every coer-
cion to which they have been subject in these countries.
Wil they make, then, the man who declares that he
holds it, their Representative ?
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“political conduct; which would, in effect, give
the Crown a zegatrve: but that an unrestrained
negative would not be given, as that would
amount in reality to a positive power; but only
one restrained to a reasonable number of times,

- as two, three or four.*®

When this proposal, perhaps not fotidem
'verb:s, but certainly according to the ordinary
meaning, of the expressions, was mentioned in
Parliament, and it came to be reported that Dr.
* Milzer was the authority for it, he, in a publica-
tion signed with his name, declared that he would
shed the last drop of his blood rather than suf-
fer the King to have any influence, direct or
indirect, in the appointment of Roman Catholic

Bishops.+

And yet, in the Letter 10 a Parisk Priest,
already quoted, he states the resolution agreed

to in 1799 by the four Roman Catholic Arch-
bishops

. "This is his own account, given in his Letzer 12 Parish
Priest, already quoted.
" 4 'This letter was published in the Morning Chronicle.
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bishops and by six Bishops, That, in the appoint-
ment of Prelates of the Roman Catholic Religion
t0 vacant Sees within the kingdom, suck interference
of Government as may enable it to be satisfied of the
loyalty of the personto be appointed, is just, and ought
to be agreed to; and he vehemently exhorts them
not to rescind that resolution !

These secem to be not indirecs but very direct
contradictions.

And lest any doubt should remain as to Dr,
Milner’s* opinion that some interference of Go-
vernment in the appointment of Roman Catholic
Bishops is admissable, he states the plan pro-
posed in 1799,4 which was, that the name of the
persow elected should be returned to Government,
aud if in a month they had any proper objection to
kim, then they were o inform the President of the

election

L2

* T have élready said that I know nothing of Dr. Milner
but from two or three of his books, and that I disclaim
all personal imputation in what | say of him. It is merely

the author of the Tour in Ireland, &c. thatI speak of.

4+ Letter to a Parish Priest,
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election, who should convene the Electors and pro-
ceéd to a new choice ; and to this plan he tells
us he had an implied consent from the Propg-
gpanda 5 and he argues that, as the schismatical so-
véréign of Russia, and the heretical sovereign of
Prussia, have always been consulted in the apa
pointment of Bishops, nay exercise a power in
that respect far exceeding what has been offered
by the Irish Bishops to the King, and have accre-
dited agents at Rome for the purpose, it would
be absurd to depart from the plan which had
thus actually been offered®.

Who will pretend ‘te reconcile this with the
declaration, that ke would shed the last drop of
his blood rather than suffer the King to have any
influence, direct or indirect, #n the appointiment of

Bishops 2

Have the Roman Catholic clergy appointed
an Agent of such various opinions on the ime
portantbusiness in which he is to be emf)l-oyed,
for thé "Iﬁu‘i‘pose of reminding us ‘of the variations
“which have taken place in the sentiments of their

‘ Bishops

* Letter t0 a Parish Priese,
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Bishops upon the same subject, who having made
the proposal already noticed (p: p- 48, 49.) to govern=
ment, did recently come to a resolution, that
it is their decided opinion that it is inexpedient 10
introduce any alteration in the canonical mode hither-

to observed in the momination of Irisk Roman

Catholic Bishops ¢*

On what Basis is Dr. Milner expected to treat
with those to whom he is deputed by the Roman

Catholic clergy ¢

That laid in the resolution of their Bishops 1n
17995 OF, in their Resolution in 1808 ?

On the ground of his own approbation of the
former of those resolutious, or of his declaration

which contradicts it ?
On

# This Resolution has been the subject of a letter from
a very respectable meeting of Romau Catholics in the
county of Louth, to Dr. O'Reilly their Primate, whose
answer contains a most extraordinary passage in which he
states that the danger of the concession in question is, in
his opinion, and that of lseveral other Prelates, of a temporary
nature, resulting from existing circumstances, An explana-

tion of this passage must be very anxiously looked for,
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On his,lcttgr in the Morning Chronicle, or
that addressed to a parish Priest ? |

Will the appointment of such an Agent con-
ciliate the confidence of those with whom he is
to negotiate, or will it not rather make them
exclaim,

“ Quo teneam vultys mutantem DProtea nodo 2”

I have designedly avoided noticing the very
offensive language which Dr, Milner uses in « Jis
Tour,” uniformly, towards the Protestant clergy
and gentry of Ireland: his unfair statements of
the events that took place previous to the Re-
bellion in 1798, and during its continuance:
his unrestrained abuse of loyal and respected indivi-
duals: his misrepresentations of the nature of useful
-public establishments, and of the manner in which

they are conducted ;¥ bis want of gratitude to
' H Lord

— -

# One of these I must notice. He says, that the Uni-
versity of Dublin is not a fit place to send Roman Catho-
~ lics to, as the students are obliged to attend the established

‘service. 1 have known that University for 383 years,

t
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Lord Redesdale, for the advantages obtained by
the Roman Catholics in 1791, and his want
of candour in stating the plan of that nobleman*
for diminishing the causes of discontent in Ireland:
every thing, in short, which might be considered
as

(twenty-six of which I passed within its walls,) and I do
say, that nothing can be more untrue than this statement :
that, from my earliest recolleétion, long before the act ad-
mitting Roman Catholics to take degrees, not one of them
who applied to be excused from attending chapel was re-
fused: and I cannot conceive it possible for Dr. Milner to
have sought for information as to a fa& so universally no-~
torious, without getting it. His charge of relaxed morals
and want of discipline is equally unfounded.

* ] should rather say, which he attributes to that Noble-
man, 1know mnot whether rightly or not. It is evident
that the author of “Thoughts on the Catholic Question” consi-
ders the disturbed state of Ireland to arise from a Roman
Catholic Hierarchy existing in that country, and claiming
the actual Archbishopricks and Bishopricks bestowed by
law upon Protestants. This evil might be removed with-
out reducing the Roman Catholic Church to a Presbyterian
form, barely by putting it under the same government
which has so long existed in it in England ; a cértain num-
ber of Apostolic Vicars, consecrated to Bishopricks in pas-
tibus Infidelium,
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as of temporary interest or of inferior importance,
or might lead to lengthened detail ; it being my ob-
ject to rest my argument upon a few plain, incon-
trovertible facts, which no man who opens Dr,
Miiger’s book can fail of finding, and the in.
ference from which is too obvious to be denied.
I shall conclude by a brief statement of the
argument and inference.

If Dr. Milner’s writings are teplete with what-
ever is calculated to irritate the Protestants of
England and ef Ireland, his appointment as Agent
for the Roman Catholic clergy must be consi-
dered as most unlikely to conciliate past differ-

ences, and as indicating in those who hLave

chosen him, an hostility similar to his own.

If he has disapproved the conduct of the Ro-

sman Catholics in the two greatest attempts made

to give unequivocal assurance of their loyalty™,

.we must clearly perceive, that they who have now

made him their agent are influenced by prin-
ciples unlike those of the loyal and liberal-minded
H 2 Remon-

- # Ia Ireland in 1660, and in England in 1791,
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Remonstrants o? TreIand in former times, and

their late imitators in England, so _]ustly“ Te-

spected 1n 1791.

If he has declired that the Roman Catholic
Laity must implicitly submit their moral conduct
to the direction of the Priesthood, (a doctrine
: suited to the most unenlightened ages, and par-

ticularly obnoxious to the ‘reformed churches,)

they, whose representative he has been appointed,
| must expect to have the same opinion imputed
to thgmsel_veé,’nor hope to be considercd'asyet
free from the prejudices they are so anxious to

disclaim.

If he has taught, that Bishops cannot be re=
strained in the exercise of their episcopal _]urls-
ld:ctlon by any mere human right or authority®,
- we must conclude that they who have selected
him as their Negociator, claim that exemption
from control which will make them independent

of the State, and establish them an Imperium in
Imperio, obviously inconsistent with its safety. |

; If,

-

* Divine right of Episcopacy, prefl p. ik
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If, finally, the person to whom the Roman
Catholic clergy entrust the management of their
interests, be a man who has, at different and not
distant periods, declared opinions relative to the
principal subject now to be discussed, decidedly
inconsistent with each other, they cannot be sur-
prised if such conduct, aided by their own un-
steadiness on the same question, should bring
| to our tecollection what the Great Duke of Or-
't- mond said (with one exception) of their prede-

cessors in 1666.

« As I am a Christian, these twenty years 1 had
to do with those Irisk Bishops, I never found one
of them either 10 speak the truthy or to perform their

Promise *”’

Such

e

* Perhaps those Bishops held with respect to promises
the principle which one of their successors, Dr. Lanigan
of Ossory, bas recently professed and acted upon; viz,

that the obligation arising from a promise ceases, avhen before

the promise is fulfilled, the circumstances become so changed that
the person promising, had he foreseen those circumstances, wwoenld
:’ newer have made the promise !

Such



to me on consrdermg the 'appmntment oF i
Milner as the P"ﬂxtical Agent of the ¢1egy$
~his communion ia Ireland, at the preseﬂt o 1 ks,
portant crisis ; and T think they fully vdxrraﬁt me in
the inference that uhder existing arcuni;tﬂmm,u what-
. ever abstract’ opininn may be entertained on the
* subject), ‘the Concession sought by the Roman
‘ Catholics would be attended w;th consequences
.da.ngcrous to the State. o, ;

'Such a reseryation destroys all confidence in promises,
and renders them mte)'ly nﬁ’txyy; andthe A whlch
.D;,.Lamgan appl:ed ir is a proof of this. He had pro-
A mised to sign a certaﬁy ' ddress, and afterwards refused to -
} k&p his promise; Wat he had d &Mrf‘d the dd- © .
| dress tq be dupleasmg to persons whom he did not wish to
i, - differ from, and that when he made the promise he had
V
:
l
i

ot {greseen such a consequence [y B

5 lthough,t/ﬂhe _principles of the }esu;ts*ad ba:n extinét
ina o wgh the order ! - ,

<




