court, receiving its authority from
the church and liable tu huve its de-
crees reversed on appeal,’ and that
‘in the ¢age of conflicting lawe be-
tween the two powers, the luws of
the church must prevail uver the
state. While the state has rights,
she has them only in virtue and by
prrmiesion of the superior authority,
and that anthority ean only be ex-
pressed Lhrough the church.? *?

Cardinal Manning is quoted iu
Donahoe’s Magazine for December,
1888, up saying: ‘It is an obligation
to obey the civil ruler, but if the
civil rulershall make a law hostile
to faith, we must then be Catholics
Hrst and citizens afterward.’’> Fol-
lowing its declaration of the doc-
trine of the Catholic Chureh and
its citations of authorities for its
position the . pamphlet then
goes on fo tuke the radieal
gronad of propositg disfranchise-
metit of Catholics whio acknowledge
their first allegianve to be to their
chureh rather than to their country,
Thie proposition is remarkable be-
cause in the committee of 100 are
some of the leading citizens of Bos-
ton. and it eannoe: be presutned that
they would permit this document to
go out without their careful consid-
eration. 'The pamphlet says:

“We have no hesitation in affirm-
ing that the oath ef allegiance to our
government taken by Romanists
and by which they have obtained
the rights of the ballot, citizenship,
and office amounts to wnothing if
they are good Romanists, and hasg
no binding obligation where the in-
terests of the church or the pontiff
require it to bLe disregarded. Peter
having thus spoken and the position
of Romanists in this country being
clearly established, what i3 to be
done? If the American people do
not propose to surrender to the papal
church tiheir sovereignty, their
honor, and their rights, and undo
what their tathers secured through
the sacrifices of the revolution,
then something will have tn be
done and that speedily. We do
not hesitate to say as a meas-
ure for the nation’s protection that
no man who professes allegiance
to the pontiff should be allowed
to participate as ncitizen in either
holding au office or gasting a hallot.
The United States Suprems« Court
hag decided that the law of one of
our States disfranchising Mormous
ia constitutional, on the theory that
the man who takee the oath the
Mormons are reguired to take can-
not be a g od citizen., Why shonld
not this principls be applied to those
who confess alleginnce to the papal
hierarchy? How much longer will
this flagrant violation of ¢itizenship
be permitted in America? 18 it not
high time for the nation to decide
which i supreme, the chinreh or the
Btate, to which citizens owe allegi-
ance? How  long wonld the
nation aliow one-eighth  of her
population  to enjoy all Lhe
rights and privileges of Am-
erlean eitizeoship while owning
allecinnee o any other foreign
power, say Anstrin or Russia? Why
perniit this to he done with those
who own allegiance to the pontiff
~of Rome? Why shonld the privil-
eges of citizenship be exlended Lo
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men who not only npot upheld
Awmerican institutions, bul who en-
deavor to drive those who uphold
them away from such allegiance
through feur of etgrnal damnation?
* % % Let Romauists who would
beeome citizens of the Uuited
States be required not only te take
the oath of alleginnee to the yov-
eronment but to take an oath also re-
nounecing all allegianee w the poje
of Rome, [hisis not & question of
religious intolerance, uvor fe it oo
of antagonism to forcigoars who are
willing to homcelogale wilh ue in ne-
vord with the spirit of our iostiiu-
tions. We would not cut down by
asingie span the splendid propor-
Lions ot nativnal freedom; we would
pet  abridge the liberty of
party, or individual. But this is a-
question of self-protection and self-
preservalion, and the law of self-
preservation is supreine in all social
and olitieal organizations. We
would guard and preserve our Jib-
erly from the hands of hate nud the
aseaults of toes.

“Romunism is u political system.
Etis a political power. Asa poltieal
power it tust be met, as a politieal
toree it must be treated when viewed
in its relutioa to our instiiutious. Lt
does mnot make auny difference
whether the politieal power that as-
sails our justitutious s oun the
shores of the Baltie, vt the shores
of the Britishh ¢hannel, or on the
shores of the Tiber. [t must be
met. We can have npo divided
citizeaship, No man should be
allowed L parlicipato in the polit-
icul affairs of this country who is
the subject or ally of a foreign
power thal is at war with her na-
tional institutions. No ballot for
the man who takes his polivies from
the vatican.”

“There is more of the same sort
of appeal. The committee wiil
have 100,000 copies of the pamphlet
printed and will give it a wide
circulation, for which they have
ample means. — Chiougo Times,
March 25th,

OUR CHICAGO LETTER.
A few mouments ago [ read
an  editorial  from the London

(England) Daily Pelegraph on the
Utah question. Befure me now lies
an editulial from the frishk World of
New York, on the same suhject.
Here are two papers wide apart as
the poles on religion, politics and
economics, yel harmoutous vo the
subject  of ‘BMormoniem.’* The
Telegraph article is oue charaeteris-
tic of the London daily. 1t ie pon-
derous, proswic and platitudenarian.
Hentence after sentence is moulded
asif cut out by asteam hammer. |t
containe nothing new, simply a re-
hash of what hag been said these
thirty years back. The editor apd
ownur of this puper is a Jew, but far
tu it from e to malign the whole
race because one of ita members is n
recreant. a knave, n snob, a mercen-
ary creature who would spenk thus
of hix own people if paid for it.

Nor woull it be good taste to re-
gard the London Pelegrapl as a fuir
type of knglish journalism and of
Fnglish political thought. [tistrue

the Telegraph professes to be a lib-
eral, yet it opposes Gladstone, La-
bouchere and Morley.  That is
euough, politieal turpitude ean go
no luwer Lhay by calling Gladstone
a lknave.

The Irieh World s edited and
owgped by on lrishman named Pat
Ford. 1t used to be theurgan of
dynamite advocates. It kept a
column specinlly for instruction inm
the use of dynamite. [ eald Pat
Ford was or isan lrishman. This
statement requires an explanation.
He is 8 nalive oi Mago County in
Ireland. This county forms a large
gectivn of the previnge of Conuaught,
This provinee is exclugively c¢om-
posed of the womst and most de-
grided clements of the old lrish
clans. The bravest and boldest of the
other provinees fell fighting or were
exiled to other countries. The weak
and eownrdly sought the mountains
and reeveses of Connaught, and jar-
ticulurly Moyo. In famine tines
Muyo sent shiploads of peopit to this
couutry, and even heie these Mayo
prople would net sinalgamate with
the pecple from other proviunees of
Irelapd. This one lrisb county has
furnished nine-tenths of the crim-
inals iu this country dencminated
Irish. 1t wus this couuty that fur.
nished nearly every petson con-
nected with the murder of Dr. Cro-
nin. Camp 20 wag with a fuw »x
ceptions formed of County Mayo
prople or the guns of such. Bo in
clagping Pat Ford asan Irishman I
am guilty of a libel oo the Irish of
Leingter, Munster and Ulster. I
will clags him as Mayo and as .o
affinity of the Cronin murderers, so
that in one senre 1’at Ford of the
frigk World aund Levi Lnwsun of the
London Telegraph are agruts which
Americans cught to be ashamed of
as instructors and teachers.

The fact that Mormouism should
be opposed hy such heterogeneous
elemeuts and by almost ul! existing
races and crecds, set me thinkiog
serivusly of Christianity in genernl.
Pat Ford’s 'paper is full of fulsome
adulation of Caydigal Gibbons aud
Cardinal Manning, and claims fur
these prelates direct suecessorship
from the Apostles.  Levi’s paper
has the same tune about the Bisho)ws,
of London and Canterbury. The
truth is, there fs Do more connec-
tion between the Christinnity of
Gibbone and Manning and that of
the Apostles than there is between
chemistry aud astronomy. The
same might be said of the other
alleged Ciiristinns. The departure
from A postolic Christianity is so far
back that its inceplion can hardly
be set detinitely. But thatsuch a de-
parture has talien place no upbiased
reader can deny. [n 1867 the Rev.
J.J. Blunt, n professor of divinity in
the University of Cumbridge pub-
lished a history of primitive Chris-
tinnity. Three are better works on
this subject publisbed, but Mir.
Blunt shows such a knowledge of the
early Chureh and its prineipal
writers, that 1 consideration of his
writings is well worth expending a
little time on.

In discussing the attitude of
Hadrian the Roman Emperor to-
wurds the Christians, Mr. Blunt
dwells particularly on the Church




