- T

2

THE AMERICAN.

THE POPE'S LAST VETO.

Will the People Sustain it, or Will
They Run the Country?

An Able Article by Rev, James B. Duun,
B, ., Secretary of the Committee of
Oue Hundred of Boston,

[n an article printed in the Boston
Daily Advertiser of September 27, 184,
reistive w0 the American Protective
Associatlon, James B, Duon, o speak-
ing of the slm of the Roman hierarchy
to make Amerlea Catholle, sald:

41 know all this is denled by many-
adherents of the church of Rome, but
facts are stubborn thiogs, and it lsa
fact that Dr. Brownson in his Catholie
Reviow sald:  ‘Undoubtedly It Is the in
tentlon of the pope to possess this coun:
try, and in this Intentlon he ls alded by
the Jesuits and'all the Cntholle prolates
and pricsts.’ And it Is & fact that the
Roman Catholle hlerarchy, assembled
in Baltimore In 1858, sent out to the
American poople this declaration, that
the mision of thelr church in this
country wus to make it Catholle. “The
United States,' they sald, ‘must beoome
a Catholle country.' It is also s fact
that Archbishop Ireland, in the Roman
Catholle congress at Baltimore In 1858,
exclaimed In a burst of enthusinsm,
‘Our work 15 w0 make Amerioa Catho-
ile,' And to aid ln carrying out this
mission of making Ameries Catholic
was the Catholle Truth Soclety estab-
lUshed. Tocrown all, Pope Leo XIII,
in an encyclical letter lssued Novem-
ber, 1885, says that ‘All Catholles
ghould exert thelr power 10 cause the
constitutions of states 10 be modeled on
the prineiples of the trye chureh.'”

He also guoted from an encyclical is-
sued by Leo XL, at Rome, Janusry
10, 1800, und published In Roman Cath-
olle papers In New York, February 12,
1800, und ln the Pilot, of Boston, Feb-
rusry 10, 1800, In that encyclioal the
pontiff onjolos Roman Catholloes;

YEven in polltics, always to serve
first tho lntoregts of Cathollelsm, and
to submit themselves in obedience to
the will of the pontlff as to God Him.
solf, und that the olvil laws aro binding
on them only #o long as they are coo:
formable to the Roman Catholle re-
liglon. Tn that same]encyclical the
pope says it 1s a duty to resist all eivil
laws hostile to anything ordered by the
chureh, und a orime to obey them.
These belog the facts, 18 It oot quite
certain that whatever his private or
porsonal opinton and feeiings may be
a8 an American cltizen, every good
Roman Catholle « must support the
churoh as against the state.”

Rev. John O'Brlen, Roman Catholle
priest of East Cambridge, In an ar‘lele
in the papers claims that the quotations
from this eveyolloal, as well as the
statements and inferences drawn from
{t, are false, and in direot opposition to
the toachings of the encyclieal as a
whole, And lporder 1o test the matter
and sot it fairly hefore the publle, he
would refer the same {0 a commission
of glx gentlemen whom he himself has
been #t the palng to seleot. To this
proposition the writer of thls article
replies by suggesting that Mr. O'Brlen
have the whole ‘encyclionl priowd in
the Boston newspapers. The public
can rend. It ean also form a judgment
on the meaning of plain English words,
without extraordinary assistance, This
Mr. O'Iirien will not do, as he says:

“The publle would never read in *
* * pad ofy those. who [did read few
would understand it properly and fully.
The encycllioal I8 not like a sermon lo
the People’s churoh, but is addressed to
intelligent persoms—not to the stusid
or to those who. wilfully misunder-
stand.”

Therefore, thlz review of the pope's
encyolical which «was \first printed la
April, 1860, 'and of which over 70,000
coples huve (been .published, is now re-
printed with§ this] intrcductory state-
ment,

The encyelical (fs on the subject of
church and state, and defines the posi-
tion of the good! Romanist toward his
religion and hisicovntry. But Jot the
pope speak for, himself, as he proceeds:

“To decoribe more exacily the dutles
of the Catholics * *2* to restore
the principles: and practices of Chris-
tlanity In private life and io ail parts of
the social organism.”

Coming tojthe stale, he says:

“That cases happen +in which the
siate demands onenthing from the elil-
zen, and religion }the opposite (rom
Chrigtians, and this undoubtedly for no
other renson than that the heads of the
state pay no regard to the sacred power
of the church, ondesire to make |t sub-
ject W them. No oue, however, can
doubt which isto recelve their prefer-
m"

Since

“Itis an impious deed to break the
inws of Jesus Christ for «the purpose of
obeying the magistrates, or 1o trans-
gress the laws of the church under the
pretext of observing the civil law.”

Vicar General Byrne, of the Boston
diogese, in a sermon preached In that
clity, March 18, 1500, while explaining
this encyclionl of Leo XIIL, and claim-
ing for Romanists loyalty to govern-
ment, sald:

“No doubt there are times when the
state demands of usallne of conduct
manifestly contrary to the dlctates of
our veligion. This only happens when

the elvil rulers for the time belng over-
step thelr true sphere, or soek to make
the sacred power of the church sub-
sotvlent to thelr own ends
eltizen will refuse to obey an Immoral
command of the state, snd pescefully
aooept the penalty.”

The church declares, In the language
of Bishop MeQuald, in Boston, Feb-
rusty 13, 1576, that

“The state has po right W educate,
and when the stawe undertakes the
work o educstion It s usurping the
powors of the chureh."

Hence the coeflliet that is now belog
waged all over the land, 1« the church
or the state supreme n the educaiion
of the chlld?

After baving thus clevated the laws
of the church t anequality with the
teachings of God, and uhove the laws of
the land, the pope procecds:

YBut If the laws of the state are In
opon contradlotion with the Divine law,
if they command anything prejudicial
to Who church, or are hostile 1o the du
tles lmposed by religlon, or violate in
the person of the supreme ponilff the
authority of Jesus Christ, then indeed
It {s m duty to resist thom and & crime
to obey them—n ¢rime fraught with
Injury to the state [tsell.”

Thismeans Lo plaln Anglo-Saxon that
when any law I8 passed, or any action
taken by mny government which the
proper  Romanist  authority deems
“prejudlelal” to the « Interest of the
church, or &ffeoting “the person of the
supreme pontifl,' resistance becomos a
duty, obodlence &‘crime. And this,
mark you, is notthe teachliogs of Hilde-
brand und of the middle ages, but of
Leo the XIIIth, sod the Nineteenth
contury. And what,Leo here indloates
as possible, has happoned. Popes have
declared the laws of nations null and
vold, and absolved Romanists from al-
legiance to such ‘governmoenis.  Our
readors cannol have forgotten how the
poutifl took upon himeelf in 1868, to de-
clare null and vold the laws of New
Grannda; also, In 1856 the laws of
Mexloo; as In 1850 the laws of Sardinia;
in the same year the laws of Spain, and
the laws of Pledmont; In 1862 the laws
of Austrin; and lo every oase, the laws
which he pronounced null, are essential
parts of the American constitution, and
of our common law, Shortly alter the
present pontiff's recovery from hlis [ll-
ness [n 1856, alter establishing all the
privileges and lmmunltles of the Jes-
ults, he tssued & papal degree in which
occurs this sentence:

The judicial functionaries must re-
fuse obedlence to the state and to the
laws of the country which are ln con-
teadiotlon with Roman Catholic pre-
oepls”

What Is this but preaching down-
right rebellion, not only In Italy, where
it menus eivil war, but in every country
where Roman Catholles holl any ju-
dicial funetion?

There is required

“Porfect submlssion and obedlonce of
will to the church and the sovereign
pontiff, as to God Himself. In fixing
tho llmits of obedience, let no one think
thut it Is due te the authority of bish-
ops, und especially the Roman pontiff,
merely in matters of dogma.”

Oh, no; this perfect submisslon and
ohedlence Is all-sweeping—covering the
private and publle life and aots of the
Individual, his eclvll; political and re-
lHglous dutles—and the claim of the
pope to perfect submission and obedi-
ence on the pars of the members, is
recognized wnd acknowiedged by Ro-
man Catholie leaders in this country.

Father Bodfish, a Roman Catholle
priest, at o hearing av th state house,
Bostoo, last winter, sald

“Roman Catholles were bound to re-
eelve, belleve and disseminate the In-
struction recelved from the pope 8s the
vicar of Christ." To ex-Gov. Long's
question, “You sald you are bound to
reeelve, belleve and disseminste the
word of the pope, am [ right?" Answer,
“Yeu, sir."

Vicar-General Preston, of New York,
while on the witness stand in one of the
courts in that clty a litrle over a year
ago, when asked If Roman Catholics
must obey thelr bishope, whether right
or wrovg, replied *Yes" This excited
amazement in the court, and the ques
tion was repeated, and again Monsig-
nor Preston answered, “They must
obey, right or wrong.” In this the
vicar-general spoke the truth. It s
‘obedience,” first, last, and all the
time,"

This same Vicar-Generanl Preston, in
a sermon preached in Now York, Jan-
uary 1st, 1888 pave ubterance to these
sigulficant words:

“Every word Leo spesks from his
high chair, is the volce of the Holy
Ghost, and must be obeyed. To every
Catholic heart comes no thought but
obedlence. It is said that politics is
not within the province of the church,
und that the church has only jurisdic-
tlon In matters of faith. You say, 'l
will receive my faith from the pontiff,
but I will not receive my politics from
him." This assertion is disloyal and
untruthful. * * * You must nol
think 88 you choose: you must think s
Catholics. The man who says, ‘I will
take my [faith from Peter, but I will
not take my politics from Peter,’ is not
a true Catholic. The church teacnes
that the supreme ponti must be obeyed
becsuse he 1s the vicar of the Lord,
Christ speaks through him."

And this Is ull in keeping with the
clalms of the pontiff, who I& to be

The good | says

obeyed In all matters of falth sod
morals. Cardipal Manuving, in Vel
i1l of Eoclesinstical Sermons, page 83,

“Why should the holy father ouch
any matter In politios at sll* For this
plain reason, becsuse polltics are a part
of morals, * * * Politicsure morsls
on the widest seale.”

In his encyclical the pope proceeds to
dony the rights of private judgment in
clvil mattors, or Indeed, any.

“It must bo consldered & duly by
Christians 0 be ruled and guided by
ihe authority and leadership of the
bishops, and esoecinlly of the apostolic
soo. Man's dutles, what be ought to
bellove und what he ought to do, s hy
divine right lald down by the chureh
and in the chureh by the supreme pon-
tiff, Hence it is that the pontift oughy
t judge with authority what is con.
talned In revelation, what Is consonaul,
and what disagrees with [t} aud for the
same resason 1t |5 incumbent on him w0
polot out what s morsl and what im-
moral: what & necessary 10 do and what
to avold, Inorder toattaln sulvation.’,

[This last quotation s from the Cuath-
olic World, July, 15870.]

“The finger of the pope, like the
ntedle In the compass, Invariably polnts
to the pole of etersal truth; and the

wilnd of the sovercign pontiff is as cer,
taln to reflect the mind and will of God,

us & mirror st one end of a submarine
cuble to indicate the electric signal
madeo a4 the other.”

Cardinal Muoning, in one of his ser-
mons on Recleslastical Subjects, In
speaking of the pope’s claim o Inde-
pendency and supremacy, says:

"1 acknowledge no clvil superior; 1
wm the subject of no prince; and I claim
more than this, 1claim to be the su-
preme judge on oarth, and director of
the consclonces of men; of the pessant
that tills the ficld, and the prince that
sits on the throne; of the household
that llves in the shade of privaey, and
the legislature that makes laws for
kingdoms, [ am the sole last supreme
judge on earth of what Is right ard
wrong."

That there muy be unity of action,
Lieo X111, announces of Christians (Ro-
man Catholles) that

“They recelve from the church the
rule of thelr falth; they know with cer-
talnty that in obeying 118 authority and
allowlng themselves to be gulded by it,
they will be placed in possession of the
truth. * * * We must recelve en-
tirely and with the same assent all
things and everythlog ascertained to
have been revealed by God. The in-
togrity of the church would suffer if &
doubt were entertained that the church
alone has been Invested with this power
ot governing sou's to the absolute ex-
clusion of the civil suthority; for it was
not to Ciesar, but to Peter that Jesus
Christ gave the keysof the Kingdom, of
Heaveo. From this doetrine with re-
gard to the relatlons between polities
and religlon follow important conse-
quences. "

[ts application to politics is wade in
the following terms:

HFurthermore, In polities, which are
inseparably bound up with the laws of
morality and rellglous duties, men
ought always and in the first placeto
gorve, as far as ppssible the interests of
Catholicism. As so00n as they are seen
to be in danger, all differences should
cesse hetween Catholics.  Sin e the
fate of states depends prinecipally on
the disposition of those who are ai the
hesd of the government, the church
cannotl grant Its patronage orc favor to
men whom it knows to be hostlle to it
who openly refuse to respect its righte;
who seek to break the allisnce estab-
lished by the nature of things between
religious Interests and the Interests of
the civil order. On the contrary Iiis
duty Is to favor those, who, having
sound 1deas as to the relations hetween
church and state, wish to make them
both harmonize for the common good.
These principles contain the rule ac-
cording to which every Catholic ought
to model his publie life ™

This is but a relteration of what Pope
Leo said in an encyclical letter of No-
vember 7, 1885, reported by cable to the
New York Hevald:

“Every Catholic should rigldly ad-
here to the teachings of the Roman
pontiff, especially in the matter of
modern lberty, which, already under
the semblance of honesty of purpose,
leads to destruction. We exhort all
Catholics 10 devote careful attention to
public matters, and take purt in all
municipal affairs and elections, and all
public services, meetings and gather
ings. All Catholics must make them-
selves felt as active elements In dally
political life in countries where they
live. All Catholics should exert their
power t0 cause the constitutions of
states o be modeled on the principles
of the true church.”

The treatment of this subjoct iz very
full, and cannot be misunderstood. In
every case it means no personal free-
dom, but direct rule from Rome. He
SAYS:

“The civil prudence of individuals
geoms wholly 0 consist in [faithfully
executing the precepts of legitimate
suthority.”

This is fully setforth as the authority
of the priests, bichops and pontifl, who
says of himsel! that

“In effect he has toorder and regu-
Iate the actions of Christian citizens in
view of the realization of their eternal

salvation, It will be thus ssen how ins

dispensable it is that besides the per
fect concord which ought to reign in
}halr thoughts and action-, the falthful
should always rellgiously take ms the
rule of thelr conduct the political wis-
dom of the eccleslastical authority.”

This therefore follows:

“Now the Roman pootiff {s the su-
preme ruler of the church., The union
of minds then requires perfect submis-
sion of will to the church and the sov-
erelgn pontif AS TO GOD HIMSELF.
* ¢ ¢ Should any of the bishops lay
himself open to eriticism either in his
conduet or In the opinions he main-
tains, Tt does not belong to any In-
dividual 10 arrogate to himsel! in his
own regard the office of judge confided
by our Lord Jesus Christ 1o the sole
pastor whom He has set over His lambs
and sheep.”

Slient acqulescence o the declsions
of the pope sad his represontatives ls
enjoined, and it Is taught that

“The sctions of superiors ought not
1o be struck at with the sword of specch,
even when they appear to merit s cen-
sure,”

“Peter having thus spoken”—10 use
the words of the Irish bishops—
“through Leo, the question is settled."
It |1s the duty of every good Romanlst
in whatever land he may dwell, 10 obey
the volce of the pope as pretended vice
gerent of God, in preference to the
commands of earthly rulers. 'The oath
embodled In the profession of falth does
not differ greatly in the material point
of alleginnce from that taken in the
Mormen Endowment House, which the
courts have recently declded renders
those who take It Incapable of natural-
lzation, - Here it ls, ns decided by the
Romish council at Baltimore, in 1885

“1 ucknowledge the holy Catholie
and wapostolic Ioman church as the
mother and mistress of all churches;
and | pledge and swear true obedience
10 the Roman pontiff, vicar of Jesus
Christ and successor of the blessed
Peter, prince of the apostles.” (Acta el
Deereta Comeilii Baltimorensis 11, page
53, Baltimore, 1880)

There I2 nothing reserved; no excep
tion s made of allegiance 1o the gov-
ernment under which the person who
has taken this oath may live, and In
the wide field of conflieting soverelgnty
the duty to obey the pope is imperative
and absolute over the duty to obey the
iaws. This doctrine of supreme jurls-
diction over 2all earthly powers and
laws is a doctrine the papa! church in
Amerlea bas always taught as it holds:

“The staté to be only an inferior
court, receiving its authority from the
chureh, and liable to have its decrees
reversed on appeal, (Brown on's Essays,
p. 282}, and that, in the case of conflict-
ing laws between the two powers, the
laws of the church must prevail over
the state, While the state has rights,
she has them only in virtue and by per-
miseion of the superlor authority, and
that authority can only be expressed
through the enurch."—Catholic World,
puge 434, July, 1576,

This |5 the doctrine taught In the
pope's syllubus of 154; and in the pas-
toral lotter lssued by the Second Na
tional counci of the Roman Catholic
church, held at Baltimore In 1853, we
are told that,

“In presoribing anything contrary to
the Divine law" (us interpreted by the
pope) “'the clvil power transcends its
suthority, and has no claim on the
obedience of the citlzen,” as the eivil
power i= never absolute orindependent,
but subject to the church.

On page 278 ol 8 book prepared for
the use of the Roman Catholic colleges
and schools, by the Rev. F. X, Schouppe
of the Soclety of the Jesults, and bear-
ing the imprimatur of Curdinal M.in-
ning, we are told that—

“The civil laws are binding on the
conscience only so long as they are con-
formable to the rights of the Catholic
church.”

And on page 270 that

“Human laws are susceptible of dis-
pensation. The power o dispense be-
longs to the sovereign pontiff."”

This i= plain language. Il cannot be
misunderstood. Clvil laws are not
binding when they conflict with the
decrees of the pope. Thus the Catholie
World of August, 1868, says that the
pope,

““As the head and mouthplece of the
Catholie church, administers its dis-
elpline and issues orders to which every
Catholic under paln of sin must yield
obedlence.”

Is it possible, it may be asked, that
the Roman Catholle clergy and laity
realize the full extent of what is in-
volved in these principles as laid down
by the infaliible head of their church?
It is to be hoped that they do not: but
vhat thelr leaders do Is unguestioned.
Bishop Gilmour, in his lenten pastoral
of March, 1873, sald:

“Nationalitles must be subordinate to
religion, and we must learn that we are
Catholies first and citizens next. God
is above man, and the church above the
state.”

The Catholic World, for August, 1871,
one of the ablest and most (nflvential of
Roman Catholle journals in this coun-
try, boldly affirms:

“‘Every indlvidusl must recelve his
faith and laws from the church In
which he isa member by baptizm, with
unguestioning submission and obedience
of the Intellect and will: we have no
right 0 ask reasons of the church (the

pope) any more than of Almighty God
as o preliminary o submission.”

= — ]

Again, read the following in the
light of the encyclical:

A Cathollc must not only belisve
wkat the church now proposes to his
bellel. but be ready to believe whatever
she may hereafter propose: he must
therefore be ready to give up any or all
of his previous opinions 8s soon as they
are condemned and proscribed by com-
petent authority.”

The same jourpal very tersely and
very olearly defloes Its position, as fol-
lows:

*"'We are purely and simply Catholie,
and profess aa unresceved alleglancs 1o
the church, which wakes precedence of,
und gives rule w, our allegiance to the
state."

This sort of loyalty Isscarcely what
the enthusisstic American looks for,

Cardioal Manning, in Donchoe’s Mag-
azme of December, 1858, says:

Y1t is an obligation to obey the elvil
ruler; but If the clvii ruler shall make
a law hostile to falth (Rome) we must
then be Catholles first, and cltizens
alterwards,”

In view of such declarations and
teachings, we ask, Can & good Roman-
i8L be at -the same time a loyal Ameri-
can citizen”

Many Romanists, no doubi, mean to
be loyul cltizens of the republie, and
honestly think they are; yes, we are
quite willing w belleve that the great
body of them have no wish to Interfere
with the libertles and institutlons of
Ameries, and that if called upon to
choose between serving our government
aod the power at Rome, think they
would abjure Rome. But it must be
remembered that they belong to s sys-
tem in which free agency s impossible,
As we have seen, the vationn claims
abgolute and supreme authority ln all
things, civil a8 well as spiritusl, and
every member of that church is bound
to render to the pontlff absolute and
unquestionlng obedience. This being
true, is [t not guite certuin that what
ever his private or personal opinions
and feelings may be as un American
citizen, he must support the church as
agalnst the state? Yeas, this position
is apknowledged mot ouly by the Ro
man hierarchy in this country, but by
the representstive Roman Catholic
laymen in congress assembled st Balti-
more a few weeks ago, who quickly re-
sponded to the summons which Arch-
bishop Ireland gave when confronting
the seething mass, he with fiery em-
phasls, exclalmed:

“Go to your homes with the enthusi-
asm that you have here; spread it in
every state in the unlon, and say there
is n new departure among Catholics in
the United States. Tell them there Is
a new misslon open for laymen, The
long expecied day has come when Cath-
olie bishops, priests and laymen rise up
and say, Henceforth we will act as one
man in accordance with our religion.”

The response to this call was glven
by that large representative body, in
these words, to be found In the last
paragraph of thalr platform:

“We demand in the pame of human-
ity und justice, that shis freedom (of
the holy see) be scrupulously respected
by ull secular governments. We pro-
test agalinst the assumption by any such
government of & right to affect the in-
terests or control the actions of our
holy futher by any form of legisiation,
or other public act to which his full ap-
probation has not been previously
glven, and we pledge Leo XIIL, the
worthy pontiif to whose hands Al
mighty God has committed the helm
of Peter's bark nmid the tempests of
this stormy age, the loyal sympathy
and unstinted ald of all his spiritual
children in windicating that perfect
liberty which he justly claims as his
sucred and inallenable right.”

For les2 treasonible utterances, men
during the recent war, were sent to
Fort Lafayette or Hed the country.
Now, what &re we going to do about {1¥

In view of this un-American and
tresnsonable declaration, and the fur-
ther declaration that

“In performing their doties as clti-
zons, electors and public officers, Ro-
manists are always, and under all eir-
cumstances, o act simply as Catholics.”
{See Cathulic World, July, 1870.)

We have no hesitation in atfirming
that the oath of alleglance 10 our gov-
ernment taken by Romanists and by
which they have obtained the rights
of the ballot, ecltizenship and office,
amounts to nothing—if they are good
Romanists—and has no binding oblige-
tion where the interests of the church
or the pontiff require it w bo disre-
garded.

* Peter having thus spoken, and the
position of Romanists in this country

done? II the American people do not
propose t0 surrender to the papal
church their sovereignty, thelr honor
and thelr rights, and undo what their
fathers secured through the sacrifices
of the revolution, then something will
have to be done, and that speedily. We
o nol hesltate to say as & measure for
the nation's self-protection, tthat no
man who confesses primal alleginnce to
the pontiff in elvil affalrs, should be al-
lowed to participate as s citizen in

either holding an office or casting a
nallot.
The United States supreme court

has declded that the
states, disfranchising Mormons, 1! con-
stitutional, on the theory that the man
who takes the oath the Mormons are

law of one of our

required 1o take, cannot be & good citl-
zan. Why should not this principle be

applled w those who confess allezisnce
to the papal hlerarchy? How much
longer will thls flagrant violation of
citizenship he permitted in America?

Is it wot high time for the pation to
decide which is supreme, the churen or
the state—to which authority citizens
owe alleglance?

How loog would the nation allow one-
eighth of her population o enjoy all
the rights and privileges of American
citizenship, while ownlng allegiance to
any other forelgn power, =ay Austris
or Ru:ssia® Why permit this o be
done with those who own allegiance to
the pontiff at Rome? * Why should the
privilages of cltizenshlp be extended to
men who not enly do not uphold Amer-
fcan institutions, but who endesvor to
drive those who uphold them away
from such alleginnce through fear of
etornal damnation?

Romanlsm eleva‘¢s the church above

the state, and demands thal the first
allegiance of the citizen shall be to the
church, and claims the prerogative of
deciding what laws of the state shall be
obeyed, and what laws disoheyed. Can
any person who is loyal 0 Romanism be
true 13 Republicanism? Can a Roman-
ist be a good eltizen 0f America?

What is the duty of the government
to those who, at the bidding of an alfen
power, are grossly misrepresenting and
mallgniog the nation’s most cherished
and valued institutions —the publie
rchools—and pursulag & policy towards
them that s expected to eripple them
if not to destroy them, #od who owe
their first allegianee to the pope?

Let there bs required of men ap-
pointed or chosen to fill offices of trust
and power an oath of allegiance to the
government as steong as can be framed,
permitting of no mental reservation,

The constitution of Massachusetts, up
till 1821, required the povernor, lieu-
tenunt-governor, counciliors, senstors,
representatives, as also every person
appointed or commissioned 10 any ju-
dleial, executive, military, or other
offices of the government, before enter-
ing on the discharge of the business of
bis place or office, totuke and subseribe
the following declaration and oaths, or
affirmations, viz.:

{*I, A. B,, do truly and sincerely ac-
koowledge, profess, testify, and declare,
that the commonwealth of Massachus-
etts is and of right ought to be, a free,
soverelgn, and Independent state: and
[ do swear that I will bear true faith
and allegiance to the said common-
wealth: and that 1 will defend the same
agalnst traltorous conspiracies and all
hostile attempts whatsoever: and that
1 do renounce and abjureall alleglance,
subjection, and obedience to the king,
queen, or government of Great Britaln
(ns the cause may be) and every other
foreign power whatsoever: and that no
foreign prince, person, prelate, state,
or potentate, hath, or ought to have,
any jurisdiction. superiority, pre emin-
ence, authority, dizpensing or other
power, in any matter, civil, ecclesinsti-
cal, or spiritual, within this common-
wealth, except the authority and power
which s or may he yvested hy their con-
stituents in the congress of the United
States; and | do further testify and de-
clare, that no man oy body of men hath
or can have any right to absolve or
discharge me from the obligation of
this oath, declaratian or aflirmation:
and that [ do make this acknowledg-
ment, profession, testimony, declara-
tion, denlal, renunsiation, and abjura-
tion, hesrtily and truly, sccording to
the common meaning and asceeptation
of the foregoing words, without anv
equivocation, mental evasion, or seeret
reservation whatsorver. So help me,
God."] !See Chap. VI, Article 1))

In 15821 the Sixth amepndment was
adopted, requiring that instead of the
foregoing oath of allegiance, the fol-
lowing only should be taken:

“I, A. B., do solemnly swear that I
will bear true falth and allegiance to
the commonwealth ol Massachuse'ts,
and will support the eonstitution there-
of. 8o help me, God."”

I8 it not high time to return to “the
faith of the fathers," and requlre the
enactment In every state, and by some
such statutes as the former?

Lot Romanists who would become
citizens of the United States, be re-
qulred, not only to take the oath of al-
legianca to the government, but to take
an oath also renouncing all primal al-
legisance to the pope. This is nota
guestion of religious intolerance, nor I3
it one of antagonism to foreigners who
are willing to homologate with usin
accordance with the spirit of our insti-
tutions. We would not cut down by a
single span the splendid proportions of
national fresdom: we would not abridge
the liberty of party, sect or individual.
But this is a question of self-protection
and s=el-preservation, and the law of
sell-preservation s supreme inall social
and political organizations. We would
guad and preserve our liberty from
the hands of fate and the assaults of
foes.

Romanism is a political system. It
Isa politicul power; as & political power
it must be met, asa political force it
must be treated when viewed in its re-
lation to our institutions. It does not
maks any diffsrence whether the po-
litieal power that assails our institu-
tions 18 on the shores of the Baltig, on
the shores of the British Channpel, or
on the shores of the Tiber, it must be
mot. We can have no divided citizen-
ship. No man should be allowed to
participate in the political aales of
this country who is the subject or ally
of a toreign power that is at war with
our national institutions. Noballot for
the man who takes his polities Irom the
vatican.

As the state assumes not to control
the faith ofthe citizen, she will not per-
mit the church to control the politics of
the citizen. Employers are prohibited
under heavy penalties from influencing
the votes of employevs: prevent by
penaliles as heavy, ecclesinstios from
influencing the votes of their parish-
ioners,

Any corporate vote, be it thatofa
church or rallway company, is & men-
ace toa free stite, bocause 15 is an -
periRm N imperio

In the face of these most explicitly
avowed clalms of the papal hicrarchy
#s iterated and relterated by popes,
councils and bishops, who doubis that
Romanism as a political system ocouples
the position of u deadly foe toall Ameri-
can institutions, and that its intrigulng
Interference with politics Is u thousand
times more perilous than the ships and

armuments of other enemles W Amerl-
can liberties? I so, what are you going
to do about 1L¥




