" +

PEECH
‘e a ] 3 d O

:'.n .‘._./ .- o all
EI \ OF , Wi B

O 3 . £ ;
L, . _ _
8 . > ’ L

MR. CASS. OF MICHIGAN,

L]
EENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, MAY 15, 1851,

ON TAE SUBJECT OF THE

RELIGIOUS RIGHTS OF AMERICAN CITIZENS RESIDING OR TRAVEL-
ING IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

- e m ———————— T o r— ———

WASHINGTON:
. PRINTED AT THE CONGRESSIONAL GILOBE OFFICE. 4
1854,







?
|
."

' RELIGIOUS FREEDOM ABROAD.

The Senate having under consideration the mo- H to promote the interests of particular sects, and
tion of Mr. Cass, to refer to the Committee on | nottogecure the enjoyment of rights, which should
Foreign Relations, the report made at the last ]] be equally dear to every American citizen, what-
gession of Congress from that committee by Mr. | ever creed he adopts. But | have seen the error
Underwqud,luleu%namr from Kentucky, on the || of my expectation that all would approve what
subject of the relizions rizghts of American citizens || equally interested all; and as the views since pre-
residing or travéling abroad— ' gented upon this branch of the subject, authorita-
Mr. CASS end: g (tively, and from a high place, bear directly upon
Mr. Presipest: Agreeably to thenotice 1 gave ‘| the question of our action, I shall take lhl*{ibeﬂ.r
some timesince, 1 shall now trouble the Senate with || of examining them respectfully, but plainly, and
some remarks in support of the motion to refer the | with the less hesitation, as in the document to
excellent report made by Mr. Underwood at the  which I shall refer my course in this matter is
last session of Congress on the subject of the claim || criticised, if not arraigned and condemned, with
of American citizens to be protected in the freedom  that tone of confident augeriority in the discussion
of religious worship abroad, to the Committee on | which ought rarely to be assumed in polemical
Fareign Relations, \\controversy. That document is in the form of a
WEen this matter was first under consideration, || letter, addressed by Archbishop Hughes to the
I did not suppose a single man in the country  editor of the New York Freeman’s Journal, and
could be found who would deny the prineiple in- | is, in fact, a review of the proceedings of the Sen-
volved in the application, or question the pro- | ate atits last session in relation to this question
priety of some kind of interference to assert and | of the religious freedom of American citizens in
maintain it. It was no gectarian movement. It foreign countries.
sought, not merely to protect a Catholic in a | 1t was published soon after the discussion here,
Protestant country, a Protestant in a Catholic |and is headed ** Religisus Freedom. Letter from
country, & Jew in a Christian country, but an | Archbishop Hughes. The Madiai, and the pro-
American in all countries. I earnestly advocate || ceedings in the Senate of the United States.”
the proper action of the Government, not less in | This caption, or at least the latter branch of it,
favor nFuur brethren of the Hebrew faith, than in || is the Archbishop’s, for he begins by observing
favor of their Christian fellow-citizens. The de-| that the ** heading of this communication suggests
scendant of the Patriarche;and the believer in Jesua || the matter it proposes to discuss.”” That matter
Christ, are entitled to the same protection. Jew | involves the true question of religious freedom,
or Gentile, all are equal in this lagd of law and  and the proceedings to which its assertion had
liberty} and as the former suffers most from illib- || given rige in this body as well as elsewhere, and
eral persecution, his case is entitled to the moat || the object ia to prove that we were all wrong, and
commiseration, and sure am [ that public senti-|| that the claim on behalf of American citizens ** to
ment would strongly reprove any attempt to create | exercise their religion as their conscience may
a distinction between them. And the protection || dictate,” is in fact the result of a * confusion of
demanded is not a claim inconsistent with the || ideas,” for that the freedom of conscience which

just laws of man, but one to secure to all our | is here contended for ig inviolable in its very ea-

people the inalienable right of worshiping God
eably to the dictates of their own conscience,
and while yielding obedience to local legisla- |
tion within the legitimate sphere of ita operation.
Aware, as [ was, of that proneness to suapicion, \

| sence, becanae conscience is not within the reach
Lof legislation, and therefore glways free, whatever
 external force may be brought to bear upon the
ibnd}r itsell, The question thus resolves itself into
the power of thinking, which is alla man can claim
\rmn right; for beyond this is the province of the

which too often minglesiteelf with relizious ereeds,
1 did not once imagine it would discover, in a
proposition as impartial as it was just, cause for
alarm and for denunciation, as if it were intended

law-maker, who, ** to a certain extent”—to what

extent we are not told—may regulate the religious
actione of men by the enactment of positive lawa,
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A position I deny emphatically,
ment that such laws exist 1 this country. |
deny that any human Legislature can rightfully
interfere with acts of religious worship, | mean
true religious worship, not impious pretensions
‘ounded 1n fanaticism or hypoerisy, and at war
with the well-bging of society, or that the statute-
books of the different States of this Union are
disgraced by such presumption.

s to the Madiai case, it was never before the
Senate of the United States, and | do not see why
Archbishop Hughes, after discussing the facts and
nripeiplea assumed to he invelved in it, and deny-

ing both, refers to it by saying that ** connected |

with the case of the Madiai a new national policy
has been broached in the Senate of the
States by no_ lesa distinguished a Senator than
(General Cass,” For myself, | did not make the
most distant allusion to this case, and | am strongly

impressed with the beliel that no one did; and |

sertainly no proposition was offered in relation to

it, nor was our action or opinion called for. And |

it is obvious that the principle involved in that
memorable case—for it is destined Lo be a memo-
‘rable one in the history of human intolerance—
and those involved in the question of the immu-
nity of American eitizens abroad from religious

persecution, are essentially dilferent—the one

touching only the power of a Government over
the consciences of its own subjects, and within
ita own jurisdiction, while the other embraces the
right of ‘a country o watch the treatment of its
expatriated citizens, and to shield them from
upPreamon.

¥

ically together in Archbishop Hughes's review, as
subjects of discussien and acuon of the same
general nature,

Before 1 proceed further, I desire to say that I |

sntertain great respect for the character and ser-
wicen and etation of the digtingunighed prelate who
has thus made our proceedings, and especially
my ehare of them, the object of public animad-
cersion, ndding to the force of his reasoning the
influence of his position and the authority of his
name,
this sentiment, though certainly, as | have already
said, I shall speak plainly,as is my right,in a
matter where
stood, and where positions are maintained utterly

inconsistent with the practical exercise of religious |

freedom or the rights of conscience.

The Archbishop calls the performance of this
duty a new national ﬁoliey broached by me. 1 am
entitled to 1o such honor. The histery of his
country should have téld him that it was a part
of “our policy when I was an infant, as I shall
show by-and-by, introduced by
and recorded in the diplomatic annals of the Re-
publie.

As to the alleged sectarian bearing, | disclaim
and deny it emphatically. Archbishop Hughes,
though he does not directly charge me with such
a design, seems to intimate it, as a conclusion,
either from the remarks [ made, or from the course
[ pursued; and strange indeed is this deduction
drawn from the premises he laysdown. He says:

¢ Thus, without going out of our own country, Massa-
chosetls has one form of public eonscience, Louisiana
anether.

nited |

here is no necessary connection between cases
thus widely separated, and lIw}' are brought illog- |
1

MNor shall 1 utter & word inconsistent with |

have been strangely misunder- |

reat names, |

az [ do the state- l’: from Boston, under the plea of liberty of conscience, has

| the right 1o talk in New Orleans, and preach, and har-
|| rangue, and write, and publish, on the suliject of slavery,
as lie might ehoose o do in Fanuoeil Hall 2 10 not, T wonld
|| eny with all respeet, that the policy in regard to this sub.
| jeet which General Cass advocatesin the Senate, i= ealen-
lated to have no practical effect either at home or abroad,
except 1o st up sectarian: animosities against his Catholic
fellow-eitizens, and this is hardly worthy of his patrioiic
services, advanced age, or accgmulated honors, '

No, sir, | do not say so. I do not say that an
Abolitionist from Boston, or from any other
place, has the right to preach his doctrine to the
slaves of the South. | say he has no such right

| thus, in effect, to strike at the very existence of
society: and, by an act like that, he exposes him-
self to the punishment which the local laws have
provided for so heinousan offense. And the error

of this unnlaiicnl reasoning is in the assumption”

| that to preach abolitionism f a slave population
is the mere exercise of a right of conscience, as
inviolable in principle as the right to worship God
freely and peacefully. That hypocrites might
claim this exemption for the consequences of their
acts is not to be wondered at in this day of strange
"things; but that a learneil and highly esteemed
' prelate, speaking ex cathedra to the American peo-
1l I:_Ie, ghould assume the same immunity for acts
| like this, caused by the wanton excesses of an
ill-regulated or ill-instructed comscience, or justi-
| fied by mere pretexts where there is no conscience
|t at all—for no human tribunal can determine the
| honesty or dishonesty of such a pretension—with
~ the worship of the Creator, equally dictated by
|' reason and by revelation—is to me one of those
'truths only to be learned by actual observation,
and which are almost stranger than fiction. As
I shall have occasion to advert more fully to this
|| pretension, which practically denies all the rights
[ of conkeience, in consequence of the abuses to
'which their exercise may lead, [ shall here pursue
' the subject no further,
|| But | cannot pass over without a remark the
observation of Archbishop Hughes respecting the
tendency of the proposed measure ““to stir up
sectarian animosities against our Catholie fellow-
citizens.”” This measure has no connection with
religions secta. It seeks to- elevate no one, to
depress no one. The resolution proposed makes
"' not the slightest allusion to any religious denomi-
nation; nor do | suppose there is one Senator,
intending o vote forit, who will be influenced by
f M};. such consideration.
‘There are Protestantus wellas Catholic countries
| where the true prineciples of religions freedop are
| denied; and there are Eathniic as well as Protestant
| countries where they are freely enjoyed; and their
| recognition everywhere will be an inestimable
benefit to all our citizens whom the accidents of
' life may require to leave their own country.
| For myself, sir, it seems hardly worth whileto
| disclaim all intentior to atir up sectarian animosi-

ties, or to try to bring reproach upon the Catholie’

'religion. The whole course of my life redeems
t'me from such a charge. That man does not live
who ever heard me utter one disrespectful word
‘against that great branch of the Christian church,
or against ils priests or its professors.
| 1 have lived a great portion of my life, both at
| home and abroad, surrounded by its members,
‘and | have always done justice to the learning,
|| and piety, and exemplary conduct of the clergy,

Boes Mr, Cass mean to say that an Abolitionist || and to the salutary influence of its principles upos

L]
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the Inity of that church. I do not intend to be | can deny that a palpable’ boundaty, at all timee
led from the path before me—that of defénding a |:¢Iear and distinct, if’ not absolutely incompatible,
great principle—into other inquiries, unless so far | with the condition of humanity, is a discovery in
as may be necessary to correct erroneous impres- | the science of political morals yet to be made.
gions reapecting the true ground 1 occupy. | seek | But Archbishop Hughes, with a courage which
to know neither sectarians nor schismatics in the  all may appland, however his discretion may be
performance of such a daty. | doubted, or his success denied, marches up to this

Bat, =ir, to return to the main subject, I now say | question, and with a single stroke of his contro-
what [ did not sey before, that, in my opinion, the | versial sword cuts this worse than Gordian knoz,
course of the Tuscan Government in relation to that ' which has =0 long buffled the mentsl efforts of all
unfortunate family of the Madiai was as incompati- !' his predecessors in this field of intellectual inquiry.
ble with its true duty, and the spirit of the Goa- | 1{e claime for human governments the right—how
ple, as it was with the feelings and knowledge of | limited he does not tell us—to regulate the duties
the age. I am not going to review that case. It | most closely connected with the religious opinions
has passed into the domain of history, and that | of their people: but while maintaining this thesis,
impartial tribunal will arrizn and condemn alike | he seems unwilling or unprepared to maintain ite
the actors and the precedent, as furvishing one of | necessary eorollary, that of a power over the hu-
the moat flagrant violations of the rifghtg of con-  man conscience, by drawing a distinetion between
%cience recorded in the long chapter of religiousin- ' that great moral !{cully and the exercise of its
tolerance. Icannot, however, but commend to the || dictates, thus leaving it a mere abstract sentimenst.

favorahle attention of Archbishop Hughes the

following just und liberal remarks, made in the

British House of Commons by Mr. Fitzgerald.
He anid:
“ As a Romun Catholic member of this House, T have

nol the slightest hesitation in expressing iy unequivocal |

disapprobation of the most eruel sentence that had been

ed out upon the Madiai, [Hear! Hear!l] Itmight be
expected that [ shonld go furthier, and express my opinion
upan the cause of that puni=lunent.
that, on the face of the correspondence, T am enalied 1o
form an aecurate judgment as to whether the law bad been
well applied or misapplied ; butif I am to nnderstand that
any person fairly using the Scriptures, or endeavoring, by

peacentle menne, o propogate his opinions, is o be treated |

s puilty of érime, | can never yichl iy assenlto such a
doctrine.  [Hear ! Hear!] Lodeed, it woold come ill from
we as a Catholie, anid from the chureh of which 1am a
member, if such a doctring were 10 be apheld, for they had
their sociely for the propagation of the faith. {Mcar! Hear !}
Thiz case anght not to be considersd a= one batween Prot-
estant and Uatholie 3 it was oné in which the civil and reli-
gions liberty of all was concerned. I, ag a Roman Cath-
alie, will ever raise my voice—ay, and, if necessary, my
. mrm, 1o regist persecuiion of any kind, To attempt 0
eonerce opinion had, =t a4l tmes, been (ke mistake of all
Governuents.

These sentiments are honorable to the Speaker,
and eannot fail to meet the cordial approbation of
the American people, founded, as they are, upon
those principles of religions freedom which make
part of our very political existence.

But to pass from this signal display of Tusean
intolerance more directly to the consideration by
Archbighop Hu?mes of my views in relation to
the reaplution before the Senate, | would remark,
that lie has met the subject in limine by a defini-
tion, or rather by metaphysical considerations,
which he seems to think will ove the difficulties
with which false logic has environed it. Forages,
during the whole progress of society, indeed, the
freedom of conscience has formed one of the great
topice of interest and discussion, and haz equally
engaged the attention of the philosophical inquirer
and of the practical stuteaman, while to the great
mass of maokind the question presented is more
important than any'other to which political sys-
tems have gziven rize.

Naw, I do not know |

'The léarned prelate says:

# Connected with the case of the Madial, a new national
| policy has been broached in the Senate of the United

| Brates, ‘hI}r no less distingnished a Senntor than Generad
|! Cazga. This policy, with which the gentlemen at Metropo-
| litan Il appearsd 1o be very fiumiliar, purports te he a

vindic#tion of the rights of copscicnee, 1 be secured o ail

|| Ameriean citizens in whatever coanirics they may choose
I 1o travel or sojourn. - The grouad on which this policy i=
|| advanced iz, thatin this country strangers of every naiion
are allawed 1o exercise their religinn ag their conscience
' may dictate, and-therefore in afl other conuntries Amerieans
| have a right to claim and exereize n similar privilege.
| % s hardly nécessary for me 0 ob=erve, that (reedom
| of conscience, which is here eontended for, is inviblable io
|| its very nature and esgence. “I'o say thag dny man or any
|" nation has eithier phiysical or moral power 0 desiroy lree-
! dom of conscience, (= o givie ulleranee 1o a paient absurdity,
Conscienes, without freedom, is not eonsciencd: bot, for
| this very reazon, the freedom of conscience is bayond the
reach of man‘s power. God has provided in the hnman
! woul a fortress to which It ean retreatl, and from whicl iz
! ean hurl definnee againgt all invaders, [ presume, there-
firrey that there is a confusion of ideas in the minds ol o=
| w]ml:f with General Cass, plead eloquently for that which
{| 15 universal, that is

Tequires no |:Juudi|1gh:|almf[y. freedom of eonscience.  That
[| mugl be understond 1o mean libery of external netion, ne-

destructible, that is inviolable. They

|| eording to conscience, which is guite a diiferent thing.
This extemnal liberty of action sccording (o corscience, in
| nll eountries, i3 regulated to & certain exient by the enaet-

[ ment of positive lawe. In fome couniries the range le
|| wider, in others more restricted ; but it islimited in ali, not
|_- nm_ex{»#fl‘.ug the United States,

| # The liberly of conseience which is recéenized and ap-
| planded in Connecticotwill not be tolerated (oneertain sil-
Fjeets) in South Carclina or in Alabamn. Awmil the liberty
[| which they there enjoy would not be allowed them under the
! roffration of the laws of New York. T#inexpeeted, then, in
[l the project of Genernl Cass, that they, oo, shall have 1he
| privilege of exercising liberty of conscience in their pere-
| grinations among foreign States.””

| This * national policy** ia_destined soon to he
| an established and a successful one, founded as it
lis upon the inalienable rights of man; and even if
| it were ““ new"’ in practice, as it is not, it is old in
| prineiple, and it comes to do its work at an age of
| the world when other congtderutions besides those
‘of antiquity enter into the determination of grave
| questions affecting the welfare of mankind. It is
| but yesterday, as it were, that the ** new" policy
Lof “ throwing ofl’ Governments desiructive of the

The worship of God, the relations between man @ends for which they are instituled,” was an-

and his Creator, constitute the noblest province of | nounced in our Declaration of Independence; but
this freedom, as thege are the hizhest duties man | young as it is, it already commands the assent of
is called upon to perform. Many a powerful in- | every liberal mind through the world, and ere long
tellect has been brovght to bear upon the problem | will become one of the great practical truths in all
of reconciling the greatest liberty of mnsr:ienm.'i political systems, i
with the salutary restraints of society; and no one || The Archbishop assumes that this policy i3
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pressed here on the ground that, as foreiEnera are
allowed the exercise of their religion in this coun-
try, therefore in all other countries Americans
have the right to claim and exercise a similar priv-

mentator, who seeks in such extreme cases the
eneral rule of human action, will find his specu-
ations little suited to the world we inhabit. Both
reason and faith raFmve such assumptions, and
ﬂeﬁi no man is morally free when in the face of tor-
r. President, this is too narrow a foundation | tures and punishments, felt or impendi It ve-
for this great claim of religious immunity. Itrests | quires no discussion to satisfy the inquirer after
on no example, but on the everlasting decree uf'” truth that intense suffering may so affect the
the Cieator. We do not undertake to eay to any | moral faculties as to blunt their perception, and
other Goverpment that American citizens ought | totally to derange their proper functions, To tell
to enjoy the rights of religions ‘worship within | n man he enjoys full moral freedom while coerced
your jurisdiction because your subjects enjoy by external force, is to mock at the first principles
them in our country, but we say these are rights | of intellectual action.
~ which belong to man everywhere; and wecan ask | But to pass from these speculationa to practieal
you a# a matter of comity to permit their enjoy- || inquiry: | desire tg ask Archbishop Hughes
ment, with the more freedom, because every one, | what object he had in view in this effort to show
vitizen or foreigner, in our country, is allowed to || that the human conscience is always free, what-
worship Ged in his own way. ever may be the external cireumstances with
The motive of the Archbishop in the promaul- || which it may be surrounded, and that it is thers-
gation of this moral theorem ia not, at firat, very || fore absurd to fear its thraldom or to endeavor to
obviovs. Where it does not degenerate into a mere | guard against it? There is but one sssignable
dispute about words, and assumes to be a psyco- | reason for the assumption of thie postulate, both
logical truth, it is at war with the common senti- | physical and ethical in its character, and that is,
ment of mankind., To assert that the human  an unwillingness to claim for any Governmentthe
conscienceis free to fulfill its appropriate funetions, | naked right to interfere with, and to restrain or
whatever external forge may Ee applied tuits cor- |' dan{rb& the freedom of conscience, | do not be-
poreal tenement, ig to usk our assent to a propo- i lieve thut Archbishop Hughes would advocate
sition contradicted by universal experience. There | such a doctrine, En-ungaratanﬂing it; and certainly

|
|

is no profession however sacred, no position
however elevated, no knowledge however exten-
sive, no intellect however profound, which can |
give plausibility even to such an assumption—doe-
trine | will no call it—so utterly irreconcilable with

to do so would be a bold experiment upon the

feelinga of this country, which would be sare to
be frowned down by public indignation. The
difficulty of the position in which the Archbishop
was placed resulted, on the one hand, from the

the very instinets of our nature. For almost six |
thonsund years the world has been groping in

darkness, aceording to Archbishop Hughes, mis- || of religioua worship, and on the other from a con-
taking what is meant by the liberty of conacience, | viction that freedom of conscience iz not within
which, instead of ever ﬁeing menaced by human | the pale of human authority; and the dilemmma
authority, is entirely beyond its reach, and needs | caused by these conflicting principles is to be
no defense, because it is exposed to no danger. avoided by reducing freedom of conscience to a
According to this self-proteciing theory, n man at | mere operation of the mind, leaving it in its for-
the stake, with the fires burning avound him, en- | tress, but leaving also to the tender mercies ofthe
joys full iberty of conscience, because this resolves | municipal magistrate the power to control and
itself into the possession of the power of thinking, ' direct its dictates by all the terrible punishments
which is indestructible while life endurea. That | which persecution hus devised and faith endured.
inward judge which decides between right and | The grasp is upon the shadow, while the sub-
wrong i equally undisturbed by the presence of | stance escapes. And the universal sentiment,

physical torture, and by the advent of impending .l that e alone is free who is free from violence, is

death. | rebuked as a patent absurdily, originaling ic?'?“ con-
What degree of force—of ¥y un-

shyuic&] trial, rather | fusion of ideas, which the Archbishop kin

—will obscure the moral judgment, is, perhape, | dertakes to make clear, 2

a question of bodily enduranee as much a8 of | But, after all; the learned writer will find that
mental fortitude.  Archbishop [ughes, in his | it required no new Galileo to explore the human
highly figurative language, lias provided & ¢ for- | intellect, in order to discover and announce that
trese to which the conscience can retreat, and from | the mind of man if beyond the direct jurisdiction
which it ean hurl defiance against all invaders.” | of earthly laws. It ig to measure the knowledge
This metephor will hardly stand the test of eriti- | of the world by a low standard indeed to aups:m
cal serutiny, and is out of place in a grave moral | that this obsious truth had so long escaped its
investigation. To carry out the figure, the for- | penetration; In faet, it was as well known on the

" tress may by eaptured by hopes and by fears, by | day of the exodus from Eden as it now is, even
promizes and by dangers, and the judgment-seat | with the benefit of the distinguished prelate’s
usurped by passion and by prejudice. Oeccasion- | labors. »

ally, indeed, there have been wonderful examples But at best, according to the Archbishop's own
of fartitude, of the conquest of the intelleciual | showing, this branch of the inquiry degenerates
and moral feelings over physical sufierings, and into a verbal disquisition. The world chooses to
when the faith and per-everance of the martyrs | call the freedom of externdl action the freedom of
have overcome the terrible efforts of the tortures, | conscience, which he considers litile better than
or have put the seal of death upon the principles || an absurdity, Be it g0; but this leaves the ques-
and professions of life. But these are rare in- 1’| tion just where it found it. A change of nomen-
stances of success in the battle of truth; and the | clature does not change the abject, which is to
moral philosopher, as well as the Christian com- || protect the conscience of man from human legis-

opinion entertained by him that human law-
makers have the right to legislate upon questions
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lation, by denying to it jurisdiction over those
dutiea which conscience dictates. And this is
the very proposition to which Archbishop Hughes
finally comes, and fights against most manfully.
He precedes his statement, however, with the
declaration, that to assert the existence of any |
power capable of destroying freedom of conscience |
18 & patent absurdity, because ** conscience without |
freedom is not conscience, but for this very rea- |
gon the {reedom of conscience is beyond man’s |
power.” ltsfreedom is beyond the reach of man,

—

people, and it 13 to be found, as a self-evident
trath, even in the school books which form the
minds of our tynmh. One of the purest of our
patriots, one of the wisest and most accomplished
of our statesmen, the virtuous Madison, has left
his testimony upon record in opposition to this
new assamption, in his inaugural address in 1809,
in which he enumerates among our fundamental
principles the duty of aveiding ** the slightest in-
terference with the rights of conscience,” not the
abstract right of thinking, but the practical right

not because the faculty is invisible and intangible, | of deciding upon moral convictions, and of acting
but because it is indestructible and unassailable. ! accordingly. And who that knew James Madi-
As | would not misrepiesent, and do not under- | son will dare to talk of the confusion of his ideas?

stand this process of reasoning, [ must leave it to |, To multiply specific examples of the use and

H nlm:_-a that a truth of this kind should stand in need o
| proaf.”
What is this liberty of conscience, thus inviola-
ble, and the denial of which is so sternly rebuked i
Not Archbishop Hughes's power of thinking—for
{no man in his senses ever denied that; but it is
| “ freedom from compulsion "'—these are the words
| of the author—without which this moral agent,

linviolable as it should be, is violated, ** to the dis-
grace of human rature,”’
I have accidentally fallen upon two other ex-

some other commentator, || true meaning of this phrase would be & profitless

The rights of conscience, the liberty of eon- I.nnd uncalled-for task, and I ehall notundertake it.

science, the freedom of conscience, are, in fact, I shall content myself with four other authorities,

but synonyms, all expressing the same general | all of which have peculiar claima to the congidera-

sentiment, that every man has the right to follow || tion of Archbishop Hughes. One is the celebrated

the dictates of that moral guide, so far as he is not || jurist Vattel, who, while maintaining, agreeably

prohibited by law, either Divine or human, and | to the fashion of his age, the right of the sov-

that it is the duty of every Government to abstain | ereign to establish a State religion, and to make

from all interference with this right, unless in cases !| that the only one openly professed, earmestly

fairly involving the peace and good order of soci- || reprobates nlraltempt! to compel men to conform

ety, The enju{meumf this freedom, in this sense, [ to it municipal laws, and finally remarks:

has been one of the great objects of wise men inall | ¢ ftmust, then, be concluded that liberty of eonscience

.g“"ﬂnﬁ 1a eﬂpgmu[ y &80 in this, wherever the firgt || is a nawral and inviolable right-  Itis a disgraee 10 human

notions of liberty have penetrated. But it will be

remarked, that this use of the term freedom israther

a jus el norma loquendi than a strict application of

it in ita true meaning. Freedom cannot be predi-

eated of a faculty of the mind or body. Itbelongs

to the sentient being. Freedom of speech is the

freedom of a man to speak, not the mere com-

mand of the vocal organs. Freedom of action, to

act. Freedom of conscience, to obey and be gov-

erned by the dictates of that great monitor. A

man ig a free agent, if all his powers and facalties

are unrestri ; otherwise he is not free; always || amples, which place the highest civil authorities,

excepting, however, proper legal restraints from | members of the Catholic church,and acting for it,

the class of injurious restrictions. || in signal opposition to this pretension of Arch-
This esomewhat metaphorical application of | bishop Hughes. They botharose outofthegreat

these terms cannot be made the foundation of a  schism, which ended in the final separation be-

moral deduction, But Archbishop Hughes tween the Catholics and the Protestants. The

made them so, and maintains that f:-}aedom is | long and bitter contest was brought to a close in

#0 essential an attribute of conscience that with- | Germany in 1532, by the treaty of Nuremberg,
~out it the fuculty itself would ecease to exist, but | ratified by the Diet of Ratisbon, by which the
wmg indestructible, its indestructibility is a | Emperor Charles V. (Universal History, vol. 26,
of ita freedom. [t is obvious that he is | p. 302) granted *‘liberty of conscience’’ to the
ere referring to the free agency of the faculty, ! E’rumu:mu until the meeting of a general council.
and not of the sentient being of whose intellectual || In like manner a similar arrangement was made
powers it forms part; for he will not deny,no one | in Franece in 1561, when the States of the king-
will deny, that the individual himeelf may be de- dom being assembled for that purpose, an ediet
prived of almost every attribute of free agency.  was passed, which gave iibtr:iy of conscience to
The Archbishop kindly aceounts for, and char- | the Huguenota till the points in dispute should be
itably excuses, my erroneous views onthis subject, ' settled gbuy a general council.”’—(See Universal
by the ** confusion of ideas®’ resulting from igno- | History, vol. 24, p. 248,
rance of his great moral discovery of thedifference | Three centuries after these solemn proceedin
between freedom of conscience and freedom of | by the Catholic Emperor, an Emperor who abdi-
‘action, in ebedience to its dictates. I can aceept | cated his throne to die in the bosom of his church,
neither the charge nor the excuse. Though, in- | and by the Catholie princes nnd statesmen of Ger-
deed, my pasticipation in this assumed logical  many, and also by the Catholic Government and
heresy is of no consequence, nor would my con- | statesmen of France, it is discovered that these
viction of it furnish the least ground, even of  acts of justice and conciliation were *‘ patent ab-
self-complacency, for beyond me is the opinion, | surdities,”” and that these high authorities were
1 say, of the world, that this priceless free- | afflicted with *“a confusion of idens’' as manifest a
dom 18 the freedom of action, as wt[i‘i as of opin- | it waslamentable. That the grants granted noth-
ion, and in conformity with it the sentiment itself | ing, for that *¢ liberty of conscience’ is the power
is embodied in our constitutions and State pap:ra,_l of thinking, which can neither be given nortaken
and is embalmed in the hearts of the -American | away by prince nor people. Oneother reference,
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~and 1 quit this branch of the suh.imt;-hrut that will
be to Archbishop Hughes himself.  In the very
Jetter, 8o much of which is devoted to the exam-
ination and condemnation of our proceedings, he
again and again repudiates his own principle by
.sonfounding liberty of conscience with freedom
from acte of external violence, FHe speaks of

o '*other violations of liberty of conscience’ in this

sountry, which had resulted from deeds of law-
lees force, though he had previously pronounced
it universal, indestructible, inviolable.
But his moral theorem becomesatill more loose,
when, not content with making freedom from per-
‘sonal outrage an essential attribute of freedom of
‘sonscience, he carries this exemption to property,
and considers it destruction a violation of this
great nataral nﬁt In a aupLﬁunitinun dialogue,
which he introduces between the Grand Duke of
Tuscany and the Secretary of State, Mr. Everett,

whose namehe gives us, the Tuscan ruler is made |

to gain an advantage over our distinguished coun-
tryman, which he would have lost by all odds
in a personal interview. The object of this dia-
logue is to show, by aakinﬁ certain questions
about * liberty of conscience’ in this country,
that it haa been violated here by the desgguction
of a convent in Charleston, by driving out the
female inmates, by the burning of their farniture,
and by the failure of the State to make compen-
sation for these injuries. Each of these charges
¥ made to constitute a separate offense, infringing
‘equally the moral faculty. And the Archhishop
geems perfectly clear in the eonviction, that these
are such violations of the rights of conscience,
that the argument ad rempublicam would silence at
once our demand and our complaint. And, again,
be says, that ** other viclations of liberty of con-
science in different parts of the country are by no
means rare in our history., They ocourred in
Pinladelphia when churches and convents were
burited 1o ashes by the intolerance of the mob.''
Mow, sir, what becomes of this great discovery,
the distinction sought to be established by Arng-
bishop Hughes between ** liberty of conscience’
and ‘*liberty of external action,” when he himself
breaks down all distinction, and makes the peace-
ful enjoyment of property an essential portion of
Viberty of conscience? What security does the
“forress’ not made with hands afford, when the
destraction of a building, or the burning of furni-
ture, or the failure to make compensation for
gither, becomes a violation of the liberty of con-
science, aceording 'o this new system of moral ac-
sountability.

But the charge of Leing afllicted with the grave
intellectnal malady of ** a confusion of ideas® is
reft of ite sting, and becomes indeed rather grati-
fying than otherwise, when I find the association
in which it places me. The Senate of the United
Bitates, the American Executive, and various for-
¢ign Powéra, have been equally aflicted with this
mental derangement. We have fourteen treaties
with other natione—there may be more, but that
nomber | am sure of, and [ shall advert to them
again, for another purpose, before closing my re-
marks—in which ** the freedom of conscience,”
“ the liberty of conscience,’’ * the securityof con-
science’”
pl:zed,and obviously with the same meaning—is
made the subject of negotiation and protection. 1f
these rights cannot be violated, conventional pro-

—for these terms are indiscriminately em- |

tection for them is but a solemn farce, in whick
ignorance and imbecility may contend for pre-
eminendae. !
The prineiple advanced by Archbishop Hughes,
and the illustrations in support of it, are sadly in-
consistent with each other. But, adhering to the
| former and rejecting the latter, he maintains that
freedom of conscience is beyond the reach of hu-
man legislation, but the external action which the
world considers, and justiy, as the true freedom
of conscience, may be the rightful object of eon-
trol; and while the former is shut up in iia fortress,
the latter may be dealt with at the pleasure of the
{| ruler. 1 cannot ascertain, from a eareful perusal
of Archbishep Hughea's remarks, what practical
limitation, if any, there is to the exercise of this
power; for he says, ** this external liberty of ac-
/| tion in all countries is rezulated, to a cerfain extent,
|| by the enactment of dponitive laws. In some coun-
tries the range ia wider, in othera more restricted,
butit is limited in all, not excepting the Unpited
smlm'i‘l
The human conscience embraces in its opera-
tione a vast field of duty, the extent of which it
i# not necessary, for any purpose I have in view,
to examine. | am dealing with a practical ques-
tion—with the freedom of religious worship—one
of the branches of the rights of conscience. W hat-
ever illustrations the subject may receive from
| other considerations, these are but accessory, and
| 1 design to restrict my investigation to the freedom
cof rebgious worship—to the reluiions, as 1 have
| said, between a man and his Maker. ' The object
! of our proposed action is to procare for American
| citizens abroad immunity from local Jaws, so far
| aa these interfere with the liberty of worshipping
| God.  With respect to ather conscientious scru-
| ples in the affairs of life, by which men may be
placed in opposition to municipal laws, as the
subject is not now in my way, | shall not tarn
|aside to seek it. Prudent Governments should
| avoid, as far as may be, the adoption of measures
| revolung to the moral sense of their people.
| But, sir, | say, as | said on a former occasion,
| Lam no believer in what has been falsely called
| the higher low; far it should be called the lower
law, or rather no law at all, as the principle in-
| volved in it would be destructive of all law, leay-
i ing every man free from the obligation oﬁlegal
| obedience who should declare he had conseientious
seruples respecting submiesion. And | say,also,
| that if a man is required by law to do what he
| thinks he ought not to do, the only course b
| which he can reconcile his faith and his duaty, is
' to sit still and suifer as a martyr, instead of resist-
ing as a criminal; unless, :indyeed, the oppressive
acts result in revolution. 'That was the doetrine
” and the practice of the Apostles. And he who
believes that any other is consistent with the main-
| tenance of social order for asingle day, in the face
| of the hallucinations of the human intellect, or of
the pretexts of human hypocrisy, has yet to learn
the very first rudiments of the nature of man.
But the inquiry | am making is into the rights of
rulers, not into the duty of the ruled. And this
brings me to the true point, whether Governmenta
may rightfully control, at their will, the religious
opinions of their citizens; and | mean, by con-
| trolling them; the just authority to punish all whe
disobey their mandates,
Now, sir, | am not going to argue this topic at
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this day and in this country. I should consider |
my own lime and yours badly employed in such |
an effort, If there is one prlncige in the whole |
range of political systems in which the people of
this country are more upited than in any other, |
it is this very I:rinciple of the entire freedom of |
religious worship. It belongs, as they feel and |
know, to the kingdom of God, and not to the
kingdom of man, and I shall therefore confine’
myself to the consideration of the views given by |

Archbishop Hulfhe_a upon this momentous topic. |

In the pardgraph before quoted they are distinctly
stated, and strange, indeed, are they to be thus
presented to the American community. _
There are two points invalved in this branch of
' the subject, which, for the sake of precision, it is |
well to separate. Thefirstia the right of Govern- |
ments to make conformity with a particular pro- |
fession of religion a condition precedent to any
ghare in their administration, either as electors or
as office holders. Thisprincipleis,in my opinion, |
equally impolitic and unjust, but it does not enter |
into the present inquiry, which relates to a higher |
subject, the freedom of conscience, its immunity |
from human restraints, and not to the freedom of |
mere political privileges. This discussion turns
upon the claim of Governments to control the re-
ligious freedom of their people by prohibiting the
exerciseof any religion butt edomm‘nnmngeuml?-;
lished by the gmte.ar by requiring all within their |
jurisdiction to conform to it. [ am aware of the|
apologies for this monstrous usurpation, which |
are to be foundin some of the European element- |
ary writers. They do not weigh one feather with |
me, not enough to justify even a consideration of |
their views—arguments there are none. Their|
day has gone by,and contempt is the unlz feeling |
excited in the breast of an American by such|
gentiments as the following, the type of their
class, advanced with all due gravity by a cele-|
brated, perhaps the most celebrated writer upon |
natural law: : .
 There is nothiong on earth maore angust and sacred than |
a sovereign 3 and why should God, who ealls him by his/
pravidence to watch over the safety and happiness of a |
whole pation, deprive him of the direction of the most pow-
vriul epring (refigion) that actuates mankind £

And, therefore, he has *“ a right to examine its
doctrines, and to point out what is to be tauzht,
and what is to be aupﬂremﬁd in silence.” _.xntd
this experiment upon the credulity of mankind is
made a writer who was a cotemporary of
Elizabeth, and of Catharine the I, of Itussia; of

‘Louis XV. of France, and of George 1. of Eng-
land; four persons utterly debased in character|
_and morals, Iiring in open contempt of the laws
of God, and of the opinion of the world, This|
monarchical monomania plays fantastic tricks with |
the human judgment. I do not refer to the ra-|
tionz! considerations which may justify the estab-|
lishment of that form of government In many
countrieg; but I refer to that sublimation of the
.imagination, by which the wearing of n crown
instead of a hat deifies the possessor, be he King
Log or King Stork, giving him a justright to con- |
tfoFthe conscience of his suh}ienta even, as often |
happens, when he has none of his own. |
“ My opinion,’” says another eminent comment- |
ator upon the law of nature and of nations,** is, |
that the Supreme authority, in matters of religion, |

ought necessarily to belong to the sovereign.” If |

this is not intended as a satire upon religious in-
tolerance, it ig itgelf a satire upon human nature.
|1 should s soon think, ot this day, of seriously
undertaking to refute the dogma of the divine
right to reign, or to establish the just authority of
a people to change their government, as to show
that the regulation of religious worship is not
within the legitimate sphere of ﬁulitiml systems;
| and 1 should just as soon think of undertaking
| to prove that the earth is not an extended plain,
I round which the heavenly orbs revolve, as to
enter argumentatively into either of the other
| topics. This freedom of religious worship is an
instinctive persuasion, a moral axiom, indeed, for
the American understanding, which ne discussion
can shake, and no discussion can strengthen. He
who does not feel ita truth possesses a mental or-
ganization so different from mine, that the sooner
we separate in the field of argumentation, where
Ti:wre 18 no common ground we can occupy, the
etter.

It is not every vagary of the imagination, nor
every ebullition of feeling, nor every impulse of
the passions, however honest the motive may be,
which ean lay claim to the rights of conscience.
| That Ereat moral faculty is an improving one, and
should be improved and :nstructtdp by all the meana
within our reach; and he who neglects that duty
will have much to answer for. It is no excuse,
by the laws of God or man, that he who, in a state
of sanity, commits a crime, believes he was called
upon todoit. Certainly, weresucha doctrine estab-
lished, there would be little security for society,
for immunity from punishment would be sure to
lead to the relaxation of moral perception, and to
the accommodation of the conscience to any tempt-
ations which might present themselves. Every
man ia responsible for the use of this endowment,
as he is responsible for every other gift which God
has bestowed upon him. It is not enough for him
to say, in self-exculpation, I thought 1 was

| right,” unless he uses the means of proper culture,

according to the opportunity which his condition
gives him. The human legislator has the rightto
separate presumptuous or unfounded pretensionas,
at war with the juai constitation of society, from
conscientious dictates, properly reﬁ:—lmsd, and
operating within their just sphere. Undoubtedly
here is room for abuse and oppression as there
must be, more or less, in all human institutions;
but it is inzeparable, in the very nature of things,
| from the position of the parties, governors, and
| governed.  Andin this very circumstance is found
{one of the great blessings of free institutions,
which neither sacrifice the protection of the com-
munity nor of individuals, but endeavor to pre-
serve the just rights of both; while the constant
| efforts of irresponsible power, and of governments
not depending on the will of the people, are.to
circumscribe pergsonal freedom, and to rule over
the mind as well as the body. Let not, therefore,
Archbishop Hughes deduce the right to claim ex-

 that there are some laws which carry with them
inn moral obligation, and which the )I;uman law-
maker has no right to pass. The attempt is
Lequally illogical and unreasonables  The true ob-
ject of human governments is to protect man in a
state of society; and in the execution of the duty
thus devolved upon them there must necessarily
be various modifications of systems, operating in

| emption from any and all laws from the position

-

-
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different parts of the globe, and much latitude uF], appeared |ike the Anabaptists of Qer[qung, some
discretion in their nﬁminm’mtiun. Still, in an | three centuries since, who maintained that,
inquiry into the just rights of these governments, | ‘‘ among Ghﬁr:atmna who have Fhu recepts of the
not into their practical working, it is vain to tell | Gospel to direct, and the spirit of God to guide
us what they have assumed to do; for they have | them, the office of magisirate is unnecessary, and
assumed to do much, and have done much, for | an encroachment on spiritual ]Ibtrlg: that a com-
which there was neither authority nor justification. | munity of goods should be established, and that a

The reference, therefore, to our country, to | man may marry as many wives as he chooses.”
Connecticat and South Carolina, even if the facts | And these tenets were not only avowed and pro-
hore upon the discussion, would be merely to| cluimed, but practically enforced by armies and

furnish examples of bad legislation, leaving un- |
touched the question of right. But1deny that
religious worship is the subject of American legis-
laton. There is no part of our country, not a
solitary nook, fn t
representatives of the American States and people
assemble to do the will of their auver!;gq.‘tq the re-
motestlogcabin,upon the very verge ofcivilization,
where a man may not freely and lawfully wurphlla
God, unrestrained by any law, local or Federal.

I make this assertion without the fear of contra- |

diction. In Counesticut, in South Carolina, in

Oregon, and every where else, any man may per |
form his religious zervices to his Creator without |
the slightest fear of interruption or punishment. |
But there are other considerations connected with |
thjs subject, and necessary to ita full development,

these marble Halls, where the |

'mieges and battles, till fanaticism gave way, and
| governments resumed their usual soperations,
Even our own couptry at this very moment ex-
hibits a humiliating spectacle, in an association of
men, degrading the name of Christians by appro-
priating it to themeselves, and openly professing,
and };mctining doctrines irreconcilable with an
orderly condition of society, and which hold ont
the reward of lust to atréngthen the conviction and
conversion of its followers. Examples of this
mental obliquity—monomania very often, for it
cannot be doubted that many who embrace such
tenetsare honest in their allegiance to them—might
be multiplied indefinitely, were the task a neces-
sary or a profitable one. But it is neither, and
these illustrations of the general principle are
enough for my purpose, Now in all such cases,

in order to prevent a confusion of ideas, which & am | the etvil magistrate may rightfully interfere and
surprised to find have escaped the penetration of || provide punishments, not for acts of religious
so practiced a logician and sagacious an observer | worship, but for crimes, before whirh the peace of
as Archbishop aﬁu hes. [t is obvious, on the |&9¢iety would disappear, But as I have said,
slightest reflection, that in the praetical operations || between the extreme boundaries there is a debata-
of governments, cases may arige in which it may | ble land, where donbts may arise, and where just
be difficult to ascertain distinctly where just au- iaﬂuwmce should be made for the imperfection of
thority ends and usurpation begins. Like many the human judgment. ] ; 1

other questions in life, the extremes may be obvi-|| But this difficulty, in the practical application
ous, though the intermediate shades of difference || of the general powers of government, which Arch-
may not be well defined. 1t is perfectly clear that | bishop Hughes seems to mistake for the principle
no Legislature can rightfully tonch a man because || itself, can have no effect upon our present inquiry,
he reads his Bible, or falls on his knees to pray, || for that relutes only to proceedings heyond all
or performs any other act of worship compatible | question out of the true domain of human govern-

with the ?ER‘M and healthful condition of society; |
and equally clear is it that he who, pretending to |
worship God, commits acts inconsistent with social |
arder, 'y whatever vazary impelled, whether the |
result ofa distempered intellect, or of hypocritical
cunning, seeking profit or distinetion from human
eredulity, can claim no exemption from the just
consequences of his own acts, '

The teue doctrine is laid down with equal force
and precigion by Puffendorf. That eminent com-
mentator says:

“ [n a word, however blinded men may be, or under
whatever illusions they may labar, yet while (hese errors
lead them 1o ad acton eonfrary to the good of society in
general, or the safery of that Government under which they
live, they onght in.no way o be disturbed on this aceount, |

“ Nor is there any other lawful way to reeover them, and

revenil the effects of their ercor, tian that of ealm and solid

nstroefion,

“1ris the highest injustice o deprive them of their gonds
and privileges, either civil or nateral ; because avery man
hasa naupral and inatienabie right o enjoy foll libery of
acting according o his conscience, especially in matters
that relate to his elernal wellare,

One of the most extraordinary chapters in the
history of man is filled with examples of strange |
aberrations, each enjoying its hour of success, and |
then giving way to some other passing freak, as |
unreasonable &nd as short-lived as its predeces- |
gors. Sects have existed, exist yet, | believe, |
which deny the authority of u,lly overnments |
mot administered by themselves.

ment. The Archbishop, in the further prosecu-
tion of his object, remarks: -

[t Again, the assumption of General Cass is o fallacy.

| He assuimes that the freedom of religion in this coantry is
| 0 boon conceded by Protestant liburality to all the inhabit-
ants of the land. This is notso.  [tis & privilege which
waz wan by the good swords of Cathaolics and Prowstants
| i the batdes for national independence. It 18 a common
| righty therefore, and is not 10 be reganded a3 a concession
| from one o tie other. This armagement, in regard o
| liberty of conscisned, saited the poliey of the conntry, and
| was absolntely indispensable afier (e revolntionary war.
| Dives General Cass mean to say that, beease i suited ue,
| ll other nations must adopt it whether itsu'ts them o not 7
Az well might England say that because it #aited her finan-
| ees 1o adopt free trade, she will insist npon it that all other
| nations shall do the spme. Generl (Dass koows, a8 well
{ a8 any man liviog, that votil this conpry becomes vasily
stranger, and Mreign States moch weaker than they are, all
| plendings on this subject will be trenied a8 drivoling by

[| forcign States,  Or if yon have-a mind o arrmnge the con-

| stitutions and laws of Buropean States by the power of
| armies ond navies, that, indeed, is another matter.  Bot
| the nited Brates will expose themselves 1o ridicute il they
drag in such a question inte thelr diplomatic neourse

|'with foreign Governments

| 1 must confess, sir, | am utterly ata loss to con-
| eeive how the distinguished writer could so greatly
(have mistaken my views as he has here done.
| The source of his error is inexplicable to me. All
| know, is, that the error ia'an obvious one, He
‘says | assume that " the freedom of religion in

| this'country was & boon copceded by Protestant
thers have | liberality to all the inhabitants of the land.”™ 1§
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said nothing like this, I assumed nothing like it. || have a right to adopt their own Constitution and
1 earnestly repudiate the whole position, and every | laws, is fully recognized in this country, and, in-

gyllable of it.  Neither the word Protestant nor
Catholic is to be found in the whole course of my
remarks, nor any other word discriminating be-
tween them. Sofar from considering the freedom
of religion as a boon acquired by one sect and |
granted to others, | considered it a natural, in-
alienable right, existing independent of Govern-
ments, and not within the egitimate sphere of .
their action. That was, and is, my doctring,
and I believe it iz the doctrine of the American
people, and 1 challenge the Archbishop to find in
my observations a single remark Iiuaf.i fying this |
charge. 1 have just reperused them, and ¢ n,
therefore, speak with as much certainty as earnest-
ness. The Archbishop continues:

4 This argument in regard o liberty of eonscience suited

e policy of the country, and was absolutely indispensable
alter the revolutionary war.™

‘deed, T suppose, at least theoretically, everywhere
else, unless, indeed, where the divine right to
reign leaves no otheér right but that of obedience,

But I must again bring to the notice of the
Archbishop that this investigation does not touch
forms of government, nor their powers as political
communities. It hasa mueh higher aini; and that
is, to ascertain themr moral right to control the con-

| setences of their people, biy prescribing their mode *

| of faith, and the manner in which they shall wor-

‘ship God. With respect to the **agzregate of

 general principles applicable to the peculiar situa-

tion, protection, and welfare of citizens;* though

I must confess my ideas are much confused as to
what this means, yet, from my glimmering of it,

/I have only to say, that such considerations are

lighter than the small dust of the balance in a

| moral inquiry as important ag this, Segregate or

‘aggregate whal principles you may, the great prin-

What is here termed an arvangemen is, in fact, | *£!

thie recognitien of the great claim of religious free- |

dom, and the writer is correct in saying that it
suited the policy of the country. It did, and it |
suited the lj:eﬁngnnnd the principles of the Amer- |
ican people, not only then, but 1 hope it will suit
them in all time to come. [t was not a mere tem- |
porary arvangement. It is degraded by such an
epithet. It was the ever-enduring establishment
of n great principle, destined to produce the most
salutary results through the world. 1 do not assert |
that the wlole country at once gave in their adhe-
sion to perfect religious toleration. They were
prepared for it by their antecedents, and hr the
?rot'uuud investigation of the general principles of |
reedom, both clvil and religious, which marked
the course of -the Revolution; and every step was |
in advance, till the glorious consummation, which |
leaves us nothing more to ask for in reﬁrﬁ to ]
this great branch of human rights. But he con- |

“ Does General Cass mean 0 say that, because it snited |

e
ug, all sither nations must adopt it whether it suits them |

- ciple remains inviolable, rising superior to all other
eonsiderations, THAT MAN HAS A RIGHT TO WOR-
| suir (Gon UNRESTRAINED BY HUMAN LAws. There
lis no silyation, profection, nor welfare, which can
crightfully interfere with this duty; or, rather, there
| is no situation in which it is not the best protection,
| promoting the greatest welfure of mankind.
| As to the * aggrerute conscience’’ of a State,
I neither mmpr:ﬁn distinctly its meaning nor
(its appheation to the question in controversy. The
' metaphorical expression, public conscience, ma
serve to illustrate or to enforce considerations al-
| fecting the conduct of nations, but it ean have no
| proper place in a rigid inquiry into moral duties;
\for, in fact, it can have no existence. ltiz carry-
ing fizurative langunﬁe to the very verge of mys-
ticism to employ it thus loosely as an element in
|a search after truth. And this *‘aggregate con-
|science of a State’” ig made up, not of the con-
!sciences of those who obey its government, and
| ought to direct it, but of its own Constitution and
laws, which form the expression of * the aggre-

or not?  As well might England say that because it suited | gate of the general principles applicable to the
her finances to adopt free trade, that all other nations must | neculiar situation, protection, and welfare of ita
- vy A _ _ | citizens,"” &e. That is, in other words, the ad-
1 must confezs my astonishment that thelearned | ministration of every Government expresses the
and able prelate thus deals with this great rin- | aggregate conscience of the State it rules. Well,
ciple of religious freedom, reducing it to the level | this is an easy, if not a satisfactory, way to dis-
olP those questions of mere expediency which | pose of this grave question of public morality. It
may well be decided one way to-day and another | \womes to this: that the aggregale conscience of
to-morrow, a8 the circumstances that control them || France is permanently expressed by its Constitution
change from time to time. | do not mean to say | and laws, that is, at present,; by the rule of Louis
that because the arrangement suited us, therefore | Napoleon; of Turkey, by the successor of the
it suits and should be adopted by all other nations. | Prophet; of Russia, by I‘XIB Czar; and so on o
I mean to say, it suita all nations and all time as | the end of the chapter of Governments, good and
a law of right, implanfed by the Divine Lawgiver | bad. 1said [ did not comprehend the aplpllcmmn
in the human breast; and whoever violates it, be | of this doctrine, were it even true, and I do not.
the guilty party prince or people or priest, will in | But so able a controversialist a4 Arqfhhiahag
vain neﬂg to avoid the just consequence of pre-| Hughes did not advance it without design; an
sumptuous intolerance. \the only bearing | can discover which it was to
The Archbishop then proceeds to say: | have, i5 to offset this * aggregate conscience}’
s frisa recoguized principle in this country, hat every | azainst the consciences of individuals, this moral
eavercign and independent nation bas ihe rght to adopt it | feewlty of Massachusetts, which has one form, and of
awn Constitution and laws.  The Constiturionand laws of | Louisiana, which has another, thus giving the right
a country are but the ageregare of general principhes, appli- of final judgment and control in all cases to this

eable 1o the peenlinr situation, protection, and welfare of | i g il
the citizens or subjects of which it §s composed. They | abstract national faculty, and practially ])ualr_fym_g
may be regarded as the public and peemanent expression of | the most revolting tyranny because the law is the

tlie aggrezale constience ol thint Stae,

It is certainly not to be controverted, that the |
principle” here assérted, that independent States|
»

| expression of the public conscience, and the public
[ constience is the foundation of the law. 5
The Archbishop sees, in any representations
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which may have been made by our Government
to that uty Tuscany respecting the Madiai case,
only a kind of national self-abasement, but a
regnant example, which might be hereafter con-
verted to our injury. As I know nothing of any
such representations, but, on the contrary, have
the best reason to believe that none were made, |
have only to say, that 1 should not have approved
of any interference, as the rights of an American
citizen were not in question. Yel my objection
would have originated in other considerations, and
not in any fear that, by an effort to check perse-
eution and intolerance, we should lower our char-
acter in our own eyes, or in those of the world.
Still less do 1 fear that the attempt to protect
American citizens in the enjoyment of religious
worship abroad will expose us to ridicule or con-
tempt. If it does, | think we ¢an bear the mis-
fortune with due fortitude.

As to the national humiliation of requesting the
Governments of the earth to permit the peaceable
citizens of our own country, while residing in
another, to worship God as freely as they wor-
ship him at home, | am not afraid it will injure
us in the estimation of the world. On the con-
trary, I believe that this manifestation df solici-
tude for the religious freedom of Americans will
be everywhere applauded as another proof of the
devotion of free Governments to_the rights and
welfare of their people. Nor do I apprehend that

what we now ask will furnish a cause or pretext |

for demands upon ourselves, which we could not
grant without danger, nor refuse without incon-
sistency. No such case can happen. We are
ready to receive and consider the applications of
all other Governments to our own, in relation to
the just rights of their citizens in our country.
That is a legitimate subject for pational repre-

sentation, when made in a proper spirit; and 1t is |

one we should ever be willing to receive in a like
spirit of conciliation. Al beyond that has no re-
lation to our present inquiry.

But we are told by the distinguighed prelate:

& Until thiz country becomes vastly stronger, and foreign
States much weaker than they are, all pleadings on tpis
subject will be treated as driveling by foreign States.”

Let us look into this matter a little more closely,
and test this positive assertion by principle and by
history.

As to the right of friendly remonstrance upon
such a subject, it cannot be called in question,
looking either to the principle or to the practice of
national  intercourse.

more direct and immediate contact, muluplying

their points of intercommunication, and increns- ||

ing their mutual interest in one another, There
are perfect obligations, as they are galled, arising
out of this intercourse, the fulfillment of which
may be peremptorily demanded, and, if neglected,
may be jusily enforced by war. But there are

other demands involving matters of comity, of in- I
terest or of policy, which circumstances call out, |

and which may be refused without such serious

consequences. Some of these constitute the founda- |
tion of commercial treaties, while others are con- |

fined to represgntations, and to the remedy which
these may produoce, without formal conventional
arrangements, INations remonstrate with one
another against high tariffs when they are particu-
Jarly injurious, We have done it many times,

The tendency of modern |
eivilization is to bring the powers of the earth into |

Iea ecially in relation to tobacco, the duties upon
| which operate as an interdict against its introdue-
tion into some countries; yet the right to lay such
imposts nsa it pleases is one which belongs to every
Government, and is exercised by every one. But
‘it is contended that we should violare national
‘comity if we remonstrated against laws inter-
' dicting to Ameriean citizens the worship 6f God—
| not levying duties indeed upon the rights of con-
' seience, but absolutely prohibiting their exercise.
 Away with such fastidious distinctions.
| Many legal rights are surrendered by nations to
' each other, in order to meliornte the condition of
their respective citizens, or to promote the ends of
 justice. The Droit d’Aubaine, that relic of bar-
'bariam by which a State claims the inheritance of
| property where the heir is a foreigner, has leen
'abandoned in & number of the trenties we have
formed with European Powera. Mutaal obliga-
'tions have also been incurred for the surrender of
fugitives from justice, and we have made our-
| gelves parties to this policy. Many other instances
exist where the laws of a country have yielded
‘to these reciprocal arrangements. Archbishop
- Hughes seems to suppose, that beeanse the de-
'mand in such cases are not founded on perfeet
'- obligations, a nation would humiliate imelfl:}‘y
| proposing arrangements which might be rejected.
| Not so. Marteus, speaking upon this subject,
' touches the very point where he gays:
% [n treaties of commeree between Powers of different
| religions, enré is mken 1o fix the rights 4o be enjoyed reeip-

rocilly by the subjects of the two parties with respeet 1o
| their religion, burials,” &e.

This distinguished jurist =ees nothing humili-
|ating in such an arrangement, and of conrse there
|can be nothing humiliating in the projposition.
| He speaks of the very course we propase as one
' sanctioned by the usage of nations. That it has
| been 8o for almost two hunired years—how much

longer | have not soughtto ascertain—isshown by
the treaty of Utrecht of 1667, between England
‘and 8Bpain, which provided that the subjects of
' neither party should be molested or disturbed for
| their conscience, so long as they gave no publie
scandal or offense. It is obvious that the framers
' of this treaty were afflicted with a confusion of
Cideas, and could have been no believers in the
- Archbishop’s theory of the inviolability of con-
| science; because if it could not be violated, it
, needed no protection. The protection here pro-
vided has relation to external aetion, or it has re-
lation to nothing.,

Ul[:un this subject of the usage of nations [ pre-

fer the history of their diplomatic intercourse, and
|| the authority of an eminent juris-consult to that
| of the Archbishop. There are extreme theoret-
| ieal rights connected with national jurisdiction

which are opposed to the feelings of the world,
| and must give way to their expression. The right
' to put to death all persons thrown upon the coast
of a country is, perhaps, yet claimed, and at no
distant day was exercised, by some of the Powers
| of Eastern Asia. At one time itis gaid to have
been the law of Russia, Though the legitimate
consequence of the principle of local sovereignty,
yet there is not a civilized nation on the face of
ihe globe which would now submit to this legal-
ized murder of its citizers., It would be frowned
down by the indignation of the world; by its
power, if need be. And so with respect lo the

]
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“right to seize vessels and other property wrecked
upon a coast, it is wearing out, preity much worn
out, leaving the pretensgion a monument of injus-
tice and ‘eruelty. A change is going on in the

principles of national intercourse, gradual, if you

please, but sure and irresimible.

The harsh relics of dark and barbarous azes
are disappearing, nnd the influence of liberal gov-
ernments 1s extending and expanding itsell where-
ever there is injustice to remove or prejudices Lo
encounter. The Grand Duke of Tuscany is safe
for m-da?r, even if he stands between the Ameri-
can or the English sojourner and his God; but |
would not insure his safety for to-morrow with-
out & heavy premium. The code of public law
has not yet quite reached the case, butit is rapidly
spreading, and, for one, | hope it will soon be a
recognized principle with the enlightened Govern-
ments of the world, that if duty and humanity
fail to protect the right of their citizens to [ree
re]rl;giuuﬁ worship abroad, that protection may be
rendered by force. But the history of our con-
ventional intercourse with foreign Powers fur-
nishes the best refutation of the argument of
Archbishop Hughes, as well as the'best rebuke of
this charge, that the assertion of this t prin-
ciple is nio better than national * tlrivem.' and
“that it will expose us to ridienle if we drag in
such a question into our diplomatic intercourse
with foreign Powers.”” As early as 1785, two
years only after the acknowledgment of our inde-
pendence, entire freedom of worship was conse-
crated in a treaty with Prussia in these memora-
ble words, . b

“IPNME MOET PERFECT PREEDOM OF CONSCIENCRAND OF
WORSHIPF 18 GRANTED TO THE CITIZENS OR SUBIECTE OF
EITHER PARTY, WITTIHIN TII'R.'IFH.[I_D_[CT"}H OF THE OTHER,
WITHOUT BEING LIADLE T MOLESTATION ;H THAT RE-
BPEOT; FOILANY CAUSE OTHER THAN AN 1S3ULY TO THE
RELIGION 0F oTHERS. MOREOVER, WHEN THE SUBJECTS
OR CITIZENS OF THE ONE FARTY SHALL DIE WITHIN TIE
JURISDICTION OF 'I."I-II'!_'I]-T!II'E.. THEIR BNODIES SHALL DE
BURIED IN THE USUAL DHR?IH“—HDUHD“, oR OTHER DE-
CENT AND EUITABLE PLACER, AND BIlALL BE FROTECTED
FROM VIGLATION Ot DISTORBANCE,'! &di ‘

There, sir, is driveling to some purpose. And
who were the ** drivelers’’ that exposed a young
nation to ridicule, by **dragging such a question
into our diplomaric intercourse with foreign Gov-
ernments "’ They were John Adams, and Ben-
jamin Franklin, and Thomas Jefferson. They

signed this treaty. They stood prominently for- ||

ward in “driveling”” their country into independ-
ence, and no less prominently forward in *“drivel-
ing"* her into the assertion and maintenance of
this great and glorious prineiple of entire religious
freedom. We do not want a letter changed in
this noble tribute to the rights of conscience. Time

eannot improve it, and [ hope it will be the model |

kept in view till the great end ig consummated,
So fur is the reproach cast upon such efforts, that
they exnose us to ridicale, from being justified by
facts, that there are, in our diplomatic archives,
gome fourteen or fifteen treaties, if not more, ex-
isting or expired, with foreign Powers, and geveral
of these Puwers Catholic, recognizing this prin-
ciple of intervention, and providing for the enjoy-
ment of hberty of conscience and of religious
worship—aome with and some withont limitation,
but all bearing testimony to its value, by making
it the subject of conventional arrangement—Arch-
bishop Hughes to the contrary notwithstanding,
But some of these conventionsare top restricted,

I perhaps equivocal, and leave room for religions
oppression, and thus other and more liberal pro-
visions become necessary, even in' several coun-
tries which have taken the first step in this career
of toleration towards foreigners. And there nre
other countries which have not yet entered into it,
L and some within whose jurisdiction the accidents
| of life carry larze numbers of our fellow-citizens,
and where intolerance gitz, like an incubus, upon
the moral energies, forbidding, with jealous ex-
clusion, the exercise of every form of religion but
the dominant one. And there our people must be
rotected in the enjoyment of this rig!:'l; ay, and
it will be done, too, ¥t is only a qoeetion of time,
| and, by a firm eourse of action, we enn make that
time a ghort one, We must prove to these States,
whether Cutholic or Protestant, thus lagging in
| the rear of true religion, that we are in earnest;
and it is for that reason that this national demon-
stration, shown by the petitions we receive, and
fortified by a decided expression of the views of
| the American Congress, 1s important, and eannot
| fail to be useful. As to the power of the Execu-
 tive to make representations for thia object, there
Cean be no doubt, and there is as little that he is
| well disposed to exercise it. But he wants the
' moral support of the country to aid his efforts:
| and that ought to be given to him. The effect of
| these demonstrations of the views of the repre-
| sentative body of the eountry, in guestions of
great national importance, are well stated in the
| London Times of April 5, 1845, as they are well
| understood by the able chairman of the Commit-
| tee on Foreizn Relations in the Hovse of Repre-
| sentatives, who recently remarked that it was the
| duty of Congresa to sapport the Prisident in
| erave conjunctures of our foreign effairs. The
| Times says: '
| The Amerean packet, the Oaledonia, which has been
detwined until s morning, will carry out the distinet aml
emphatie declarnton of the Britsh Governmenton the sub-
Jeet of the Oregon Territory, which wis received Inst night
with the steang and snanimoeus ratification of both Houses
of Parlinment. [

i When the interest and dignity of the country, and the
presdrvation of the dominions of the crown are at stake,
thiere is wo equivoeation in ihe language of the Government
to fuecien Powers, and no semblunes of wenkness or hesi-
tation in any politieal party.? i

Add to the above the rights of American eiti-
zena and then let us go and do likewize.

How he who acknowledges the duty of the
| Government to extend protection to our expatri-
| ated citizens, sent by the accidents of life to for-

eizn countries, in questions relating to person and
| property, can deny the right to interfere by remon-
'atrance even in cases of religious oppression, as I
do not understand, I shall not attempt to explain.

Modern diplomaey is filled with instances of in-
| terposition upun almost every subjegt, freely made
(and kindly received. Strange, indeed, but so itis,
| that many among us, in public and in privatelife,
| geem to have a nervous repugnance to such aetion
| on the part of the Government, conjuring up a
thousand chimeras dire against its exercise. To

seek to protect great principles is by somekind of
' political alehemy tranemuted into an enfangling
| alliance and an arfificial lie, againat which we were
|| warned by the patriarchs of our poligdeal faith. It
|ig by no such spirit as this we can in and re-
| tain that position in the would, and that relation
L to the principles and progress of human freedom,
| that every true-hearted American desires his coun-

|
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try o oceupy, and knows she can occupy, if the | ¢
counsels of timidity do not take the place of firm || ** about the liberty of consciencein this country,!’
and decisive action. That would Le miserable | which he would be ** puzzled to answer,” and
statesmanship indeed which, rejecting the glorious | * whether liberty of conscience is recognized as
ngLusiun apparently assigned to us, (1 likethe word, || unlimited in the United States,’’ &e. Butto place,
whatever taunts its use has provoked,) should seek | as Archbishop Hughes does, the penal laws
to shut us up in akind of Chinese igolation, afraid | againet religious worship; and the prosecutions
to take a single siep lest we should encounterold | to which they give rise; in the same category as
and illiberal prejudices, which, thank God, how- || acts resulting from popular ebullition prohibited
ever, are fast wearing away, and give offense to | Ly the law, or that kind of ** gocial and political
some Government which is at least five centuries | intolerance” which makes itzelf felt by exclusive
behind its time, 4 | intereourse, is to run a parallel between objects as.

It would be hard to satisfy me, that firm re- |diﬂ'erenl in their principles as in their conse-
monstrances, in a kind spirit, on this subject of | quenu.e\;. “ s there any practical difference;"” these
religious freedom, will be permanently unsuccess- | are the words which.are put into the mouth of the
ful, 1donot believe a word of this, Since | have  Tuscan ruler in the dialogue, to which 1 have
been upon the theater of action, the progresa of | alluded, with our Goevernment, for the purpose of
human opinion has wronght more changes in the | crimination or of recrimination, 1 do not exactly

subijects residing here, could ask the Executive

physical and moral condition of society than were |
witnessed for ages preceding that era. No man |
can set bounds te this mighty agent, and | bless
God that, though I am Fuﬁ u?jr_ears, Iam full of
hope, looking forward with confidence to other,
apd yet mightier triumphs, more glorious than |
those of the battle-field, and which wiil go far to |
reclaim the human family from political and re- |
ligious thraldom, from intellectual ignorance, and |
from physical want, Governments cannot now |
do deeds of darkness darkly., Their inmost re-
cesses are penetrated by the liﬁhl of public inform-
ation, znd their doings and their designs are
laid open to the gaze of the world. There are
no veiled prophets now to assume and hold power
by mysterious pretensions, nor prisoners with iron
musks to wear out their lives in confinement, and
whose names and offenses are equally unknown. |
There is, indéed, no want of tyranny, but it does
its work openly. No uation ean isolate itself from |
the common observation of mankind. The world
ig watching, judzing, dnd approving, or condemn- |
ing, as the course of public measures is just or un-
just. No people can withdraw themselves from |
this great scrutiny. No system of degpotism can |
close its boundaries to the access of lﬂis mighty
engine; and, sooner or later, it will finish, and
well finish, the work it is now doing. |
And 1, for one, rejoice in the exercise of this |
feneml power of observation and animadversion, |
fzarno harm from it, while the good it brings
is palpable, increasing, and destined to extend and |
expand with the progress of knowledge, It is all
idle to talk of the abstract right of Governments to
rule as they please within their own dominions,
and to ‘‘ adopt their own constitution and laws.”’
Itisgtruism indeed, which no one questions, abuzed
as the power too often is. But beyond this right |

there is another equally unquestionable, and that |I

is the right of the great community of the world
10 set in judzment on the conduct of its various
members, acting by the means of public opinion |
and a free press, and the rightalso of the Govern-
ments of the earth to remonstrate with eneanother
in a proper spirit, where their own people are con-
cerned, even where the subject falls within the pale
of municipal rather than of national law. [ have
oo such appee
manifests, les@epresentationslike the one proposed

should produce retortg the more unacceptable, be-

canse unanswerable, For my part, [ know no awk-

ward questions which the Grand Duke of Tuscany, |
or any other potentate, in the interests of his own |

hension as Archbishop Hughes |

comprehend which, perhaps both:

i g there any practiesl difference between the social in-
fulerance which prevails in your country, whera there are
#0 iy refigions, and the leeal intolerance of our domin-
ions, where there is but one 7

The Archbishop, like a dexterous dialectician,
| by the insertion of one little word ** practical,’

changes the whole bearing of the &lﬂﬁu!ﬂiﬂh.
| Thia turns upon principle, upon the relative righta
'of Governments,and {;IP the communities subjected
to them, and not at all upon social usages, whether
| the result of propriety or of Ergjudil:e. He who
| confines his business or hiz intercourse to mem-
| bers of his own faith, * who drives away peor
' servants because they will not, against their con-
science, join the domestic religion *of State,’
(Query.—What mean these words * domestic
:religinn of State?’) which their fancy has made
'exclusive,” or “who disinlierits his own offsprin
for no other cause except that of practicing their
| own religion,’’ deserves the contempt and repro-
| bation of every right-minded man. It is an abuse
of terms to call the nmtives that govern him reli-
1ginus convictions. They are blind, and bittery
‘and wicked prejudices, nowhere taught in the
' Gospel of Jesus. But these relations belong to
‘that cluss of social duties beyond the reach of
positive laws, and must be left to their own con-
sequences, Any attempt to control them would
lead to endless and inextricable difficulties.
For myself, sir, I have not the least design to
|undertake the task of pointing out the errors into
' which Archbishop Hughes has fallen in relation
‘to thia topic. I desire, however, 1o gay | do not
|doubt but that acts of social intolerance like those
he alludes to, and justly censures, may have oe-

curred in this country; but I trust and believe
they are rare, and 1 know they are not chargeable
to any particular dénomination, but may happen
as well to members of the Catholic faith as to
 those of the various sects of Protestanta. And 1
 know still more, that they are less likely to hap-
'pen_in this country than in any other under
I eaven, from the very nature of our social con-
(dition, and of our pr}itiul organization, which
are hostile to sectarian prejudices, and insure their
| being visited by public condemnation, .

But to the question to be put by Grand Ducal
lips, whether rﬂ:r; is uny praclical JE_Ph'mcn helween
owr social inlolerance and the legal inlolerance of
other coundries, | anawer, yes, all the difference in
the world, as well theoretical as practical. If the

law is intolerant, society becomes necesearily
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intolerant aleo, though the converse of the propo-

sition would be a logical heresy. The Govern- |

ment that reduces re!iq;ﬂn to its will makes the

worship of God the subject of legal regulation, | less accountable for the preva

other is the responzibility of bad laws, unjustly
administered, und striking at the very foundation
of religious freedom. I ruople are more or

ence of erime among

whatever may be the conviction of those under | them; but this is a very different accountability

its authority. The Government which assumes

that religion is a matter between man and his
Creator, and avoide all interference with it, leaves |
the hvman conscience free, and the noblest attri- |
bute of nur nature to do its own work., The arm
of seculur power is not interposed to direct, to
restrain, and to punish, as it is where rulers pre-
sumptuously undertake to substitute their own
will for the will of God. Every man in a country |
of religious reedom has the same rights and im-
munities as every other, and that is all that can
justly be demanded of civil Governments. But
the proscription of social intolerance is a game at |
which all may play. Unreasonable prejudices
may be encountered by prejudices equally un-
reasonable. And one sect can meet another in
this unworthy contest; but it is a contest which |
can nowhere endure for Ml?' length of time, nor
be feélt to pny considerable extent, where the
Government preserves a neutral position, and
protects each from the actual interference of all.
If a Protestant will not have a Catholic servant, |

nor & Catholic a Protestant one, nor a servant a ||

master whose faith differs from hiz own, each can
suit himself by seeking such as may please himin |
the members of his own denomination, and this is
practically far better than that one of these sects
should be the dominant one, judging not only for |
itgelf, bu: for all others, and enjoying its freedom
at their expense. Proseribing all, not only by
social ipolerance, but by legal power and by |
terrible punishments. So mueh for this question,
so emphatically put. !
Archbishop Hughes, in the appeal he makes

from our professions fo our practice, in continua- |

tion of the Tuscan rebuke to be administered 10
our Governmept, remarks that ** other violations |
of liberty of conscience, in different parts of the
country, are by no means rare in our history ;"
and he procesds, in proof of this assertian, to
refer to the burning of religious buildings in Phila-
delphia, wuich | have already introduced in con-
nection with another branch of this inquiry, as h:1
had just beforereferred to the lamentable destruc- |
tion of aconvent in Charlestown, in Massachu- |
gette,  Mr. President, these instances of lawlesa |
vioicnce have no legitimate place in this investi- |
gation. Thn? are introduced by way of offset |
against the Madiai persecution, and to warn us |
that we are not so guiltless as to find ourselves |
justified in throwing the first stone. It is con-
tended that the Madiai were punished for possess- |
ing and reading the Bible. While Archbishep
Hughes indignantly denies this charge, he brings

sgainst our character and institutions this accusa- ||

tion as une of equal or greater intolerance, which |
ghould foreclose us from complaint or animad- |
version. | am indeed amazed at this reference
for any such purpose. That cause must be weak

indeed which needs support like this. The Arch-
bishop has left unnotced, if not unheeded, the
real principles which separate the American and |
Italian sets of intolerance by a vast distance, and |

which render our country respongible, as its share ||

of reproach, for deeds of violence azainst the law,
but punizhable by the law, while the share of the |

L

| ture of the State,

| vide for makin

from that which attaches to the eommission of
‘great moral offenses, like the oppression of the
human conacience, through the instrumentality of
| the law. The fanatical riots in London, in 1780,
| were a reproach to the English character, not be-
| cause they were sanctioned by the Government,
| but because the Government had not the energy
| or the power tp prevent them, The atrocious de-
 struction of religious edifices in our own country

| no one can justify, not even palliate; but they are

' deeds which bring no other publie rezponsibility
| with them than what attaches to negligent or fee-
‘ble administration. The actors in them exposed
‘themselves to heavy punishment, and | presume
- some of them at least met it, though 1 have not

inquired into the fact. But certain it is, the
‘courts were open to prosecution, and with ample
| power, and, | doubt not, disposition, to visit these
'offenses with the full severity of the law. Asto
the failure to make compensation for the scenea at
Charlestown, of which the Archbishop complains,
I must confess | have ever wished the most ample
remuneration had been provided by the Legisla-
I think the circumstances were
of a nature to render this, not an act of justice
merely, but of feeling and of wisdom. But still,

|| 8 & question of naked right, it must rest upon the

| general laws of the State, and not upon any pecu-
I'harity in the transaction itself. If !ane laws pro-

good, at the public expense,
| lngses incurred by acts of violence, then the claim
| for pecuniary satisfaction could not have been re-
'sisted. | take it, that no politienl community is
| under any obligation to make compensation for
injuries resulting from lawless violence. Whether
| they will do 8o In any case, and if =0, in what
| ense, are practical questions for municipal deter-
! mination. It is obvious they cannet do it in all

cases,

Notwithstanding the evident conviction in the
mind of ﬁruhhinh:ltp Hughes, that the représenta-
tions made to the Tuscan Government on the sub-

I"m:t of the persecution of the Madiai family, would
| be barren of any useful result, fortified, aa he
must have considered his position, by the consid-
erations presented in the official dialogue prepared
by him; notwithstanding all this, the doors of
their prison house have been thrown open, and
these victims of an unjust law have been released
from its penalties. | rejoice al this proof of the
efficacy of that great redeeming and uu-engin
| power, public opinion; especially after such a bol
| experiment upon the feelings of the age. Itian
good sign in the great contest going on between
truth and intolerance, and, if not arpmmise. is, At
'least, an augury of better things for the future:
| an augury which will not fwil, unless the liberal
' Governments of the world fail in their duty, and
sit still inertly, instead of watching the progress
of things, and doing, when national deeds are
| proper, and when they are not, by making known
their opinions by representations not to be mis-
| understood, nor likely to be rashly disregarded,
And a new incident has oceurred, in the case of
a Miss Cunningham, to give more confidence to
these expectations, Florence has been the theater

4



s L#

it

16

of another of these experiments upon the forbear- | Tecommend the denowement to Archbishop Hughes:
ance of the native population,and upon the opinion | An act of the Grand Duke which sets at naught
of the world, by the incarceration of an English | hisown barbarous laws, notwithstanding the vir-
female. The London Times,in ageathing article,  tnous inflexibility assumed for him in this repub-
headed * What are the Kings abouti” reviews the | lican Jand. Hig next step should be to repeal
employment of many of the European sovereigns, || enactments which it is disreputable to retain and
am:r a Kumiiialing chronicle it-is of folly and imbe- | dangerous to enforce.
cility, where it 18 not a chronicle of something ||  The tenacity with which antiquated prejudices
worse. That journal looks to the day when even | are adhered to in this day of public knowledge, is
prudent men will say, * Come what may, the | among the most extraordinary eireamstances with
world can do without them.” “Things cannot which society findsitself surrounded. Feebleand
be worse than that half a dozen men should give | epntemptible Governments having lost, or never
Europe up to fireand sword for the satisfaction of  having mequired, the substance, seem desirous to
their own selfish passions.”’ ;!pﬂaerm the semblance of virtue, or connecting the

If some progressivist, and I mean by that well- | stability of existing political institutions and their

abused epithet, some man who advances wisely,
but not rashly, with the spirit of the age, had said
as much in thisbody, he would have stood agood
chance 10 be denounced and called all manner of
hard names, the mildest of which would have been
a noisy demagogue. [tis not in Europe alone,

abuses with the subjugation of the human con-
geience and intelleet, hold on to these shackles as

‘the shipwrecked mariner clings to the plank that

upholds hira in his hour of despair. Ju isdifficalt
to restrain within proper limits the expression of

that indignation which such insane despotism ex-

that the prestige of royality dazzles the eyes and | citea in every liberal breast. The war againstthe
obscures the judgment, elevating the condition | livin%‘ is continued against the dead;and when the
itself above the frailties of human vature. And it | soul has fled beyond the reach of human tymmg,
i5 one of those coming events which cast their shadows | the body is refused a place of ﬂFu!mre, and the
before, this holding up to public scorn and repro- | surviving friends are prohibited the observance of
bation, by such a journal, existing abuses, and | those solemnities which aredictated by the instincts
tracing their causes to the radical vice of a system  of our nature and by the spirit of the Gospel, and
controlled by wicked rulers sel(-abandoned tosome | which, while they are a solace to the bereft, make
of the worst passions of humanity. In the pro- i’l thelesson of mortality to them and to others more
%rumme thus given of royal occupations, the Grand || impressive and enduring. -, L
uke of Tuscany takes his place, and is described |  The cold earth, warmed once by a living spirit,
as having, **in a fit of frantic fanaticism, just is unworthy of a last resting Elune, even under the
locked up a young English lady for bestowing an | clod ofthe valley, because it adored God, notin the
ltalian Bible upon one of his subjects.” This .rf‘arma preseribed by a dominant religion, but in a
deed of mercy, in trans-Alpine regions, ia hivice | manner dictated by its own sense of duty.
cursed; it cwrseth him who gives and him who takes, | The Government of Spain stands prominently
exposing both equally to the severity of legal in- | forward in this unholy warfare, and 1 learn from ~
tolérance. Another uccount states that the offense | a communication I have seen from the highest
which provoked the wrath ofa paternal sovereign, || American authority in that country, that there
and the severity of a wise and just law, was for |are great difficulties and obstacles in the way
iving to some unfortunate Florentine, not the | of nﬁtaining permission fora cemetery, and that
ible, but a copy of old John Bupyan’s ** Pilgrim’s | ¢ without such special permission, restricted as
Progress,"” pronounced by one of the master- it ig with most intolerant provisions, it is im-
spirits of the lust age, Dr. Johnson, » work of | possible for a Protestant to enjoy the benefits of
* great merit both for invention and imegination, ;,ercal interment, or have performed over his re-
and the conduct of the story;” and, he added, it | mains even the legal vite of Christian burial any-
has the best evidence of merit in the general and | where in this kingdom™ of Spain. Various doc-
continued approbation of manlkind." |{uments have been recently published by the
Youth and riper age will equally bear testimony || British Government, casting a larid light apon

as well to the fascination as to the virtuous ten-
dency of this effort of true genius. What the
Tuscan Solons discovered as dangerous to the
State in this old and interesting parable, as 1 know
not; I shallsay not. 1t may be‘that the reiguing ||
Prince was apprehensive that he might be seized |

Spanish intolerance, which ought to make the
name of the Government of Spain a by-word and
reproach among the nations of the eurth. The
reaty of Utrecht, of 1667, secured the proper
riglita of sepulture to British subjects dyingin that
country; but Spanish obstinacy and bigotry are

by the Giant Despair, and shut up in Doubting ' difficult to overcome; and it i3 but recently that
Castle. But, after all, what began weakly ended | any effortsto procure ncomplianee with this stipu-
wisely. The tragedy became a farce, {:xperi- ‘lation have promised the least succesa.

ence, if it has not tauzht the authorities upon the It appears that the British Embassador, in an-
Arno to avoid errors, has taught them,at any rate, | swer to his repeated applications, was informed,
the best mode of correcting them. Afler giving | a few months since, by the Spanish Secretary of
distinction to a person whose conduct leaves no | State, that the % (lueen, my sovereign, has at
favorable impression of her good sense, by draw- | length granted permission for the construction of
ing the attention of Christendom to another of || a cemetery near Madrid, for British Protestant
those secular interferences with religious subjects | subjects who may die in that city;”’ but with char-
which every prudent Government should seek to || acterisiic bigotry und intolerance, this long-delayed
avoid, they dismissed the prosecution, or escaped || act of humanity has been disfizured with condi-
from it in gome way or other, and robbed the  tions that no man can read without contempt and
adventurer of the erown of martyrdom which || disgust. The Spanish Justinian says:

was probably the principal object of her mission. | # No chureh or ehapel, or any other sign of a temple, or
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of public or private warship, will be allowed o be built in
the aforesuwid comutery. .
 All acts which ean give any indication of the perform-
ance of any divine service whatsoever are prohihited.
“@n the conveyance of the dead bodies W the ground,
any sort of ponp or publicity stall be avoided.

It i= difficalt to read this declaration of war

ingt the feelings of the living, and the laat
dutiez which belong to the dead, and realize that
it is gent forth to shock the moral sense of man-
kind in this nineteenth century of the Christian
era, and in this period of general knowledge,
avowing, as Lord Palmerston well said ** prinei-

ples of action belonging to an age which has long |

since goneby."” And whence comes this miesive,
which almost bids the dead to bury their dead?
From a corrupt Court and an effete Government;
and I apeak with due reflection when 1 say this.
A characteristic fact is stated in a late number of
the London Times upon ita editorial responsibility,
which, painfully disgusting as it is, should never-
theless be held up for universal reprobation, brand-
inz,asitdaea, with ared hot iron, the occupants of
hizh places ruling by divine right, and by the grace
of God, (by the wrath of God
into their own custody the faith of the peaple in
‘life, and their mortal remains in death. “If we
step across the Pyrences,” says thia great Euro-
pean censor, *‘ we find the most important point
connected with royalty at Madrid to be contained
in the announcement, which was published in our
foreign corrcspondence on Tuesday. Negotia-
tiong are on foot to induce the father of the reign-
Elﬁ_h' favorite * to accept the émbassy to Vienna,

 the additional gratuity of 3,000,000 of reals,
{ﬁﬂq,ﬂ[}ﬂ, nearly $150,000,) to the favorite him-
self to accompany his worthy parent, A near
relation of an influential member of the Cabinet is
spoken of as likely to be the new * favorite.” Iere
is news for Europe!" :

All this is sufficiently intelligible without being
rendéred into more downright English, though,
indeed, the language could not be as plain as the
eonduct it holds up Lo storn, without the use of
expressions ﬁu.er'lgr the orgies it exposes and de-
nounces than for halls of legislation. The Mes-
salina of ancient days was but the prototype of
some royal personages in our own times; and the
coarse but characteristie trait touched by the Ro-
man satirist, Juvenal, proves itsell’ as true to hu-
man nature now, libidinous human nature, indeed,
&8 it was when applied to the wile of one of the
successors of Augustua:

 Et lassata viris, necdum satiala recessit

Since Philip the Fifth crossed the Pyrenees it
would be difficult to point out a single noble deed,
0T one generous sentiment, to redeem the Spanish
branch of the Bourbons from universal obloquy.
There is not a well-informed man in Europe, con-
versant with the passing history of royal courts,

who does not know the contempt for the proprie- |
iz exhibited in |

ties and decencies of life whic
the very highest place in Madrid, occupied by one
who guides and guarda the consciences of the
nation, for some inscrutable purpose subjected to
her authority by a wise Providence. Well has it
been m}id r.il:nt God uhnwnhmmetimes his mnl;
tempt for human power lacing it in suc
hands, IR yien o,

And the October number of Blackwood, that
concentration of tory and high monarchical prin-

rather,) and taking |

H ciples, bears its testimony, and, from ite predilec-
| tiong, that testimony 18 decisive, to the sard staie
!l of morals amonz the governing class in Spain,
|and to the cauges which have Ted to it. *The
Il grona irregularities of lsabelln,” says that journal,
| % are as notorions in her capital, and throughom
| Bpain, as anything of the kind can poseibly be.”
4 When such bright examplea are set by roynl
| personages, it is truly wonderful that any morality
‘or hopesty remains in Spain. The quantity is
| not large, and it must pot be sought among the
|atatesmen of the country.” And yet, with these
|| elaima to the detestation of the world, rulers thus
branded with infamy take unto their keeping the
| pure religion of the Baviour, and make their
- own professions—principles they have none—the
I standard of troe-faith, visiting with severe punish-
y frem it in doctrine or m dis-

| ment all who var
|| eipline.
Few greater eurges can befull a nation than agch
| an open disrezard of the precepts of the Oreator,
|'and of the opinions of mankind, by :hnq oeei-
| p?'ing the highest stations, whether hereditary or
| elective. The disease is contagious, and the moral
| leproey, more leathsome than that of the body,
| extends ite ravages throvgh the whole country,
| till cheeked by one of those national punishments
|| by which, sooner or later, national sina are sure
| to be visited, But, sir, | am happy to believe
| that seenes like those of Madrid mark the excep-
‘tion, and not the characteristies, of Europenn
l Courts at this day. Certainly, there are signal
|l examples of the most honorable and irreproach-
‘able canduct in the households of sovereigne; amd
|| the present reigning family of England, and the
| late one of France, deserve universal commenda-
|| tion for their strict regard to the proprieties of
| their position, as well as to the moral duties of
'life. 'This conduct is not only a just homage to
| wirtue, but a powerful maﬂmor in its lebor and
‘success. If Archbishop Hughes would devote
' his strong intellzct to the preparation of a second
' dialogue, holding up to public scorn and repre-
| hension these scenes of royal™licentiousness, he
would render a much more acceptable gervice 1o
| the canse of virtue than by the colloquies he hars
furnished us, and by which he seeks to prove our
Cparticipation in intoleradce, if not as a justifica-
'tion, at any rate, as a bar to our judging and re-
|| proving the intolerance of others.
I" The British Embassador at Madrid indulges in
' some natural expressions of indignation in his
(report to the Secretary of State for Foreign Af-
| fairs at this contemptible display of narrow big-
lotry, which he well reproved by asking the Span-
ligh” Minister whether his Government expected
|| that the dead body iz to be * smuggled ** to its
|| 1ast home, and ** without its being known that it
| ig a dead man 7
But, after all, the Englishman finds a grave: for
here is a decree which allows him one, into which,
however, his friende must cast him as they would
| the bensts that perish; but the American, to whom
| the ordinary misfortune of death iswnot enough,
but to which is added the misfortune of its advent
at Madrid, where is his body to find repose? Is
it to commence ite wanderings in death, havin
terminated those in life, and to continue them til
some friendly Potter’s field can be found to re-
ceive the stranger, and where the weary shall be
|| at rest ~—for *“a private garden, in whizh it can
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be buried secretly "—a place of deposit which has || child, of New York, has just gone the round of
sometimes been humanely offered—cannot always || the papers, communicating a condition of things
_ be expected. Graves are gifts which are hard to ||in Cuba not less humiliating to human nature
wring from private benevolence in a persecuting || than r'apuinunt tothe best feelings of the American
_eountry. Sach an act of charity, secretly admin- | heart. 1 have made inquiry of Doetor Fairchild,
istered, has already provided a final home forone || and have learned from him that the writer of this
American Minister—Mr. Carmichael, dying at || letter is nmost * estimable and relisble man,"” and
Madrid, where he was covertly buried, without || that his statements may be depended on. I am
ceremony. Another garden might not be so read- || not going over his narrative. Sir, it would be no
ily found to receive the remuins of the reprenml-[ pleasant tagk. 1 content myself with a very gen-
ative of a great Republic; nor is the ocean near to || eral reference to it, sufficient, however, for a cor-
supply with its strand an unstable receptacle, such || rect appreciation of the state of matters in Cuba
as nol long since furnished the only place of inter- || connected with this subject.
ment for l‘iuignera not Roman Catholicsdyingat || It seems that the wife of a Protestant American
Malaga. Who can read the following extact | citizen died near Matanzas, beseeching her hus-
from a report made upon this subject without feel- || band, almost with her last breath, to have her
ings of indignation wEich it would be as difficult || remains taken back to her native country, and not
to describe as it would be to suppress? Till within || left in the horrible place where alone foreigners
a few years *“the remains of Protestants were | not Roman Catholics can be buried in that
xlr.h:i conveyed by night to the sea-board, |of the island. She had learned the condition of
nded by a few trembling friends, and depos- | this mound of corruption, this Cuban Golgotha;
ited in an upright position in holes, with scarcely | for it is a fetid mass, inclosed with brick walls,
any horeceremony than would have been awarded | and raised by accumulated deposits to a height of
to the beasts of the field.” twelve or filteen feet above the ground, and there
The most recent account [ have seen of the prog- | human remaing in a state of dissolution strew
_ress of the Spanish Government, in the solution | the surface, bleaching, decaying, decomposing,
of this great question of Protestant interments at || not less offensive to the senses than to the moral
Madrid, involving the faith and the fate of Spain || feelings. Other details are given which are too
and the Indies, I find in an extract from the Journal || painful for recapitulation, ell might a delicate
des Debats, which says, quoting from the Madrid tand dyinF female shrink with horror from the
per, the * Epoca,” ** That the question of the| idea of sleeping the sleep of death, surrounded
rotestant cemeteries was again discussed in the || with these exhumed relics of mortality, and soon
Royal Couneil on SBeptember 15, and that M. Mar- | to become part of them. To bury elsewhere,
tinez de la Rosa, and several other Counselors, ex- || even in private ground, is stated tobe punishable
pressed themselves in favor of the ‘concession’”" || with a fine of §2,000. Why, God on g knows.
—that is the word—the concession of the right to | It is hard for man to conjecture. To obtain per-
be buried. Well, this is something in that land of || mission to send the dead body from the i
reu‘ﬁrenaiun; and perhaps, before graves are ren- || would have cost from §1,500 to §2.000, even if
dered useless by the coming of that day appointed | the application were successful. But serions
for them to give up the tenants of the prison-house, || doubts were entertained by the consul, founded, 1
a legal decree may sanction the ** concession,’’ and || suppose, upon his knowledge of the course of the
leave Protestant Christians as free to be buried as || Government officials, not whether the money
to die. : would be accepted—that was taken for granted—
In the mean time, while the counsels and the || but whether impediments would not be thrown in
conscience of the august Sovereign of Spain are || the way, with a view Lo still further extortions,
equally tried, and equally perplexed by this ques- || which would ultimately defeat the object. To
tion of earth to H.rt?l, and dust to dust, her royal | send the remains away without permission would
colleague, the august Sovereign of Siam, has just || have exposed the parties to a fine of 1,500, and
issued an edict honorable to himself and truly |tn five years imprisonment, and the vessel to for-
Christian in its spirit; an edict which assures to || feiture., The afflicted husband encountered the
all foreigners in his dominions, whatever may be || risk, and the body of his wife now rests in this
their religious: creed, entire freedom of worship, || land of safety, henceforth to be undisturbed, till
and the right of interment for all who ma d}:e disturbed by the trum]pel of the archangel.
there. Well done for the follower Budhn. And, | Feeble,indeed, would be any commentary nagnn
if recent accounts are to be credited, the sable but || this terrible picture of impious tyranny. [ shall
still august Emperor of Hayti, has come out from | attempt none. It is undestood that the island,
among the persecutors; for the public journals | some how or other, contributes large resources to
report, that in a conversation with an American || the necessities and the pleasures of Queen Chris-
captain, who had been exposed to some difficulty | tiana. A custom-house tarifl’ upon the exporta-
in consequence of copies of the Bible having been | tion of a human bedy for the purpose of inter-
found on board his vessel, he said, *“ I shall be |ment at home is new in fiscal science. Its origin
- happy to have on the island a8 much of that read- | is worthy of its application. :
ing matter a8 you can bring; and if any person | And another kingdom upon the Iberian penin-
interferes with you, let me know.” This is so | sula, not content with its fall from the glorious
true to reason and revelation that | am willing to || days of De Gama and of Camoens, nor satisfied
believe it true to fact. Well done for the Ethio- || to be shielded from the contempt of the world by
pian, who can change his heart, though not his il.lml; insignificance which imbecility and ignorance
skin. ‘are sure to produce in the career of nations, seeks
And, as might well be expected, the Metropol- || distinction, not merely by the perpetuation of ex-
itan example is followed in the Spanish colonies; )illing abuses—that there is Bome excuse forin the
snd a letter addressed to the Rev. Dostor Fair- || moral constitution of human nature—but by their
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formal i{!nurpurnl.im:l into a new code of criminal
law. So late as the 10th of December, 1852, the
Government of Portugal decreed that ¢‘ the cele-
brating of public acts of worship, not that of the
Catholic religion, should be punishable with im-
prisonment from one to three years, and to a fine
proportioned to the income of the offender.” A
reigning family saved by Protestant arms, thus
testifies, by its acts, how little worthy it was of
the efforts that sent it back to misgovern a country
which owes much to the bounty of nature, but
whose prosperity is marred by the presumption,
and intolerance, and ignorance of man. And the
humble American Christian, who seeks to wor-
ship the God of his fathers in this land of iron
religious deapotism, is seized by the law and shut
up for years with thieves and robbers, guilty of
an equal crime in this system of Portuguese juris-
prudence,

Some of the Republics upon this continent, of
Spanizh origin, seem to feel at liberty to follow the
example set them by the parent country, and to

play the religious tyrant with foreign residents
coming among them. Admitted last into the fam- r
: 2? of nations, their conduct in becoming the slaves |
blind and bitter prejudices proves they have |
much to learn before they are fitted for the enjoy- |
ment of rational liberty. |
_In Valparaiso we are told that Protestant wor-
ship is *“ connived at,” any religion but the dom-
inant one being constitutionally prohibited, but
that recently the party of exclusion has gained
und, and there is reason to fear that the little
freedom now allowed will become less. At San-
_tingo, the capitol of Chili, the foreigner has not
even the ¢ connivance of the authorities™ in thé
performance of his relicious duties, but must
worship at the mtabtiaheﬁ church, or not worship
-atall. Andit is further stated, upon the most
respectable authority, that the writer had ** just
learned from the American consul at Talcahuano,
that among other like acts, the local authorities
refused permission to bury the dead body of an
-infant child, son of the captain of an American
wessel, and that the body was, of necessity, taken
to sea and put overboard.”

A grave was found which mocks the sirength |

~of man, but will hold its trust as safely, and ren-
der it up as faithfully at the summoning of the
great congregation of the living and the dead, as
.the stateliest mausolenm constructed by human
power for human pride, And | have seenan offi-
cial report, in which it is stated that, in answer
o the earnest representations made to the curate
for hie cogperation in order to procure permission
for the burial of this infant child, he refused, say-
ing, that “ifit were buried, there was nothing to
prevent it from being dug up, as it was no beiter
than the carcass of & dog or a cat, it not having
been baptized.” How different is this revoltin
sentiment from the words of him who said: “Sug
fer little children, and forbid them not, to come
unto me, for of such is the kingdom of Heaven.”" |
‘The incarnate Saviour looked with kindness upon |
anfant innocence. Man, presumptuously speak-
ing in his name, degrades the image of God to the
beasts aroand us, unless saved by an external
wite, administered in eonformity with the tenets of
a particular church.

And in still further illustration of the practical |
effect of this exclusion of Protestants, in some

| Catholic countries, from the rites of burial, an-

other fact is well worth public attention. In 1851,
an American citizen, Mr. W., (his name isgiven
in full in the official report,) was at the point of
death at Santiago; and such was his anxiety for
Christian interment, that one of his frienda called
upon the American Minister for his opinion,
whether it would not be proper that he should
make a profession of Catholicism as the only
means of securing his final deposit in the public
burying ground. Notwithstanding the advice of
the Mimister, the ceremony of recantation was
| performed in exivemis, and the dying wan, by this
| nominal change of fuith, bequeathed his body to a
| consecrated place of sepulture.

It seems also that Chilian presumption seeks to
direct the education of youth as well as to control
the conscience of mature age, by giving the super-
vision of all institutions for teaching, even for the
education of foreignera to the clergy of the estab-
lished religion. hether this effort will succeed
depends perhaps upon the firmness of the Gov-
| ernments whose citizens have a temporary resi-
dence in Chili. 1 have accidentally fullen upon
some of these facts without searching for them.
But it is proper that such occurrences, wherever
they may happen, should be known, as their
knowledge igessential to a just a[;prmintjon of the
condition of American citizens abroad, and of the
duty of the Government to use ils exertions [o
redeem them from this tyranny over mind and
body.

It is difficult to deal patiently with this pre-
sumptuous oppression, or charitably with those
who exercise or extenuate it. And 1 will not
doubt but that the members of the Catholic church
in this country will condemn, as severely as their
Protestant brethren, this insane warfare upon the
dearest rights of human natare.
true religion, whether Catholic or Protestant. It
is sheer stolid bigotry. There are Catholic nations
in Europe—France, for example, and, | believe,
' Belgium, and, perhaps, others—as guiltless of this
|vile persecution of the living and the dead a= is
|our own country. While they are faithful to their
{own creed, they are tolerant to'that of others.

How far abuses like those | have referred to in
Chili may exist in the other Republics south of
us, | do not know. There is no reason to believe,
| however, that they are wholly exempt from the

spirit nor from the practice of persecation.

And what a spectacle is here presented! Amer
icans, in infancy, are deprived of the means of
education; in mature age, of the liberty of reli-
gious worship, and in death, of a depository of the
image of the Creator, after the guiding spirit has
left us tenement of clay.

J But, sir, Protestant as well as Catholic coun-
| tries are exposed to the reproach of this kind of
legislation over the conscience of man. Intoler-
| ance belongs to no one sect, nor creed, nor coun-
| try. It takes its rise in the weakness of our naturey
| and triumphs over the dictates of reason and af
{revelation. Protestant Sweden has obtained an
unenviable distinetion in this unholy warfare, and
her Legislature has passed an act of seli-styled
toleration, but of real intolerance, difficult to be
accounted for in a country possessed of much
ﬁanernl information and of much practical free-
om.
This Swedish law provides that foreign residents

It ia no part of -
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in thekingdom shall estabilish no school houses, nor || not worship the God of his hast, beeause he had a God of

other seminaries for the ** spread of their fuith,” nor
*“supportinissionaries to teach it.””  * That Jews
shall have synagogues only in Stockholm, and gt '
maost, in two or three other large places, where, |
under a proper police, they may be duly watched.” |
“That the processions and ceremonies usual
among foreign religions shall be forbidden,” &e. |
“ That persons converted from the religion of the |
State shall be punished.” And recent intelligence
from Sweden makes known that this law is no
dead letter, but that the spirit of intolerance which
prompted its paszage presides over its execution
A prosecution, it seems, has just been instituted
against a number of females for the high erime of
g::itting the Lutheran and joiring the Catholic

urch! Punighment will follow for the converts
who have obeged the dictates of their conscience,
but disgrace and condemnation await the Govern-
ment and genple thus establishing persecution as
a part of their political system.

And Norway, and Mecklenburgh, and Saxony,
and probably others, all Protestant States, have
also sullied their legislation with similar acts of
fanatical persecution. I have no pleasure in_ the
enumeration of these deeds of folly and presump-
tion in-any State, nor have I more pain in expos-
ing them in a Protestant than in a Catholie State.
It 1s all one to me where committed. | enrnestly
Aesire that legislative codes should be everywhere |
freed from these impipus regulations, and that
man be left as free as God crested him to wor-
ah‘gp his bouniiful Muker. When a sect becomes
a dominant one, from the very tendeney of human |
nature, it is prone to become a persecuting one. |
The old Enleish writ de harelica comburendo,
freely but truly translated, was a writ to burn any
one who differed in his religious views from the
ruling power for the time being, or, 2s an old stat- |
ute called the offenders, ““teachers of erroneous |
opinions contrary to the blessed determination of |
the holy chureh.”” And it was no barren claim, |
this assumed right of judgment and execution in |
matters of religious conviction, for it was enforced
to the death upon thousands of innocent victims, |
down even through the Protestant reigns of Eliza- [
beth and of James che Firat. And this is that legal |
intolerance which may legally terminate in a hor- |
rible death, and which Archbizhop Hughes grave-
ly tells us is practically the same as social intoler- |
ance; as that condition of society where persons
of various sects, and with rancorous prejudices, |
may confine their associations and their business
to the members of their own persuasion. A state |

!
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hus own, ¢ which abideth alwaye,! e said, ¢ in mine hopse,
and provideth me with all things ;? the Pairiarch’s wrath
war kindled, and he drove his guest, with blows, into the
wilderness. ’
And at midnight God called th Abraliam and =nid,
“ Where is the stranger 2" Apd Abraham answered © He
would oot worship thee, therefore I drove him out from
before my face into the wilderness.*? And God #aid * Have
I borne with him these bundred and ninery and eight yoesrs,
and nourizhed bim and clothed him, notwithstanding his

{| rebellion against me, and conldst not thou, that are thyself

a sinner, bear with him one pight 71

And thus it has been, and thus it is, we are
prone to drive one another into some wilderness
of persecution, frequently to death, in the name of
that God who spares all and sustains all, though
all are equally unworthy of his kindness an
mercy. !

These gaolden words are Vattel’s. 1 persuade
myself they will be everywhere written upon the
human heart and understanding hefore the world
is much older: * Do but crush the spirit of per-
secution; punizh geverely whoever shall dare 1o
disturh others on account of their ereed, and you
will see all sects living in peace in their common
country, and ambitious of producing good cin-
zens.” Where all persuasions are protected by
| equal laws, and nonegire established by exclusive
(ones, practical intolerance wili soon disappear,
because no intereat will exist to nourish mutual
prejudices, nor power to indulge them. .

It is a humiliating reflection, that in the race of
persecution, many of the Christian Powers have
outstripped their Kﬂl nslem competitor. 1t has been
a long contest, and a bitter one begun early and
continued  late, and carried on with fiery zeal,
writing its history in characters of blood; but the
follower of the pmj'hel has yielded, and friendly
remonstrances, and the light of truth, have at
length been felt éven in the high places of Islam-
i1,

The Imperial Manslayer, one of the titles of
the Sultan, and once not a barren one, who issued
his degrees from the royal stirrup, and annually
ransomed his Christian subjects from death by the
payment of the haratseh, for a {Irar, embraced
 the legal tenure of Christian life by the Turkish
law, hns taken his place among the liberal sover-

| €igns df the earth, feeling his responsibility to the
ipublic opinion of the world, and shaping hie
| course in conformity with it

His appeal to that
great tribunal, contained in the State paper re-
cently issued, refuting the unworthy pretext by
whicz the Emperor of Russia sought to give to
his ambition the guise of religions fanaticism,

of things, however reprehensible, still equal for || repelling his pretensions with equal power and

all, which no law can control, and which must be !
left to find its remedy in the consequences of s |
own mischievous injustice.

The inveterate predisposition to make God’s |
cause our.own, taking it from him, to whom alone
it belonigs, and to persecute all whose heterodoxy
wariesone hair’s breadth from ourstandard of ortho- i
doxy, is one of the strangest phantasies of human |
nature.  Moaost happily is it exposed and rebuked |
in the beautiful apologue of Dr. Frankliny so
seriptural in its language and spirit as to lmvr.!
deceived many into the belief that it wasa biblical |
story. It runs thus: :

¥ Abraham, sitting ar the door of his tent, and seeing a
siranger pass by, invited him to enter and snjourn with him
in the true impulse of Arab hospitality of that day and
equally of this.  Finding, however, that the traveler would

lcalmness, is one of the noblest tributes to the

spirit of the age which has recently come to glad-
den those who, grateful for so much, yet anxiously
look for still better things. It asserts boldly,
though in the form of an interrogation, which
|chnliengeu contradiction, that no obstacles now
exist to the exeveise of the Christion veligion in the
Otteman Empire. A proud boast, and, | believe, a
true one.  And the declaration of the Governor
of Adrisnople, just made to an assemblage of its
| principal citizens, is a beautiful and practical
eommentary upon this elaim of toleration. The
Pasha of three tails (he deservea forty of these
honorary caudal appendages) said:

“ Our creed is different: but if we obey the Inwy we
in the mosque, the Christians in the temple, and the Jews
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in the syoagogue, and we are not less faithful subjects of
the Sultan. We are therefore brothers, and ought (o love
each olber as such.” .
And this, while the Russian Autocrat announces
in his proclamation that his mission is lo annihilaie
aganism, and thal whoever stops him in his course

Babylon boasted of the might of his power, and of
the homor of his majesty; but He who raiseth up and

ulleth down sent him to eat grass in the field, fill
Eiaundersmnding returned to him, and he learned
that those who walk in pride will be abased. The
Czar may yet be taught the same lesson.

And who is this self-constituted champion of the
religion of the meek and lowly Jesus, whose high

ia the head of the Russian branch of the Greek
ehurch, which claims for him the titie of vicegerent
of God, and makes him the object of faith and wor-
ship. Through all the vast regions which acknowl-
edge his sway, and which are subjected to the
supremacy of the.knout, not a single copy of the
Holy Seriptures, in the modern Russ, the vernacu-
lar language of the couniry, can gain access to
the population; and though the Savior has said,
“ Go ye into all the world ana preach the Gospel
to every creature,’’ yet he who assomes to be his
missionary of annihilation dares to say, If you
come to preach the Gospel in my wurld,d will
send you to Siberin. * {.Vhﬁ i2 ignorant,” said
Mr. Yon Wincke recently in the Russian Cham-
bers, ** Who is ignorant of the persecutions to
which dissenters and the Catholic and Evangel-
ical religion in Russia are the object?  lmprison-
ment and Siberiaawait the missionaries. 1t is the
most cruel intolerance.formed into a system."
And this new crusade, by which destrucuon is to
take the place of persuasion, nominally owes ils
erigin to a dispute about the possession of a dés-
ecrated church and dn empty sepulcher. Monu-
ments, interesting, indeed, from their associations
with the niost wonderful events in the history of
man, though with very doubtful traditionary
claims to be the precise places of the scenes they
commemorate, but sinking into insignificance in
the eye of reason and of faith, when compared
with the tremendous evils, both moral and phys-
ical, which are threatening the old continent, and
whose consequences may be felt inthenew. The
world before this has seen unscrupulous ambi-
tion march to its object under the cloak of reli-
ginun pretenses. Bul never has any such spectacle

een exhibited, more revolting to the moral feel-
ings of mankind, than that wﬁich is now fixing
the earnest attention and receiving the condemna-
uap of the nations of Christendom.

Protestant places of worship have recently arisen
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even at Jerusalem, under the shadow of the Mosque
of Omar, upon Mount Moriah, the site of the
Temple of Solomon, while in more than oneof the
capitals of the Christian world an American be-

| liever in the word of God, but who does not

. | believe in the creed of the established church, is
will be annihilated like the pagans.. The King of ||

allowed no place of public worship, but muat
worship Frivately, by connivance, as it were, or
not worship at all; and even this *‘ connivance”’
18 withheld from the native citizen, whose seces-
sion from the dominant faith is a high offense,
sure to be visited by severe punishment.

And the soil of the holy land, once trod by the
feet of the Saviour, 12 not too sacred to receive the

tigion of | W | lifeless remains of his Protestant believers, while
migsion it is not to convert, but to annihilate? He ||

there ia no fitting repose for him in many a Chris-
tian land desecrated by dark deeds and darker
presumption.

Even so late as the 25th November, 1852, a
decree was issued from the royal manufactory of
intolerance at Madrid, which * prohibited any
stranger, whether domiciliated or traveling in Spain,
from professing any other religion than that of
the Catholic Apostolic Church of Rome."” .

Now, here i2 an act which has been justly de-
nominated in the English House of Commons an
““incredible’ one, aimed apecifically and exclu-
sively at foreigners, depriving them of one of the
most sacred and inalienable rights of man, and’
which shuts the borders of Spain to their en-
trance, unless at the sacrifice of their convictions,
or the hazard of punishment,

And does Archbishop Hughes believe that all
these nbuses are destined to continue, untouched

| and unchanged ¢ That they will much longer re-
sist the mighty tide of public opinion, which has
' already done so much in these our latter days, and

is fated to do so much more? It may not be. The
past is a pledge for the future. Within the mem-
ory of the present generation the abuses of ages
seemed lo possess an impregnable foriress, oceu-
pying its position in the midst of Christianity and
civilization, and overlooking and overawing both.
But one afier another its outworks have fullen be-
fore the eflorts of truth, and ere long the citadel
itself will be leveled to the ground. And are the
representatives of the American people to lay their
hands on their mouths, and their mouths in the
dust, to look on and see the persecutions and op-
pressions to which their countrymen are exposed
abroad, and not even express their displeasure and
theirdemands? And all from an affectation of na-
tional decorum, national squeamishness, it should
be called, which is so tender to the presumption
of others as to sacrifice our own true richts and

‘honor. 1 trust no such humiliation is in store

for us. *







