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CATHOLIC RELIEF BILL.
The Duke of Weilingtun moved the nrder
#f the day for the second reading of the Bill
E to relieve Roman Cathelics from certain civ-
il disa bilities.
.. The Order having been read,

The Duke of Wellington said—1It itis now
-my dutv to move your Lordships to read this
® Bill a second timne, and to explain to your

Lordships the grounds on which 1 recom-
mend this measure to your attention.—I may
be under the necessity of requesting a lar-
ger portion of your time and attention upon
this vecasion than I have hitherto been in
the habit of doing ; but I assure you, my
Lords, that it 1s not my intention to take up
an instant of your time v-._rith t:espunt to my-
self, or my own conduct 1n this transaction,
any further thau to express my regrel that I
should differ in opinion “n this subject from
$0 many of those for whoimn | entertain the
highest respect and regard. However, my
Lords, I raust say that 1 have congidered the
«part which [ have taken upon this subject as
the performance of a public duty absolutely
incumbent npon me; and I must say Ith_at no
'private regard, no respecl for the opinion of
.any Noble Lord, would have induced me to

denart fhaem the conrse which I hzve consid-
- ergdrilﬁi}'rhﬂ; ‘tf:l wlopt. must say like-

wise this, that, compariug my own opinien
with that of others, upon this subject, 1 have,
during the per‘od I have been in office, h.d
opportunities of furming a judgment upon this
subject which others have not had;and they
will admit that T should not have given the
opinion I have given if 1 was not intimately
and firmly persuaded that that opinio:n was

* ajust one. My L rds, tie point which I
gha!l first bring under your consideration 1s
the state of Irel:md. 1 know thet, by some,

it has been considered that the state nf‘ Ire-
Jand has nothing to do with this question—
thatit is a sabject which ought to be left en-
tirely out of our consideration. DMy Lords,
1]1:1" tell us that Ireland has been disturbed
for'the last 30 years—that it is a disturbance
we have been accustomed to—and that it does
ot at all alter the circumstances of the care,
" as they have hitherto appeared to the House.
My Lords, it i1s perfectly true that Ireland
has been disturbed during the long period I
have stated; but, within the last year or two,
politic 1 circumstances bave, in 1o f:mall de-
gree, ocoasioned that agitation. Besides that,
my Lords,] must say, althoughI have no
—positive legal proof of the fact, that I hove
every rensou to believe that there has been a
considerable organization of the people for
the purposes of mischief. (Hear, hear.) My
Lords, this organization is, it appears to me,
to be proved, not only by the declarations of
those who formed and who arranged it, but {
likewise by the effects which it has produced
in the election of Churchwardeas throughoeut
the country; in the circnmstances attending
the election for the County of Clare; in the
circumstance that preceded and tollowed that

election, of a gentleman who went at the

head of a body of men to the North of Ire-
s of va-

laud; in the sinultaneous proceedin

rious bodies of men in the South of Irelaud,

in Templemore, Kille naule, Cahir, Clonmel,

and other places; inthe proceedings of anoth-

er gentleman, of another county; and 1n the

'ﬁﬁl of this wentleman fromn the North of
ws b b
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In all these cirenmstances it is guite nbvious
to me that, there was an orgamzaliun and
direction of some superior authority. This
-organization has certainly produced a state
wof suciety in Ireland which we have not
‘heivtofre witnessed, and an aggravation of
all the evils which before afflicted that un-
fortunate conntry. My Lords, late in the

ear a considerable town was attacked
in the middle of the night by a budy of peo-

le who came trom the neighbuvoring moun-
tains—the town o1 Orl. They attacked 1t

'E

servation shows that they don’t understand
the state of things in Ireland, The truth of

a large body of persous assembled for an 1lie-
that order, the Magistrates ordered the trovps

to disperse them; but inthis case there were

was given to disperse; no order could be giv-
en to disperse, because no Magistrates were

events possible every hour; and it was im-
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an immediate civil war in the country; but
not only was that the case, my Lords, but |
confess that I had the strongest objection to
v scher trivmph to the Roman Catholic
_association. Then we are told, why don’t
you carry the law into execution? Why, wny
Lords, in all that ] havestated hitherto there
was no resistance to the law. The magis-
trates were terrified, and did nothing; the

troops did not happen imnmediately to be ug-
on the spot, and there was no resistance.—
There were no troops except in the case of
the procession that went to the North of Ire-
land. [ believe there was no instance of any
opposition to the King’s troops, and there was
no instance in which the law could be carried
into execution. When we hear Noble Lords
reproaching the Government for not carrying
into execution the law in Ireland, as it was
carried into execution in England, the ob-

the matter is, that in England, when the law
was carried 1nto execution in the year 1819,

gal purpose; they resisted the order of the
Magistrates to disperse, and having resisted

no circumstances of the same kind, no order

present; and if they had been present, there
were no troops to disperse. The truth is,
e staic Ol society was such as rendered these

possible the magistrates conld be at every
spol, and at all times, to put an end 1o these
cutrages, which really are a disgrace to the
enuntry in which theyexist. But, my Liords,
neither the forin nor the means in the posses-
sion nf government enabled government to
putan end to these things. It was necessary,
therefore, to come to parlinment. Now let
us see what chance there was for providing
a remedy for thisstate of things by coming
to parlisment, My Lords, we all recollect
perfectly well that the opinion of the majori-
tv in another place is, thit the remedy for
this state of things in Ireland is a repeal of
the disibilaties affecting his M jesty's Ro-
man Catholic subjects,—-'Cheers.)—We
might have gone and asked parliament to
enable us to put down the Roman Catholic
Association; bu* what chance had we of pre-
vailing upon parliament to pass such a bill,
withont being prepared to come forward and
state that we were ready to consider the
whole condition of Ireland?—(Hear, hear,’
with a view to apply a remedy to that which
parliament had stated to be the cause of the
disease. Suppose that parliament had giver
us the bill to put down the Roman Catholic
Asgsociation, would such a law as that which
has passed this year be a remedy for the state
of things which . have already described to
yonr lordshipsasexisting in Ireland? Would
it do any vne thing towards putting an end

to the organization which I have stated to
your lordships exists; towards putring down |
the mischiefs which are the consequences of |
that organization; towards giving you thei
means of geiting the better of the state of
things existing in Ireland, without some
further measnre to be adopted? But, my
Lords, it i said, if that will not do, let us
procecd to blows. What 15 meant by pro-
ceeding to blows is coming to cwvil war.—
Now I believe that every government must
be prepared to carry into execution the laws
of the country by the force placed at its dis-

nginitiom—hy the militery force, in case that’
should be necessary; and above ail things,

to oppose resistance to the law, in case the
disaffected or the ill-disposed are in¢lined to
resist the authority er senterce of the law;
but, as I have already stated to your Lord-
<hips, there was no resistance of the law—

and will say that I am pusitively certaiu that
this state of things existing in Treland for
the last vear and a half; bordering upon civ-
il war, being attended by nearly all the e-
vils of civil war,) might have continued a

with arms, and were driven fromit with arms
by the inhabitants of the town. This 15a
state of things which I feel your Lordships
will admit ouglt not to exist 1 a L'l"i"_l]l:"-:Ed
country. Later in the year still, a similar
event ocenrred in Charleville; and iu the
cour~e of last autumn the Roman ﬂath_nllc
Association deliberated upon the propriety
of adopting, and the means of adupting, the
‘measure of ceasingall dealirgs between Rr?-
man Catholic: and Protest-nts. Is it possi-
ble 1o believe that supposing these dealings
had ceased, that suppusing Lhis measure had
been carried into execution—as I firmly be-
lieve it was in the power of those who deli-
berated upon it to carry itinto execution—is
it possible to believe that these who could
cease these dealings would not hkewise h:ve
s to carry imto exXev
;::?nzrihich 'I'.hf.-};r had entered? Wil ﬂ}: E.r:m
that people in thissituationare not verz-
?:ﬁé t;wzrd;}Lhat state, in which it w.'muh]11 be
impossible to expect from them that they
would be uble to perform the duties nf.Jury-
men, or to adminisler justice between man
and mon for the pretection of the ln;es :ﬁd
oroperties of his Majesty's subjects b 'h.ji‘
Lonrds, this is the stale of <ociety to whicl b
wiched to draw your attention, and for whic
it 1s necessary that Parliamentshould provide
a remedy: but, before I proceed to consider
what those remedics would be, l_wmh just
to 5hnw :frl::t‘.l. what the Eﬁl.'[:‘.t 'Df HIIS :
society was upnn the King’s prerogative.—
My Lerds, his Majesty conld nnt create a
peer; and the renson he could not create 2
Peer was this.
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uiion the contracts |

state of

His Majesty’s scrvants could
niot venture Lo recomnmend to him to incur
ks ofan election in another part of the
.nd the risks which might have at-
tended any zecident at the election, which
might have accasioned theshedding of bloud.

considerable time longer, to the greatinjury
& disgrace of the country, & these whe mana-
zed the state, if they wonld have taken care
to prevent that resistance which might have
ended in that state of things being put down.
They know as well as I do they are not
strong eunongh to wrestle with the King’s
goverament, backed by the law; they know
perfectly well they would have been the
first victims of that resistance, but knowing
that, and knowing,as I do, that they are sen-
sible able men, and perfectly aware of the
materials upon which they have to work, I
have not the 'smallest doubt that the state of
things which 1 have stated to your Lordships
would have continued, and that you would
never have had an opportunity of putting it
down 1 the manner snme Noble Liords im-
agined. But,my Lords, even if 1 had been
certain of such means of putting it down, |
should have cosidered 1t my duty to aveid
those means. I am one of those who have
probably passed u louger periid of my life
engaged in war than most wen, and princi-
paily, I may say, incivil warjand] must sav
this, that if 1 could avoeid, by any sacrifice
whatever, €ven one month of civil war in
the country to which I wasattached, 1 wouid
sacrifice my life i order to do it.—{Cheers.)
I say that there is nothing which destroys
property and prosperity, and demoralizes
character, to the degree that civil war does;
by it, the h-nd of man is e ised against his
neighbour, against his brother, and against
Lis father; servant betrays waster, and tbe
whole scene ends 1n confusion and d|34r1{:-r+
Yet, my Lords, this is the resource 1o which
we must have looked—these are fhe means
to which we must have applicd, in order 1o
have putan end to this state of thirgs, if we
had not made the option of bringing forward
the measares, for which I say I am respons:

‘hear, hear)—nay, wore, | will gn further, | p
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If ¢ivil war is so bad, when it is nccasioned
by resistance to the Government—if it is so
bad in the case | have stated, and so much tu
be avoided—how much more is it to be a-
voided when we are to arm the people in or-
der that we may (onquer one part of them
by exciting the other part against them?—
(Hear, hear, My Lords, |1 am sure there 1s
not a man who hears me, whose blood would
not shudder at such a proposition if it were
made to him; and vet that is the resource to
which we should be pushed at last, by con-
tinuing the course we have been adopt-
ing for the last few years. However, |
entreat your Lordships not to look at it
in this view, but let ns revert a little to
what passed on a former similar occasion.—
My Lords, |1 am old enough to remember
the rebellion in 1798. I was not emploved
in Ireland at the time—I was emploved 1n

nother part of the dominions; but, my

Lords, if | am not wistaken, the Parlrament
of Ireland at that time walked up to my
Liord Lieutepant with a unanimous Address,
beseechiug his Excellency to take every
iweans Lo put down that unnatural rebellion,
and prowsising their full support in order to
carry that measure into execution.—The
Liord Lueutenant did take those measures,
and did sueceed in putting down that rebel-
lion. Well, my Lord, what happened in
the very next Session? The government

proposed o put anend to the Parliament, and |
to form 2 Legislative Union between the
two kmts-ht_?q. for the principal purpose of
Prppnsillg this ‘F'E'FF T2 B R e Ei]EﬂrE; H'lllj.,
in poitt of fact, the very first messure that
was proposed after this Legislstive Union,
after those successful endeavours to pnt
down this rebellion was the very me sure
with which | am now about to trouble your
Lordships.—Is it possible Noble Lords can
that, enpposing there wassuch a contest as
that which I have anticipated, is it pussible
Noble Liords can believe that such a contes:
could pe carried on, much less insisted on,
by one House of Parliament, if not both? |
am ceriain, my Lords, that, when you look
at the iivision of opinion which prevails m
both Houses of Parliament—when you look
at the division which prevails in every fam-
ily »f this kingdom and of Ireland—in eve-
ry family, | say, frum the wost ewinent in
statioy down to the lowest in this country
— when yvou look at the division of opinien
that prevails among the Piotestants of Ire-

land ou this subject—1 am econvinced you

will s¢e that there would be a vast differ-
em e ir @ contest carried on now aud that

which was carried on on former occasions,

My Lirds, 1 beg you will recollect that, up-
o . a re.ent occasion, there was a Protestant

declzrition of the sentiments of Ireland. As

| saiddefure, the Parlivinent of Ireland, in

the year 1798, with the exception of one or

two Gantleraen, were unanimous; and on a

recen: occasion there were seven Marquises,
97 Fads, a vast number of Peers of other

ranks, and not less than 2,000 Protestant

Gentlemen of property 14 the country, who
signed the Dedlarati. n, stating the absolute

I'IE{."EFF.-[ItF of mﬂki"g[hfﬁﬂ i'ﬂﬁl'ESElﬂTlﬂa—U“—
der these circumstances it is thet this con-
test has been carried on—circuastances te-
tally different feor those which existed at
the period | before alluded to.  Bntix it pos-
sible to believe that Parliament, would al-
low such a contest to go on?  Is it possible
to believe that parlinment, having this state
of things before them—that this House, see-

ing what the opinion o7 the other House l‘.}f]
Parliament is—seeing what the opinion of |
the large number ot Protestapts trefnd

is—seeing what the opinion of nearly every

Statesman, for the lust forty years, has been
on this questivn—would continue to oppose
itself 1o measures breught forward for its
settlement? It appears to me absolutely 1m-
ossible that we could have gnne on longer
without increasing difficulties being brought
on the country. But it is very desirable
that we should Iook a little to what benefit
is to be derived to any one class in the State
by continuing the disabilities, and only tak-
ing those coercive measures which will have
alt the evils I have stated. We are told

that the benefit will be to preserve the prin-
cinles of the constitution of 1688—that the
Acts of 1698 permanently excluded Romau
Catholics from Parliament—and that, they
being permanently excluded from Parlia-
ment, it is necessary to have recourse to all
thase evils, in order to keep up that perma-
nent ex¢lusion. —Now, I wish very much
that Noble Lords would take npon them-
selves the trouble I have taken to see how
the matter stands as to the permanent exclu-
:ion ¢f Roman Catholics fron Parliament.
My Lords in the Bill of Rights, there are
some things permarently enacted, which I
sincerely hope will be permanent;—those
are the liberties of the people—(hear hear;

the securi.y for the Protestantism of the per-
son on the throne of these kingdoms, and
that he shall not be married to a Paptist.—
Then there is an oath of allegiance and su-
premocy to be taken by all thuse of whom
that outh of allegiance is required, which 1s
al:o permanent; but there is no declaration
wgeinst transubstantiation. There is also an
oatii of allegianve different from that which
is to be taken by a Member of Parliament.
I beg your Lordships will observe that, al-
though this oath of allegiance was declared
permat.ent, it was altered in the reign of
Williamp and Mary. This shows what that
permanent Act was. Then, with respect to
the oaths to be taken by Members of Parha-
ment, | beg your Lerdships to observe that
these oaths, the declaration against transub-
stantislion, aud the imprecation of the Mass,
are not in the Act of William II11.—they are
in the Act of 30th Charles II. During the
reign of Charles I1. there were certain oths
imposei] ighglon Di¥senters of the Church of

Evglid by the 13th and 14th Charles 11.
: the

ble. But let usiook a little further at this.

Such a disaster must have been productive of

25:h Charles 11t and 30th Charles Il. At
t he period of he revolution, when King
W illiamn came, he thought proper io extend
the hasis of his Government,and he repealed
1he oaths affecting the Dissenters from the
Church of Engl.ud, imposed by the 13th
and 14th Charles II., and likew'se that per-
manent part of the oath of supremacy, which
Dissenters from the Church of Englund
could not take- That is the history of the
slteration of these oaths by William III.,
from the time of Charles II. But, my Lords,
the remainder of the oath could be taken by
Dissenters, but could not be taken by Rom-
an Catholics. The danger, with respect to
Rowan Cathelics, had vriginated in the time
of Charles II., and these vaths still existed
in the time of William [I1., but the oath was
altered because one of the great priociples
of the revolution was to limit the exclusion
from the benefits of the constitution as far as
it w as pussible—Thercfore we have the prin-
ciple of the revolution, as well as the princi-
ple T before stated, which consisted of the
bill of rights and, liberties of the subject.—
Nuw the noble lords state that what they
call the principles - f 1688, that is to suy,
these oaths excluding Rowan Catholics—are
equally permanent with the bill of nghts,
by which the Pretestantism of the crown is
secured. - If they will do me the favor to
..ok at the words of the act, they will see
that the ditfererce is just the difference be-
tween that which 1s permanent and that

which is not permavent. The act says that
the Mroteatsitlzin uf the crown shall Iagy

for ever—that these liberties are secured for
ever; but as lor these vaths, they are enact-
ed 1n exclusive words, and there is pot one
word of a contrary import. Well, then, my
lords, what follows? The next =ct we have
is the act of union with Scotland; ard what
dues that nct say?—Why, that the saths to
be taken by the members of parliament are
to be 'uid down by the 1st William »nd Ma-
ry till parliament shall otherwise direct.—
This is what is call-d a permanent act of

trust, will tend so much to the peace and
tranguility of the country., Having thus,
my Lords, shown the necessity for some
change in the system of Government, I shall

visions of the Bill. The EBill in itself is ve-
ry specific and comprehensive. It coocedes
to the Roman Cathnlics every office of the
St-te nnconnected with the administration
of the affaire of the Church. (Hear, hear,
hear.) Italso concedes to them seats in Par-
liament, and wmany other offices and situa-
lirns from which they had formerly been de-
barred. This measure is much more liberal
and complete than any which has yet been
proposed ; and I will tell your Livrdships why
I have now recommenced such concessions.

not fail seeing the consequenres resultin
from the imperfect Acts of 1782 and 1793,
for the relief of the Catholics. 1 have seen

row proceed briefly to state the general pro-
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to this country, | must say that, on the point
also, there a-e great objections. | do not
see how 1t wou'd be possible, nor du [ think
It necessary to make the attempt at present
to watch over all such correspondence. It
turns, no doubt, solely on spiritual affairs.
But if the Pope’s autho ity is recognized in
any way, and particularly as to making laws
for the Church of Ireland, then that security
goes again. [t would be found quite impos-
sible to prevent it, and by making the at-
tempt [ am convinced that we shduld be do-
ing wmore harm fo the constitution aund the
established church than by allowing the
Catholics to carry on their correspondence
as they had hitherto done. That currespcn-

Owu considering the subject maturely, I could |

dence isavowed by them as relating to reli-
gious matters; but if this indulgence is abus-
ed, and the conduct of any of the parties
should render the interference of govern-

that, when there was any restrictions in the
eoncessions, the only effect it had was to en-
courage them to rise intheir demands,and to
arm them with fresh puower to enfurce these
demands. I have, therefore thought it my
duty to make the concession as lirge as any
reasonable man couldexpect—to leave noth-
ing behind which cou'd form a pretence for
fresh demands, or for disturbing the peace
or tranguility of the country, The conced-
ing to themn the right of sitting in Parliament
I do not conveive can be nbjected to on any
gond grounds of policy or reason. It cannot

ment necessary, I shall come down to the
house, and claimn additional power to ensure
a result to that interference which <hull be
satisfactory to the house and the country—
Hear). Another part of the bill relates to
the Jesuits. An act was passedagainst tnat
body in 1791, and which was probably
thought at the time as secnre as any law
conld be on the subject. 1 do net mean to
impute any blame to the noble Lord who
framed that bill, but every one knows that
it has been with .ut effect, and that not only
in Ireland, but in this country, large estab-
lishments have sprung up, notwithstending

in any manner influence any question that |

wmes hpfoarp liamest to the prejpudice of ;
the Churdh uFﬂugﬂlluud.—lL st b retul

lected that when the Act of the 30th of!
(Charles 11., aud the other Act at the perind
of the Revolution, were passed, they were
not enacted for the security of the Church.
It was not the Choreh bat the State which
was in danger. For what were these laws
enacted? Was it not because the Sovereign
wasa concealed Papist, and his successor an
avowed vne? and because, on that accousnt,
the safety of the State was threatened? But,

parliament—a permanet provision, for all
future pericds, to exclude Cutholies from
seats in prrliament. My lords, T beg to vb-
serve, that if the act which excludes Roman
Catholivs from seats in parliament 1% perma-
ne:t, there is another clause ‘I believe the
10th of cap. 8, Wiliiam and Mary) which
requires officers of thearmy and navy tu take
these very oaths previous to their aci eptance
of their commissions. Now if the act made
in the first year of Willi mand Mary which
excludes Roman Catholics from parli. ment,
is permanent, 1 should like to ask noble
Lirds why 1he clanse inthat act is not equal-
ly permanent?—One of these acts was mere-
ly temporary, and the other, as appeared by
thie chavge which bad taken place, was not
permanent. Neither Acdt, therefore, was
bii din.gat the present day. The Parliament
of Queen Aunne,at the tir.e of the Union,
recognized the right of presbyteria sto seats
in Parliament and corsequently the Act
passed in the reign of Willhlam and Mary
was not permanent; and 1 will appeal to the
Noble Lioids whether the act passed in 1517, |
exewpting Catholic officers in the Army and

Nawvy, of certain ranks, from the oaths for-

werly prescribed, has not done away with

the clause in chapter 81 1f, therefure, the

principles of exclusion, established in 1688,

were found not to be permanent, and if oo

Acts were passed, either at the Union with

Scotland or Ireland, to prevent further chan-

ges, | will ask Nable Lords on what prisei-

ple of justice or sounad reason any ohjection
Call LE rarsed Lo Uie measure propioscds  bhi

even supposing that were not the case, and
that no alteration in the laws had taken
place, are we not at liberty, on the ground
of expediency, to repeal these laws altege-
ther, in order to relieve the country from
the inconver.ience under which it has so
long laboured? Arewe notat liberty tore-
vise the state of the representation in Ire-
land, as soon as it is perceived that the pe--
ple,at the elections, are entirely under the
influence of the Priests, and the arrange-
ment which had - been made in former vears
is found totally insufficient for the due ad-
ministration of the State? The great ques-
tion your Lt rdships have to decide is not
whether =ame law existed, prohibiting all
alteration, but whether they should, as the
guardiane of the public welfare, relieve the
country from the improper influence exer-
cised over such a portion of his Majesty’s
subjects by the Catholic Priesthood? I have
already, my Lords, stated how this exclu-
sive system tended to embarrass the mea-
sures of Government, and to excite divisions
or disturbances in every part of the country,
and, indeed, in every family; but ] have not
vet called your Lordships® attention to the
d .ngers to which the Church itself is expos-
ed, in consequence of this disurion, The
Church of Ireland, is in a peculiarsituation,
The Clergy of the Established Church there
have but the mirority under their charge;
at the same time | must say that & more ex-
emplary, a more pious, and learned set of
men do not exist. (Hear,hear, he:r,) That
Church certainly enjoys the alections of
those whom they have been sent fo instruct
to the same degree with their brethren in
England; aud the Protestants of hoth coun-
tries would shed the last drop of their blood
in defence of the ductrines of 1{13 Church.
But if the case comes to that powgt, if they
were obliged to bave recourse Ly vioience,
was not that likels to aftect the interests of
the Church?— Hear.? And I wif| a5k whe-
ther it were more likely that sucy yinlence
might be prevented by an united Govern-
ment, an uunited Parliament, and 35 united
people? or by a disunited Goveinment, a
disunited Parliament, or a disupjired peo-
ple? (Hear, bear.)

No man who attendsto thesubjiet can fail
to see the situation of Ireland; and st wish
to see a measure carried iote effecy which, 1

|

besides this, danger was to be apprehended |
then. not from the Catholics, but the Dis-
senters. Any one who has attended to the
history of those times must see that it was
nut the Catholies, but the Dissenters, that
were dreaded, and that the privileges grant-
ed to the Disseners contributed to the Rev-
olution. [ hardly think it can be necessary
for me to show that no danger can be appre-
hended from admitting Catholics to -se:ts in
Parliament. In the time of CharlesIl. thev
had seats in both Houses. By the proposed
law they are not required to take the oath of
supremiacy; but an oath of allegiance has,
been framed, in which a great part of the |
vath of supremacy has been retained, -nd |
which will answer sufficiently th -t particu-
lar purpese. 8o far, then, this Act is much
better than that of Charles II. Besides this,
for the last 40 years the House of Stuart has
been considered extinet; and, in the opinion
of a great number—and that apinion had for
a long tir e been gaining ground—the time
for the repeal f the 1»w lad at last arrived.
It had been appuinted for a specific purpose,
and it could not be necessary when the vb-
ject for which it was appointed had ceased
te exist. On another subject, mv Loerds, I
wish tosay a few words. Many ir this House,
as well as throuzhout the country—and I
confess | was of that epinion myself—have
contended that the State ought to have some
security for the Protestant Church against
the encroachment of the Catholic Clergy; |
but I confess, on examining the question,,
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the foundation on which the security of the
Church and State rests, [ could find no secu- |
rity which would be satisfactory. The Bill,
I thiuk, my Lords, as it stands, affords more
security than any that could have been re-
ceived either from the Catholic Clergy or a |
fereign Potentate. In order te explain this, |
it way be necessary to refer to other Stales; |
and I beg your Lordships’ attention 1o that
cubject for a few moments. The King of .
Prussia exercises a pawer over the Roman |
Cathulics 1n his do.inion, under different
Concordats eutered into with the Pope.—
The House of Austria exercises a similar
power and on the same grounds. The ter-
ritories on the left bank of the Rhime are
likewise bound by a Concordat with the
Pope, agreed to in the time of Bupaparte;
and those of the right bank by Concordats
entered into by their respective Sovereigns.
But, in the event of a Concordal being en-
tered into between the British Government
and the Pupe, that would be admitting the
Pupe to have some pawer in this country;
and that, I say, is a point which we never
will yield.—(Hear.) No foreign, be he
who be may—no Prince or Potentate—hasa
right to interfere between His Majesty and
his subjects; and from all such transactions,
I trust, every Government 1in this country
will steer clear {Hear, hear.; Even the
Veto | should n it consider arysecurity; aud
that could not be assumed by the Sovereigu
without, in somne way or other, impuring
his authority and dignity, and adoatting
the Pope to have some right to interfere in
the internal affairs of the State. Suppose
the King to have the nominatinn of the Bish-
ops, he must, in nominating a . ishup, give
him a diocese; and I should like to know 1n
what part ot Ircland such a diocese 1s 10 be
found that could be conferred by the Sove-
reign on a Catholic Bishap, consistent with
hi¢ vath? The King has sworn o pres€rve
the Protestant Church, tne Bishopsand Clur-
gy, and every thing belonging to them.—
Now, how cou'd he appuint a C.tholic Bish-
op without giving him a dincese? And ifhe
did, would not the Church of England rise
against such an attempt on the part of his
Majesty? With regard to some vecurily a-
gainst correspondence with Rome, and the
necessity of supervising w1l comamnpcalie 1s,

| cotdide nce.

in order to prevent inconvemence or injury

and to exclude Roman Catbolics, by
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the provisions of that bill.  The me:sure re-

sorted to in this bill, I trnst, will be effectu-
awl Hi BUpPres g all suLd o Libuiiag serlalouw

pressing hard on any individual. No one,
my lords, would more reluctantly than my-
self impose any hard<hips on any individu-
als; but I have not the smailest doabt that, it
this clense o the bill is not carried, we shall
soon see this country ind Ireland inundated
by Jesnits, sent from a)l the other pari« of
Europe, and establishing themselves in the
British de-minions.—I admit that Noble
Lords, when I propose this measure, lave
the right to ask what reason I have for be-
lieving it good, | answer, that not only the
example of other States of Europe, and the
result of the measnres they have adopted,
but even the state of Great Britain itself,
warrants me inurging the expediency of the
measore. If 1 am notmistaken, the diferen-
ces between the Episcop:l Church of Eig-
land and the Kirk of Scotland, at 2 former
period, were as injurious to the well-being
and security of the Cens itution as the pres-
sent stite of lreland. Abroad we know
there are no such distinctions and dis bli-
ities—t™e (ivil privileges of Protestants and
Cathiolivs «re the same in the best-regulated
Catholic countries, and I »m not aware that
any danger has arisen from such a state of
thivgs. In order 1o shaw the effect of such
a divided interest in this country in formex
times, il is only necessary to refer to tle
siate of society in Scotland previcus to the
Uninn; and I cannot give yonr Lndslops a
betrer idea of it, than by reading a petition
which has this day been put into my hauds,
presented more than 100 years ago to the
Siuttish Parlivment, against granting toler-
ation to Episcopacy in that country. This
petition 1s almost word for wora a copy of
many that have been presented to this
Heuse against Popery. That petttion pro-
j-hesied nothing but ruin to the Kirk of Scot-
land and the Coustitution of that country;
and | have little doubt that, when this bill
has p:ssed, the dungers anticipated from it
will be found as groundless as those w hich
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{iuuerﬂ”m;jfed tinr‘. Parliament would not
grant toler:tiun to Episcopacy in Scotland,
in the theu state of that church. Such a
toleration would be unavailing and ruinous:
it would sap the foundations of the Church
and constitution; it would overwhelm the

laws established in the country, and need-

| lessly destruy the peace and tranquility of

the nation. It would alienate from his Ma-
jesty the bearts of his best subjects, weaken
the loyalty of the people, dpena deor to
Prelacy and Popery, and bring the nalion
back to that state of misery and pollution
from which it bad so lately emerged. The
petitioners, therefore, humbly entreated Par-
liament to uphold the laws then existing;
refuse all legal toleration, because they
were persuaded that, if foleration were
granted, it would lead to the establishment
of Popery, and prodnce the mosr dre.dful
effects on the institutions of the Chuich and
State. (Hear, hear. Now Isincetely hope,
continued the Noble Duke, that as the pro-
phesy wade respecting Episcopacy iu that
country has not been fulfitied, the prophesy
contained in some «f the petitivns against
concessions to Catholics will iu the result,
be found equally incorrect, and wiihcut
foundation. But there were still other
grounds for grantirg Emancipation. There
co ld be no doubt that afier the Roman Ca-
tholics had been put on the same footing
with their Protest=nt fellow subject:— fier
the candid and lLiberal measure propused for
them—they would have 1o separale inler-
ests, and could, therefore, have no grounds
for confinming the suspicions which were en-
tertained against them. They couldexecute
nothing 1+ this or the other House of Parlia-

ent. Parliament would lovk to them with
the same eye with which it bas watched
Scotland; amd I have no doubt that in a
short time the sawme and kindiy feeling
wonld prevail there. If,however,weshould
be disa.printed of the 'I:_npt-..'et_ of trangnility,
and attempts to create dissatisfaction sheuld
be renewed, I will witheut delay come down
to lay the stute of alfairs before Parliam. nt,
in order to enable the Government to meet
the dunger; and I am e nfident, my Lords,
that on such an occasion, as well us o1 this,
it shall meet your Lordships support and
Having, my Lords, exp cined
the grounds for the measure—the state of




